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A copy will be placed in the Task Force Library. This publication is also available 
by request from Ohio DOE. 

Gives an overview of Ohio DOE’s mission, goals and management vision 

Summarizes 5 EM projects currently underway, with charts of each master schedule 

Highlights “Critical Five” performance areas, with a breakdown of “success 
factors” necessary to achieve each goal: 

1) safety management 
2) trust and confidence 
3) business indicators 
4) mission accomplishment and compliance 
5) DOE employees 

Describes the importance of assessment in ensuring that goals are met (“What Gets 
Measured Gets Done”), and outlines process for that assessment to make overall 
strategic plan work 
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September 2, 1996 
The Cincinnati Enquirer 

Staff and Wire Report 
B-3 

\ 
'I k 

Feraaldhealthonagedda. 
SPRINGDALE - A d k  

advieory committee plane to 
apend two daya this week ha& 
ing-out l q l tb  fames linkad to 
the former d m  

be UI Au .22 doaa rKxIslgpuc- , 
tioarstu$ spansared by the' 
Centera for Disease Control and 
Revention that found an in- 
-sed riekaf lung CllDEer far 
longtime naighbora of the plant 
The allday meeting8 be- at 
8130 a.m. Wedneeday and ' \* 
Thursday at the Sheraton. 
S-MG H ~ t d .  11911 shero- 

plant in F-, A bw 

tan h. 
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September 3. 1996 
The Cincinnati Enquircr 
A-7, Letter to Editor 

- 

far gosh &ea, don't 
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Septetnber 3. I996 
Tlw Cincinnati Enquircr 

h v r c n c u  I!clitor~nl. K. Dcrrupre Cancer risks 
Study compounds residents’ fears 
A credible new federal study con- such as smoking tobacco, a known 

firms what neighbors of Fernald urani- cancer-causinq substance. wiU make it 
um plant have said for a dozen years: difficult to link cancer casea solely to 
Radioactive releases exposed them to Fernald releases. CDC experts and 
aboveaverage risks of lung cancer. the residents will need to evaluate 

The $4 d m  study by the Cen- together if an epidemiological study 
ten for Disease Control esti- here can promise defdtive 

us of the Morrow, Ohio plant, millions more. If a Fetnald 
an added cancer risk of up to study would lead to safer US. 
2.5 percent. CDC researchers radiation exposure limjts or 
conclude this is a sigmfkant safer deanup procedures, the 
increase, especially for neigh- cost would be worth it. 
bors downwnd of the plant In 1950, the Fedd-area 
(northeast). The Cold War nu- population within a 6-mile ra- 
clear weapons plant processed dim was 10,000. It rose to 
uranium and thorium from 1951 to 23,000 by 1990. In 1989, the govern- 
1988. Biggest surprise from this lat- ment settled a class-action suit filed 
est report is that radon gas, and not by Fernald residents for $78 million 
d u r n  dust. accounted for most of and agreed to lifetime medical check- 
the risk dosage. ups every three years. It did not 

“We found that radon released to provide for residents’ cancer treat- 
the air was the most important path- ment or compensahon. Some want 
way to exposure,” said John Till, lead yearly checkups. 
scientist for the study and president of In 1993, the CDC’s doserecon- 
Radiological Assessment Corp. struction researchers reponed that 

The CDC h d i n q s  make it impera- radioactive emissions from Fernald 
rive that the cleanup contracror were double previous estimates, The 
FERMCO exercise extreme care with CDC‘s latest report found that the 
four K-65 silos that store 20 million 340 tons of uranium released to the 
pounds of radium-laced waste. air also may have put some residents 

Residents must not be exposed to a t  increased risk of kidney cancer. 
any further risk from leaking radon The CDC plans to train doctors moni- 
gas. Current risk to Fernaid neighbors toring the residents to detect likely 
is judged minimal. lung or kidney cancers. Their medical 

