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NEWS

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
June 14, 1991

DOE SEEKS PUBLIC COMMENT ON
PROPOSED CLEANUP OF ST. LOUIS DOWNTOWN SITE

OAK RIDGE, TN -- The Department of Energy’s (DOE) Field Office, Oak Ridge
(OR), is seeking public comment on an Engineering tvaluation/Cost Analysis
(EE/CA), for decontamination at the St. Louis Downtown Site (SLDS), in
Missouri. '

This proposed cleanup plan is being conducted under DOE’s Formerly
Utilized Sites Remedial Action Program (FUSRAP), which was established to
identify and clean up or control sites where radicactive contamination
(exceeding DOE guidelines) remains from the eariy years of the nation’s atomic
energy program. This is part of Secretary of Energy James D. Watkins’
comprehensive Environmental Restoration and Waste Management Five-Year Plan.
Releasing the proposed EE/CA to obtain the views of concerned citizens for use
in developing the Department’s work plans is an important step in the overall
cleanup process.

During the 1940’s, Mallinckrodt Inc., current owners of the SLDS
property, processed and produced various forms of uranium compounds and
machined uranium metals for the World War [I Manhattan Engineering Project and
Tater for the U.S. Atomic Energy Commission, a DOE predecessor agency. The
areas proposed for decontamination -are”contaminated with uranium, thorium, and
radium as a result of this work. ‘

The radicactive contamination at SLDS poses no immediate risk to public
health or the environment in its current condition. However, some cleanup
activity at SLDS is being proposed as an interim measure because plant
activities involving excavation or renovation could result in the generation
of dust and other materials, and inadvertent spread of contamination.

The EE/CA summarizes the analysis of cleanup alternatives and the
rationale for DOE’s preferred interim remedial action alternative. Waste
control alternatives considered for soil and structures on site includes
removal, reprocessing/treatment, interim storage, disposal, access
restriction, and no action. Based on available information, DOE’s preferred
alternative for SLDS is decontamination and/or remcval of contaminated
structural material and excavation of contaminated soil, with interim storage
on site.

-MORE-
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Implementation of comprehensive cleanup measures will be preceded by a
complete environmental review process including preparation of Remedial
Investigation and Feasibility Study reports as required by the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act and the National
Environmental Policy Act. This long-term cleanup program will include, in
addition to the SLDS, the St. Louis Airport Site and vicinity properties, and
the: Latty Avenue properties, including the Hazelwood Interim Storage Site.
The three properties are collectively referred to as the St. Louis Site.

The EE/CA is available for public review during the normal business hours
in the Government Information Section at the St. Louis Public Library, 1301
Olive Street, St. Louis, Missouri 63103, telephone (314) 241-2288; the St.
Louis County Library, Prairie Commons Branch, 915 Utz Lane, Hazelwood,
Missouri 63042, telephone (314) 895-1023; and the DOE Public Information
Office, 9200 Latty Avenue, Hazelwood, Missouri 63042, (314) 524-4083.

The public may comment on the proposed plan by submitting written
comments no later than July 10, 1991, to:

David G. Adler, Site Manager

U.S. Department of Energy

Former Sites Restoration Division
P.0. Box 2001

0ak Ridge, Tennessee 37831-8723
(615) 576-0948

-DOE-

News Media Contact: Danielle Jones, (615) 576-0885

R-91-017
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Dated: june 14, 1991. the Poderal Register at least 15 days (10 CFR part 1022}, DOE will prepare e
LM. Bynum, - before the date of this meeting. floodplain assessment to be
Alternate OSD Fedaral Register Liaison For further Information concerning incorporated In the Engineering
Officer, Department of Defanse. this meeting contact: Commander John Evaluation/Cost Analysis-

[FR Doc. 91-14576 Flled 6-21-81; 8:45 am|
SRLING COOK MNi1s-01-4

Department of the Navy

Navai Research Advisory Committes;
Ciosed Mesting

Pursuant to the provisions of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (5
U.S.C. app. 2), notice is hereby given
that the Naval Research Advisory
Committee Panel on Anti-Tactical
Ballistic Missile Requirements in the
2010 Timeframe will meet on June 25-27,
1991, The meeting will be held at the
Applied Physics Laboratory, Johns
Hopkins University, Johns Hopkins
Road, Laurel. Maryland. The meeting
will commence at 8 a.m. and terminate
at 5 p.m. on june 25, 28, and 27, 1991. All
sessions of the meeting will be closed to
thgrgublic.

e purpose of the meeting is to
provide technical briefings for the panel
members pertaining to their assessment
of the vulnerability of U.S. naval forces
to ballictic misslle attack employing
conventional, chemical, and nuclear
munitions; and identifying the key lssues
related to the Navy ATBM program and
the corresponding critical technology
requirements. The agenda will include
briefings and discussions related to
sensors and processors, survelllance
and tracking, seeker and technology
discrimination, guidance and control,
kill mechanism, bousters and
propulsion, high temperature structures;
and bettle management and command,
control and communications options in
connection with the tactical ballistic
missile threat. These briefings and
discussions will contain classified
information that is specifically
authorized under criteria established by
Executive Order to be kept secret in the
interest of national defense and are in
fact properly clessified pursuant to such
Executive Order. The classified and
non-classified matter to be discussed
are inextricably intertwined as to
preclude opening any portion of the
meeting, Accordingly, the Secretary of
the Navy has determined in writing that
the public interest requires that all
sessions of the meeting be closed to the
public because they will be concerned
with matters, listed in section 552b(c)(1)
of title 5, United States Code.

This notice is being published late
because of administrative delays which
constitute an exceptional circumstance,
not allowing Notice to be published in

S-03 1999 VOILOX21-JUN-91-11:39:45)

Hrenko, USN, Office of the Chief of

Naval Research, 800 North Quincy

Street, Arlington, VA 222175000,

Telephone Number: (703) 696-4870.
Dated: Juns 14, 1991.

W.T. Baudino,

Lisutenant, JAGC, USNR. Altarnate Fedsral
Registar Liaison Officer.

(FR Doc. 91-15005 Filed 8-21-81; 8:45 am])
BILLING COOK 28 10-AL-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Floodpiain Notification for Proposed
Removal Action at Properties Located
In Hazetwood and Berkeley, MO

AaENCY: Department of Energy.
AcTion: Notice of floodplain
involvement and opportunity for
comment,

SUMMARY: The Department of Energy
(DOE) proposes to remove radioactively
contaminated material from properties
in the vicinity of the Hazelwood Interim
Storage Site (HISS) and to stabllize and
control these materials at the HISS. The
HISS Is located in northern St. Louis
County, approximately 3 km (2 mi) north
of Lambert-St. Louis Internatfonal
Alrport.

DOE proposes to conduct this removal
action under section 104 of the
Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability
Act and pursuant to 40 CFR
300.415(b)(2). The removal of
fadloactively conteminated material
from residentiel, commerclal and
municipal properties would result in
storage of the contaminated material at
HISS. The action is necessary to remove
contaminated soil that exceeds current
DOE criteria for residual radioactivity
established for the Formerly Utilized
Sites Remedial Action Program. .

DOE has determined, on the basis of a
review of the National Flood Insurance
Program's (Federal Emergency
Management Agency) Flood Insurance
Rate Maps for the area, that the
proposed storage action would involve
activities within the floodplain of
Coldwater Creek. The proposed action,
if implemented, wiil be carried out with
the concurrence of the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, the
Army Corps of Engineers, and the
Missouri Department of Health and
Environment.

In accordance with.DOE regulations,
"Compliance with Floodplain/Wellands
Environmental Review Requirements”

4703.FMT...[18,30]...12-28-90

Environmentel Assessment and publish
a statement of flndings in accordance
with these regulations. Further
information is eveilable from DOE at the
address shown below. Public comments
or suggestions regarding the proposed
activities in this floodplain area ara
invited.

DATES: Any comments are due on or
befora July 8, 1991.

ADDRESSES: Send comments to: Lester
K. Price, Director, Former Sites
Restoration Division, U.S. Department of

.Energy, Oak Ridge Operetions Office,

Post Office Box E, Oak Ridge,
Tennessee 37831, (615-576-0848), Fax
comments to: (615}-576-0956.

Leo P. Dufty,

Dirsctor, Office of Environmental Restoration
and Waste Monagement.

[FR Doc. 91-14976 Filed 6-21-81; 8:45 am])
SILLING COOE $450-01-M

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

(Docket Nos. CP91-2243-000, et al.]

Distrigas of Massachusstts Corp., et
al.; Natural Gas Certificate Fllings

June 14, 1991,
Take notlce that the following filings
have been made with the Commission:

1. Distriges of Massachusstts
Corporation

[Docket No. CPg1-2243-000}

Take notice that on June 10, 1891,
Distrigas of Massachusetts Corporation
{DOMAC], a Delaware Corporation with
its principal place of business at 200
State Street, Boston, Massachusetts
02109, filed in Docket No. CP81-2243-000
an abbreviated application pursuant to
section 7(c) of the Netural Gas Act. for a
certificate of public convenience and
necessity authorizing DOMAC to Install
additional vaporization capacity and
install and construct additionel facilities
appurtenant thereto at DOMAC's
liquified natural gas (LNG) terminel in
Everett, Massachusetts, all as more fully
set forth in the application which is on
file with the Commission and open to
public inspection.

