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Graph: 1997 Average Monthly Total Uranium Concentration in Water 
Discharged from the Marshall Plume to the Great Miami River 
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Newsclippings 

CAB MEETINGS: 

0 EFFICIENCY COMMITTEE MEETING: The Efficiency Committee of the 
Fernald Citizens Advisory Board will meet on Thursday, May 14,1998, at 
6:30 p.m. in the Jamtek Building. 

a FERNALD CITIZENS ADVISORY BOARD MEETING: The CAB will 
meet on Saturday, May 16,1998, at 8:30 a.m. in the Alpha Building, 
10967Hamilton-Cleves Highway. 

QUESTIONS: 
Please call ohn at or Doug at with questions or concerns. 

kkg Fax: 648-3629 E-Mail: 
Fax: 281-3331 E-Mail: john.uppZegute@Iaw.uc.edu 

You may a / so fax o us at: 



L 
c 

40 1- The Operable Unit 5 ROD established a discharge limit of 20 ug/L for total uranium(effective January, 1SQS). 
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8 of the 10 allowable 
"significant precipitation" 
bypass days were utilized 
to meet the 20 pgL limit. 
(See footnotes MOW) 

Actual concsntrati  ww 24.7 WL. E l l ~ h a t l n g  1 'slgnlticant precipitation' bypass day reduces average to 19.4 pg/L. a 

bAdual concentratkn was 32.6 WL. Elirnlnatlng 2 'elgnllkant preclpitatlon' bypass days reduces avmge to 18.4 pg/L. 
Actual concsntratkn w e  27.6 WL. Ellmlnatlng 5 'elgnlfmnt preclpilatlon- bypass day8 reduces rvsrage to 12.7 WL. 

d Actual concentratkn was 35.2 WL. Ellrnlnatlng 3 "treatment plant rnelntenencs" bypat38 days reduces average to 14.3 )rglL. 

1997 AVERAGE MONTHLY TOTAL URANIUM CONCENTRATION IN WATER DISCHARGED 
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Attachment A 



What is the Amicus Curiae Brief? 
This brief was submitted to the court by the states of Arkansas, California, Colorado, 
Connecticut, Delaware, Illinois, Louisiana, Nevada, New Mexico, North Carolina, Ohio, 
Oklahoma, Oregon, South Carolina, Tennessee, and Washington. These states support 
DOE'S position that the preliminary injunction in the case of WCS (Waste Control Special- 
ists) vs. USDOE should be lifted. 

Why are the states involved in this case? 
These states feel that, in order to protect the public and the environment, DOE should not 
self-regulate the disposal of LLRW (low-level radioactive waste) as the WCS plan would 
have it do. Historically, DOE self-regulation has led to environmental contamination. The 
states feel that independent oversight benefits DOE, as it would any other industrial 
enterprise, by forcing accountability. The states do not want DOE to consider regulatory 
schemes such as those proposed by WCS. 

What are the states main arguments for lifting the injunction? 
The Atomic Energy Act (AEA) gave the Atomic Energy Commission (AEC) the right 
to regulate the private sector. When the AEC was abolished, its regulatory responsi- 
bilities were given to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC). A key component of 
this regulatory responsibility requires that a license be obtained prior to the receipt, 
possession, or disposal of LLRW. 

The mission of DOE is to conduct energy research and development and operation of 
the federal nuclear weapons complex. DOE may oversee its contractors, but this does 
not amount to regulatory authority. DOE has no right under the AEA to regulate a 
private company and this regulation would be contrary to its mission. 

States may enter into agreements with the NRC for licensing authority. Such states 
are agreement states. As an agreement state, the State of Texas has regulatory powers 
over WCS. 

Under the AEA, no person may receive, possess, or dispose of LLRW unless licensed 
by the NRC or an agreement state. WCS proposes that it would be exempt from need- 
ing such a license if it accepted DOE waste. 

DOE does have partial exemption from the NRC licensing and regulation require- 
ments. However, this exemption does not extend to WCS. WCS would not be a "rep- 
resentative, agent, or agency" of DOE and would, therefore, be ineligible from exemp- 
tion. WCS proposes to be a private licensee of DOE, taking title of the waste. 

WCS contends that Section 110 of the AEA would pertain to its situation. Section 110 
states "nothing in this chapter shall be deemed (a) to require a license for . . . (2) the 
construction and operation of facilities under contract with and for the account of the 
Commission." This provision deals with production and utilization facilities, not with 
disposal facilities. 
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WCS cannot claim exemption from licensing under Parts 30,40, and 70 of 42 U.S.C. 
2111 because these exemptions are for prime contractors performing work at DOE- 
owned or controlled sites. 

Even if WCS were exempt from NRC regulation, it would still be subject to state 
regula tion. 

Congress made it clear in the Low-Level Radioactive Waste Policy Amendments Act 
. of 1985 that federal low-level waste disposed at a private facility is subject to state 

regulation. 

What is the status of this brief? 

This brief was rejected from consideration by the Fifth Circuit United States Court of 
Appeals. The court will not consider these arguments for an appeal. 
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1 How did DOE argue the use of the Corps of Engineers? 

Under what grounds is WCS filing a Supplemental Complaint for Preliminary 
Iniunction? 

DOE has used the United States Corps of Engineers to dispose of low-level waste, 
which violates the terms of the original injunction issued in October 1997. WCS has 
found a total of 43 contracts between the Corps and DOE, six of which relate to dis- 
posal of low-level or mixed wastes. The use of interagency agreements with the Corps 
threatens to ”drain the pond” of disposal opportunities for DOE wastes. 

DOE argued during the original preliminary injunction hearings that the Corps is not a 
DOE contractor and ”has no relationship with the Department of Energy.” 

What is WCS’s relationship to the Corps of Engineers? 

Prior to the issuance of the preliminary injunction but after the start of action, WCS bid 
on a contract issued by the Corps for disposal of low-level wastes. The contract called 
for the necessity of the contractor having the ”required permits,” which the Corps 
interpreted to mean a state or NRC license. WCS submitted a bid, but received a score 
of zero because it does not have a state or NRC permit. In December 1997, the Corps 
ended up awarding the contract to Envirocare of Utah. The only other bidder was 
Envirocare of Texas, which is controlled by Envirocare of Utah. DOE did not notify the 
Corps that under the Preliminary Injunction WCS could not be disqualified from DOE 
waste disposal contracts because it not have a state or NRC license. Because DOE was 
subcontracting to the Corps to dispose of waste, WCS feels the preliminary injunction 
should have been upheld. 

What does WCS ask from the court? 

WCS is asking that the court grant a supplemental injunction that does not allow 
shipping for the purpose of disposal of any DOE-AEA (Atomic Energy Act) low-level 
or mixed radioactive waste under any United States Army Corps of Engineers contract 
awarded after the issuance of the preliminary injunction or the shipment of such waste 
to any agreement state. 
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What is the purpose of Proof of Principle Testing? 
Proof of Principle testing is designed to perform rigorous testing of proven and commer- 
cially available remediation technologies to evaluate their potential use for treatment of 
Silos 1 and 2 wastes. The testing focuses on meeting the necessary regulatory, processing, 
storage, transportation, and disposal requirements for the treated waste. There are four 
specific technology families that can be evaluated in the Proof of Principle testing: 

Vitrification by a joule-heated technology 
Vtirification by a non-joule heated technology 
Remediation by a cement-based technology 
Remediation by another chemical-based technology 

The proof of principle testing will be performed at the sellers’ facilities using nonradioac- 
tive surrogates which simulate the physical and chemical characteristics of the residues. 
FDF will provide the formulas for the surrogates. The testing will provide information on 
safety, reliability, implementability, cost, and schedule of the treatment process. The test- 
ing will also provide information to support revision of the OU4 Feasibility Study and the 
OU4 ROD amendment. The design under the Proof of Principle testing is limited to the 
treatment facility and secondary waste stream systems. 