OSHA and other occupationall records could help nuclear plant 
health agencies may need to revise neighbors and workers nationwide. 
their standards in light of the CDC Any additional money for residents 
study. But it did not attempt to esti- from class-action lawsuits or campen- 
mate the number of cancer cases or sation from Congress would come aut 
cancer deaths expected from the in- of taxpayers’ pockets. Hush-hush U.S. 
creased risks found at F e d d .  Only nuclear weapons agencies during the 
an epidemiological study of residents Cold War did not warn residents they 
could determine that number, and could be at nsk. ff residents’ cancers 
even that estimate cannot prove Fer- are tied condusively to F d d ,  they 
nald releases caused individual can- are as much Cold War casualties as 
cers. Neighbors’ Lifestyle practices U.S. soldiers. We would owe them. 

mated, within a 6.2-mile radi- findings to jusufy spending 

4 
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Iouniul News 
Front Page 
by: Nicholas Jollilsoll 

Officials 
spell out 
Fernald 
health 

6~ Nicholas G. Johnson 
JoumrCN.**r 
SPRlNQ D A U  

In the ht of a seriee of 
meeting8 with Fernald-area 
residents, federal officials 
Wednesday diecussed possible 
reapangee to a recent study of 
theoretical health p o d  
by radiation exposure from the 
fomer Femald Feed Materiale 
Production Center. 

Abmt a dozen membere o f  
a citizens oup, the Fernald 
Health E g c t e  Subcommit- 
tee, met with reeearchere 
from the federal Centere for 
Disease Control. 

c 

Greg LynCJVJoumal-News 
Dr. James Smith, rasearcher with the fsdorsl Centers for 
Dlrease Control, discutrrs radiation with the Fernald 
Heatth Effects Subcommhtes. 

The opening &pent of the 
twoday meeting, which con- 
tinuee toda at the Sheratan- 

r e d t a  of the Femald Do- 
tTy Reoonetruction Pmject, B 

ar etud released two 

thetical rieke oflarllabon expo- 
BUR to midents in the cur- 
rounding mea. 

Researchers said the 
majority of radiation expo- 

Springdale t; otel, summarized 

E& ago m x ,  qle hypo. 

sure to reeidsnts wae from 
radon gam inhalation. The 
gas is B decay product of 
radium, which wa8 stored in 
two aibe on the site. 
In the woret-case scenario 

described by the study, the 
median riak of fatal Cancer 
would increase by three per- 

(Pkesa see FEANALD, 
Page A5) 

centage poiate. 
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Seplember 5 ,  1996 
Journal News 
Front Page-A-5 
by: Nicholas Johnson 

‘ (Cdntinuw~ from ~ a g o  AI 

’Dr. Owen Devine, head af the * aseesement group in CDC‘a 
radiation atudiea branch, Paid 
the dudy waa able to take into 
aEanmt many factom in emeee- 
ing rids, but some factclre could 
nptb m e d .  

4f we’re honeat, and we admit 
there’e a certain lackofkaowE 
edge in the dose eatimatea, thw 

ahd admit there’s a eertSin % we have to carry that hon 

of knowledge about the riak 4- 

to the uncertainty about the 
dose, there’s ale0 uncertainty 
about haw much rirak.m gsb 
tivmacergin.dod’ - - I  * t  

tainty regarding the nepart, some 
residents, including subamunit- 
tce memher Raw Hymvan, 
~ a y  they want a mom ngomue 7 

analysis, euch an epidemialog- 
id atudy. 
‘rm teUmg you from lrving in 

the area that it daeen’t aeem 
a like one in four or one in five . 

people die (of cancer) - it 
Beema like more. The numbera 
seem way low fa what I’m w e  

An epidemrolopal atudy can 
detmnme if an ~ ~ t x i a t i o n  e t a  

to radimctive. matmi& and a 
’ Bpecifzc dieease they developed. 

But it cannot determine a ape- 
ci6c persan’e-isk far diseaee or if 

: a peraon’m disease WEW caused by 
arrpoaure to radioactive releasea 
fkom the Fernald site, 
m d e m  said. 

aoat wed &an d o g  
3 a m t i r . m  over a n- of 
yaare, Dr. Jma Smith add st 
the meeiang. 3 

‘ I X I a b 8 , ” D h  eaid. *h ddih 
1 

. *  
h C 8 U r r e  Of the hl Of UIIOerc 

i 
, to ~ e e i q , ~  hebeaid, 

betweenanindividual~~axpoarne 

Epidemiological etudiee 

. -. ... 

