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Ex Orrrcio

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

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

L. French Bell e Highlights “Critical Five” performance areas, with a breakdown of “success
Q,ﬁ‘;‘j;‘;ﬁ,i’;‘;‘fh factors” necessary to achieve each goal:
Graham Mitchell 1) safety management

2) trust and confidence

3) business indicators

4) mission accomplishment and compliance

35) DOE employees

e 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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The Cincinnati Enquirer
B-3

Staff and Wire Report
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Fernald health on agenda .

SPRINGDALE — A citizens
adviéory committee plans to
spend two days this week hash»
ing-out hepith issues linked to
the former unmumprocasmﬂ ,
plant in Fermald, A key topic will -
be an Aug. 22 dose recanstruc- |
tiorrstudy sponsored by ‘the~

- Centers for Disease Control and

Prevention . that: found an in-
creased risk of lung cancer for
longtime neighbora of the plant.
The all-day meetings begins at
8:30 a.m.” Wednesday and
Thursday at the Sheraton-

Springdate Hotel, 11911 Shera- ¢qn Lehe.
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September 3. 1996
The Cincinnati Enquirer
A-7, Letter to Editor

Low-level radon gas
rnot a: serlous threat

TO 'ﬁ(E EDITOR: Your fmut—page
stoty, “Study: Cancer risks higher near
emald” {Aug. 23}, was actually wonder-
news to nearby residénts ke myself.
ia because the regfort congiuded that
t of our risk is due to Jow levels
radon gas..Therisks of household
on has beeg 4 hot topic in recent yeara.
Most studies (such as the Fernald
) that find significant radon risks
Iy on colewiated exposures and dosages.
"wi aware of several shidies covering mil-
ona of real people Bving in Florida,
ashington, even Denmark and Sweden,
o can find no higher lung cancer rates
high-radon homes compared to low-

on homes. (In fact, they consistently
nd the opposite, called a “negative
esponse.”)

So plesse, if you want to live longer:
on't smoke, drive defensively, eat and
rink sensibly, but for gosh sakes. don't
orry about radon.

.. BURKE F. BRUSE
Sl Harrisar

Y

{
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l<ditorial,

L.awrence K. Beaupre
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Cancer risks

Study compounds residents’ fears

A credible new federal study con-
firms what neighbors of Fernald urani-
um plant have said for a dozen years:
Radioactive releases exposed them to
above-average risks of lung cancer.

The $4 million study by the Cen-
ters for Disease Cantrol esti-
mated, within 2 6,2-mile radi-
us of the Morrow, Chio plant,
an added cancer risk of up to
2.5 percent. CDC researchers
conclude this is a significant
increase, especially for neigh-
bors downwind of the plant
(northeast). The Cold War nu-
clear weapons plant processed
uranium and thorium from 1951 to
1988. Biggest surprise from this lat-
est report is that radon gas, and not
uramum dust, accounted for most of
the risk dosage.

“We found that radon released to
the air was the most important path-
way to exposure,’ said John Till, lead
scientist for the study and president of
Radiological Assessment Corp.

The CDC findings make it impera-
tive that the cleanup contractor
FERMCO exercise extreme care with
four K-65 silos that store 20 million
pounds of radium-laced waste.

Residents must not be expased to
any further risk from leaking radon
gas, Current risk to Fernald neighbors
is judged mimmal,

OSHA and other occupational/
heaith agencies may need to revise
their standards in light of the CDC
study. But it did not attempt to esti-
mate the number of cancer cases or
cancer deaths expected from the in-
creased risks found at Fernald. Only
an epidemiological study of residents
could determine that number, and
even that estimate cannot prove Fer-
naid releases caused individusl can-
cers., Neighbors' lifestyle practices

such as smoking tobacco, a known
cancer-causing substance, will make it
difficult to link cancer cases solely to
Fernald releases. CDC experts and
the residents will need to evaluate
together if an epidemiological study
here can promise definitive
findings to justify spending
millions more. If a Fernald
study would lead to safer U.S.
radiation exposure limits or
safer cleanup procedures, the
cost would be worth it.