DOMAC states that the additional
LNG vaporization facilities will be built
wholly within the boundary of its
existing Everett Marine Terminal.
DOMAC proposes the installation of a
single vaporization train with a nominal
capacily of 75,000 Mcf/d, which is to be
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Announcing Public
Meeting in St. Louis
on January 28 and
DOE'’s intent to
prepare a Remedial
Investigation/
Feasibility Study -
Environmental
Impact Statement

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Intent To Prepare a Remedial
Investigation/Feaslblilty Study-
Environmental Impact Statement:
_Response Actlons at Sites In St. Louls,
MO

AGENCY: Department of Energy.

AcTION: Notice of intent to prepare a
remedial investigation /feasibility study-
environmental impact statement.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
e Department of Energy (DOE), under
Formerly Utilized Sites Remedlal
ction Program (FUSRAP), intends to
conduct a comprehensive environmental
review and analysis of the ""St. Louis
Site"” (composed of several sites located
in and near St Louis, Missouri) to
determine the nature and extent of
existing contamination and to evaluate
alternative response actions. The St
Louis Site is composed of the St. Louis
Downtown Site (SLDS) and vicinity
properties; the St. Louis Airport Site
(SLAPS) and vicinity properties; and the
Latty Avenue properties consisting of
the Hazelwood Interim Storage Site
(HISS), the Futura Coatings property,
and six commercial or industrial vicinity
properties along Latty Avenue. (These
vicinity properties are areas not owned
or controlled by DOE which are.
radioactively contaminated above DOE
guidelines for residual radioactive
-material as a result of the previous
processing of radicactive materials at
the St. Louis Site where DOE is -,
undertaking remedial action.) The
environmental review and analysis will
integrate the values of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and
requirements of the Comprehensive
vironmental Response,
' mpensation, and Liability Act
ERCLA), as amended by the
Superfund Amendments and

Reauthorization Act (SARA)}—hereafter
referred to as CERCLA. NEPA values
under NEPA will be incorporated into
the remedial investigation/feasibility
study (RI/FS) requirements of CERCLA.
The resulting report will be the RI/FS-
EIS. Nothing in this Notice of Intent.
(NOI), or in other documents to be
prepared, is intended to represent a
statement on the legal applicability of
NEPA to remedial actions under :
CERCLA. :

DATES: Written comments or
suggestions postmarked on or before

. February 7, 1992, will be considered in

the course of implementing the
integrated CERCLA /NEPA process and
its documentation. Comments or
suggestions postmarked after that date
will be considered to the maximum
extent practicable. A scoping meeting
will be held at the Berkeley Senior High
School, 8710 Walter Avenue, Berkeley,
Missouri 63134, on January 28, 1992, at7
p.m. local time. Requests to speak at this
meeting should be forwarded to Mr.
Lester K. Price by January 22, 1992, at
the address indicated below Persons
who have not submitted a request to
speak in advance may register at the
scoping meeting. Those who register to
speak at the meeting will be called on to
present their comments as time permits.
ADDRESSES: Comments or suggestions
on the scope of the RI/FS-EIS and
requests to speak atthe scoping meeting
discussed below in the Scoping section
should be addressed to Mr. Lester K.
Price, Director, Former Sites Restoration
Division, U.S. Department of Energy,
DOE Field Office, Oak Ridge, Post
Office Box E, Oak Ridge, Tennessee
37831, (615) 576-0948 or 1-800~253-9759
Fax comments to: (615) 576-0958.
Documents are available for
inspection at locations set forth later in
this notice. . _
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

" For further information on DOE's EIS
. process, please contact: Ms. Carol

Borgstrom, Director, Oflice of NEPA
Oversight, EH-25, U.S. Department of
Energy, 1000 Independence Avenue,
SW., Washington, DC 20585, (202) 586—
4700 or 1-800—472-2756.

For further information on DOE's Rl/

. FS process, please contact: Ms. Kathleen

Taimi, Director, Office of Environmental
Compliance, EH-22, U.S. Department of
Energy, 1000 Independence Avenue,
SW., Washington, DC 20585, (202) 586—
9024. . .

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The St.
Louis Site contains residual -
radioactivity above DOE guidelines, and
cleanup of the Site has been designated
as part of FUSRAP. FUSRAP was
established in 1974 by the Atomic

Energy Commissicn (AEC), a.
predecessor agency oI DOE. The
primary objective of FUSRAP is to
identify and remediate sites where
radioactive contamination remains from
the early years of the nations’ atomic
energy program or from other activities
that resulted In conditions that Congress
has authorized DOE to remediate. The
goals of FUSRAP aré to: (1) Control.
radioactive contamination at the sites,
in compliance with applicable or
relevant and appropriate requirements
for the protection of human health and
the environment, and (2) to the extent
possible, certify the sites for use without
radiological restrictions following
decontamination.

Backgx;ound

The St. Louis Site consists of several
noncontiguous areas localed in and near

- St. Louis, Missouri. The St. Louis Site

consists of SLDS and vicinity properties;
SLAPS and vicinity properties; and the
Latty Avenue properties consisting of
HISS, the Futura Coatings property, and
six commercial or industrial vicinity
properties along Latty Avenue.
Contamination at these sites is the result
of uranium processing and waste
management activities that took place
from the 1940s, 1950s, and 1960s. All the
properties, with the exception of SLDS
and its vicinity properties, are on the
National Priorities List of the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).

The SLDS located in an industrialized
area on the eastern border of St. Louis,
about 90 m (300 ft) west of the
Mississippi River and dpproximately
17.7 km (11 mi) southeast of SLAPS. The
SLDS is owned by Mallinckrodt, Inc.,
and is utilized as an operating plant for
the production of various chemical
products. The property occupies
approximately 18.2 ha (45 acres) and
includes numerous buildings and
facilities. The SLDS is traversed by the
tracks of three railroad lines, and
several spurs service the property from
the main lines. The property is fenced,
and Mallinckrodt, Inc., maintains 21-
hour securily. -

The SLAPS, an 8.8-ha (21.7-acre)
property approximately 24 km (15 mi)
from downlown St. Louis, lies
immedialely north of the Lambert-St.
Louis International Alrport. Itis
bounded on the south by the Norfolk
and Western Railroad and Banshee
Road, on the west by Coldwater Creek,
on the north by a ball field area, and on
the north and east by McDonnell
Boulevard. The area is zoned for
industrial use, with'the nearest -
residential areas located q'pproximately
0.6 km (0.5 mi) west, 1.6 km (1 mi)
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northwest and 2.4 km (1.5 mi) north of
SLAPS. The property is currently owned
by the city of St. Louis and is managed
by the St. Louis Airport Authority. .
Transfer of SLAPS property back to
DOE prior to remediation is being
congidered. However, this transfer is not
a condition for the proposed alternatives
to be evaluated as part of the RI/FS-EIS.
Currently, the entire site is fenced to
restrict public access, and maintenance
and routine environmental monitoring
are the only activities taking place at the
property. The SLAPS vicinity properties
include ditches to the north and south of
the property, an adjacent athletic field,
transportation routes termed as “haul
roads” (i.e., McDonnell Boulevard, Latty
Avenue, Hazelwood Avenue, Pershall
Road, Eva Avenue, and Frost Avenue),
and the areas along transportation
routes and Coldwater Creek that have
been identified as containing residual
radioactivity that exceeds DOE
guidelines. Seventy-eight such
properties along the haul roads and
Coldwater Creek have been identified;
five of these properties are zoned for,
‘residential use, with the rest zoned for
commercial use. Bansheed Road on the
southern border of SLAPS, a 30-m (100-
ft) strip of St. Louis Airport property
south of and parallel to Banshee Road,
and seven railroad properties in the area
of SLAPS are also considered SLAPS
vicinity properties. .

The Latty Avenue properties consist
of HISS and Futural Coatings properties
at 9200 Latty Avenue and six additional
commercial or industrial vicinity
properties along Latty Avenue. These
properties are located in northern St.
Louis County within the city limits of
Hazelwood and Berkeley, Missouri,
approximately 1.2 km (0.75 mi) northeast
of SLAPS. The HISS and Futura
Coatings properties, which are
separated by a chain-link fence, occupy
the castern and western halves of 9200
Latty Avenue, respectively. The HISS
and Futura Coatings properties are
completely fenced to restrict public
access.

The Latty Avenue properties are
located in an area that is primarily
commercial/industrial, with the nearest
residential area located approximately
0.5 km (0.3 mi) to the east. Storm-water
runoff from the Latty Avenue properties
drains into ditches and a storm sewer
that empties into Coldwater Creek,
which is located to the west of the
properties. The HISS property, which is
currently leased by DOE, contains a
vehicle docontamination facility, two
office trailers, and two covered surface
storage piles that contain a pproximately
27.700 m? (32,000 yd?) of radinactive

material. The Futura Coatings property
is owned by Jarboe Realty and )
Investment Company and is leased to
Futura Coatings, Inc., which currently
manufactures plastic coatings on the
property.