What are some concerns about the Silos 1 and 2 waste? 
Radon-226 and the daughter products of its decay (primarily Radon-222) are known to be 
emanating from the Silos through cracks and joints. The radon concentrations are in the 
8-11 million pic0 Curies/liter range. Radon is capable of migrating through airand water. 
In addition, the wastes are currently in a slurry form. Previous experience has shown that 
slurries of up to 30% solids (by weight) can be handled. A higher percentage of solids 
cause blockages in pipes and tanks. Also, a layer of BentoGrout had been previously 
placed over the wastes in order to attenuate radon releases. This layer of BentoGrout will 
add to waste volume. 

What kind of documentation must the seller provide? 
The seller is required to: 

Submit a Work Plan addressing treatment recipe development, testing, sampling, and 

Videotape the entire demonstration process and submit a copy of the tape to FDF 
Keep FDF informed of progress through weekly teleconferences and reporting 
Provide a Testing Quality Assurance/Quality Control Plan before start of the testing 
Allow FDF to collect samples of the surrogate prior to testing 
Provide FDF with a final report which includes objectives and rationale, experiment/ 

analysis quality assurance 

demonstration design and procedures, sampling and analysis data, test results, 
conclusions, proposed layout of a full-scale facility, and a process-flow diagram for 
the primary waste stream 

Attend one meeting at FEMP to present the final report 

What tests must the treated surrogate pass? 
The treated surrogate must: 

Have a compressive strength of at least 50 psi 
Contain no free standing liquids 
Pass the TCLP test for arsenic, barium, cadmium, chromium, lead, mercury, selenium, 

Appear uniform and homogeneous to non-magnified vision Bpoooo1r, 

silver, antimony, beryllium, nickel, thallium, vanadium, and zinc 



0 Contain no more than 1% wt (by weight) of less-than-10-micrometer-diameter particles, 

Not exhibit a characteristic of a hazardous waste as defined by 40 Code of Federal 

Be ready for direct disposal after treatment 

or 15% wt of less-than-200-micrometer-diameter particles 

Regulations 261 Subpart C-Characteristics of Hazardous Waste 

What additional concerns must the seller address? 
The seller must: 

Minimize generation of secondary waste, including wastewater 
Include systems to limit the release of gaseous and particulate nuclides or other air 

Provide information for FDF to develop a schedule for the project 
Provide plans for a radon control system to handle approximately 500 standard cubic fee. 

contaminants 

per minute of air from the pre-treatment, post-treatment, and process equipment 
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What is the ProErammatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) for Alternative 
Strategies for the Long-Term Management and Use of Depleted Uranium Hexafluoride 
(UF,)? 
This programmatic environmental impact statement assesses the impacts of six strategies 
for managing the depleted hexafluoride stored in cylinders at the Paducah site, the Ports- 
mouth site, and the K-25 site on the Oak Ridge Reservation. A management strategy is 
defined as a series of activities needed to achieve safe long-term storage, use, or disposal. 
The PEIS examines the environmental, economic, and legal consequences of each of the six 
alternatives. Because the PEIS is an not used to isolate a specific site, certain impacts have 
been assessed using representative or generic environmental conditions, especially those 
regarding conversion, long-term storage, manufacturing, and disposal. For each alterna- 
tive, the impacts where estimated over a period of 40 years, from 1999 through 2039. 

What is uranium hexafluoride? 
Depleted uranium hexafluoride is a by-product of the uranium enrichment process. It is a 
solid at ambient temperature and is formed by combining uranium with anhydrous hydro- 
gen fluoride and fluoride gas. 

Why is a long term management strategy needed? 
Storage of the depleted uranium hexafluoride began in the early 1950's and many of the 
cylinders show evidence of external corrosion. Seven cylinders have developed holes: one 
at Paducah, two at Portsmouth, and four at K-25. When the cylinder is breached, UF, forms 
a plug of solid uranium and iron compounds, preventing further leakage, and a small 
amount of hydrogen flouride (HF) gas is released. There is a current plan that calls for 
conversion of the UF, to U,O, by the year 2010 if no alternative uses for the material are 
found. The U,O, would then'be disposed of as low-level waste. Recent developments have 
lead to the agreement that the plan should be revised. 

What are the alternatives being evaluated in the PEIS? 
No Action - Continued storage of the cylinders indefinitely in yards at Paducah, 

Portsmouth, and K-25. 
Long-Term Storage as UF,- Storage in cylinders in yards, buildings, or a mine at a 

consolidation site. 
Long-Term Storage as Uranium Oxide (UO, or U30J - Conversion to an oxide, followed 

by storage in buildings, below-ground vaults, or a mine at a consolidated site. 
Use as Uranium Oxide - Conversion to an oxide, which will be used in the manufacture 

of oxide-shielded spent nuclear fuel or high-level waste storage containers. 
Use as Uranium Metal - Conversion to uranium metal, used to manufacture metal- 

shielded spent nuclear fuel or high-level waste storage containers. 
Disposal - Conversion to an oxide followed by disposal as low-level waste in shallow 

earthen structures, below ground vaults, or a mine. 

~ What were the environmental consequences evaluated? 
Consequences were evaluated for human health and safety, air quality, water and soil 
impacts, socioeconomics, ecology, waste management, resource requirements, land use, 
cultural resources, and environmental justice. 

What were the human health risks for the alternatives? 
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For all alternatives, exposure of workers and the public to radiation and chemicals were 
estimated to be within acceptable public health standards and regulations, resulting in no 
additional latent cancer fatalities. A slight increase in the cancer rate may be seen in 



involved workers (i.e., one worker fatality under the no action alternative and one to two 
in all other alternatives.) Physical accidents to workers would be expected in all alterna- 
tives. Accidents at facilities involving cylinders or chemicals at a conversion facility area 
were estimated to have greatest potential adverse effects. Those accidents, which would 
be extremely rare, are estimated to have the greatest impacts. 

What were the transportation risks of the various alternatives? 
A conservative estimate of transportation impacts was made by assuming that continued 
cylinder storage, conversion, consolidated long-term storage, manufacture and use, and 
disposal would occur at separate sites. The no action alternative would have negligible 
transportation impacts. All other shipments were considered to travel a distance of 620 
miles, primarily through rural, but occasionally through urban, areas. For general trans- 
portation, it was estimated that the general public would receive less than 0.1 millirem 
(mrem) over 40 years. The total number of traffic fatalities were estimated to be between 
two and four for truck transport and one and two for rail transport. The most severe type 
of accident that could occur would be that of a rail accident involving anhydrous HF 
(produced as a by-product in the conversion processes to metal and oxides) in an urban 
area during stable weather conditions. The probability of this accident occurring is one in 
30,000, but up to 30,000 people might experience irreversible adverse effects with the 
potential for up to 300 fatalities. Anhydrous HF is, however, routinely transported in the 
United States. 

What would be the impacts to air quality? 
Under all alternatives, air quality from construction and facility operations would be 
within existing regulatory standards and guidelines. 