~ In 1950, the Fernald-area
population within 3 6-mile ra-
dius was 10,000, It rose to
23,000 by 1990. In 1989, the govern-
ment settled a class-action suit filed
by Fernald residents for $78 million
and agreed to lifetime medical check-
ups every three years. It did not
provide for residents’ cancer treat-
ment or compensation. Some want
yearly checkups.

In 1993, the CDC's dose-recon-
struction researchers reported that
radioactive emissions from Femald
were double previous estimates, The
CDC’s latest report found that the
340 tons of uranium released to the
air also may have put some residents
at increased risk of kidney cancer.
The CDC plans to train doctors mani-
toring the residents to detect likely
lung or kidney cancers. Their medical
records could help nuclear plant
neighbors and workers nationwide.

Any additional money for residents
from class-action lawsuits or compen-
sation from Congress would come out
of taxpayers’ pockets. Hush-hush U.S.
nuclear weapons agencies during the
Cold War did not warn residents they
could be at risk. If residents’ cancers
are tied conclusively to Fernald, they
are as much Cold War casualties as
U.S. soldiers. We wouild owe them.
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Officials
spell out
Fernald
health
options

By Nicholas G. Johnsan
Journal-News .

SPRINGDALE

In the first of a series of
meetings with Fernald-area
residents, federal officials
Wednesday discussed possible
responges to a recent study of
theoretical health risks posed
by radiation exposure from the
former Fernald Feed Materials
Production Center.

Abeut a dozen members of
a citizens group, the Fernald
Health Effects Subcommit-
tes, met with researchers
from the federal Centers for
Disease Control.
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Diseass Control, discusses

Health EHects Subcommittee.

The opening sagment of the
two-day meeting, which con-
gnue;‘tglda at lthe Sheratn:d

pringdale Hatel, summariz
results of the Fernald Dosime-
try Reconstruction Project, a
gix-year atudy x;eleat;:d two
w 8g0 ou hypo-
thetical nigks of radiation expo-
sure to residents in the sur-
rounding area.

Researchers said the
majority of radiation expe-

Grag Lyncr/journs)-News
Dr. James Smith, researcher with the federal Centers for

radiation with the Fernald

gure to residents was from
radon gas inhalation. The
gas is a decay product of
radivm, which was stored in
two silos on the site.

In the worst-case scenario
described by the study, the
median risk of fatal cancer
would increase by three per-
centage points.

(Plsasa sen FERNALD,
- Page AS)
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Front Page-A-5

by: Nicholas Johnson

Fernald

' {Continued from Page A1)

*Dr. Owen Devine, hesad of the
risk asgessment group in CDC's
radiation atudies branch, said
the study was able to take into
atcount many factors in assess-
ing risk, but some factors could
not be measured.

-“If we're hanest, and we admit
there’s a certain lack of knowl-
edge in the dose estimates, then
we have to carry that honmt{ao‘i\
ahd admit there’s a certain
of knowledge abeut the risk esti-
mates,” Devine eaid. “In addition
to:the uncertainty about the
dose, there’s also uncertainty
about how much. risk.one gets

from a certaim.dose:™ - 0 -,

tm?:ﬂm of ﬂwthm} of uncer-
inty regarding the report, some
residents, including subcommit-
tee: member Raobert ‘Hanavan,

say they want a more rigorous -

analysis, such as an epidemialog-
ical study. :

“Im telling you from living in
the area that it doesn't seem

like one in four or one in five °

people die (of cancer) — it

seems like more. The numbers

seem way low to what I'm use
to seeing,” he aaid. :

An epidemiological study can
determine if an association exista
between an individual’s
to radioactive. materials and a

¢ - specific disease they developed,

But it cannot dstermine a spe-
cific person’s Tisk for disease or if
a person’s diseage was caused by
exposure to radioactive releases
from the Fernald site,
xsgx'chexsllsaic‘i:;il 'dxe -

- Epidemiological studies i-

cost several millian doms
and continue over a number of
years, Dr. James Smith said at
the meeting. \

ND.330 PBB3/005
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Page 29

by: Randy Katz

More Low Lavel
Radioactiva Waste
trom The Engiirar?