6 
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Everybody's Nclvs 
Page 29 
by: Randy Katz 

N0.338 P884/885 

Nm low Level 
flamacmwa8te 
rr0mnSs-P 
Was it mtely a "slip of 

the m e , "  or was 77te 
Cincinnuli Enquirer attempt- 
ing lo use a report on 
incieased cancer rat- near 
Fernald, OH, to buttress 
some of its own highly 

, questionable reporting 
dbout the govemrnent- 

, ronaacred clean up in 
progress at the former 

i uranium enrichment plpnt i there? 
, AccbrdingfoTkn 
! Bonfield, The Enquirer's fine 

medical-bent reporter, it 
was definitely the former. 

been clearer In indicating 
"We probably could have 

. :hat tb report does not 
I address current risks (to 
' Fcmald residents1 or 
: FERMCO [the company 
i that, since 1992, has been 
i working under c o n h e  to 
' the Depanmenr ol Energy 

to dean up the site]," 
Bonfield told EN. 

stories about a six-year, $4 
million study isswd last 
week by the Centem for 
Disease Control and 
Prevention ( C W .  The 
landmark CDC report 
indicated that, as f ' d d  
residents and envimnmen- 
tal acdvisls had long 
S W ~ ,  higher than 
average cancer rates for 
Femald area residents 
could indeed be atlributed 

radiaactive matedale I t  the 
plant. The big suprise in 
the CDC report, as 
Eonfield's stories indicate, 
was that the primary cause 
of the increased Cancer risk 
c-ot from traces of 

Bodeld wrote a wries of 

to long-term emiseions of 

by R m d y  - 
envimnment--but from 
radon gas Itska, padcularly 
during fhe period between 
1960 and 1979. 

Bonficld's Sunday, Aug. 25 
A-1 story wads: 'Now 
neighbars know what they 
suspected all along-they 
might get cancer living [out 
emphasis] near Femald." 
Bonfield says he a p e s  i t  
would have been more 
accurate to write the 
sentence in a way that made 
it clear the CDC report 
add-ses an accumulated 
risk factor only for the period 
between 1951 ~d 1989. 

Moreover, a "History of 
Fernald" chronology 
attached to Eonfield's Aug. 
23 story on the CDC report 
closes with the following 
item: 

"Fcbruug 1996 a six- 
month Enquirer investigation 
repofts that the company 
hired to clean up Femald 
...( FERhiCO), hascheatad 
the govemrnent out of 
millions of dolfsrs and 
jeopardized the safety of 
workers and neighbors." As 
Rgular EN readers know, 
thaugh a sen- of Enquim 
stories by Mike Gallagher 
did indeed make such 
chw, many interested 
Femald obseners--such as 
UaCrawfoord of Fernald 
Residents far 6nvironmental 
Sew and Health (FRESH), 
John Applegate, who chairs 
the FemaldCitizem Task 
Force. and the DOE (which 
iosued itn own report on T'ht 
Enquirrr's allegations)--have 
judged thoae reports to be 
baseless. 

Bonfield indicates there 
was no intent in h i s  stories 
on the CDC study to suggest 
that PERMCO was the cause 
of anv increased cancer risk 

However, one sentence in 

to k d d  residents. 
However. Bonkld did ten 
EN: 

"I know The Envirer 
stands by those (Gallagher] 
stories." 

If so, the paper may 
rjtand alone. French Bell, a 
m a r c h e r  at the Agency 
for Toxic Substance . 
Disease Research (ATSDS), 
a sister organization to 
CDC. was in Cincinnati 
when the agency's report 
wag presented last week. 
&I1 hadn't read flrc 
Enquirer's reports on 
FERMCO, but Yays of the 
California-based company 
managing the Femald 
cleanup: 

'I think they are being 
very cautious in every- 
thing they're doing. These 
[cleanups of radioactive 
s i t s ]  tend to be one of a 
kind events. I mean, it's 
new technology, and I 
think they're being very 
pnrdent and bying to 
make sure they have 
everything covered (ln 
terms of risks to people 
~d the envimnment). 

dog@ by all kinds of 
bgendea and citizen 
p u p a .  4 I think they're 
doing a good job of 
keeping the public 
infomed." 