What would be the impacts to soil and water? 
For all operations and under all alternatives, uranium concentrations in surface water, 
groundwater, and soil would remain within guidelines. All alternatives could have 
potential impacts resulting from spills. For the disposal alternative, if a disposal facility 
were located in a dry environmental setting, impacts to groundwater would not be ex- 
pected to occur for 1,000 years. However, in a wet setting, the groundwater may become 
contaminated within 1,000 years. Mine and vault storage/disposal would result in re- 
moval of large quantities of soil, thus affecting topography. 

What would be the socioeconomic impacts? 
The no action alternative would result in the smallest socioeconomic impacts, creating 
about 110 jobs and generating $5.1 million in income each operational year. Storage as 
UF, would have the second smallest impact. All other impacts would have similar im- 
pacts, creating between 930 and 2,100 jobs and generating between $51 and $130 million 
per year. 

What would be the impacts to Waste Management? 
Continued storage would have the lowest impacts, generating less than 1% of the current 
estimated annual low-level and mixed waste volume for all DOE facilities. Conversion to 
an oxide may have moderate impacts to the waste management program if the CaF, 
generated from anhydrous HF has to be disposed as low-level waste. Likewise, in the 
metal conversion process, the MgF, generated may need to be disposed as low-level 
waste, resulting in a low to moderate impact on the waste management system. Disposal 
alternatives would result in 2% to 7% of the projected low-level waste volumes. 

0001)09 



What are the impacts to the other evaluation criteria? 
No disproportionately high or adverse human health effects would be expected to mi- 
nority or low-income populations under any of the alternatives. Land use and ecology 
impacts will be dependent on the location and type of alternative. Cultural impacts are 
unlikely but are dependent on the locations selected. 

What is DOE’s preferred alternative? 
DOE’s preference is for the use of the entire inventory of UF,. Some would be used as an 
oxide and some as uranium metal. The PEIS evaluates the possibility of using 50% of the 
inventory as oxide and 50% as uranium metal. 

What are the impacts of the preferred alternative? 
The alternatives (in which the UF, would be converted to 100% metal, 100% oxide, or 
50%/50% oxide/metal) would have similar impacts to human health and safety, air 
quality, water and soil quantity, transportation, and waste management. All three alter- 
natives would generate about the same amount of HF and would require the same 
amount of material to be transported. The 50/50 alternative would require more 
workforce, acreage, and construction and operational facilities because of the necessity 
of two conversion facilities, two manufacturing facilities, and two cylinder treatment 
facilities. The resources needed for this alternative are not increased linearly; that is it 
does not take half of the resources to construct and operate a 50% capacity facility. 
Therefore, there are increased impacts for the split alternative. However, metal and oxide 
conversion facilities may be located together, thus reducing total impacts. 
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What is the Waste Pits Remedial Action Project Remedial D e s i p  Package? 
The Remedial Design Package gives an overview of the operation and processes; site 
plans; equipment and materials; excavation plan; grading plan; environmental control 
plan; health and safety plan; and other information related to the IT Corporation’s 
removal of materials from Waste Pits 1-6, the Bum Pit, and the Clearwell. 

What are the activities to be fulfilled by IT? 
Waste excavation and initial segregation 
Preparation of the excavated material (i.e., sorting, blending, size reduction, etc.) 
Thermal drying of some or all of the waste materials 
Blending of the processed material (e.g., radiological WAC blending) 
Storage and loadout for transport to the Commercial Disposal Facility (CDF) 

How will the excavation of these materials occur? 
The excavation aspect of the project will take place in 19 phases. These phases are 
engineered so that materials with low enrichment can be blended with those of high 
enrichment in order to meet the WAC (Waste Acceptance Criteria) for the CDF. Materials 
will also be excavated in phases in order to blend for moisture content after excavation. 

What will occur after excavation? 
After excavation, materials will be blended for moisture content and put through a dryer 
to achieve moisture contents that are acceptable for disposal at the CDF. Materials over 4 
inches long cannot be placed into the dryer and will be disposed of separately. These 
activities will occur in the Materials Handling Building. When ready for rail shipment, 
the final blend will be tested for WAC prior to transport to the CDF. 

What types of wastes will be found in OUl? 
The majority of these wastes are composed of general sump sludge (filtrates from pro- 
cessing plants, wastewater from the laboratory, and lime), neutralized raffinate (a by 
product of uranium enrichment), and magnesium fluoride. Other wastes include: 

Contaminated asbestos materials 
Contaminated rags, paper, and 

Dust collector bags sludges 
Scrap salts 
Uranium and thorium tetrafluoride 
Contaminated soil, rocks, sand, brick, 

Dust collector residues 

Miscellaneous sludges 
Uranium chips and turnings 
Water softening and treatment 

Graphite crucibles and molds 
Ash from burning or incineration 
Flyash from coal-fired boiler 

UO, and U,O, (uranium oxides) 

polyethylene 

and ceramics Steel drums 

The material in the waste pits is not homogeneous and pockets of certain types of materi- 
als will be found. One constituent of the wastes that may pose a concern is the amount of 
organic compounds. The heat within the dryer could cause these materials to bum, 
releasing carbon dioxide and other compounds into the atmosphere. 

How will the gas generated from the dryer be monitored? 
The dryer will include an air pollution control system. Airborne emissions will be regu- 
larly monitored. A gas control system will remove most compounds from dryer emis- 
sions. However, radon will not be removed by the gas control system. 
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What is the Installation of Aesthetic Barrier Work Plan? 
This Work Plan is a response to the February 19,1997, recommendation of the Fernald 
Citizens Advisory Board that barriers be constructed during site remediation to lessen 
the visual impacts of remediation to local residents. The plan considered three alterna- 
tives for accomplishing the goal of providing aesthetic appeal while restricting the view 
of remediated site areas. 

What three alternatives were considered? 
Alternative 1- Structural Barrier consisting of a barrier similar to a highway noise 

Alternative 2- Aesthetic Barrier with Berm consisting of coniferous and flowering 
barrier. This alternative would, however, be costly and lack aesthetic appeal. 

trees in alternating frequency atop a constructed soil berm. This alternative was 
not considered because there is not enough on-property soil to construct the 
berm. 

Alternative 3- Aesthetic Barrier without Berm consisting of coniferous and flowering 
trees in alternating frequency without a soil berm. This was the selected 
alternative. 

What area was selected for the aesthetic barrier? 
The barrier will be constructed in the area adjacent to Willey Road and east of the South 
Access Road. This area will be utilized, starting in FY 1999, for borrow material for the 
On-Site Disposal Facility. Thus, this area will be the site of excavation and is highly 
visible from Willey Road. Other areas were also considered, but not selected. These 
areas included the northeast portion of the site (south of the intersection of S.R. 126 and 
the North Access Road) and the area west of the South Access Road. The elevation of 
the northeast area makes it impossible to block the remediation activities even with the 
planting of trees. At this time, few restoration activities are planned in the area west of 
the South Access Road, so an aesthetic barrier is not needed. 

What will be the design of the barrier? 
The barrier will use the existing grade to support the installation of trees. The conifer- 
ous and deciduous trees that are planted will be of sufficient height to provide immedi- 
ate screening of some site activities. Eastern White Pines, approximately 10-12 feet in 
height, will be planted in two alternating rows approximately 10 feet apart. Two alter- 
nating rows of deciduous trees will be planted south of the pines. A variety of decidu- 
ous trees, including Crabapple, Red Maple, River Birch, and Red Oak, will be planted in 
a random pattern to enhance the aesthetics of the barrier. Trees will be planted in holes 
approximately twice the width of the root ball and so that the top of the root ball is 
slightly above the surface of the ground. Peat moss, fertilizer, and water will be added 
to the soil removed from the hole as part of backfilling. After backfilling, the trees will 
be staked for approximately one year. During dry periods, the trees will be watered. 