- From 1942 to 1957, the former
Maillinckrodt Chemical Works

-performed work at SLDS under

contracts with the Manhattan Engineer
District (MED) and AEC. Several
operations were performed, including
process development and production of
various forms of uranium compounds
and metal, and recovery of uranium
metal from residues and scrap. From -
1942 to 1945, MED/AEC activities were
carried out in areas designated as Plants
1 and 2 and in the original Plant 4 (now
Plant 10). In 1946, manufacturing of
uranium dioxide from pitchblende ore
began at the newly constructed Plant 8.
From 1948 through 1950,
decontamination activities were
conducted and supervised by
Mallinckrodt personnel at Plants 1 and
2. These decontamination efforts were
conducted to meet AEC criteria in effect
at that time, and the plants were
released in 1951 for use without
radiological restrictions. During 1950
and 1951, uranium processing operations
began at Plant 6E; Plant 4 was modified
and used as a metallurgical pilot plant
for processing uranium metal until it
was closed in 1956. AEC operations in
Plant 6E ended in 1957, and AEC
managed the decontamination efforts in
Plants 4 and 6E, returning them to
Mallinckrodt for use without
radiological restrictions in 1962.
Contaminated buildings, equipment, and
soil from Plants 4 and 6E were removed.
Some buildings that existed in 1962 have
been razed, and some new buildings
have been constructed at the former
locations of Plants 4 and 8. Plant 7 was
used for storing reactdr cores, removing
metallic uranium from salt by a wet
grinding/mill flotation process, and
continuous processing of green salt (i.e.,
production of uranium tetrafluoride}.
These operations at Plant 7 beganin
1950 and 1951, continuing until the plant
closed in 1957. Plant 7 was released for
use without radiological restrictions in
1962 following decontamination, based
on criteria in effect at that'time. Plant 7
is now used primarily for storage of
materials and equipment related to
current chemical plant operations.

The SLAPS was acquired by MED/ |
AEC in 1948. From 1946 until 1966, the
property was used to store residues (i.e.,
uranium-bearing material generated as a
by-product of uranium processing) from
SLDS. In 1966, the wastes were
purchaacd by the Cunlinental Mining

and Milling Company, removed from the
SLAPS, and placed in storage at 9200
Latty Avenue. After most of the residues
had been removed from SLAPS, the
buildings were demolished and buried
on-site, and the whole area was covered
with 0.3 to 1 m (1 to 3ft) of clean fill
malerial. At 9200 Latty Avenue, all the
wasles trangferred from SLAPS were
deposited directly on the ground surface.
During 1967 and 1970, the residues were
dried and shipped to Canon City,

-Colorado, by the Commercial Discount

Corporation and Cotter Corporation.
The material in the storage piles -
currently on HISS originated from a 1979
demolition and excavation activity or
the Futura Coatings property and
remedial action and construction
activities on and around the Latty
Avenue properties that toak place in
1984 and 1986. '

Radiological surveys at SLDS indicate
that current contamination in structures
and radionuclide concentrations in soil
exceed DOE limits for release for use
without radiological restrictions (as
given in DOE Order 5400.5). Radon
concentrations in three buildings also
exceed DOE nonoccupational radiation
exposure guidelines in DOE Order
5400.5. Results of surveys performed by
Bechtel National, Inc., indicate that at
SLDS, uranium-238, radium-226, thorium-
232, and thorium-230 concentrations in
the soil range from background levels up
to 95,000 pCi/g, 2.800 pCi/g, 440 pCi/g.
and 98,000 pCi/g, respectively. The -
surveys indicated surface contamination
on virtually all portions of SLDS that
were examined. The volume of
contaminated soil at SLDS is estimated
to be 220,000 m3 (288,000 yd?).

Radiological surveys performed at
SLAPS indicate radionuclide ‘
concentrations in the soil exceeding
DOE guidelines for release for use
without radiological restrictions.
Contamination was identified as deep
as 5.5m (18 ft) beneath the ground
surface. Uranium-238, thorium-230, and
radium-226 have been determined to be
the primary contaminants, with .
concentrations ranging up to 1,600 pCi/g.
2,600 pCi/g. and 5,620 pCi/g,
respectively. The volume of
contaminated soil at SLAPS is estimated
to be 191.000 m? (250,000 yd?3).

A large portion of the ground surface:
and subsurface soil at HISS/Futura
Coatings property still remains
radioactively contaminated in excess of
DOE guidelines for release for use

" without radiological restrictions.

Subsurface contamination is as deep as
2 m (6 ft) at HISS, with concentrations of
uranium-238, thorium-230; and radium-
226 ranging up to 800 pCi/g. 7,900 pCi/s.
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and 700 pCi/g, respectively. The
estimated volume of contaminated soil
at HISS is 53,520 m3 (70,000 yd3). At the
Futura Coatings property, contamination
{s as deep as 4.6 m (15 ft) beneath tha
surface, and the maximum measured
concentrations of thorium-230, radium-
226, uranium-238, and thorium-232 in the
soil were 2,000 pCi/g, 2,300 pCi/g, 2,500
pCi/g, and 26 pCi/g, respectively. The
estimated volume of contaminated soil
at the Futura Coatings property is 26,000
m?3 (34,000 yd?). .

Radiological surveys have also been
conducted at all vicinity properties. The
major radioactive contaminant on these
properties is thorium-230. The average
concentration of thorium-230 measured
in soil at these vicinity properties ranges
from background levels up to 145 pCi/g.

Surveys for possible chemical '
contaminants were also performed at
various properties considered to be
representative of those comprising the
St. Louis Site. The purpose of these
surveys was to: (1) Identify and quantify
any “hazards waste" as defined under
the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (RCRA); (2) to provide a
basis for assessing the potential health
hazardous from the handling of
materials at the Site while performing
remedial actions; (3) to ensure proper
design and implementation of a health
and safety plan; (4) to define chemical
characteristics; (5) to investigale
potential migration pathways; and (6) to
determine any resulting impact on the
design criteria for final disposition of the
waste. Chemical analyses for metals,
anions, organics, and characteristics of
RCRA hazardous waste were performed
on soil samples collected from SLDS,
SLAPS, HISS, Futura Coatings property,
and the athletic field. Limited chemical
analyses were also performed on
groundwater samples from SLDS,
SLAPS, HISS, Futura Coatings property,
with surface-water samples from
Coldwater Creek also analyzed. In
conjunction with historical records of
activities at the various St. Louis Site
properties, chemical surveys at these
selected sites can provide indications of
maximum chemical contamination.
These values are used as conservative,
upper level indications of chemical
contamination on other vicinity
properties where chemical surveys were
not taken. )

The resulls of the chemical surveys
indicate potential contamination with
metals similar to, and thus possibly
attributable to, those occurring-in the
.materials processed at SLDS. A few
organic compounds commonly found in

. many industrial areas have also been
detected at SLDS. These organic

compounds are not related to DOE
processing activities conducted at SLDS.

In June 1990, DOE executed a Federal
Facility Agreement (FFA) with EPA
Region VIL The FFA was made
available on July 12, 1990, for public
review and comment. The public

"comment period ended on August 17,

1990, and the final agreement became
effective on September 13, 1990. Under
the FFA, DOE has assumed
responsibility for:

—All contamination, both radioactive
and chemical, whether commingled or
not, at HISS and SLAPS.

—All radioactive contamination
present at SLDS and on any vicinity
property that is above DOE guidelines
for residual radioactive material and is
related to uranium processing at SLDS.

—Any chemical or nonradioactive
contamination at SLDS and on vicinity
properties that has been mixed or
commingled with radioactively
contaminated wastes resulting from, or
associated with, uranium manufacturing
or processing activities conducted at
SLDS.

The FFA does not assign
responsibility to DOE for managing
areas, other than SLAPS and HISS, that
are only chemically contaminated with
no connection to processing of
radioactive materials at SLDS.

Environmental Review Process

DOE intends to conduct a
comprehensive environmental review
and analysis to mee! the requirements of
CERCLA and incorporate the values of
NEPA for implementing response
actions at the St. Louis Site. The St.
Louis Site consists of approximately
765,000 m3 (1,000,000 yd?3) of
contaminated materials.

The CERCLA environmental review
and analysis process has two major
phases: a remedial investigation and a
feasibility study, which are also the
titles or partial titles of the reports
resulting from these phases. It is DOE
policy, under DOE Order 5400.4, to
integrate the values of NEPA and the
requirements of CERCLA for remedial
actions at sites for which it is
responsible. Under the integration
policy, the CERCLA process is
supplemented, as appropriate, to
incorporate the values of NEPA.

The integrated CERCLA/NEPA
process begins with scoping and
planning phases that culminate in a
geries of planning documents, including
the R1/FS-EIS work plan. In the work
plan, the problems at a site are scoped
by analyzing existing data, identifying
the contaminants of concern, projecting
potential exposure routes, idenlifying
any additional specific information that

is available, and specifying tasks
required throughout the entire
remediation process to fully remediate
the site problem(s).

From the work plan, a field sampling
plan is written to obtain the remaining -
required data. Companion-documents
include the health and safety plan, the
quality assurance project plan, and the
community relations plan. The health .
and safety plan specifies the procedures
needed to protect workers and the
general public. The quality assurance-
project plan specifies the procedures,
detection levels, and data quality checks
to be used in the laboratory analyses.
The comumunity relations plan outlines
procedures to ensure that the public is
kept informed and given the opporfunity
to provide information, suggestions, and
comments.

The RI phase of the remediation
decisionmaking process includes
activilies associated with site
investigations, sample analyses, and
data evaluation, which are performed o
characterize the site and to determine |
the nature and extent of contamination.