Enqvim's FERMCO 
$legations will probably 
crimein the form of an 
erhaustivc repon on chose 
matters fmm the congtcs- 
s l d  General Accounting 
oface (CAO). However, 
~ o u m x s  indicate, the 
CAWo report probably 
will not be issued any time 
befoe the November 
elcction 

'hey'= being watch- 

The final verdict on The 

uranium seeping into the 

7 
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September 5 .  1996 
The Cincinnati Enquirer 
Front Pagc-Metro Section 
by: Tim Bonfield 

Fernald 

looking 
to future 
More data, training, 
screenings sought 
BY TIM BONFIELD 
Ttrc Cincinnati Enquirer 

SPRINGDALE - A big, thick 
study reports that Ion-e neigh- 
bora of the F e d d  uranium p ~ p  
a w i n g  plant face incread odda 
of dying fmm lung cancer. So now 
what? 

A l’l-member citiana advisory 
committee huddled in a hotel con- 
ference toom Wednesday and t e  
day to begin hashing out health 
concern Linked to Fernald. The 
early consensus: The atudiee 
shouldn't stop now. 

Committee members want pore 
information about cancer neks, 
more frequent health scret+p 
for nei bore, and more traimw ’ 
about, P emld for local doctors.: 
Several membera said s~rrminge 
could help ease minds of WORicd 
neqhboru while early d e t w t h  of 
tumore could help save lives.. 

‘.‘Are we here to help pede  
afoimed with variwa‘diemses or 
are we here to build case studies 
for the future?” mid committee 
member huh Don, a union repre- sentative at F e d d .  4 .I 
The meeting wai the first 

chance the committet had to &s-’ 
cuss results of the Femld Dwh- 
etry Reconstruction Project, re- 
leaued Aug. 22 by the Centen for 
Dirvase Contml and Prevention 

’ 

Worst-case scenario 
In a worstcsae eccnario, the 

utudy  estimated that radimctive 
pollution from Fernald increased 
the odds of dying from lung cancer 
fmm 20 percent to 22.5 percent. 

The biggest surprise of the 

rirk came from radon gas emitted 
from waate storage silos over the 
years, and not from tom of urani- 
um duat that escaped plant bor- 
ders. Current radioactive leaks 
from Fernald pose no significant 
human risk, audy authors said 

The citizens‘ committee ma 
formed earlier this year to recorn- 
mmd health priorities to the CDC. 
One big issue: to decide whether to 
launch a multimilliondollar epide- 
miological etudy to estimate how 
many people ma have died of 

CDC e m s  are still studying 
whether it is pogsible to do a 
meaningful epidemiological study. 
The dose ncomtruction etudy was 
an important firat etep. Another 
piece of the health puzzle may 
come out early next year, when the 
CDC completes a “Community 
Based Risk Aarseaement.” 
Deaths, dosage compnred 

That assessment will use the 
I dose estimate8 released last month 
1 b make a rough, bt gue%e at how 

many Femald neighbaa may have 
gottencancer.Theaseeasmentwill 
compare dose utiautea with more 
than 7,300 dasth cutiflatea of 
people who died of lung cancer in , Harailton and Butler couatiea. But 
the r d t a  will not be definitive, 
said CDC researchar Dr. Owen 

I Devine. 
For example, the study cannot 

tell whether people smoked (a ma- 
jor cause of lung cancer). The 
asseamtent will miw ab many as 8 
percent of lung carices deatha that 
we= m a r  recorded as such on 
death certificates It ala0 will miss 
reaidenta who died after moying 
a m .  

Study -6 that moat Of the CBllCer 

cancer caused by F ernald. 

8 
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August 28, 1996 
The Harrison Press 
Front Page 
By: Ollie Roehm 

N0.334 p882/084 

Rad0 n releases. not uranium. DO sed a reatest threat 

CDC study -- shows cancer - risk 
greater near. Fernald 

By Ollie Roehm 
Editor 

Thcreccntreltaseof arepart assess- 
ing h e  d a h n  dosage f o b  Living 
or working near the Funald uranium 
Processing Plant made a long-held sus- 
picion a chilling reality for many folks. 