What is the cost and schedule of the aesthetic barrier? 
The estimated cost is $45,000. The installation of the barrier is targeted for 
September 1998. 

What were the stakeholder reactions to the project? 
While views among stakeholders did vary on the configuration and types of trees that 
should be utilized, no single group or individual opposed the aesthetic barrier. 
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What is the Estimation of the Imuact of the FMPC on Lung Cancer Mortalitv in the 
Surrounding Communitv? 
This report outlines the results of the first phase of the Fernald Risk Assessment 
Project. This phase examines lung cancer, since it is the most likely health outcome 
associated with the radon and uranium radionuclides. The report estimates both the 
number of lung cancer deaths occurring from 1951 to 2088 and the percentage in- 
crease in the number of lung cancer deaths over background levels among residents 
within 10 kilometers from the site. Future reports will look at additional health con- 
cerns, including kidney and bone cancer. The results of the first phase will also be 
used to determine if an in-depth epidemiological study is warranted. 

What were the key results of the study? 
The median estimate for lung cancer deaths is 85 deaths total, although the actual 

number may range from 25 to 309 deaths. This results in an increase of 1% to 
12% in lung cancer deaths over background rates. 

many “ever smokers” (defined as someone who has smoked more than 100 
cigarettes) are expected to die of lung cancer than “never smokers” and the 
percentage increase for ”ever smokers’’ is two times greater than for “never 
smokers. ” 

deaths among males is 40% higher than for females, although the percentage 
increase is similar. 

The median lifetime radiation lung dose for people who lived in the domain from 
1951 to 1988 was 0.45 sieverts(1 sievert = 100 rem), but could range from 0.12 to 
1.74 sieverts. 

Half of the total lung cancer deaths occurred through the period from 1951 to 2000, 
and the other half is predicted to occur from 2001 to 2088. The percentage 
increase in lung cancer deaths occurring from 1951 to 2000 is 3 times the 
increase predicted from 2001 to 2088. This is due to the fact that the study 
population is aging and the background rates of lung cancer and mortality due 
to other causes will increase as they age. 

A higher percentage increase in lung cancer deaths is expected for areas to the east 
of the site (because of wind direction) and for those who live closest to the site. 

Because there is a relationship between radon exposure and smoking, three times as 

Likewise, because more males smoke than females, the number of lung cancer 

What population was used in the assessment? 
The assessment looked at population of approximately 40,000 to 53,000 individuals 
which resided within 6.2 miles or 10 kilometers of the FMPC from the years 1951 to 
1988. The area with a radius of 10 kilometers from the FMPC was further subdivided 
into 16 compass sections, and within these sections, into 10 cells at one kilometer 
increments. Four geographic directions (NE, SE, SW, and NW) were also evaluated. 
The study did not examine the risk to workers at the FMPC. 

What are some problems and assumptions made in conducting this risk 
assessment? 

Data was not collected from the community, thus assumptions were made for 

Risk was calculated for the whole population and not for specific individuals. 
Risk models were developed from exposures to underground miners and survivors 

exposure history, lifestyle factors, and smoking history. 
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Components of the risk assessment are uncertain, so the resulting estimates of lung 
cancer deaths and percentage increase in deaths are also uncertain. 

Emigration/Immigration to the area is not considered in estimating risk until 1960 and 
then is considered only every 10 years. 

Data from the Fernald Dosimetry Reconstruction Project is used to estimate 
radiation dose to the population. 

The risk assessment was conducted until 2088 to allow for a 100 year lifespan of 
individuals exposed in 1988, the last year of operations at the FEW. 

The risk assessment used a life-table estimation approach, which is when mathematical 
models are used to predict the mortality of a group of individuals through time. The 
total population was divided into cohorts, which were modeled separately. Each 
cohort was defined by the year of first exposure (five year increments were 
examined), age of first exposure (five year increments), location of residence relative 
to site, and gender. 

from the FMPC depended on estimates of the cumulative lung does within 
cohorts at different periods in time, estimates of the risk of lung cancer death that 
may result from these doses (based on miners and atomic bomb survivors), and 
estimates of the number of persons experiencing that risk at different t h e  periods. 
All of these values have some uncertainty. This uncertainty was modeled using the 
Monte Carlo simulation, which developed a collection of possible values for lung 
cancer deaths attributable to the FMPC. 

The estimation of lung cancer deaths caused by past releases of radioactive material 

Future rates of lung cancer were assumed to be the same as those in 1990. 

What additional factors are of concern? 
Because the silos were sealed in 1979, residents born or moving into the area after 1979 
have been receiving a significantly lower radon exposure, thus they will have a lower risk 
of FMPC-related lung cancer. 



What is the Restoration Area Verification Samding Program Summarv ReDort? 
This report presents the groundwater data collected to evaluate Final Remediation Level 
(FRL) exceedances for non-uranium compounds that were found at wells outside the 
current uranium-based groundwater remediation footprint. FRLs were established 
within the OU5 ROD. The data contained in this report consists of samples collected 
during the calendar year 1997 that were in accordance with the Restoration Area Verifica- 
tion Sampling (RAVS) Project Specific Plan (PSP). The RAVS PSP required that all non- 
uranium groundwater data outside of the uranium-based footprint be evaluated to 
determine which sporadic FRL exceedances could be dismissed as non-FEW related or 
were not of concern. It also called for a determination of which sporadic FRL exceedances 
required additional sampling before deciding whether there was a need to expand the - 

restoration footprint. This report evaluates those FRL exceedances which required further 
sampling. The report also provides a recommendation as to whether or not modification 
of the uranium-based aquifer remedy is warranted at this time based on the sampling 
results. 

What was the protocol for the RAVS PSP for evaluating FRL exceedances? 
First, the concentration of the chemical over time was graphed by well location to iden- 
tify that the exceedance was persistent. If two or more samples indicated that the concen- 
trations had reduced to levels below the FRL, then the well was not considered for fur- 
ther remediation or monitoring [other than monitoring required by the Integrated Envi- 
ronmental Monitoring Plan (IEMP)]. Ten of the fourteen exceedances found under the 
RAVS PSP were one-time occurrences not attributed to the FEMP. The four remaining 
chemicals were not one-time occurrences and were monitored over the calendar year of 
1997, as noted in this report. 

What wells were monitored? 
Seven groundwater wells were monitored for further FRL exceedances under the RAVS 
PSP: 

Well 3423 for antimony 
Wells 2733 and 3070 for lead 
Wells 2424 and 2436 for manganese 
Wells 2424,3091, and 31217 for zinc 

What were the results of the monitoring? 
None of the wells monitored were found to merit further monitoring or remediation 
under stipulations of the RAVS-PSP. All FRL levels were found to be acceptable in the last 
two samples taken during 1997. 

What are the conclusions of this study? 
No additional groundwater monitoring is necessary to fulfill the RAVS PSP commitments 
and modification of the uranium-based aquifer remedy is not warranted at this time. 
Monitoring of wells 2424,2733,3070, and 31217 will continue, however, as part of the 
Property Boundary Sampling Network of the IEMP. 

1 
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A Sense of 
Ontimism 
Prevails 

But strong markets bring 
their own set of problems: 
Who will do all the work? 

he cyclical nanue of the US. coma-ucdon industry haa 
made people stoic. During downturns, people tmd u) 
hunker down and say "it will pass.' And in good times, 
people tend to be cautious. q i n g  "this too d l  pase." T But the duxadon of the cun-cnt upnugt in the U.S. 

marker has design h e  mom than simply 'cauriously' opti- 
mistic. They are anticipating continued prorperiry and teeking 
soluaans to new problcmc posed by long-term growth. 

