
-----Original Message----- 
From:   
Sent: Wednesday, July 20, 2011 5:42 PM 

 
Subject: RE: USACE limitations (UNCLASSIFIED) 
 

  
 
Thank you for your July 20th response to my June 29th email. 
 
While I'm pleased to hear the FOIA is "on its way" (not sure exactly what 
that means), your email, below, answers questions I didn't ask, and neglects 
to answer the ones I did ask.  Is that what a "path forward" means? Or does 
your email mean the Corps will decide who the community is, and let that 
group endorse or veto other requests from the community?  
 
The limitations in what you are providing to , and limiting her 
input on, certainly does not rise to the level of "public input" on draft 
SAP's, which the Corps has precluded entirely from public comment. 
 
The Corp continues to pick and choose which questions it will and will not 
answer. Where it will and will not allow public input. That does not sound 
like progress, nor real public participation.    
 

  
 
-----Original Message----- 

 
Sent: Wednesday, July 20, 2011 2:07 PM 

 
Subject: RE: USACE limitations (UNCLASSIFIED) 
 
Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
Caveats: NONE 
 
Hello  
I talked with  yesterday and your FOIA request is on its way to 
you.   
 
The Corps is committed to working with  and the community to 
address issues and concerns related to the NFSS.  Additionally, we are 
providing  with maps that can be marked up with suggested 
sampling location points and will be working with  and the 
community on a path forward.  Thank you for your input. 
Sincerely, 

 
 
-----Original Message----- 

 
Sent: Wednesday, June 29, 2011 10:12 PM 

 

h5pm9aea
Typewritten Text
NFSS_08.01_0435_a



 
Subject: USACE limitations 
 
Hi - 
 
I'm not understanding how the information you provide is relevant to barring 

 from facilitating any issues that may relate to the question of 
whether or not the NFSS cell is leaking. Those issues are heavily weighted 
in remedy selections (i.e., the FS.) Particularly since the Corps concealed 
the RIR Sampling and Analysis Plan from the public until after work began - 
ergo, precluded any public input on a major investigation of the NFSS. 
 
With respect to "community concerns" over the past few years, there have 
been more issues raised than just total Ur in groundwater for two wells. 
Will other shortcomings in the investigation which have been identified in 
public meetings, emails and letters be addressed?  Or will public concerns 
be eliminated altogether from any independent facilitation?    
 
In addition, your note implies that over 25 years, there is an abundance of 
relevant data to determine the cell is "performing as designed." However, 
much of the surveillance was suspended for many years or just simply ended. 
To clarify, can you please provide the following: 
 
How many of the wells in the lower groundwater bearing zone have been 
sampled twice a year for each of the past 25 years?   
I count -0- of the original 18. (And virtually none over 16 consecutive 
years.)  
 
How many of the wells in the upper groundwater bearing zone have been 
sampled twice a year for each of the past 25 years?  
I count -0- of the original 18. (Perhaps 3 of the 18 were sampled 
regularly?) 
 
I look forward to hearing from the Corps when I might expect a response to 
my FOIA request, which is now 9 weeks old.  
  
Thank you. 
 

  
 
-----Original Message----- 

 
Sent: Wednesday, June 29, 2011 2:32 PM 

 
Subject: Additional q's (UNCLASSIFIED) 
 
Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
Caveats: NONE 
 
Hello  
 
Based on the Corps evaluation of over 25 years of environmental surveillance 



data from the Niagara Falls Storage Site, (NFSS), the data from the NFSS 
Remedial Investigation, and the NFSS Remedial Investigation Report Addendum, 
it is the Corps position that the Interim Waste Containment Structure (IWCS) 
is performing as designed.  The Corps intends to perform additional field 
work as part of the Balance of Plant Feasibility Study (FS).  As part of 
this effort, the Corps agreed to work with  to develop a path 
forward regarding suggested locations for performing additional sampling to 
alleviate the community's concern regarding pipelines and elevated total 
uranium concentrations in groundwater at two sample locations south and east 
of the IWCS.  The Corps anticipates this additional sampling will be 
performed next year.  As we stated in our first email,  scope is 
currently for the IWCS Operable Unit FS.  So, it is outside of  
scope to suggest or negotiate sampling locations for the Balance of Plant 
FS. 
 
 
Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
Caveats: NONE 
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