Was it merely a “slip of
the tense,” or was The
Cincinnati Enquirer attempt-
; ing to use a report on
increased cancer rates near
: Fernald, OH, to buttress
I some of its own highly
, questionable reporting

about the govermment-
, contracted clean up in
. progress at the former
1 uranium enrichment plant
i there?
. According to Tim
| Bonfield, The Enguirer's fine
medical-beat reposter, it
was definitely the former.
“We probably could have
- been clearer in indicating
. that the report does not
. address current risks (to
" Fernald residents] or
: FERMCO [the company
that, since 1992, has been
working under contract to
the Department of Energy
to clean up the site],”
Bonfield told EN.

Bonfield wrote a series of
stories about a six-year, 3¢
million study issued last
week by the Centers for
Disease Control and
Prevention (CDC). The
landmark CDC report
indicated that, as Fernald
residents and environmen-
i tal actvists had long
| suspected, higher than
average cancer rates for
Femald area residents
could indeed be attributed
to long-term emissions of
radicactive materials at the
plant. The big surprise in
the CDC report, as
Bonfield’s stories indicate,
was that the primary cause
of the increased cancer risk
came—not from traces of
! uranium seeping into the

FERMCO QFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT + SARND

by Randy Katx

"environment—but from

radon gas leaks, particularly
during the period between
1960 and 1979.

However, one sentence in
Bonfield's Sunday, Aug. 25
A-1 story reads: “Now
neighbors know what they
suspected all along—they
might get cancer living (our
emphasis| near Fermald.”
Bonfield says he agrees it
would have been more
accurate to write the
sentence in a way that made
it clear the CDC report
addresses an accumulated

risk factor only for the period

between 1951 and 1989.

Moreover, a “Histary of
Femald” chronology
attached to Bonfield's Aug.
23 story on the CDC report
closes with the following
item:

“February 1996: a six-
month Enquirer investigation
reports that the company
hired to clean up Fernald
...(FERMCO), has cheated
the government out of
millions of dollars and
jeopardized the safety of
warkers and neighbors.” As
regular EN readers know,
though a series of Enguirer
stories by Mike Gallagher

.did indeed make such

charges, many interested
Fernald observers—such as
Lisa Crawford of Fernald
Residents for Environmental
Safety and Health (FRESH),
John Applegate, who chairs
the Fernald.Citizens Task
Fosce, and the DOE (which
issued its own report on The
Enquirer’s allegations)—have
judged those reports to be
baseless.

Bonfield indicates there
was no intent in his stories
on the CDC study to suggest
that FERMCO was the cause
of any increased cancer risk

to Fernald residents.
However, Bonfield did tell
EN:

“1 kmow The Enquirer
stands by those (Gallagher]
stories.”

1f so, the paper may
stand alone. French Bell, a
cesearcher at the Agency
for Toxic Substance -
Disease Research (ATSDS),
a sister organization to
CDC, was in Cincinnati
when the agency’s report
was presented last week.
Bell hadn’t read The
Enquirer’s reports on
FERMCO, but says of the
California-based company
managing the Fernald
cleanup:

“1 think they are being
very cautious in every-
thing they’re doing. These
[cleanups of radicactive
sites] tend to be one of a
kind events. | mean, it's
new technology, and [
think they‘re being very
prudent and trying to
make sure they have
everything covered (in
terms of risks to people
and the environment).
They’re being watch-
dogged by all kinds of
agendes and citizen )
groups, and [ think they're
doing a good job of
keepmg the public

informed.”

The final verdict on The
Enguirer's FERMCO
allegatians will probably
come in the form of an
aexhaustive report on those
matters from the congres-
sional General Accounting
Office (GAQ). However,
sources indicate, the
GAO’s report probably
will not be issued any time
before the November
election @

NO.338 PB24.005
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by: Tim Bonfield

Fernald
panel
looking
to future

More data, training, -
screenings sought

BY TIM BONFIELD
The Cincinnati Erquirer ,
SPRINGDALE — A big, thick
study reports that longtime neigh-
bors of the Fernald uranium pro-
cessing plant face increased odda
of dgng from lung cancer. So now
wha -