-In addition, applicable or relevant and

appropriate requirements must be °
identified to determine what standards,
criteria, regulations, or other constraints
should be applied to the proposed
action. Bench-scale or pilot studies may
be performed to test potentially
applicable techrologies. The RI phase
also includes a baseline risk
assessment, which is a quantitative
assessment of the primary health and
environmental threats under the no
action alternative.

The FS phase includes screening of
remedial technologies, identification and
screening of response alternatives,
development of general performance
criteria for such alteatives, and
detailed evaluation and comparison of
alternalives consistent with both
CERCLA and NEPA. Alternatives to be
considered for the St. Louis Site include:
(1) No action; (2) treatment and disposal
of wastes either on-site or off-site (off-
site disposal would be considered
generically, not specifically); and (3) (on-
site or off-site) containment or
institutional control alternatives that
control the threats posed by hazardous
substances to prevent exposure. The no
action alternative provides an )
environmental baseline against which
the impacts of the other alternatives can
be compared. . ’

The data collected during the RI phase
will influence the development of the
remedial alternatives in the FS phase,
which in tumn affects the data needs and
scope of treatability studies and can
result in additional field investigations.
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Consistent with DOE policy. the RI/FS
process will be supplemented, as
necessary, to be consistent with NEPA
and the Council on Environmental
Quality's regulations (40 CFR parts
1500-1508). DOE has determined that an
EIS is the appropriate level of NEPA
documentation for the St. Louis Site.
DOE will prepare an EIS implementation
plan to record the results of the scoping’
.process and to present the approach for
preparation of the EIS (i.e., RI/FS-EIS).
The EIS implementation plan will be
prepared following the scoping meeting
and will be appended to the work plan
for the St. Louis Site.

' Nothing in this NOI, or in other
documents to be prepared, is intended to
represent a statement on the legal
applicability of NEPA to remedial
actions under CERCLA.

Préliminary List of Potential Issues

Potential issues related to response
actions at the St. Louis Site include
environmental impacts, as well as
‘factors that may result from or be
influenced by implementation of one or
more of the remedial alternatives. The
preliminary list that follows is based on
issues that have been raised relative to
other DOE proposals of this nature.
Interested parties are invited to
participate in the scoping process
discussed below and to help refine this
list to arrive at the significant issues to
be analyzed in depth in the integrated
CERCLA/NEPA process and to
eliminate from detailed study the issues
that are not significant.

The potential major issues that may
arise and therefore require analysis in
the integrated CERCLA/NEPA process
are as follows: :

1. Potential radiological/chemical
impacts in terms of both radiation/
chemical doses and resulting health
risks:

—On people, including workers and
the general public (i.e., individuals and
the total population, children and adults,
present and future generations);

-—Along transportation routes
relevant to the proposed alternatives;

—Associated with routine remedial -
operations and accidents;

-—Associated with various pathways
to humans, including air. soil. surface
water, groundwater and biota;

—Due to natural forces, such as
erosion and flooding; and

—Associated with human intrusion
into the contaminated materials.

_ 2. Potenlial engineering and technical
13sues: . ’

—The most reasonable engineering
options for each type of waste/residue;

—Probable duration of contamination
isolation;

—Rates and magnitude of loss of
containment; .

—Related to site-specific
geohydrology and ecology:
~ —Related to site-specific wind
patterns; and -

—Site characterization and research
and development work necessary before
the decision or before actual
implementation of an alternative.’

3. Potential issues relative to
mitigative measures and monitoring:

—Health-physics and industrial-
hygiene procedures for workers; and

~—Control measures for erosion, gases,
and dusts.

-4. Potential institutional issues:

—Project-specific criteria for
decontamination, effluents,
environmental concentrations, and
release of site for use without
radiological restrictions;

—Future institutional controls (i.e.,
monitoring and maintenance); and

—Institutional issues that need to be
resolved before an alternative can be
implemented.

5. Potential socioeconomic issues:

—Effects on land uses, values, and
marketability; and

—Effects on local transportation
systems.

6. Cumulative impacts associated with
the remedial actions proposed to be
taken or reasonably foreseeable at the
St. Louis Site.

7. Issues related to CERCLA criteria
for selection of a remedial action:

—Overall protection of human health
and the environment:

—Compliance with applicable or
relevant and appropriate requirements;

—Long-term effectiveness and
permanence; . .

—Reduction of waste toxicity,
mobility, and volume through treatment;

_—Short-term effectiveness;

—Implementability;

—Cost; o

—State acceptance; and

—Community acceptance.

Scoping

The results of the iniegrated
CERCLA/NEPA assessment process for
the St. Louis Site will be presented in
the draft RI/FS-EIS. The draft work plan
and companion documents, fact sheets,
technical reports, and other information
related to DOE activities at the St. Louis
Site have been placed in the repositories
at the addresses noted below. :

The scoping process will involve all.
interested government agencies (i.e., .
Federal, State, and local), groups, and

members of the public. Comments are
invited on the alternatives and the
issues to be considered in the integrated

CERCLA/NEPA process. as discussed in
this NOI and in the draft RI/FS-EIS
work plan. A public scoping meeting is
scheduled to start at 7 p.m., to be held
onJanuary 28, 1992, in the Berkeley
Senior High School, 8710 Walter
Avenue, Berkeley, Missouri 63134. This
will be an informal meeting, buta
complete record will be taken and
copies of the transcript will be made
available as detailed below.

" The meeting will be presided over by
an independent facilitator, who will
explain DOE procedures for conducting
the meeting. The meeting will not be
conducted as an evidentiary hearing,
and those who choose to make
statements will not be subject to cross
examination by other speakers.
However, to facilitate the exchange of
information and to clarify issues, DOE
and its representatives may respond by
answering questions and making short
clarifying statements, as necessary or
appropriate. To ensure that everyone
who wishes to speak has a chance to do
so0, 5 minutes will be allotted for each
speaker, and speakers are encouraged to
submil a written summary of comments.

Depending on the number of persons
requesting to be heard, DOE may allow .
longer times for representatives of
organizations; persons wishing to speak
on behalf of an organization should
identify the organization in their request.
Persons who have not submitted a
request to speak in advance may
register to speak at the scoping meeting;
they will be called on to present their
comments if time permits. Written
comments or suggestions will also be
accepted at the meeting or should be
sent to Mr. Lester K. Price at the address
given above in the Addresses section
and should be postmarked no later than
February 7,.1992. Comments or
suggestions postrarked after that date
will be considered to the maximum
extent practicable. Oral and written
comments will be given equal weight.
Copies of the scoping meeting transcript..
the draft work plan and companion |
documents, and major references used
in preparing these documents will be
available for inspection during normal
business hours at the following"
locations:

St. Louis Public Library, Government
Information Section, 1301 Olive Street,
St. Louis, MO, 83103, (314) 241-2288.

" St. Louis County Library, Prairie

Commons Branch, 915 Utz Lane,
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Qazelwood. MO, 63042, (314) 895~

w1023 '

! )OE Public ln[ormallon.O[Fce 9200
Latty Avenue, Hazelwood MO, 63042,
(314) 524-4083.

Certain malerials have already been
placed &t the above reposilories,
including preliminary assessment and
sile invesligation reports, the draft work
plan, the communily relations plan, and
reports on work that Has previously -
been conducted at the Site. Other

"documents ‘will be added to the
repositories as work at the Site .
progresses. These additional documents‘
may include; but are not limited to, the
‘$coping meelting t.ranscnpt
unplemenlanon plan, major references’
used in preparing the RI/FS-EIS, other
technical reports, comments and new
data submitted by interested persons,
and DOE responses to comments.

DOE will retain the transcriptof the
scoping meeting, and, in addition to the
locations noted above, will make a copy
availablé for inspection at the Freedom
‘of Information Reading Roam, Forrestal
Building, 1000 Independence Avenue,

.-Washington, DC, 20585, Monday -

A gh Friday during business hours

¢ -e,9am. to4pm.) Inaddition, .

" .nyone may make arrangements with '
‘the recorder to purchase a copy.:When
the draft RI/FS-EIS is available, a

- notice will be published in the Federal
Register and local newspapers to -
announce the locations where the
documernts can be reviewed:

Persons who do not wish to submit
comments or suggestions during the
comment penod but who would like to
.recenve a copy of the draft RI/FS-EIS for
review and comment should notlfy Mr.
Lester K. Price at the address given
above'in the Addresses section.

.~ DOE expects by the end of 1994 to

. issue the ﬁnalRI/FS—-EIS which will
‘include a "description of the proposed
planand responses to public comments
received on.the draft RI/FS-EIS .
(responsxveness summary). DOE wnll
announce a remedial action selecnon for
the Site'i in the Record’ of Decision o be
issued no earlier than 30 days. after Lhe
final RI/FS-EIS is issued.

:18sued In Washington, DC, this 3d day of .
January.1992.
N:'Bn.:lsh,
* .ling Assistant Secrelary,' Environiment,
.dfety'and Health.
[ER Doc. 92-531 Filed 1-8-92;,8:45 am)
- BILLING COOE 6450-91-M -



DOE  ~News

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
January 15, 1992

DOE TO HOLD PUBLIC MEETING ON ENVIRONMENTAL
STUDIES OF CONTAMINATED SITES IN ST. LOUIS

ST. LOUIS, MO -- The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) will hold a public
meeting on January 28 to receive comments from the public on environmental
studies of three sites in the St. Louis area that are contaminated with
residual radioactive materials.