Because of radioaclive emisdons 
horn chc plant, p p l c  heve a higher- 
than-average risk of dying fiom cancer. 

prcstnwl Thursday, Aug. 22, by- 
scntatives from che h t c r s  for D h s e  

scsrnents Corporation (RAC). 'Ihe 
study. calkd "Fanald Dosimetry Rc- 
construction Plojst" was prepand by 
RAC for Ihe CDC. 

The n p o ~  caimatea the amount of 

T h e ~ u l U O f t b  six-yearstudy Were 

mu01 (CDC) ad R e d i ~ l ~ g i c a l  As- 

opnating years. 
In order u) estimate Ute radialion 

dasage. scienlism developed nine see- 
narios of hypohetical p p l e  living, 
warking a going to school *in a 6.2- 
mile radius of Ihc planL Exposure a b -  
maws in each scenario were based on 
faem including location, age. method 
of exposure and time spcnt near the 
plant, Till k d .  

'lill nrased that although bo has 
confibeclu in l e  study. its conclusions 
bear a degree of uncertainty- Radiation 
doses received by people in Ihe past 
could not dirccrly m e a s d  and insread 
w e e  estimated. he said. 
Ti said CDC scientists rill study 

the rtpoll KI determine if an epidemiol- 
ogic study is W e d  investigate the 

radioactive materials nleascd &am 
Fcmald and the health dskstoche pub- 
lic. metimeperiodof 1951 to1988.Ihe 
yean the plant urrmium for 
nuclear wtapons, wad Wcd in Ihe SNdy . 

Iiconcludtsrhat lhechanculofdpg 
ltom lung cancc~ arc inaeased by about 
drreG lo nine parent dm OD nlcasss of 
radiosetive canamination fnrm l a  fa- 
cility, Thcriskisdepsnderuonthc6ne 
spent near the plant and the disrance 
h m  the plant, utaw the rqm. 

Ihec&mtcdchan#ofFemaldm 
residents developing a fatal cancer 

average of 20 percent. said the study. 

T i l ,  d o n .  and not uranium, provided 

IBngCY 6rom SbOUl23 -1 u) 29 
percenS8 tigrpthighcr than Ihwtahal 

AamiingmADpnSidartrn.John 

the highest of radialion. AJ- 
though peopls were expcsed to radia- 
tion h u g h  thereleaseof conminanls 
inu, p n d v a r e r ,  sufface waler and 
food the inhalation of radon was proba- 
bly the mainsoumofexpsure, hesaid. 

"The air was rhc most imponant 
patJmay for release." TIU said. 

Redon emissions were highest bur- 
ing peak opaating ycrw in the 1950s 
and 1960s. although releascs fmm the 
plani'sK-65 silo wmstinsignif~antin 
the 19709, Till said. Accidental mass 
releases in 1966 and 1986 wcrc also 
r a h  into cansidemion, according U, 
Wl. 
Ti said about 340 cons of m i u m  

and 170.000 curies of radon were re- 
I d  into the air dlving the planl's 

association W e e n  the estimated Fer- what we've been saying for ycars," said 
nald-related exposuns and can= oc- Lisa Crawford. pmidcnt of Femald 
curances. ScienriSrs will also fry to ResidcnuforEnvironrnmdSnfayand 
estimart lherangcof W y  cancer deaths Health, a c i h s g m u p .  "Now w e n d  
caused by radioactivity from Fcmald, Lhe epidemiologic audy." 
he said. FRESH member and 11-year Fre- 

ThetcQortwillbeprtsenredonSept. naid activistEdwa Yocum agrtedwith 
19 and 20. far assessment by the Ne. h f o r d  hat  the epidemiologic study 
rional Academy of Sciences, before isamusr 
funher study is made by the CDC, Till "This jusiirrea everything we in 
said. FRESH knew already." Yocum said. 

"Reconeaacling history i s  a time- Yocum mid she phfom~ed kr own 
consuming ~TWCCS," 7ill said. study, usingalistof mcsshegarhercd 

Seveml F&d area residcnte ex- of people who developed c a n c e ~  and 
pressed confidence in Lhescudy, but say iUncsscs she thinks may k related OD 
m o n  must bc done. Feddradiarion. Sheplottedonemap 

"AIAoup;h we suspected U s .  I think tbe residences of h e  people an her Lin 
we're. all still a lide shocked by what 
we're hearing. This confirms much of Continued on Page 16A 
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The I;rarrison Press 

By: Ollie Roehm 
A- 76 

N0.334 m83~884 . 
P 7823 

, -  

Fernald . I .  
. .  