A 17-member citizens advisory
committee buddled in a hotel con-
ference room Wednesday and to-
day to begin hashing out health
concerns linked to Fermald. The
early consensus: The studies
shouldn’t stop now. -
Committee members want more
information about cancer risks, ,
_more frequent health screemings |
for neighbors, and more traiung
about: Fernzld for local doctors.
Several members said screeninga -
could help ease minds of worried
neighbors while early detection of
tumors could help save lives,.
. “Are we here to help people !
afflicted with various diseases or
are we here to build case studies ;
for the future?’ daid committee
member Louis Deoll, 8 union repre-
sentative at Fernald. bt
_The meeting was the first
chance the committee had to dis-'
cuss results of the Fernald Doeim-
etry Reconstruction Project, re-
leased Aug. 22 by the Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention.

I Y

FERMCO OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT » SARNO

Worst-case scenario
In a worstcase ecenario, the
study estimated that radioactive
pollution from Fernald increased
the odds of dying from lung cancer
from 20 percent to 22.5 percent.
The higgest surprise of the

. gtudy was that most of the cancer

risk came from radon gas emitted
from waste storage silos over the

. years, and not from tons of urani-

um -dust that escaped plant bor-
ders. Current radioactive leaks
from Fernald pose no significant
human rizk, study authors said.

The citizens' committee was
formed earlier this year to recom-
mend health priorities to the CDC.,
One big issue: to decide whether to
launch 3 multimillion-dollar epide-
miological study to estimate how
many people may have died of
cancer caused by Fernald,

CDC experts are still studying

" whether it is possible to do a

meaningful epidemiological study.
The dose reconstruction study was
an important first step. Another
piece of the heaith puzzle may
come out early next year, when the
CDC completes a ''Community
Baged Risk Assessment.”

Deaths, dosage compared

That assessment will use the
dose estimates released last month
to make a rough, first guess at how
many Fernald neighbors may have
gotten cancer. The assessment will
compare dose estimates with more
than 7,300 deasth certificates of
people who died of lung cancer in
Hamilton and Butler counties. But
the results will not be definitive,
gaid CDC researcher Dr. Owen
Devine.

For example, the study cannot-

tell whether peaple smoked (a ma-

_jor cause of lung cancer). The

assesament will miss as many as 8

percent of lung cancer deaths that
were never recorded as such on
death certificates. It also will miss

residents who died after moving
away.

ND.338 PBB5/085
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By: Ollie Roehm '
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not uranium S reatest thr

CDC study shows cancer risk

greater near Fernald

By Ollie Roehm
Editor

The recent release of a report assess-
ing the radiation dosage to folks living
or working near the Fernald Uranium
Processing Plant made a long-held sus-
picion a chilling reality for many folks.

Because of radiogctive emissions
from-the plant, people have a higher-
than-average risk of dying from cancer.

Theresultsof the six-year snidy were
presented Thursday, Aug. 22, by repre-
sentatives from the Centers for Discase
Conwol (CDC) and Radiological As-
sessments Corporation (RAC). - The
study, called “"Fernald Dosimetry Re-
construction Project” was prepared by
RAC for the CDC.

The report estimates the amount of

radioactive materials released from
Fernald and the health risks to the pub-
lic. The time period of 1951 101988, the
years the plani processed uranium for
nuclear weapons, was used in the study .

Iiconcludesthat the chances of dying
from lung cancer are increased by about
three (o nine percent due to releases of
radioactive conamination from e fa-
cility. Theriskis dependent on the time
spent near the plant and the distance
from the plant, states the report.

The estimated chance of Fema)d arca
residents developing a fatal cancer
ranges from sbout 23 percent to 29
percent, a figure higher than the national
average of 20 percent, said the sdy.

According toRAD president Dr. Joln
Till, radon, and not uranium, provided

the highest dosage of radiation. Al
though people were exposed (o radia-
tion through the release of contaminants
inlo groundwater, surface water and
food, the inhalation of radon was proba-
bly the main source of exposure, he said.

*“The air was the most important
pathway for release,” Till said.