Known collectively as the St. Louis Site, the three separately located
sites are designated for cleanup by DOE’s Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial
Action Program (FUSRAP). The sites are located in an industrial area in
downtown St. Louis, on land adjacent to the St. Louis International Airport
and on property located on Latty Avenue in Hazelwood, Missouri.

The public meeting will provide an opportunity for residents living in
these communities, as well as other interested parties, to participate and
comment on the ongoing environmental studies. The meeting will be held in the
auditorium of the Berkeley Senior High School, 8710 Walter Avenue, Berkeley,
Missouri. The meeting will begin at 7:00 p.m.

FUSRAP is responsible for identifying and restoring sites contaminated
with radioactive materials resulting from the early years of the nation’s
atomic energy program. Contamination at the St. Louis Site resulted from
uranium processing and waste management activities performed from 1940 through
the 1970's.

DOE’s Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study (RI/FS) is a key step in
the cleanup process. The RI/FS is intended to determine the nature, extent,
and environmental impacts of existing contamination. The RI/FS also will
identify and evaluate a variety of cleanup alternatives, ranging from no
action to onsite or offsite disposal of contaminated materials.

DOE’s environmental studies will combine the regulatory requirements of
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act, as amended by the
Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act (CERCLA/SARA). The environmental
impact statement requirements of NEPA will be addressed in the RI/FS
doncumentation.

The St. Louis Site RI/FS is scheduled to be completed in 1995. Before a
cleanup alternative is selected, DOE will provide the public opportunity to
comment on the proposed action. Under the provisions of a Federal Facilities .
Agreement between DOE and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the
selected cleanup alternative must be approved by EPA.

-MORE-

U.S. Department of Energy L Oak Ridge Operations Office . P.O. Box 2001 b Oak Ridge, TN 37831-8502



FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
January 27, 1992

NOTE TO EDITORS AND ASSIGNMENT DESKS:

ST. LOUIS, MO -- The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) will hold a public
meeting on Tuesday evening, January 28, 1992, to receive comments from the
public on environmental studies of three sites in the St. Louis area that are
contaminated with residual radioactive materials. The meeting will be held
in the auditorium of the Berkeley Senior High School, 871 Walter Avenue,
Berkeley, Missouri, beginning at 7:00 p.m. (A news release announcing the
public meeting was issued last week).

David Adler, DOE’s St. Louis Site Manager, will be present at 6:00 p.m.
at the Berkeley Senior High School to meet with members of the news media.
For more information, contact the St. Louis Site Information Office at 524-
4083 or call the DOE Oak Ridge Field Office Public Information Office at (615)
576-0885.

-DOE-

News Media Contact: Steven Wyatt, (615) 576-0887
N-92-001

U.S. Department of Energy ° Ouk Ridge Operations Office . P.0O. Box 200! . Oak Ridge, TN 37831-8502
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Our neighbors in Hazelwood and
Berkeley are cordially invited
to an Open House and Site Tour

on Tuesday, July 13
from 4:00 — 6:00 p.m.

-at the DOE

Public Information Center
. o 9200 Latty Avenue
® e e Hazelwood, Missouri 63042

Please come and meet the DOE site manager

and other staff working on the
: . St. Louis Formerly Utilized Sites
A o S i S Remedial Action Program.

IR SR We will have light refreshments, an exhibit,
printed material, and a videotape
about this environmental restoration program.
Feel free to bring a guest.

Space in the Center and parking are limited,
so please let us know if you are coming.
Telephone 524-4083.

For directions, please see map on reverse.
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STATEMENT OF POSITION

BACKGROUND

- A public meeting for the Environmental Management Advisory Board (EMAB) was

held in St. Louis on March 15, 1994. Mr. Thomas Grumbly attended and spoke at

the public meeting.

DISCUSSION

As a result of Mr. Grumbly’s remarks, The St. Louis community, including
residents and elected officials, is under the impression that DOE intends to
drop onsite consolidation as an alternative under consideration. o

The St. Louis County Executive issued a press release (attached) that stated;
"The St. Louis community has won a major battle in .the fight to clean up the -
radioactive waste in north county and in the city.” It further states that
this was in reaction to the news that DOE “reversed its position to build a
bunker for permanent disposal of the wastes near Lambert Airport.” The County
Executive noted special thanks to Assistant Secretary Thomas Grumbly “for
listening to our community, for hearing our message, and for having the
courage to change the course the Department has been headed in for the last
several years." This is indicative of the feedback that the program has been

receiving from a variety of stakgho]ders.

RECOMMENDATION
Issue the following statement of position for use by the department in
responding to inquiries. , .

The Department of Energy is withdrawing the St. Louis Proposed Plan .
currently under review and will meet with stakeholders, including
_political delegations, to develop a long term strategy for instituting
an acceptable remedy. This review will re-examine all feasible A
alternatives, including on-site, off-site, and treatment options, in. an
effort to define a future management strategy. Everything is on the :
table,  and we will work with all of our stakeholders in the development

of the new strategy.

MEDIA ADVISORY, St. Louis, Missouri
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CONCERNS RE DOE SITES
ot JOUIS AREA

- DOE has treated the Weldon Spring sites & the
St. Louis sites differently, making unfair &
unwarranted assumptlons about possible actions
- solutions.
- At Weldon, DOE has calmed local fears by
promising not to allow outside wastes into the area,
while never really considering the option of moving
these wastes away -- merely consolidating the
wastes onto one site.
» In St. Louis, DOE has abandoned relocation

and/or consolidation in order to Keep its original first
option -- an airport bunker -- alive; ignoring West
Lake Landfill and proposing to leave many other
sites still contaminated and uncontrolled.

« While .DOE has established an lmpresswe'
presence in St. Charles County, the St. Louis sites
have been relegated to management by
long-distance commute from Oak Ridge.

« DOE has taken note of original, massive -public.
outery in St. Charles County and has bludgeoned
concern citizens in an avalanche of paper,
meetings and flattery -- succeeding in eliciting
endorsements from the very public they are
shafting.

« In St. Louis, despite public votes, petitions, pleas
from local mayors & other elected officials, DOE
has thumbed its Tennessee nose at public concern.

- About the only thing St. Charles' folks have

FUSRAP - ST. LOUIS SITES, ST. LOUIS, MISSOURf
STATEMENT BY

MISSOURI COALITION FOR THE ENVIRONMENT .'
Circulated at March 14 EMAB Meeting in St. Louis Page 1 of 4
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gotten for their "model ci_tizenry"' is more federal $$: :
with comparable volumes of wastes on both sides
of the Missouri River, DOE is proposing to spend 8
to 9 times more money at Weldon Spring than in St.

Louis -- even though many more people &
businesses are adjacent to the St. Louis sites.

-« Mallinckrodt Plant Site (St. Louis): DOE
proposes to leave contaminated buildings in place as
well as much "inaccessible contaminated soil."

» Mallinckrodt is an active, ongoing business with
many workers -- it deserves a complete clean-up,
including removal of all contaminated debris.

« Some 300,000 people live within 5 miles of this .
site. The closest neighbors are working class,
minority people with little opportunity at relocation.
Adjacent businesses are already affected by the
site. |
- Latty Avenue Site (Hazelwood): Again DOE
proposes to leave much material in the ground. The
. many businesses adjacent to this site, the presence
of Coldwater Creek, and the cancer cluster on nearby
Nyflot all make this a priority site for total clean-up.
- West Lake Landfill (Bridgeton): DOE proposes
no action at this toxic site adjacent to the Missouri
River floodplain. To leave these wastes unaddressed
is the single most cavalier aspect of DOE's action.

« Coldwater Creek (north St. Louis County):
Desplte the presence of contamination everywhere
testing has occurred, DOE chooseés to leave most of
the creek unattended. Of course, it will border the
proposed bunker. .

- Private Properties: Most of the St. Louis area sites
are private property. |If left contaminated, and in

Page 2 of 4
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‘private hands, who will guarantee containment ot
these wastes in the years ahead?

» St. Louis Airport Site (Berkeley): The proposed
site of the "bunker" -- this site is partially in the
floodplain of Coldwater Creek, is mostly situated on .
an old lacustrine deposit with a high water table (very

prone to earthquake damage).

- Again, this is a highly populated area of north
county including three adjacent municipalities: -

~ Bridgeton, Berkeley and Hazelwood. The future

viability of these communities is doomed if the

bunker option is chosen.

- Depending on DOE's final strategy, the bunker
will take some 30 acres to 90 acres. But if all of the
St. Louis area sites are properly cleaned up, there
is no way to hold all of this material at the airport.

Weldon Spring Ouarry (St. Charles County):

'Whrle DOE proceeds to "treat” water from the sump
pond in the quarry and to remove the solids, there is
no plan to mitigate the ground water contamination or
to clean up the Femme Osage Slough. A

- In an effort to protect the alluvial wellfield in St.
Charles County, DOE has blatantly threatened the
drmkmg water of millions downstream by dumping
the "treated” water into the Missouri River.

« Unanswered questions remain- about the water
treatment strategy and the lack of adequate
information on the presence of various
radionuclides in the water both before and after

"treatment.”

Weldon Spring Plant & Raffinate Pits: the karst
topography of this part of St. Charles County makes
thrs a site of dubious integrity for permanent storage

Page 3 of 4
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- The site is perched on the divide between the

Mississippi and Missouri rivers smack in the middle

of the largest concentration of public rerreatlonal
lands in the St. Louis area.

