
May 27, 2010 
 
To: United States Army Corps of Engineers 
 
 
Hello , 
 
I appreciate that the USACE continues to consider recognition of a LOOW RAB.  As a 
local citizen, I remain concerned that the USACE continues to use legal interpretations 
to set limits on scope of remediation, topics allowed for interactive participation and 
RAB participation, and openness for subsequent and related issues that should be 
considered for inclusion.  On another consideration and as stated in the handbook, a 
RAB is to be funded for "independent technical assistance" and administrative funds for 
outreach. 
 
It is disappointing that the USACE has taken such a restrictive, limited and controlling 
approach.  Since the site has such immense potential impact on the health, welfare, 
property values and business development of this community; it would seem to be good 
public relations, basic social responsibility, and courtesy for the USACE to be been 
more open to allow the local government representatives to be more interactive and co-
participating in the process of plan development and pre-draft reviews. 
 
The USACE's "robust public involvement plan" is robust in legal control and limitations.  
The workshops continue the same process that was used in the late 1990's that 
resulted in community unrest.  That unrest still has a root cause in that the USACE 
continues to be restrictive and controlling from the decision process and pre-conclusion 
documentation.  The workshops are orchestrated and structured to only present was 
has been solidly concluded and thoroughly reviewed by legal resources.  It limits 
comments to coming from individuals (during a brief and limited appointment 
opportunity) and positions responses to be non-impacting. 
 
This creates tensions that local vested interests are not part of the mission, and this 
creates considerable distrust in the USACE.  It distances the USACE from the public, 
because the public may sense that the USACE sees more value in controlling the scope 
of mission than the needs of the community.  
 
Relating to the site, has the USACE really assessed if the storage basement has not 
become cracked, what assessments have there been on corrosion on the plates 
covering basement pipeline access, have there been any monitoring to see if there is 
leakage under the containment, why has so little been said about the sand lenses 
throughout the clay that could provide routes of migration, will there be perpetual 
samplings wells that include the drainage ditch, children still roam the site - how has 
security been strengthened, on the building demolition - are all laws relating to asbestos 
and lead been followed and has the soil around the outside of the building been 
sampled for lead, etc.?  How will the public be included in any developments to address 
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any other hazards within the LOOW property area, without having to wait until the 
USACE completes its limited scope? 
 
Future economic development of the area will need to be based on the future non-
existence of this huge amount of radioactive materials in this area.  Thus, total removal 
is needed.  We are aware that the USACE is currently favoring the option of leaving in 
place. 
 

 
 