Radon emissions were highest dur-
ing peak operating years in the 1950s
and 1960s, although releases from the
plant’s K-65 silo were sull significantin
the 1970s, Till said. Accidental mass
releases in 1966 and 1986 were also
taken into consideration, according 10
Till

Till said about 340 tons of wranium
and 170,000 curies of radon were re-
leased into the air during the plant’s

operating years.

In order o estimate the radiation
dosage. scienlists developed nine sce-
narios of hypothetical people living,
working ar going 1o school withina 6.2-
mile radius of e planl. Exposure est-
mates in each scenario were based on
factors including location, age, method
"of exposure and time spent near the
plant, Till said.

Till stressed that although he has
confidence in the study, its conclusions
bear a degree of uncentainty. Radiation
doses recetived by people in the past
could not directy measured and instead
were estimated, he said.

Till said CDC scienusts will smdy
the report W determine if an epidemiol-
ogic swdy is needed investigate the

association besween the estimared Fer-
nald-related exposures and cancer oc-
curances, Scientists will also ry o
esumaie therangeof likely cancer deaths
caused by mdioectivity from Femnald,
he said.

The report will be presented on Sept.

1_9 and 20. for assessment by the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences, before
fuggmr swdy is made by the CDC, Till
said.

“Reconstructing history is a time-
consuming process,” Till said.

Several Femnald area residents ex-
pressed confidence in the siudy, but say
more must be done.

“Although we suspected this, I think
we're all still a ligle shocked by what
we're hearing. This confirms much of

what we've been saying for years,” said
Lisa Crawford. president of Femald
Residents for Environmental Safety and
Health, acitizens group. “Now we need
the epidemiclogic stedy.”

FRESH member and 11-year Fre-
nald activist Edwa Yocum agreed with
Craw(ard that the epidemiologic sudy
i$ 3 must

“This justifies everything we in
FRESH knew already.” Yocum said.

Yocum szaid she performed her own
study, using alistof names she gathered
of people who developed cancers and
ilinesses she thinks may be related w
Femald radiation. She plotied on amap
the residences of the peopie an her list.

Continued on Page 16A
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Continued from Pale TS

“We show large clusters of sick
people in several areas, especially in the
northeast corner,” she said,

Yocum lives on Ohio 128 near the
facility and said she thinks she children
may have been by radiation exposure.

“My son has a very low sperm count
and thyroid problems. His wife has had
several miscarriages. <My daoghter
developed pituitary tumors and is also
having a problem with hes thyroid,”
Yocum said.

Harrison Townshlp re:ndem Carilla
Kelly doesn't live within the study's
milage radius but is convinced that ra-

R

;‘l '

duauon exposure ai Femald durecuy
contributed 1o the death of her husband,
Herb, Herb Kelly was employed at
Fermnald for scveral yeags and was the
{irsy worker to publicly raise questions
about conditions at the plant. Hedied of
lung cancer about two years ago.

" “I'm glad they've confumed that the
place cansed cancer - that all of this
hasn't been in vain,” said Corilla Kelly.

Kelly said she is trying to convince
her children to become involived in the
fight tofind ut the truth about Fermald 's
cffects on the public.

“Tt's just something we all should be

concermned about,” she said.

NO.334 P@23/224
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‘'Fernald Ta§k 'Fbr'c'e sets

meeting for Sept. 28

TheFernald Citizens Task Force will
hold a mecting on Saturday, Sept. 28
from 8:30 am. 10 12:30 p.m. at the
Alpha Building, 10967 Hamilion Cleves
Highway, Harvison.

The task farce will discuss site
moniloring and a proposal to amend
Silo 3 weatment,

The meeting is open to the public,
and time will be reserved for the public
to address the sk force.

The sk force has been created
help guide cleamup at Fernald. The U.S.
EPA, Ohio EPA, and DOE collsbormted
to form the Task Force, and it includes

. represcatatives. of_ the._constituencies

affecied by cleanup decisions.

The agencies have agreed to con-
sider the task force’s recommendations
in their decisionmaking processes,

though the recommendations are not
legally binding.

NO.334 POR4/024
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The key 1996 issues for the Task .

