“To: ‘ST LOUIS

N Congress of the Wnited States

®Haghington, BE 20515
APR -1 RECD
March 22, 1999
‘The Honorable Pete Domenici The Honorable Ron Packard
Chairman, Appropriations Subcommittee ‘Chairman, Appropriations Subcommittee
. on Energy & Water Development on Energy & Water Development
127 Dirksen _ 2362 Raybum
Washington, D.C. 20510 Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Chairman Domenici and Chairman Packard:

As you prepare the Fiscal Year (FY) 2000 Energy and Water Development
Appropriations Bill, we respectfully request that you include an increase of $10 million over and
above the Administration's $150 million budget request for the Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial
Action Program (FUSRAP) now being admhinistered by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

Missouri has several major FUSRAP sitds which contain nuclear waste left over from the
Manhartan project and other sources. FUSRAP involves radioactive waste sites primarily in urban
and suburban communities around the St. Louis. egion, many of which are on or near residential
and commercial properties, Extra funding is neeged to effectively clean up these sites to the
desired levels promised by the Corps of Engineei's.

“The $t. Louis sites constitute 50% of theitotal volume of FUSRAP waste (600,000 cubic
yards) across the country, yet these sites receive lless than one third of the total available funding.
Currently, the President's total FY 2000 budget request for FUSRAP is $150 million, but only
$45 million off this amount is set {o be allocated to the St. Louis sites. This is significantly
deficient. The current amount allotted for St. Lotis will be $2 million short of what is needed for
the Corps to complete the work that they have al'lready scheduled for FY 2000. In addition, the
Corps has the capability and expertise to perfom1 an additional $20-30 million of work this fiscal
year. o :

o | o

Accelerated funding for FUSRAP is also #ost effective because it saves substantial finds
now spent on maintenance, property management, and other direct "mortgage” expenses incurred
at these sites. Most importantly, however, cleaninlg up these sites on an expedited basis will allow
communities o put the property back to productive use.

l
Since the transfer of the FUSRAP prograin from DOE to the Corps of Engmeers in the
1998 Energy & Water Development Appropriatidns Bill, the Corps has made significant progress
in cleaning up the St. Louis sites to a level that is Satisfactory to all the local stakeholders. To not

. increase the total FUSRAP appropriations at this time, would significantly jeopardize the Corps

ability to keep their commitments and clean up those sites in a timely manner.
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For over 20 years, the communities around the St. Louis sites have struggled to get the - - ‘
federal government to cleanup this nuclear waste. These communities deserve to have their '
- quality of life restored, and they should be made whole as promptly as possible.

We thank you for your time on this matter, and Jook forward to hearing from you in the
near future.’ ' .

Sincerely;

s M. Talent Chnistopher S. Bond

Uit K oy G Drnsspn

William L. Clay John D. Ashcroft

' loidiossl & A plimscts @

Richard A. (fephardt




Cataloging Form
{Technical/Project Managers fill in C through G, K through Q. RM completes other fields}

. A. Document ID Number: Assigned by database qlp O '~ - B.Further Information Required?: ]

C. Operable Unit (Choose One): D. Site (Optional); .
USACE . O v, . SLDSVPs . [J
St. Louis Sites A Mallinckrodt [}
Downtown [ | .0 .SLAPS ... . [] -
North County | SLAPSVPs [ . f
Madison Sites O CwcC O
Inaccessible Areas O HISS O
PRP O Madison J
Oversight Committee O \ :
R S T S U T A y
E. Area (Optional): S S N A e P N T ”i
. R T L ., e ;V.'r":"— - el [ B T
F. Primary Document Type (Choose One): 0 WY e L,n./‘& DY e gt N !
Site Management Records ] Remedial Action.cq . oA L e HEE Lo
Removal Response ] Public Affaus/Commumty Relanons .ou) iy
Remedial Investigation 0 ‘Congressional Relations ., . . =, - . . B . i
Feasibility Study 1 Freedom of Information Act S e [Jdea K
Record of Decision O Real Estate s . . wvast o e L[] LS o
Remedial Design - PmJectManagement it vales e F [ i
et R S o

G. Secondary Document Type (see back of form AT N

‘ H. Bechtel Number: ) I SAICNumber' Vit :'\

J. MARKSNumber(ChooseOne) }-‘N Oéuo 18100 [] . FN: 1110-1- 8100fD . FN: 1110- -8100g[l -
) ;« foy . ,4.,,,4 ;‘ Lou«; F’L(SO?QF’
K. Subject:/Title: Azteq 4%

L. Author: ' " M. Author’s Compan &{ S %4&4 ‘,_,!
. . r:' ;\I’\y:.l, B ,’l \
N.Recipient(s)' 0. Reczpzent(s) Company é -V A) ég "‘
P. Verszon (Choose One): Draft D Final ] Q. Date 3 /q—, 2 /?,ix oLt }
R. Include in the ARF ? X} . S.Include in the AR? [] .!.g T. Filed as Confi dentzal/anzIéged’ D
KRR . .g
U. Document Formar (Choose one) ' '8 (AN TLICEN 6 G TR L
Paper K[ Photographic 1 Cartograph:c/Oversxze [ .
Electronic O - Audio-visual Ol Microform -~ ~ - .- [ {
. o ‘. ;‘YL,A, ° ', ?..'.-tf‘ PO Y i.“.
V. Filed in AR Volume Number——— . <05 o s Voo oo e QT 1
oot Ui baosp .
W. Physical Location (Choose One): e el ) S - i
Central Files ] Microfilm Vendor ~ > '+ [ < *.." " ImARF [] .
Records Holding Area [} Departmentof Energy [~ «° mAR™ [
" X. Associated with Document(s): GE et

FUSRAPForm3 = © 04/07/00 1



I_II_IE]I_Il_lI_lI_ll_lI_II_II_II_IDI_IﬂﬂﬂDﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂDl‘lﬂl‘ll‘]ﬂDﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁDl‘lI_II_IDI_IDDDDDDDDD L]

Secondary Document Types - B S ‘ ,

Amendments to Record of Decision (ROD)

Anomaly Review Board Documents (Management Plan, Con'espondence Standard Operatmg Procedures,

Findings)

Applicable or Relevant and Appropnate Requlrements (ARAR) Detenmnntlons

Archives Search Reports (ASR) y o3

Briefing Papers ‘

Chain of Custody Forms
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