« The water from the raffinate pits is also bemg
| treated and sent downstream to St. Louis water

consumers.
« For all the money that DOE is spendmg -at
Weldon Spring, the public is getting damn little for
its money. .
« DOE brags about Weldon Spring as a "success
story” because it managed to shmeikel the pubilic,
state agencies and elected officials into becoming a
national testing ground for untried, unproven and
likely unreliable technologies.
- Army Incinerator at. Weldon Spring: The final
insult to the area's environment comes not from DOE

but the Army Corps of Engineers as they have
proposed a hazardous waste incinerator to burn TN
& DNT wastes along with radioactive materials.

The Missouri Coalition for the Environmen?
believes that the only satisfactory solution is to
clean up all these sites & haul routes, consolidate
the wastes and relocate them to a more suitable,
remote area of highest geologic & hydrologlc
integrity. Fifty years of this contamination is long
enough. DOE is dooming the St. Louis area to

fifty centuries and counting.

Page 4 of 4



From St. Louls County executive Buzz Westfall

For Release: : Fa no. 88

FOR IMUEDIATE RELRASE
contact: Lee Brotherton no-zoos_

“Tha 8t. Louis community has won a major battle in the fight
to clean up the radiocactive waste in north County and iz the city,"
county Executive Bugs Westfall said today in reaction to the anevws
that the US Department of Energy has reversed its pesition to bulla
a bunker for permanent disposal of the wastes naar Lamdert Airport.

MARCE 16, 19%4

upor years, citisens and elected officials from our area haves
been trying to gat our message acroas to the federal government and
now wa Xnow that we have been hoard,' Westfall said, ‘''Our message
has always been the same. It has been simple and {rrefutable: that
. it 4e simply inappropriate for the federal governmaent to
peraanently locate 900,000 cubic yards of radioactive waste in the
middlae of a densely populated urdban area like ours. We have
repeated that message time and again and the hard work has paid
cff." vWestfall noted his spescial thanks to Assistant Sscretary
Thomas Grumbly of the U8 Dapartment of Baergy' for listening to our
community, £or hearing our message, and for baving the courage to
change the course the Department has deen hesaded in for the last
severa) YSars." : :

Westfall congratulated all those who have fought the idea of
a permanent dunker ovaer the years. ' ''To the mayors of Berkely and
HEaselwood, to the evaeryday voters who expressed themselves B0
clearly in the 1990 referendun, this viotory is a tribute to your
aefforts, Yyour unity, anad your detarmination  to protect our
community and to aakae sure that the final disposition of this waste
is appropriats and safe.” :

~ Westfall noted that while this is a major vioctory in the f£ight
against thé nuclear dunkezr, the war is not over and much work still
nasds to be done. ''Wow we must double our efforts to lookX at the
alternative daisposal options and ¢ry and move the federal
government to a speedy dipposition of this prodblem. ¥For the firat
time, we can now realistically expect that the wastse that has besen
with us for nearly fifty years will be cleanad up and moved out of
the heart of our gommunity.* '

FUSRAP, St. Louis Sites, St. Louis, MO
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NEWS

FOR YMMEDIATE RELEASE
August 15, 1984

DOE TO BEGIN CLEANUP OF RADIOACTIVE CONTAMINATION

- OAK RIDGE, TN -- The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) has announced plans
to clean up a portion of radioactive contamination located at several sites in
the St. Louis area.

This announcement was made by Thomas Grumbly, DOE Assistant Secretary for
Environmental Management, at a meeting held last week of key stakeholders from
the St. Louis metropolitan area. '

Grumbly said, “We are pleased to begin this project, which will remove a
significant portion of this hazardous material from both residential and
' industrial areas in St. Louis."

Close to $15 million will be committed to this effort, scheduled to begin
in FY 1995. Grumbly emphasized that citizen input will be the key factor
determining near term cleanup priorities. Plans for control of the remaining
contamination in the St. Louis area will be developed over the next twelve
months based on input from stakeholders and the public. The cleanup will
include all of the residential properties impacted by radioactive
contamination, and other select industrial properties.

Grumbly said, "DOE 1s committed to a process that will lead to increased
stakeholder input and involvement in decisions that affect both the near term
cleanup and ultimate disposition of these materials. We acknowledge that
there is a general consensus against permanent disposal of these wastes in
highly populated areas of the country, such as Lambert Field. We will explore
alternatives such as soil treatment and the siting of a disposal facility
elsewhere in Missouri." .

Radioactive contamination in the St. Louis area is the result of the
processing of uranium and other materials associated with the nation’s early
nuclear weapons program. The site was designated for cleanup in the late
1970s and is administered under the DOE’s Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial
Action Program.

-DOE-

. News Media Contact: Steven L. Wyatt, (615) 576-0885

R-94-053
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Corcoran’s Remap Plan

Jumps Gun, Critics Say

Councilman Seeks To Add 3 New Townshlps In County

By Virgil Tlpton
Of the Post-Dispatch Staff

A plan by St. Louis County Council Chairman
George M. “Jerry" Corcoran to establish three
new townships has prompted some criticism
for his solo approach and for his timing.

At issue is his proposal to add three new
political townships to the current 20. To do
that, he has proposed dividing the Meramec,
Missouri River and Queeny townships into five
townships. The ncw areas wuould be named
Maryland Heights and Chesterfield townships.

Another township, dubbed Mehlville, would
be carved out of pieces of Concord and Lemay
townships in South County.

Townships are used to organize election pre-
cincts. Members of the county Democratic and
Republican committees are elected by town-~
ship. Corcoran said the township lines needed
to be redrawn because wide disparities in
population had developed since the last re-
drawing in 1971. '

Corcoran, D-2nd District, said he planned to

-introduce his map at a meeting of the County

Council next week or the week after that. He
will then let members of the Election Board
and leaders in both parties offer suggestions.
The changes need only the approval of the

COunciIman Greg Quinn of
West County, R-7th District,
questioned Corcoran’s
decision to draw the new map

on his own.
[

County Council.

‘Councilman Greg Quinn of West County, R-
7th District, questioned Corcoran’s decision to
draw the new map on his own. “I would have
preferred that we would have had a bipartisan
commission look into this,” said Quinn.

RR—

In addition, Quinn said, drawing township -

lines now is doing the job too early. He said it
would make more sense to wait for new dis-

trict lines for congressional, County Council .

and state legislative seats. That way, the town-
ship lines would follow the new district lines,
making it easier for the Election Board to
establish precincts, he said.

Otherwise, odd pockets mightdevelop as the
township and district lines overlap, Quinn said.
For example, under current lines, Northwest

Louis Post-Dispatch,
Page ¢ /4

MO, St.
/.”/'f //',” /’

st. Louis,
‘Date
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Current Boundaries | . ¢ 35
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~ RIVER

. C..Chesterfield.

St. Louis County 'T OWNShIPS Proposed new townships are highlighted in the list.

A. Airport
‘B. Bonhomme

D. Clayton

E. Concord

F. Creve Coeur
G. Fergusop
H. Florissant
l. Gravois
J. Hadley
K. Jefferson
L. Lemay
M

Q. Midland

R. Missouri River
S. Normandy
T. Northwest
U. Queeny

V. St. Ferdinand
W. Spanish Lake

Proposed Boundaries ;

MISSOUR!
<. Rver/] [

cI £

\ Y MeraMEC
&= piver

/7 MISSISSIPPI

/07" RIVER.. .

o

. "
Tom Borgman/Post-Dispatch
. /

Township overlaps the 7th District by just one township lines could wait, “so we don’t have a  had given some thouéht toitne nAé'rhes of the:

situation where we have to create precincts of
two people, which has happened in the past.”
Meanwhile, Corcoran, of St. Ann, said he

three districts. - e
“I thought about ‘Truman’, but I thought that
might create some controversy,” he said.

house, Quinn said.
Paul S. DeGregorio, the county’s Republican
director of elections, agreed that drawing

FUSRAP, St. Louis Sites, St. Louis, MO, St. Louis Post-Dispatch,
Daily-376,000, Sunday-558,000, Date ,./»/4, Page ¢ 4
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Effect Of WéldonSpring Waste Feared

Group Is Concerned About Area’s Drinking Water

By Christine Bertelson

. Of the Posi-Dispatch Stat!

. The Coalition for the Environment
rutted on the St. Louis County Water

(.ompany on Sunday to protect St. Lou-

i~ drinking water from radioactive
:a¢ hazardous wastes from the Wel-

.+~ spring quarry in St Charles.

ip says it is concerned that
. from the quarry will be
cumpd®into the Missouri River about

w mules upstream of the major St. Lou-
1« dnnking water intakes.

Poger Prvor, executive director of
ine Coalilion for the Environment,
said a pilot plant should be built first
1y see whether the treatment methods
actually were able to remove the
waste. The treated water should be
kept in tanks or lined ponds for at least
a vear for thorough testing, Pryor
said.

The group held a news conference
outside the St. Louis County Water Co.
piant on Hog Holiow Road in west St.

Daily-376, 000,

Louis County on Sunday afternoon.
About 30 protesters attended.

In the next few months the Depart-
ment of Energy will hegin cleaning up
3 million gallons of water contaminat-
ed by radioactivity, explosives and
other wastes in the Weldon Spring
quarry near St. Charles, Wastes leak-
ing from the quarry are endangering
ground water in St. Charles.