Coutiaued'hm Page u 
' "We show large clusaua of sick 

people in avcralartas,ey in l e  
northean mer." she said, 

Yocum liva on Ohio 128 near the 
feciliry and said she chink8 she childrcn 
may have been by radiatim a m .  
"My m bas a vay law q a m  count 

and thyroid problems. Hi Wipe has had 
sevaal miscarriages My daeghru 
developed piulilary tumors and is also 
having a p r o b h  wilh ha thymid," 
ranunsaid : 

Hanison Township mident M h  
Kelly doesn'l live wilhin h e  smdy's 
milngc radius but b convinced CIW m- 

... k, * 
diarion exposure at Fcmald directly 
caoibutcd u, the dearh of her husband, 
M. xarb Kelly  was employed a 
F o d d  far several y a p  and w a  the 
fmt works u) publicly mist queJtions 
ebo~ i  canditiuns I the planr. He dicdof 
IWIB canca about two yearp ago. 

"I'm gkdthey'veconfmedthafthe 
place caused cancer - ha all of this 
hasn't ban in vain," saidCorilla Kelly. 

Kelly said she is tryin8 to convince 
h a  cfdldrsn to become involved in thc 
fightrofudaut l e  truthabarrFanaId's 
ctfcctr on the public. 

*"ti's just something we all should be 
concaned about." she said. 
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The 'Harrison Press 
A 4  
Community News 

NO. 334 PW4/804 

'Fernald Task Force sets 
meeting'for Sept. 28 

'IhcPamldCiriansTaalrFomwiD Umugh the raommmdations &IC mn I 
hold a meeting on Sanrrday, Sept. 28 lcgdly binding. 
fmm 830 am. to 1230 pm. a1 the I h s  key 1996 issues for the Task 
AlphaBuildir1#,10967HamiltonCleno Force include: waste rranspo~on, 

The la& farce will discuss site and the timing and completion ofcan- 
moniloring and a proposal to mend suucrionacliviuca. 
S i b  3 DCIPmmt 

The mtefing b open to the public, 
and time will bensaved for rho public 
toaddmar rheraslc f m .  
The task faJct has bem ucated fo 

help gt& c h p  at Fcrnald. 'hU.S .  
EPA OhioEPA, and DOE couaknatcd 
to fm the TIsk Face, and it includcs 

~ r c ~ & u i Y e S ~ ~  eg&k 
affcctcd by cleanup &cisions. 

me agencies have agreed to mn- 
si& the task f m ' a  ncommcndatians 
in Lhcu decisionmaking processes, 

Hi$hway, Hatiam. degifi Of tk 0n-d~ facility, 

. .  
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TheCincinnatiPost September 2, 1996 Ohio EPA may delay 
A-6 
Associared Press - .- 

rules for site cleanup 
‘6rownfields’ worry 
environmentalists 
A u a l r n O  mrs 

COLUMBUS - The director of the 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
+p postpone the approval of rules that 
would make it easier to clean up and re- 
develop polluted indusulal sites around 
the state. 

J m e r  Kwasnlexski, a spokeswom- 
911 for the EPA. sald Director Donald 
Schregsrdud Is considering such a delay 
* r  local governments. businesses and 
envimamental groups raised concerns 

leaders hed hoped t i t  approval of the 
final rules for the Voluntary Action Ro- 
gram - also called the   brown field^ 
law“ - would provide a boost to the 
program. whlch has been operating w 
der temporary N l e s  far twa years. 

The rules are being created to flesh 
out the program. which the tegrslenve 
authorized ln 1994 to allaw developers 
to privately clean up a contaminated 
property using private, licensed con- 
tractors. The cleanup wuld  proceed 
without direct EPA oversight, !ollowlng 
a set of rules the agency 16 to estmblbh. 

Once the site is cleaned up, the EPA 
will issue B “caverunt not to sue” - a 
promise not ta take action agalnst the 

about the proposed 
rules for the sltea, 
known 88 brownfields. 
“The request is 

somethlng we have to 
take seriously,” Ms.  
Kwasniewskl sald. 
“ W e ’ p  dlSC116Slng a 
possible extension.’’ 