The EXR To 500 Design Finns had billings of $32.72 billion 
in 1997, a IO,!& incrcase over 1996. The internadoad market 
rhowed a big gain, increasing 18.7%. m $7.3 billion. But the 
domestic market m no slouch, riaing 8.1%. to $25.4 billion. 

While thae increaser are impressive. the 1997 billing totals 
are not strictly companblc to those OF 1996 bccaue of a 
change in m ' s  methodolo In the pal, ENR h a  aked firms 
to allocate design billings g m  integrated dmign-build and 
engincering-pmcuremcntconrt~ucdon conuacts toward heir 
Tap 400 Contractors revenue, rather than their Top 500 
Design Firm, billings. T h i s  year, we have asked dciign firms to 
allocatc aU d a i p  billings to their Top 500 numbers. including 
chose h m  design-huild and E X  contracts. We believe that this 
methodology bcsr eflecu each firm's design apabilitics. But 
thii methodology change has h e  effect of increasing the over- 
all Top 500 billings when compared with 1996. 

However, the toral market continues to be smng. 'There 
have been several timer in my caner when I wished I had a 
markt like this." cay, Charlie Oliver. p u p  president of nuor 
Daniel. 'Generally, the market k exn-dotdinarily strong and is 
projected to stay mung for uite a bit longer," says Frank J, Wil- 
mn, vice president Daniei,bann. J o h o n ,  & Mendenhall. 

But h e  suong market has brought a new set of p m b l m .  
The real problem is 10 hold on KO good people," says Jack Kin- 
Edhger, CEO of K(3 Technologies. T h e n  is a growing short- 

another.' he says. You can ahvdys lind bodies.* says Roben Prim 
eto. chairman of Panom Brinckerhoff. 'The real problem in io 
find and keep quality people," he  sa^. 

Manyfirma are philosophical about the problem. 'Ifwe give 

" 

age of rkillrd profcooionah and f k n o  arc ateding & r a m  one 
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people inrnc~ting work and pmvide hem with competiuve 
cornpensadon, they will stay," aays W3iam Randolph, (=EO of 
The PBSJ Corp. Still, "we do lose people who go for more mon- 
ey, but ofun they leave for the more impraive tide,' he say. 

Some fim oy 10 use "golden h a n d d "  to r edn  quality 
people. We having generow invexmerit pmgranu with vcsr- 
ing over a period of years to help hold onto people." says Kin- 
edinger of KU. Bur often, t?3pecidly among younger pmfes 
sionals. attractive benefit packages are not going to help. 
We've always had exccllenr benefits. But some pcoplc ignore 
hat  fact and want to chue the buck," says Harold A b ,  CEO 
of m. "Many younger people dieconnecr from benefic+. fcel- 
ing that a job is not a security blanket,' Miuns says. 

KEEPINQ STAFFS HOME 
Frcese and Nichob is one firm thar is working hard on employ 
ee nrendon. It rccendy won a regional award for molivacing 
a d  ttraining employrcs as part of a best prardces pmgram 
sponsored by accounring and consulting firm Anhur Andcr- 
e m .  "It's been a high priorityfor u to show our c m p l ~ c c s  that 
Fmse and Nichols i4 the best place for them ZQ worlCcsay 
Robcn Hcrchcn, ptuidcnc and CEO, The award 'has helped 
confirm that we've had some succee," he dpyb. 
A major point ofemphaia for Freest and Nichole io employ 

ee communication. We have quality senice mms and month- 
ly employee roundtables wirh the principals," says Pe FCC 
by, human rwourccs k c t o r .  So Ear, 157 rmployea inTe h 
have aemd on reams. "That way, employees undmfand rhar 
each of them has a voice and a s d u  in the firm," rhc taps. 

F m x  and Nichob also arm im i n c e n e  cornpensadon pre 
gram as a rno&zimr. It has a performance eduation pmgram 
with written goab and incentim for all emplqrccs, "notjun a 
few of h e  prinapale."  sa^ Fmby. 'Thh forccs tu to bc wry 
open with our company finances.' The firm porn monthty 

........................................................................................... .,..,.,..,. ...,. .. 

financial 8tatemenu ao employees can see where they atand. 
The bi winner in the Arthur Anhrwn program waa archi- 

recnrd f%n Gcmler, with the inmarional awud for mot& 
mting and retaining employees. There's no one hccor rhai 
keeps people happy," says Lurie Dreyer-Hadlcy, vice pmC 
dent of human ruources. "You haw to pmcnt a whole bd- 
fet of options.- The emphasis is on rhc freedom of employ- 
ees ro develop and be enaepreneud within a loae dtructure, 
she says. k i n g  is srnssed and employem are encoungcd 
to develop their om bear pracdces. 

Gcnsler also has an incentive p r o w  that couches all 
emplges.  'We b e l i m  in a bonom-up a proach, not aick- 
le-down," say, Dreyer-Hsdley. & d e r  great pains to 
remain compeddve. We provide the full range of benefio 
and moniror pay and benefit sum from amund h e  coun- 
a7 to make SUR wc kce up.' ahe says. The pmgram must be 
working. At Gender. 12 ! o of their employeen arc people who 
left the firm and have renuned, she snys. 

As d d g n  h c  scramble for talented individuals, com- 
pensation and bendit levels have been rising steadily. accord- 
ing to a recent dllrvy of the industry published by k i g -  
White Associarcr Inc., a Nadck Mass.-based management 
consulring firm. 'In good times. firms tend to be mapmi-  
motu in providing empIoyea with new benefits," rap Fred- 
crick w)ute, a principal at Zmig-White. He warm that "pre 
viding new benefiu in p o d  dmraim aey, h r  when the market 
nrrryr bad, it will be hard (0 d e  rhat benefit kack...Nothing 
geu people so riled aa talring away a benefit" 

The induauy conMucs to coruolidate. 'Of course there io 
consolidation in the middle arc- of B e  industry," says 
Richard Bcumcr, chairman of Svcrdnrp Corp. 'Some will mr- 
vivlc aa niche players. Othm becauac rhy arc large. It wiU be 
very aghc for chase in benma." 

Ammp h e  firms. acwisidon for dinrJiw ofccn ia the 

I 



simply a dnmestic power engineering h i , "  says Jim i\&mL 
CEO of Black 8c V e a ~ h .  

One larce firm examining its omions is Fluor Corn. 0th- 

Customer de- 
mands have cawed 
many design firms 
to alter t he  way 

successes out there." so CH2M iR attempting to grow organi- 
cally to move into such markcts as telecommunications, 
nuclear dccomniissionina and desim-build. he says. 'But 

they do business. 
In the face af de- 
mands for fixed 
price. dcsign-bidd 
arid lumpsum con- 
tracts, "We've had 
to reinvent the way 
we do  business," 
says James F. Mc- 
Nulty, CEO of chc 

hunable business .... Now we're having to do die design, buy 
h e  materials and build the planr." he says. 

This has led to a whole new approach to deign, McNulty 
says. 'Parsons was largely an engineering firm, but we've had 
to add consnucdon cap:.bility to be comfortable that what we 
bid is reasonable. Wc havc to understand construction and 
how to manage the contracts." 
Manv firms are takin@ similar stew to succeed in sDecific 

Yap chat isn't necessa~ily so. "We are looking at what we have 
to do to enhancc margins. Maybe [Fluor Cn doesn't] have 

[level] by either buying a business or selling our business." 
Fluor will present a study on margins to i t 9  board shady, he 
says. 