The quarry was used as a waste pit
by the old Mallinckrodt Chemical
Works which produced pure uranium
for the atomic bombs used in World
War II. The Army also produced ex-
plosives on the site, dumping drums of
TNT into the quarry. The plant was
closed in 1966.

The Departmentof Energy is build-
ing a new water treatment plant lhat
may begin operating in December,
The plant will use a process involving

-rhe old Mallinckrodt
Chemical Works put
waste in the quarry.

a resin to remove uranium, and char-
coal to remove organic chemicals.
The treated water will be discharged
into the Missouri River.

“I think concern is always justifi-
able when there is something brand
new going on upstream of a water
intake,"” said Terry Gloriod, vice-pres-
ident of production for St. Louis Coun-
ty Water Co. “But I don't think there is
any cause for alarm.”

Gloriod said the greatest safeguard
at the new plant is thal water can be
tested ln batches. If some water sam-

Date

7/ 3¢/ % ¢

ples fail to meet local, state and feder-
al standards it can then be retreated
until it does meet safe standards.

The water company plans to moni-
tor the water from the Department of
Energy’s treatment plant for radioac-
tivity, using laboratory facilities at the
St. Louis County Health Department,
Gloriod said.

St. Louis County Councilwoman
Geri Rothman-Serot said at the news
conference that she would ask city
and county officiais to apply pressure
jointly on Missouri’'s members of Con-
gress to find a safer solution to the
problem,

“This water has to he cleaned up
immediately,” Rothman-Serot said.
“Let's rush to clean it up but for God's
sake let's not rush to make another
problem for someone eise.”

Murray Underwood, a chemical en-

Page 37

gineer who also was at the water com-
pany plant. said it was not knowr
whether the methods planned to clear
up the Weldon Spring water woulc
work.

Underwood Is an associate profes
sor of chemical englneering and di
rector of undergraduate laboratorie.
at Washington University.

“The process has nol been triec
out,” Underwood sald. “There are :
lot of questions that need to be an
swered. Building a pilot plant woul
be a lot cheaper than building the full
scale plant, which is what they ar-
doing now.”

Beatrice Buder Ciemens, 30, o
Richmond Heights said she was wor
ried ahout the health of her 2-year-ol.
son, Nicholas.

*We have littie ones and they will b
drinking the water jonger than anyon
else,” Clemens said. “I'm not willing 1
live with trace amounts of possibl
dangerous chemicals In the water.”

FUSRAP, St. Louis Sites, St. Louis, MO, 8t. .Louis Post-Dispatch,
Sunday-558, 000,



SUNDAY, SEPTEMBER 22, 1991

Radiation Leaks Investigated.;

Data Missing At Nuclear Weapons Plant In Washihgton

WASHINGTON (AP) — Energy Department
inspectors will investigate why documents about
radiation leaks are missing from a nuclear-
weapons facility in Washington state, congres-
sional auditors say.

The General Accounting Office said in a re-
port Thursday that the Energy Department and
Westinghouse Corp. had greatly underreported
hundreds of thousands of gallons of radioactive
liquids that officials knew had ieaked from
waste tanks at the Hanford Nuclear Reservation
in Washington. .

The GAO report also says officials of Westing-
house Hanford Co. bypassed a safety engineer
who refused to sign off on storage-tank data
prepared for Congress in 1989.

GAO investigators said they had found no evi-
dence that the disappearance of the records was
an attempt to conceal the ieakage of contaminat-
ed cooling water, which couid approach 1 mil-
lion gailons.

But ieaders of a watchdog group in Seattle
disagreed. And Sen. John Glenn, D-Ohio, said the
report’s findings indicated neglect in health and
safety issues throughout the U.S. nuclear weap-
ons complex.

Former Rep. Don Bonker of Washington, a
board member of Heart of America Northwest,
said, “The Columbia River is being poisoned by

the U.S: Department of Energy’s Hanford tank
leaks and illegal discharges.” :

The nuclear reservation at Richland, Wash., '

covers 560 square miles along the Coiumbia
River. Established in the 1940s to aid in the
Manhattan Project, the reservation contains
about half the nation’s radioactive waste.

Glenn, chairman of the Senate Government
Affairs Committee, said the report showed “a
continuing pattern of behavior by {the Energy
Department] and its contractors to downpiay the
seriousness of contamination problems at
Hanford.”

Leo Duffy, who heads the department’s na-
tional waste cleanup effort, called.the report
outdated.

Plant Rebuked

The Rocky Flats nuciear-weapons plant at
Golden, Colo., has come under sharp criticism

from the Energy Department for safety .

problems.

In documents obtained by The Associated
. Press, the department cited “numerous prob-

lems” in a program to prevent runaway nuclear
reactions..

|

FUSRAP, St.

Louis Sites, St. Louis, MO,
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Groups Seeking
Another Method
Of Dioxin Disposal

By Judith VandeWater
Gt Ihe Post-Dispatch Stall

Abuut 20 protesters stood on an overpass
- e Interstate 44 In the rain Sunday to try to
1:¢ opposition to a proposal for a dioxin
ciaerator at Times Beach. .
z¢dtion to solids from Times Beach, the
erator will burn dirt from 27 other dioxin-
zminated sites in Missouri. Once begun,
tnhe cleanup will take about seven years and
cost $80 million.

The incinerator can still be stopped, said
Do Fitz, 2 spokesman for the Gateway Green
Aiiiance. one of the groups at the protest.
Belore construction can begin, the state must
153ue a building permit, he said.

Environmental groups under the umbrella
of the St. Louis Area Incinerator Network view
the public hearings required by the permit
process as another opportunity to block
censtruction.

4 le believe that nothing can be done

;Qe incinerator, that wilt be a self-
L rophecy.” Fitz said.

Fizz, 43, is a research psychologist {rom
Uneversity City. He said protesters planned to
c¢emonstrate on the Lewis Road overpass near
Eureka on the second Sunday of each month to
demand that plans (or the inclnerator be halt-
ed and that a method to dispose of the dioxin
be developed with input from the community,

Unotfficial votes on a non-binding referen-
dum in St Louis County last November showed
35 percent of county residents opposed 1o the
Times Beach incinerator.

“The EPA and the Missouri Department of
Natural Resources and Syatex have ignored
what the people have said,” Fitz said.

The cleanup agreement by the U.S. Environ-
mental Protection Agency, the Missouri De-
partment of Natural Resources and Syntex
Agnibusiness Inc. — the company responsible
for much of the cleanup — was approved in
January by U.S. District Judge John F, Nangle.

The dioxin that was spread in road oil in
f:mes Beach and the other sites was produced
v Northeastern Pharmaceutical and Chemi-
cat Co. ata plant in Verona, Mo. The plant was
«eused from a company later acquired by
Syntex.

FUSRAP, St.
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Opponents of a plan to incinerate toxic waste at Times Beach

Interstate 44, near the abandoned town.

Barbara Chicherio, 42. a member of Gate-
way Greens, said the residents of Fenton and
Eureka and the former residents of Times
Beach had fought long and hard against the
incinerator, but that many now felt powerless
to oppose it.

I think they came to a point of exhaustion."”
she said. “We really want to re-energize
peaople.

“We're focusing on trying (0 get in touch
with communuy 2roups in this area. We want
to invoive groups close to the site.”

Lori Weber. 3C. a spokeswoman for the St.
Louss Area Inzinerztor Network, said she
feared for her famly’'s hezith and the heaith

Louis Sites,
Sunday-558, 000,

St. Louis,
Date

of other residents if the incinerator was built.

“The reality is that incinerators pollute.”
she said.

“Every time an incinerator shuts down.
there are emissions called fugitive emissions.
Anything In there just goes right up the stack
unburned.”

Weber said she had begun working against
the incinerator out of concern for her 3-vear-
old son. The family lives in Ballwin, about 19
miles from the incinerator site.

"The dioxin is in the ground and not moving
anywhere,” Weber said. “If the incinerator is
buili, we will have 1o worry abou: the water
our children are drinking, the air thev are

MO, st.
7/23/%/

Wes Paz/Post-Dispatch

protesting Sunday on the Lewls Road overpass over

breathing and the ground they are playing on,
because the emissions from the incinerator
are going to be evenly spread across the St
Louis area. That terrifies me.”

Syntex has called the Incinerator a safe and
effective. solution to the disposal of the con-
taminated soil.

Weher said Syntex and environmental offi-
cials should wait until science develops a safer
way to detoxily Times Beach.

“Very soon a way will become clear.” We-|
ber sard. referring to efforts to neutralize leX-i
in through the process of dechlorination.

Louis Post-Dispatch,
Page 7.~
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l,?Time:s;_;ngach
Dioxin Plan-
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Unchanged

 Westfall, Others Asked

[ For Risk Assessment

i By Virgil Tipton

i Ofthe Post-Dispatch Staff =~

i If dioxin is considered a less serious
threat than it once was;. should the
plan to burn dioxin-contaminated soil
at Times Beach be scrapped in favor
of burying it?  Fame

St. Louis County Executive George
R. “Buzz” Westfall-and-other local of-
ficials have askedZthe Missouri De-
partment of Natural Resources for
clear answers on the federal govern-
ment's current assessment of the dan-
ger of dioxin —and on whether the
cleanup plan should be changed. -

The answer, delivered last week:
Nothing will change.

Westfall and the officials sent a let-
ter in July, asking for some answers
on questions raised after a top federal
health official said the danger of diox-
in had been overestimated.