Force include: waste transponation,
design of the on-site disposal facility,
and the timing and completion of con-
swuction activities.

I
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Ohio EPA may delay

rules for site cleanup

‘Brownfields’ worry
environmentalists

© Assooisted Preys

COLUMBUS — The director of the
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
mAay postpone the approval of rules that
would make it easier ta clean up and re-
develop polluted industrial sites around
the state.

Jenifer Kwasniewski, a spokeswam-
an for the EPA, said Director Donald
Schregardus is considering such a delay
after local governments, businesses and
environmental groups raised concerns

leaders had hoped that approval of the
tinal rules for the Voluntary Action Pro-
gram — also called the “brownfields
law” — would provide a boost to the
program, which has been operating un-
der temporary rules far two years.
The rules are being created to Qesh
-out the program, which the Legislature
authorized in 1994 to allaw developers
to privately clean up a contaminated
property using private, licensed con-
tractors. The cleanup would proceed
without direct EPA oversight, following
& set of rules the agency is to establish.
QOnce the site is cleaned up, the EPA
will issue & “covenant not to sue” — a
promise not to take action against the

about the proposged '
rules for the sites, N
known as brownfields.

““The request is M
something we have to
take seriously,” Ms.
Kwasniewski said.
“We're discussing a
possibje extension.”

The regulations have
been debated for about
two years. EPA officials

Donald
Schregardus
had intended to present the rules pack-
age to the state's Jaint Committee on
Agency Rules Review next month, the
last step before final spproval.

Local governments and business

property owner if other contaminants
are later found on the property. The
program was set up to provide a faster
alternstive to traditional EPA cleanup
ProOgrams.

8ince the program started in Septem-
ber 1884, only four sites have been is-
sued covenants not ta sue. That's
mostly becsuse the interim rles pro-
hibit properties with contaminated
groundwater to take part in the pro-
gram. .o

Environmental groups say the pro-
posed permanent rules are too lax be-
cause they don’t da enough to protect
groundwater and don't allow for public
participation in the cleanup.

Representatives of three environmen-

tal groups who sat on an advisory com-
mittee to help develop the rules senta
letter last week to Schregardus, attack-
ing the program as a threat to the "
groundwater that many Ohioans drink;
“We want the EPA to go back and re-
write the rules to address our con. -
cerns,” sald Jane Forrest, *
environmental project director of Ohio

Citizen Action, a consumer and environ-

mental citizens group. }
The groups said the EPA made -
changes in the proposed rules during -
the wesks after a series of public meet--
ings in June, and the public has not had
a chance to learn about the changes. _

(1



September 2-8, 1996
Cincinnati Business Courier
Page 1S

Week In Review

u3/u4/55 U318 FERMLU UFrFILE UrF Tre FrREsSIDENT 2> SHKNU

Fernald report cites cancer risk

A six-year study confirmed. an
the Fernald uranium processing plant.
The $6 million study, sponsored by the
Centers for Disease Control, found
Fernald area residents had a 23 percent

* chance of dying from cancer, 3 percent

higher than the national average.
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(513) 285-6357 ' George V. Voinovich

FAX (513) 285-6249 ' Govemor

August 26, 1996 - RE: FERNALD FUNDING AND
SCHEDULE

Mr. Phil Hamric

Department of Energy

Ohio Field Office

P.O. Box 3020

Miamisburg, Ohio 45:143-3020

Dear Mr. Hamric:

Two correspondence r:cently arrived at Ohio EPA that relate to the Fernald budget over the next
several years. The firat included the Ohio Initial Ten (Nine)- Year Plan (Alm 10 year plan)
recently submitted to 1)OE HQ, and addressing the Al Alm ten year vision, dated August 9,
1996. The second is aa August 15, 1996 FERMCO to DOE letter regarding revised planning
funding levels. Ohio is concerned with the inconsistencies in these two documents and the
“apparent DOE retreat Irom its commitments to the Fernald 10 Year Plan present in both

documents.

