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As Mayor of the City of St. Louis and Dircctor of Lambert St. Louis Intcmational Airport. we
arc submirtting this testimony in responsc to the EE/CA (Engincenng Evaluation/Cost Analysis)

for the St. Louis Airport Sitc.

We support Altemmative 2 as described in the EE/CA: the cxcavation and disposal of the wastce at
thc Arrport Site and the ballticlds. We also support using the stnctest proposcd clean-up
standards for Altemative 2 including clean-up of Radium 226 to levels of 5 picocurics per gram
for the surtace und |5 picocurics per gram for the subsurface. clean-up of Thorium 230 to levels
ol 5 picocuries per eram for the surtace and |3 picocurics per gram for the subsurface, and clean-
up of Uranium 238 to levels of 50 picocurics per gram for the surfacc and 50 picocurics per gram

for the subsurfacc.

We also support the usc of “clcan™ sotl to fill in excavatced areas rather than soil from the site that
rcmains contaminated below the cniteria of 5/15 and 50. We favor this altermative because we
belicve 1t has the support ot the public and because it fits most closcly with the reccommendations i
of the St. Louis Site Remcdiation Tusk Force regarding clcan-up ot the Airport Site.  This body. '
representing a broad range of stakcholders, met for over two ycars and worked through a varicly
of diverse opinions to comce up with a ncarly unanimous rccommendation on how to procced with
the clean-up of the St. Louis Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial Action Program (FUSRAP) sites.

Furthcrmorc. in referenda in 1988, an overwhelming majonty of citizens in both St. Louis City
and St. Louts County made 1t clcar that they did not want to scc the Airport Sitc tumed into &
pcrmancnt storage bunker for radioactive waste. We arc concemned that the storage of any
contaminated soil. no matter how low the level. may be perecived by the public as a sicp toward

cstablishment of a bunker ar the Airport Site.
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TESTIMONY (ADD ONE)

An additional rcason for rejecting the below entena backfill is stated on page 5-6 scction 5.2.2 of
the EE/CA. This statement points out the fact * the nced to segregate these (above and below
critena) sotls duning removal would complicate the cxcavation.” Complications on projects of this
nature often bring incrcased costs. The City of St. Louis docs not belicve that minor cost savings
is worth cndangering the public health in the area suwrrounding the Airport. We firmly believe that

clean soil must be used as backfill at the Auport site.

We also want to rcitcrate our strong support for continued public participation in the clecan-up
process of all thec FUSRAP sites in St. Louis City and County. Through years of discussion and
dialogue among diversc constituencics, this region has cstablished a consensus on how to procecd
with thc clcan-up of these sites. In order to maintain this consensus and implement the plan. we
cncourage the Army Corps of Engincers to work closcly with the St. Louis Oversight Commitiee
on Radioactive Wastc and the general public. It is especially important that the Army Corps of
Engincers officials coordinate closcly with Airport offictals to make surc that all clcan-up
activitics at and around the Airport site arc consistent with the guidelines of the Federal Aviation

Admuinistration.
In closing, wc want to note that. in kecping with the spinit of the regional consensus on this issuc.
we have worked closely with our counterparts in the State of Missoun and St. Louis County to

achicve conscnsus on our positions. Wc arc united in our belicf that Alternative 2. with clean-up
to the 5/15 and 50 standard is the best option for the Airpont Site clcan-up.
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