The federal official, Dr. Vernon N.
Houk of the Centers For Disease Con-
trol in Atlanta, said in May that if
dioxin was a carcinogen “itis, in.my

view, a weak one that is associated
only with high-dose exposures.”

The federal Environmental Protec-
tion Agency once called dioxin “the
most toxic man-made chemical.”

Houk’s comments — and the way
they were reported by the press —
raised questions about the wisdom of
continuing with a plan to burn dioxin-
contaminated soil at Times Beach,
said Lee Brotherton, Westfall's
spokesman,

Westfall and the other officials
asked whether Houk’s conclusions
represented those of the federal agen-
cies involved. And, If that's the case,
should officials look at another meth-
od of cleaning up the dioxin rather
than burning It?

H14 aints wan.

Residents and local oificials won.
der “if incineration and the products
of h:cineration may be more hazard-
ous to our community than the d
soil risk itself,” the otr{'icials said. foxia

The officlals who signed that letter
are Mayor Barney Nelson of Eureka;
Mayor James Graham of Fenton; state
Reps. Jim Murphy, R-Crestwood, and
Willlam Linton, R-West County; and
;tz;‘t)% Seng. T‘Xalter Mueller, R-KIrk-

, and Thomas W. McCarthy, R-
Ch’le.shtelrﬂeld. R 2L YS M- .y’ R

e letter In response was signed b.
John R. Bagby, director of thg: sctlatz
Department of Health, and by G. Tra-
Cy Mehan III, director of the Depart-
ment of Natural Resources. Their let-
ter makes these points:
& Neither federal agency involved
In measuring the risk of dioxin — the
Public Health Service or the Centers
for Disease Control — has changed its
position on the risk of dioxin.

& Even if the risk assessments
were changed, Times Beach and other
sites In Eastern™MIESs6Hstill would
kaveto be cleaneduip—

B Burning remains the best way to

+ deal with the contamination. Saying
that dioxin is not as toxic as it was
once thought to be “does not necessar-
lly mean that the chemical no longer
poses a threat to human health, nor
does it mean that it should remain in
the environment.”

St. Louis Sites, St. Louis, MO, 8St. Louis Post-Dispatch,

FUSRAP
: Page //41
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Lead Waste
May Be Hazard,
Experts Warn

By Tom Uhlenbrock
Of the Post-Dispatch Staff

Thousands of people may be ex-
posed to hazardous lead levels as a

result of mining waste products near

their homes in the Joplin area, say two
researchers at St. Louis University
Medical Center.

R. Gregory Evans and Dr. Ana

Maria Murgueytio are coordinating

the research for the federal Agency
for Toxic Substances and Disease Reg-
istry and the Missouri Department of
Health.,

In an interview Tuesday, Evans
stressed that he was talking of “‘poten-
tial exposure” levels because test re-
sults have yet to be analyzed. But he
said thousands of people, including up
to a 1,000 children, live in the mining

area where the lead wastes are-

situated.

The researchers have taken blood
samples from 400 residents of the Jop-
lin-Neosho-Webb City area — includ-

ing 150 children under the age of 6, .

150 from 6 to 18 years old and 100
adults.

Those tested were chosen random-
ly, and paid $10 to take part. “Thelr
only exposure is what they had ln
everyday life,” Evans sald.

The testing is completed, but the
results have yet to be analyzed and

most likely will not be announced un--

til early next year, Evans said.

Several lead mines operated In the
area in the pre-1940s and left behind
mounds of lead tailings when they
closed, Evans said. The waste was
used for a variety of purposes, includ-
ing fill on residential lots. ;

The lead wastes have broken down
and mixed with the area’s soll and
gravel, Evans said. “The dust can be
inhaled and can be on food and get
ingested — that's the two primary
sources,” he said.

Exposure to lead can cause anemla, .
stomach problems and learning dis-
abilities, Lead exposure can cause
problems with fetal brain
development.

In children, lead poisoning is sald to
cause a decrease of as much as six -
pointsin IQ levels. ;

Because of the risk, the federal Cen-
ters for Disease Control in Atlanta re-
cently lowered its official recommen-
dation of blood levels at which
children are said to be at risk for brain
damage. The level was decreased to
10 micrograms per deciliter from 25
micrograms. !

If elevated levels of lead are found
in the biood of those tested, it could

have implications for similar areas

throughout the nation, Evans said.

‘ FUSRAP, St. Louis Sites, St. Louis, MO, st. Louis Post-Dispatch,
Daily-376,000, Sunday-558,000, Date 9/r7/7/ Page gz



S ANA

SIS

SECTION B

WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 18, 1991

OoP Coumy Map ‘Dead On Arrivgl’

Democrats
Fear Loss
Of Majority

By Virgil Tipton
Cf the Post-Dispatch Statf
EPUBLICANS SAID Tuesday
R that they had black voters in
mind when they drew a map
tar tke St. Louis County Council glving
1.auks 2 03 percent total in tbe coun-
c1l's 1st District.

But Democrais accused the Repub-
1:2ans of tlooking out for another mi-
nonty: Republicans on the County
Council.

*This map is dead on arrival,” said
Cary Hammond. a Democrat and the
chairman of the county’s redistricting
commission. “This is not a plan fora
minority district. This is a plan for
Republican control of the County
Council.”

1.C. Milford, a former county exec-
ulive and the lead Republican on the
- --giinpg commission, denied tbat

cans planned to.createa
. majority.
~Qur first challenge was to drawa
district that could be won by a minor-
Wy, Milford said.

Atissue is a map disclosed Tues-
day by the seven Republicans on the
zounty’s redistricting commission.
The commission's job is to redraw the
souodary lines for the seven County
“ouncil districts to reflect changes in
population in the past 10 years.

For the past 10 years, three seats
:ave beeo considered generally safe
‘or Republicans and three safe for
vemocrats, with the remaining seat a
+w1ng district. Right now, four Demo-
-rats and three Republicans serve on
‘he council.

But the Republican map pushes lhe
ird District — the swing district —
~estward into the heavily Republican
‘~rnitory of Missouri River and
{ueeny townships.

Councilwoman Geri Rolbman-Sernt
of Frontenac. a Democrat and the in-
cumbent in that district, said the re-
sult isthal the district would become
“extremely Republican. It no Innger s
aswing district.”

That contentinn leads ta the Demo-
cratic charge that Republicans are us-
i e issue of @ minority district as a
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T:e Republican map
pushes the 3rd District
—- the swing district —
westward into heavily
Republican territory.

a prelext to achieve their true ambi-
tion In this reapportionment process,”
Hammond said. “And that’s lodraw a
Repubdlican majority in the County
Council.”

Milford acknowledged that Repub-
licans might have an easier ime in
that district under the Repubiican
plan. But he contended that the

H. C. Milford change was a consequence of drawing
Republican member a black disirict — nol a goal.
smokescreen, The Republican map draws dis-
. Irict boundary lines in surh a way lhat
Rapublicans are using the isene “ac Ihe It District in North County would
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64.3 percent, compared with the cur-
rent black population of 44 percent.

A Democratic plan proposed last
week showed a black population of 56
percent.

Republicans and some black politi-
cal leaders say that for a black to have i
a reasonable chance of winning a dis- i
trict, the district must have a minority :
population of close to 65 percent
Democrats contend that a hlack could
have a chance of winning with a lower 1
black population.

Despite the disagreement Tuesday.
both sides said they. were ready tn
negotiate.

One detail of the Repuhlican map
amused both sides. Turned upside
down, the 1st District somewhal re-
sembies an elepbant — the symbol of
the Republican Party.

“There’s no way an elephant’s going
to win in 1hat Ist District,” Milford
said,

Geri Rothman-Serot
Democratic incumbent

have a populalion lhat's 3.3 percent
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EDITORIALS

Falling Behind On Wedpons’ Waste

Little progress has been made on cleaning up the
mountains of contaminated waste at the nation’s
nuclear weapons plants. The Department of Energy
first admitted the cleanup to be a problem of major
dimensions five years ago; now it appears to be a task
of much greater magnitude than previously imag-
ined. Yet the department says it lacks the money and
expertise to be confident of resolving it.

The department has issued a report indicating that
in the next five years there will be a large gap
between what is estimated as necessary to maintain
a timely cleanup program and the amount allocated
by Congress to do so. So far, a mere $26 billion has
been budgeted for the problem. The Energy Depart-
ment thinks the true cost will be closer to $40 billion
—~— or more. The affected states, which are relying on
federal help to clean up the contaminated sites in
their territory, are expressing well-founded concern
that the federal government may renege on its com-
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mitment to do the job right.

Worse, the dimensions of the problem keep grow-
ing. For instance, while the volume and nature of
material at the sites is pretty well known, in many
cases its concentration — or toxicity — remains
completely unknown. This important detail will dra-
matically affect the cost of cleaning it up. In addition,
while methods exist for handling both radioactive
and chemical contaminants, no adequate treatment
and disposal system presently is available for treat-
ing wastes that are a mixture of the two. Indeed, for
some toxic chemicals at the sites, there is no known
method for retrieval and handling at all.

Thus not only is the money committed to cleaning
up the weapons sites inadequate, the true dimensions
of the problem have yet to be fully assessed. More
money, especially for more scientists and engineers,
is essential to eliminate these hot spots around.the
country in any reasonable period of time.
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