The regulations have 
been debated for about 
two years. EPA omiciais S h ~ ~ d u n  
had intended to present the rules pack- 
age to the state’s Jatnt Committee on 
Agency Rules Review next montb, tbe 
last step before final approval. 

Local governments and bushes 

property owner if other contaminanta 
are letsr round on the property. The 
progrem was set up to provide I faatter 
alternative to tracUtional E P A  cleanup 
programs. 

ber 1994. only four sites have been is- 
sued covenants not ta sue. Thet’s 
mostly because the interim rules pro- 
hibit propexties with contaminated 
groundwater to take past in the prb 
IFm. 

Envlronmentd groups say the pro- 
posed paraanent d e s  8 s ~  too lar be 
cause they don’t do enough to gmtect 
groundwater and don‘t allow for pubUc 
partleipation in the cleanup. 

Since the p r o p  started Ln Sepkm. 

ReprusenWves of three environmen- 
tal gmups who sat on an advisoxy com. 
mitC8e ta help develop the rules sent a 
latter last week ta Schregardus, atteck- 
lng the progrim a@ a w e s t  to the 
groundwater that many Ohloans drl& 

write the rules to address our con- ‘- 
~ e m , ”  satd J a n e  Forrest. 
envhnmental project director of Ohio 
Citizen Actlon, B consumer and envlron. 
mantel citlzens group. 

The groups said the EPA made - 
changes ln the proposed rules during -. 
the weeks after 8 fieries of publlc meet- - 
Ings in June, and the public hss not hed 
a chence Lo learn about the changes. -. 

“We WBnt the EPA to go beck and r& 
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Femaldreportateacancerrisk 
A six-year stud confirmed. an 

the Femald uranium pmcesaing plant. 
The $6 million eludy, eponaored by the 
Centers for Disease Control, found 
F m l d  area midgb had a 23 percent 
chance of dying from cancer, 3 percmt 
higher than the national avaage. 

inwased~risk~uIoeelfpinenesr 
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C3eorpe V. Voinovich 
Governor 

August 26,1996 RE: FERNALD FUNDING AND 
SCHEDULE 

Mr. Phil H d c  
Department of Energy 
Ohio Field Office 
P.O. Box 3020 
Miamisburg, Ohio 4511 43-3020 

Dear Mr. Hamric: 

Two correspondence recently arrived at Ohio EPA that relate to the Fernald budget over the next 
several years. The fu!i t included the Ohio InitiaZ Ten (Nine)- Year PZun (Alrn 10 year plan) 
recently submitted to 19OE HQ, and addressing the AI Alm ten year vision, dated August 9, 
1996. The second is a.2 August 15, 1996 FERMCO to DOE letter regarding revised planning 
funding levels. Ohio i s  concerned with the inconsistencies in these two documents and the 
apparent DOE retreat liom its commitments to the Fernald 10 Year Plan present in both 
documents. 

At DOE’S direction, F:l XMCO recently expended significant resources. to rebaseline the 
remediation program 1 1  t Fernald to meet a credible 10 Year Plan in order to complete site 
remediation activities I Y Y  2005. These activities were intended to support the Fernald Ten Year 
Plan which only last yl:ar was introduced, widely endorsed, and fimded. Even the U.S. Congress 
supported acceleratiori of the Femald project through the 1996 National Defense Authorization. 
In word and deed the 1:)epartment of Energy made a commitment to the citizens around Fernald, 
the State of Ohio, and numerous other stakeholders to pursue a genuinely accelerated cleanup of 
Fernald. But before the baselining effort was even completed a reduction of approximately $10 
million per year was pllssed back to Fernald. Clearly such a cut will influence the completion of 
cleanup, but DOE FN md OH, With support from stakeholders, accepted the cut and prepared to 
uncover even more novel and innovative ways of completing the cleanup. To a point such cuts 
can be worked mud, 

The initial replan, basad on the new $264 million funding level and also the basis for the Femald 
portions ofthe Ohio LtitiaZ Ten (Nine)- Year Plan, suggest that the ‘cost’ of the reduced funding 
is one to two years on the schedule and something near $200 million in additional costs. Hence 
the Femald Ten Year :I)lan has been extended to a twelve year plan before year one is completed. 
More recent informatiim, however, sheds entirely new light on the future of the Fernald cleanup. 