Some firms prefer internal growth to acquisitions. "We 
have to grow to be successful." says Craig Zeien, president of 
regulator), opendons. CH2M Hill. 'We've made modest 

enough critical m s s  to increase revcnua. ... We can reach chat 
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contracting subsidiary to do deaign-build telecorn- 
municauonr and systems integration work, says k i n  McMa- 

ieolaie the engi- 
neering from the 
c o ri 8 tru c tion. In - 
house conmucoon 
cnpabilities let US 
provide m e  value- 
added services." 

Another fim on 
rhe same wavc- 
length is KCI Tech- 
nologies. W e  got 
in10 the telccomm 
market on the de- 
sign end, but we 
saw a lot of the in- 
dustry demanding 
turnkey." sap Kin- 
stlinger. 'Design- 
build is an opportu- 
nity, bur it'a also a 
challenge. Too of- 
ten, you just end up 
working Eor the conuacror.' 
some of these concerns. 

m~jorcouplvltweekbywilming rhePhase Ndesign conaact 
for the Georgia World Congress Center in a joint venture 

U I  

ontracting in-house resolves 

The general building market has helped lead the surge in 
design work "The U.S. market is a strong as I've seen it in a 
long time,o Adam3 of IllgL "And it's a rolid strengrh, not 
a epeculative one." iU'iL h a  had major succesa in the howl 
aector, including jobs in Miami, SL Louis and the Bahamaa. 

The office and convention center market also is mowing 
rapidly. .says Thomas W. VendccL senior 
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ncioal ofThom6 

a lot oE existing urban stock on rhe ma 
upgrading the ~ciliries for de,"  safs George AJmendcr, pria 
cipal at Swanke Hayden Conncll Ltd. He notes hat even the 
federal government i~ getting into h e  act The Postal Service 
u mhabbing For resale a Bmillion+q-ft building in laver Mart. 
hatfan. This job is helping the firm get back into ?he g m  
emmeni building market, he ays. 

In addiuon, rehab work is helping current owners add d 
ue to heir buildi 

~ 
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. 'Mechankal-plants arc getting more 
compact and cificienr" says Alexander. 
"You tell an owner that an upgrade will 
not only add efficiency savings but p n  
vide a pickup in usable space and you'll 
see his 'yes light up." 

"The school market is projected to 
be in the $60-billion to $65-billion 
range over rhe next four pars," q 
James Moynihan. CEO of Heery Inter- 
national. There h a  been a new surge 
in school work in the Nonhwcst and 
California. "Education is our strongest 
market and now chat Wiomia is com- 
ing around, it's turning into a monster 
market for us," he sayx 
On the fmuporcauon side, recent 

congressional action on the new Inter- 
modal Surface 'hnsponauon Efficien- 
cy Act funding bill has design fim 
mady to pop the C I U K ~ .  "Washingtnn is 
showing a lot of positive s i p  on the 
ncw m" agrees Prieto d h o n s  
Brinckerhoff. But he warns firma not to 
jump  the gun. "We did a study d the 
tr.w.1 ooage repons aner me pawage 
of the original 1 S m  bill and found 
that there was a dip in projecD for a few 
months before and after it3 psagc." 
he notes. He expsco the same thing to 
happen this year. 3s transportadon 
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I agcncies gcar up for ncw funding levcls. Prieto expecta "some 
dislocarioiia" in work for the shon-r.erm followed by a strong 
tr,insportation market six months after Sflh is enacted. 

Local iiift;rsuucn\re markets have many firms smiling. '1 
just 9aw a study that showed chat the Dallas-Bon Worth area 
has p i m  by W0,OOO pcoplc in the past eight years," says 
Hcrchcn ofYrcese and Nichols. 'That growth in our pan of 
the world has uanslared into 311 increased need for infra- 
#mctuTt: by public agencies," he says. 

'It's nice to see California coming back IO be a major mar- 
ket?" 93v9 David Evans, CEO of David Evans and hsociates. 
'The Southern Cilironiia area is now up to full employment 
People who \eft the market for Lis V e p  and the rest of the 
Sourhwcst arc coming back home again," he says. 

Bur die upswing in w r k  in prmioudy slow markers hasdt 
dmwn prosperin. away from strong markers. "Florida, Geor- 
Ria and Texas continues u1 be strong, particularly in highmy 
work," says Kandolph. And Laa Vegas condnues to provide 
both highway and water pipelirie jobs, he says. 

P R I VAT1 2 I NQ OPPO RTU N IT1 E S 
A grawing phenomenon that i i  causing bod1 oppormnicy 
and consternation among design firmu. pnrdcularly in water 
and Wagwmier, is privatization. W e  are li Ire a lot of firms Feel- 
ing the aqueete from privatization." says Randolph. "We find 
m are having to link up with other firms to bc participants." 

But many firms see privatization as an oppormnicy. 'Many 
water authorities have been furced IO compere wirirh priva- 
5zed entities and arc coming to us VI find OM how bener to 
remain competitive." sap Hcrchen. 

................................................................................................. 

If there is a cloud looming over ilre prtblic infiarrrucwre 
market. it is the PECC iniriadve in California. T h e  June 2 bal- 
lac initiacive. sponsored by the Pmfrssiorial Engwecn in Cal- 
ifornia Government, would severely R S ~ ~ C K  hac swrt!'j abili. 
y to conuacc out work to private design firms. The measure 
"prescribes a set of outcomes, limiting the starc's options in 
how it chooses delivery systems jut at the ome when states 
are discovering the value of more flexible approaches." sap 
Wilson of DMJM. Some believe that if the PECG initiative pass- 
cs, government professional employees unions will press for 
similar protections in other states, Already. ads have begun to 
appear in support of a similar move in New York. 

There is one factor rhar may a f k t  die PECG iniriative's 
chances. "There is  another major union issue on the ballot- 
itre SULC yaychcck protection initiative," s a y  Evans. Thar ini- 
dative would c o w  in California the U.S. Supreme Court's 
ruling in die Rtrk cue, which ban unions from using corn- 
pu1sor)l union dues fnr political purposes, E m s  bclievcs that 
much of the financial suppon from unions rhar might have 
gone zo pass h e  PECG initiative will instead be spent in an 
attempt to defeat the paycheck procrction initiative. 

Infiasmcture is not he only market h a t  is spurring opti- 
mism. In the longdotmant power sector, some Amis are 
beginning to see the light at  the end of die tunnel. T h e  pow 
er inarkcc has been down for 10 years, particularly in che ucil- 
iry g e n e n t h  sector," saw Adam of Black & Veatrh. "But 
we've seen an interesting vend. In 1996,219 of our [firm's] 
domestic billings came from the power sector. In 1997, it wag 
3 I %. And we arc pmjecring as much as 50% his year could 
come from h e  power market," he says. The reason b that 

THE 1998 TOP 500 AT A GLANCE' 
VOLUME 

PROFITABILITY 
i u m  of mi ntronnii mrsi  x 01 m t r  M U  p(IOH7 UIl 

00MeSTIC d e  24 e. 1 MA ................................................................................................... 
I N T E R N A T I O N A L  174 42 13.4 NA 

PROFESSlOWAl STAFF 
Ium OF m a  nifonriit IIIIAE~ I or 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  INOREASE 309 . . . . . . . .  !? . . . . .  '3:' ..... J"! .... 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ,a,! . . . . . . . . . . .  8. . . .  8.' ..... ..??? .... DEGRenSE 

.waw.rr aor 10.6 

LOWER 39 12.8 
e m e  124 NA 

.................................................................................... 
............................................................................................. 