At DOE's direction, FIERMCO recently expended significant resources. to rebaseline the
remediation program «at Fernald to meet a credible 10 Year Plan in order to complete site
remediation activities Iy 2005. These activities were intended to support the Fernald Ten Year
Plan which only last yi:ar was introduced, widely endorsed, and funded. Even the U.S. Congress
supported acceleratior: of the Fernald project through the 1996 National Defense Authorization.
In word and deed the })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 pissed back to Fernald. Clearly such a cut will influence the completion of
cleanup, but DOE FN and 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 around, '

The initial replan, basid on the new $264 million funding level and also the basis for the Fernald
portions of the Qhio Iiitial 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 Fernald Ten Year ’lan has been extended to a twelve year plan before year one is completed.
More recent informatinn, however, sheds entirely new light on the future of the Fernald cleanup.

With the efforts to acc:lerate 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 z:1d about Fernald and OH efforts to secure adequate funding from DOE
HQ. The August 15 lutter which describes the replanned path forward for Fernald, given the
reduced funding expes ted, sounds a clear death knell for anything that could legitimately be
called a ten year plan. The new funding level, it seerns, puts such tremendous pressure on the
schedule that site remediation extends to 2010 or beyond. These delays will result in violation of
numerous regulatory nilestones, many subject to stipulated penalties. No relation to ten years
exists any longer. Almost simultaneous to receipt of this information Ohio EPA received the
Ohio Initial Ten (Nine)- Year Plan which suggests that all is well at Fernald. This document
clearly states that, "Al' operable units stay in compliance...", "Initial analysis of the Baseline at
this funding leve] will cause a two year schedule extension.”, and that by 2006 OU4 waste is
disposed and no additional OU4 activities remain. The only post 2006 activities identified in the
plan are the groundwa:er remediation and disposal cell monitoring. :

It appears that the infarmation being submitted to DOE HQ does not reflect what can be
accomplished in the fi:ld. The Ohio Initial Ten (Nine)- Year Plan clearly is not aligned with the
on the ground fiscal realities that will either enable or prevent prompt and efficient cleanup of
Femnald. Itis critical t1at OH fully 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 «larification be offered explaining the differences between the Alm
submittal and the actunl work anticipated at Fernald under the funding scenario currently offered

by the Assistant Secreiary.

It is pertinent to reiter:te the primary goal of the initial Ten Year Plan at Fernald - completion of
cleanup at the site by .005 except for the groundwater. The benefit of acceleration was the
expedited completion nf cleanup activities so that the site could be removed from the EM
funding trough enablii.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 hillion. To reach this point Fernald had to complete investigations, sign
RODs, establish stakeholder credibility and support, and identify substantial productivity
improvements that wa'ald net tens of millions of dollars. With many of the productivity
improvements being itaplemented, additional reductions in funding from the baseline, especiaily
in the early years, hav; crippling effects on work schedule. That message must be clearly
presented to DOE HQ.

It is genuinely disheariening to see the Department so quickly retreat from such a promising
opportunity. Not ofter: will accelerating the actua] cleanup of a site offer as large a life cycle

savings as Fernald pre:iented at so little a near term cost. Unfortunately, this retreat is also
jeopardizing DOE's crudibility with stakeholders. Credibility that was hard earned over years is
being rapidly discarde in a matter of weeks. This undesirable outcome cannot possibly enhance
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the chances for future success at Fernald. The community needs to be assured, in a real and
meaningful fashion, that DOE is not shirking its responsibility to effectively manage the cleanup
of Fernald. :

Ohio believes DOE must reaffirm their commitment to the Fernald 10Year Plan and show how
funding will be providied to achieve that commitment. Additionally, Ohio requests that DOE
provide resolution to the very significant discrepancies between the Ohio Initial Ten (Nine)- Year
Plan and FERMCO's .August 15, 1996 letter to DOE.

If T can answer any qui:stions regarding this letter please call me. A prompt response to the
concerns enumerated i1 this letter will be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,

C =
raham E. Mitchell
Chief ,
Office of Federal Facilities Oversight

cc: Al Alm, DOE IEiM-1
James Owendo' T, DOE EM-40
Jack Craig, DOE FN
Jim Saric, EPA.Region V
Lisa Crawford, FRESH
John Applegate, FCTF
John Bradbum«, FERMCO