With the efforts to acclderate cleanup mentioned above in place, the inconsistencies in the 
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August 9 and 15 correspondence raise significant questions about DOE's commitment to 
accelerating cleanup a:nd about Femald and OH efforts to secure adequate h d i n g  from DOE 
HQ. The August 15 lc4ter which describes the replamed path forward for Femald, given the 
reduced funding expel: ted, sounds a clear death knell for anydung that could legitimately be 
called a ten year plan. The new funding level, it seems, puts such tremendous pressure on the 
schedule that site remlidation extends to 201 0 or beyond. These delays will result in violation of 
numerous regulatory milestones, many subject to stipulated penalties. No rehtion to ten years 
exists any longer. Almost simuItaneous to receipt of this information Ohio EPA received the 
Ohio Initial Ten (Nine:J- Year Plan which suggests that all is well at Fernald. This document 
clearly states that, "A): operable units stay in compliance...", "Initial analysis of the Baseline at 
t h s  funding level will cause a two year schedule extension.", and that by 2006 OU4 waste is 
disposed and no additional OU4 activities remain. The ody  post 2006 activities identified in the 
plan are the groundwa,:er remediation and disposal cell monitoring. 

It appears that the infctrmation being submitted to DOE HQ does not reflect what can be 
accomplished in the field. T h e  Ohio Initial Ten (??he)- Year Plan clearly is not aligned with the 
on the ground fiscal realities that will either enable or prevent prompt and efficient cleanup of 
Fernald. It is critical tliat OH hlly evaluate funding requirements for the site and use that data 
to request appropriate Funding. In order to provide any meaningful comments Ohio EPA 
requests that detailed 4 :  larification be offered explaining the differences between the Aim 
submittal and the actuiil work anticipated at FexnaId under the funding scenario currently offered 
by the Assistant Secrei ary. 

It is pertinent to reiten te the primary goal of the initial Ten Year Plan at Fernald - completion of 
cleanup at the site by :1.005 except for the groundwater- The benefit of acceleration was the 
expedited completion of cleanup activities so that the site could be removed from the EM 
hnding trough enablb. g other sites not currently SO advanced in their programs to obtain 
increased funds. In ac!dition, the acceleration created a life cycle cost savings for DOE and the 
taxpayer of nearly $3 litillion. To reach this point Femald had to complete investigations, sign 
RODS, establish stakeholder credibility and support, and identify substantial productivity 
improvements that woild net tens of millions of dollars. With many of the productivity 
improvements being implemented, additional reductions in funding from the baseline, especially 
in the early years, havc crippling effects on work schedule. That message must be clearly 
presented to DOE HQ. 

It is genuinely disheari ening to see the Department so quickly retreat from such a promising 
o ~ o ~ i t y .  Not oftel:! will accelerating the cleanup of a site offer as large a life cycle 
savings as Femald pre:;ented at SO little a near term cost. UnfoGnately, this r z i i & o  
jeopardizing DOE's credibility with stakeholders. Credibility that w8s hard earned o v a  years is 
being rapidly discarded in a matter of weeks. This undesirabIe outcome cannot possibly enhance 
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the chances for future juccw at Fernald. The community needs to be assured, in a real and 
meaningfid fashion, that DOE is not shirking its responsibility to effectively manage the cleanup 
of F e d d .  

Ohio believes DOE must reaffirm their commitment to the Fernald lOYear Plan and show how 
funding will be providi2d to achieve that commitment. Additionally, Ohio requests that DOE 
provide resolution to the very significant discrepancies between the Ohio Inifiul Ten mine)- Year 
PZan and FERMCO's .August 15,1996 letter to DOE. 

If1 can answer any qui:stions regarding this letter please call me. A prompt response to the 
concerns enumerated i:i this letter will be greatly appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

Chief 
Office of Federal Faci1:ities Oversight 

CC: Al Alm, DOE li5M-I 
James Owendoff, DOE EM-40 
Jack Craig, DOE FN 
Jim Saric, EPk. Region V 
Lisa Crawford, FRESH 
John Applegatti, FCTF 
John Bradbumcr, FERMCO 
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