MARKET ARAUSIS 
IIlUIIa itintn nrr 01 m r  lllL II rant 

~~ 

4,990.0 1O.E .......................... I)UILDtNO , ,  
RlNO ................................... .................... 

z.ee13.3 10.1 ..................................................................................... 
PETROLEUM 
WATER 
8PWCRI 
TRANSPORTATION 4,558.9 (1.4 

....................... 
.................... ................................................... 
...................................................................................................... 
................................................................................................................... 
H A Z A R O O U S  WABTC ................. 16.1 
POWGR 
oTnm t ,344.6 4.0 

..................................................... +!S!B.B.. 
.................................................... 

INTERNATIONAL REOIONS I 
imirn ~ t t t i w  P C K E I ~  
esss 1.1. m lDN1 

CANAOA n 419.4 6.8 ........................................... ................................................... 
. v?!N,r?E!!ca ........................................ 1 58 ..s7!?:.! ............ P! .... 
.CARIBOCAN 18LANDS n 114.8 

. 132 2.37 1.3 

NORTH/CENTRAL Amca a3 
ANTARCTlCIARdTlO 8 21.0 a.3 

............................................................. 
..................................................................................... 

.............................. ..................................................... M~DOL. C I l T  OB 010.0 0.0 

ASIAIAUSTRALIA 179 ............................................................. 
.................................................................... 

oooozo . 8, 



85/86/98 84:09 PUBLIC RFFRIRS + DOUG SRRNO 
April 219, 1998 
Engineering News-Record 
Page 40 
"The Top SO0 Dcsign Firnr.y,..A Sense of Oprit~tisni PrL'wIik'' 
By: GnW J. Tulrrcz unrt Mnry B. P0Wer.T 

N0.909 PBB7/018 
d fl/ 0 

DLIIK mu %I" 

..................................................................................................................................................... 
AE .... s.ss~!?!~.s.t!!!!!,.4.cc .............................. e.. ... ss.orR arouo.!!?.?: ........................................... 

o Heilmrrm, Ooam KBOldllWm (HOK) 
7 Lookwood areene Enelnear8 ma. E4 I T  Slarl 
e Tetra lean Ino. E M ,  86Pat-n 
Q MOR Inc. 

...................................................................... 

.............................................................................................. ........................................... 

....................................... .......................................... ....................................... 

................................................................................................................................................ 
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reserve m3rgins are shrinking in the 
U.S., says Adam. 

Cogenexation jobs also condnue to 
flourish. "There's a lot of inride-the- 
fence acrion for indusuial I i r m s ,  food 
processing companies, oemiconductor 
plants and the like." says Marshall 
Ralph, a manager for Power Enginem 
Inc. Ralph believes deregulation will 
force plant efficiency upgrades. 'I'd be 
quaking in my boots if I wan relying on 
a P@yemld unit" 
On the nuclear side, 'plants are at a 

point where they need technical up 
grades. We cxpccr that u, be a big bus& 
ness for the next five years," says McNuF 
ty of Parsons. "But there aren't too 
many nuclear engineem left in the in- 
dusay.' 
The peuoleum and chemical map 

kers continue 10 be a mixed bag in the 
U.S. Many firms are concerned ahout 
rhc petroleum market because af the 
recent drop in oil prices. "There has 
been a pa use.... but h e  b e  is dll in 
place for a smng  market," say8 Oliver 
of Fluor Daniel. "We always worry 
about the price of crude oil.* agrees 
Adam of Black & Veatch. But he n o m  
hac the mild winw has had much to 
do with the plunge in oil price, 'and 
that impact won't last " 

On the chemical side, flie market ie 
unsteady. "ChemiEals and polymers are 
beginning IO slow. We don't know if it's 
j u t  a littie dip rather than a dom- 
 urn," says Larry Pope, president of 
Brown and Root Engineering and Con- 
iuucrion. But with polymers, "there is 
always new and exciting technology 
[here, which makes it a continuous 
frowth market as new technologies 
nakc their way up to the market place," 
lays Michael Rich, vice president of 
:n 'neering. M.W. Kcllogg. 

%ne area that continues to Niprise 
s metals. W e  lcetp chinking that we 
:an see h e  end of the boom, but it  
tecps going strong," says M. h e  Tow- 
er, senior vice president, Lockwood 
h e n e  Engineen. This b especially m e  
11 rhc steel industry, when technolog- 
cd advanca are the driver. "Ifyou are 
rying to operate [a steel plant] with 
,Id tccl\nalogy, you are going to be out 
,f busineu," he says. 

It i s  a srrong market for deaip firms. 
3ut with a smng  market coma new 
woblems. Even a good market doea not 
pannree 8ucce98. These are CKcidng 
imes, but challenging times beawe 
)f the rate of change. You hwc to be 
leer of foot u) survive," saw Rich of 

0 
Ry Car), J, T i h a  and Moly 8. Paun~ 

. ,  
(ellogg. 

I 

0000211. 
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Fredsrlo fl. HeMa Ino. 
Harrla Qraw Inc. 
Hart Crmur Inc. 
 art Frueland keens tnc. 
Mama fnslneerlng Go. 
H E W N ,  M e w  & Balm Ino. 
Hmen Wegman Inc. 
Haves Larga A r ~ ~  
HWI. Batty, Wrn 8 

Hattsm Inn. 
H m n  and 8 m r  RC. 
HDR lno. 
H w y  lmrnatlanal Inc. 
Helhvth. abate 7 Ksmmbuum 
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HK8 Im. 
HLM 086lgfi 
HLW Imnatlonal 11P 
HMC Oroup 
HHTB Wp. 
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Huln-Zollan Ino. 
IOF User lntsnratlonal In& 
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Irnma(loml Tsahndoav carp. 

3KL 

H i M  amup 
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O'Brien & Osra Ennginsma Inc. 
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Ogdsn €nvironmntJ S 

Ollaon LWma 
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O'Neal Ino. 
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Englneero 

Pemnon 

her@ kr*rlwr Co. Int. 
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Emallwood, Reynolds. Stewart 
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618 Comultantr Ltd. 171 
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in Asian design billings in 1997. but the 
resiiltg obscure the industry's current 
worries following h e  crash of Southeisr 
Asia markcu last year. The financial cri- 
sis sclned in J d y  in Thailand and drcn 
swepc through Indonesia, Mahysia and 

he: Philippines. Tire year also MW South 
Korea's aggressive tcoiiomic machiric 
rlip a gear 3ndJapan's economy conun- 
ne LO suuggle. 

"The Philippines. Mdaysia, Indonesia 
and Thailand have had a ricardeath ex- 

Banner Year Abroad Haunted by 
Fears and Hopes About Asia 

riot\ project to build a new p o n  ciry: thc 
Manila Harbour Centre in the Philip- 
pincs. "Bur whelha that job rcsulu in 
accrual archirecrwal work for us is yet to 
be seen," he say. 

