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St. Paul Island RAB

Notice of meeting for the St. Paul Island RAB
To be held at the old King Eider restaurant on
The 18" of June, 2003 beginning at 1:00 pm

Agenda

1. Call meeting to Order
2. Public comments
3. New Business

(A). Resolution 03-01, regarding NOAA's proposed petroleum contaminated
monfill plan
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RAB for St. Paul Island NOAA Cleanup

Resolution 03-01

\i\me:eas. Congress %as mandated that NOAA clean up the lapas in the: Pribifcfs, 1he
State of Alaska has also reguired NOAA 1o clean the iands ' the Prbilofs.

Whereas, Lraving contaminated soil in = monofil slte or St, Paul does not neei the
Irlent of Congress au dues il meet the swle of Alaska's regulations,

Whereas. It anpears 1o the RAB that NOAA has SPenL more morcy 01 how to ignare or
to get out of being resnonsibie for cleaning .p \he land !t seems that more MCney Ig
spenl on sile eharacterization than cleanup. and more fort is spent to mini=ize the
actual extert of the contamination a* a site thea ‘o find tha full exteat of tha
tortamination at that sie

Whereas, NOAA has asked for the ten times rule 10 be ussed to minimize it 1s cleanyp
responsibility. claiming that it was ok 10 have the lard left partially coutanmmaled
because the site is act near our drinking water. We were willing (o sonsent 10 this
©7oposal proviced that the contaminated soils were removed and cleaned up,

Whereas, Now NOAA wants 10 avold cleaning up this removed soil. To make matiers
even worse NOAA wants ta put this contaminaled soil in 2 monolil sile thal wil
jeopavcize our main source of arnking water, The old Ciy? NOAA Landiill site s being
c.ased and moved because it is too full, and most o all because it poses t0o musr of a
threat to our maln source of clean dnnking waler.

Wheroas. the RAB rejecls this proposal because:

First, of ail, the contiaminated soil should be dug up and ¢lcaned ug, not stock
piled lorever in some menofill sie.

Second, moving the czitaminated sail outside the ten-imes nile area withoul a
plan for ireatment is a viclation of Stasc regulations.

Third, even if the Staie regulations allowed tor the contaminated soii to be ]
maved culskie the ter-times nules area withou? reatment, the State would ke in
vivlation of its or rules. iet alone Federal regs. to ailow scntaminated soil from a
len times rule site to be putinto a site that pats al risk the Commiunily's Qri(\king
water, particularly since NOAA ig asking for the ten-timas rule waver Clalmlf“lg.
that the orlgina! contaminaled site was riol jeopardizing the Commanity's drinking
water in the first place,

Therefore, Be It Rasolvac. tre St, ?au! Island RAB opposes the idea of n?t freating the
somaminated soils and asking the Commuinity te pick the better of two évils. as ta wnere
to slockpite these contaminated soils forever in some monofil sile:.

Furntnermore, Be it Resalvar Taa contaminsted soi s must be remaved frorm the
comaminated sites, and must be treated!