'The building side has taken it on the 
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"The Top SO0 Desirn Firm. ..Banner Yenr Ahrorrd Htiuntcd hy Fcmv r i r r r i  Htt1w.v A A n r r ?  Asiii" 
Bv: Gary J. TU~W and Mary B. Powers 

: b  pQ3' 
' C L  

Eb 10% lm ............................................................................ 
w n t d w  I, ios 1% 14. V , P I . Z S Z T ~ ~ Q ,  
aa ?a. n. 16. eo. 01, loa IM IQA iw,101, im. 110, 

Ill. tla. I I0.  l a  1%. 1w 

chin" in Southeast h i i d ,  bays Roben Pri- 
ew,  chainnail or Yarsons Brinckcrholi. 
Biii he i s  confident that die mnSpon?- 
don market will rebound. 'Wc have a 
stmrig backlog and only one [project) 
cancellation. So we expect only a shol'b 
wrm dropoff," Prieto says. 
Nor. all of Asia is gloom and dooil\. 

"The Asian market h;u 8hiunk but Chi- 
na conrinucs ro provide plenty of oppor- 
tunities. aloiia with H o n g  Kuirg,' fiayr 

...................................... 6 : ................................... 
. ~ . . 9 . H ' ~ n ~ . ~ , . ~ : ~ ! ! . , .  ................................... 
lUlb Wwltmtr lac. t, to. 11. I* ia ie.aU&Jo. 
si.m.eo.ss. 8 o . a  101. IO+. 11a. iza IN, isz iw. 

Jim Atlani. CEO of Black & Veatch. India 
shows huge polc?i>Ki.?l. "hut it's ;I market 
thdl has been slow 10 s c u t  up." 

&lorher concern sunoiig inremauon- 
a1 dzsigir firnu is thc impact of low oil 
prices on the pevolerim construction 
market. 'The price of' oil has a psycho 
lofical effect" sdys Charlie Oliver, coup 
president. Fluor Daniel Corp. Petrolcurri 
jobs have been delayed, but none have 
been canceled. he says. It Will take at 

levt another six months to a year or low 
oil prices before projccu SLW IO dry up. 
"The oil compaiiics say they are looking 
10 dic loiig reiin, 90 we arc not marerial- 
h/ concerned with [lie piice of oil," hc 
U Y S .  

As Asia has slowed down, oilier re. 
gions liavc picked up. Latin America and 
the Middle East arc lively. "laadn Amen- 
ca is particularly a hot hed of additional 
projccu," especially in the heavy oil mar- 
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Europe also is providing a sub~unual  
workload. "In Europe. dierc is a lot more 
new building going on than in fhc past," 
says George Alexander, principal a t  
Swankc I-layden Connell Ltd. "Much of 
the existing stock h a t  was put up in the 
1960s wu nor well built" Now, European 
clientn are putting mom thouEht inlo 

cr, a New Zealand-based power coml- 
rancy, which should be finalized in May 
At hac rime, PB plans to create a new 
global power group. +ng the skills of 
;Men and Design Power mgcthcr. 

Another firm planning to pariay its 
corporare relationships into a strong 
European presence is Lockwood Creene. 

April ZU, 1998 
Engineering News-Recnrd 
Page 87 
"Tlie 7np 500 Dcsi'fin Firm. ..Bnnncr Yenr A h n d  Hriirnrcd l)gv Fcnrs onrt H o j ) c n s  Aimi t  Asiir" 
By: Gnry J. Tidacz and Mary B. Powers . 

*(UIMIcmJ start out talking to our cngi- 
neers and project managera. But hey 
want the sales. marketing and legid p e e  
pic in the dialogw. T h q r w c  to Qlk to 
the business people." 

Even so. firms ho ing u) follow U.S. 
clients abroad must c careful. 'Clients 
will apecc the same level of service in 

TOP DESIGNERS IN 
INTERNATIONAL 

MARKETS 
1 8eOhtel Oroup Ino. ....................................................... = ~POW!!.6.ROOf.!!!O:.. .......................... 

r 4!!!!?!.!?0!.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

............................ 7 Pareone Oorp-. ..................................... 
.... B . ~ s . r o u ! l . e ? . ~ p r . o , ~ ~ p , ,  ....................... 
.............................. 0 m m o n  Enarq: 4. CFF%V?'!. .... 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

.................................................... 

10 Stone d Wsbstsr 

what they acrually need. "11's no more 
'get me 25% more of the same."' ~ays 
Alexander. "Needs aascsments are stin- 
hrd opemdng procedure in the U.S., 
but only now are they becoming cam- 
mon in Europe, especially in rhe U.R" 

Many US. firms have found success 

ker through local suhndiaries. "Ourwork 
in Europe is driven by power projects 
through our  (U.K-based1 su bridiary 
Men & McLlIm." sap Prieto. PB now is 
in the proccss d acquiring Design Pow- 

punamring rlro ~ r i n t v r r  Europcarr mu- 

' ' MoOsrmot! .'?'?,r?.?tlD"!!!.!!?!?:. ............. 
l?..!!!!,!!!: S?!!!!!!!?! ................................ 
,.!S..Ma?~omsTy.W~tBolln4. ......................... 
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,.!8.9n?!!H!ll cO#:!!d:.. ...................... 
....... '* P'!? A!!?!!?rer.ar~.! ......................... 
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.!!. vR.eara!l!!r .jUoo0wsrd-C!yda... . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
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24 Osmp Omaaer B MoKra Ina. 
1B Day B Zlmmermsnn IntmrnaDonul Ino. 

27 Skldmore. Owlnps A M~rr l l I  LLP .................. 

30 ThsItvaernarQraup 
Iw corporate parent. German cons(ntc- 
oon giant Philipp Holsniann. h a  worked 
for some of the world's IarFsr chcmical 
companies in Germany and plans to 
bring in Lackwood Grcene on futurc 
chemical procan jobs, says William M. 
Leslie, president of Lockwood Crccne 
Inccrnauoiial IIIL. 

For all the problems rhac have devel- 
oped in the international market over 
die past six months. US. design fims 
remzlin committed to the inrcmationd 
market. We see foreign work as cridal." 

....................................................................... 

........................................................................ 

....................................................... 

.................................................................... 

31 Laokwood Oreone Et-iglneeru Ino. 
91 Fmdaria R. Hsrrla Inc. 
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8a Ellwho Bec#et 
Mexico or Brazil that they gec in chc 
U.S.," says Leslie. "We have to work hard 
to make sure they are not disappointed. 
hccdusc a disappoinunent abroad can 
affect your reladonship with h e  client in 
the US." 0 

Bv Cmq,/. i%&a and M i q  I?. P m m  
Repdm otme TOP W0 OmIan Firm1 are 
svsllsbls for 810 raah. Plsasa Include peymsnt 
Wkl l  order. Muhlple aopy #%tam am mllable 
on mquaDt Writa EWR Rerrrhrtp Room nu, 
122l Avenue of tns ArneF(cm& Low York  N.Y. 
lOU020, or call (n2) 8!2-4636. 

-...._ 



I @5/85/98 28:40 PUBLIC AFFFlIRS + DOUG SRRNO 

April 2 7, I 998 
Engineering News-Record 
P f 7 p  I2 
"Fluor Pkks 'Outsider' us CEO " : 

Street's expectations. Iu stock has rccow 
ered somewhat from a February 1997 
rumble. Goldman Sachs believes Fluor 
now has "a modest u sidr." 
When longrime &airman and Chief 

Executive Les McCraw wat diagnoicd 
with cancer and resigned Janua~y 1, wo 
y"us ahead of plana. Fluor's board was 
caught unprepared and realized it had 
not prepared adequately for succession, 

People 

ed to m n  Fluor, Half of its business 
comes from overseas. "Riley Bechccl WZ+ 

n't aMilable." says Inman. 
The search was over as aoon aa ir 

became apparent Fluor had a hot  at 
Carroll. say Inman. Shell's 60-year-old 
mandatory retirement age is forang Car 
roll to leave this year. Oil and gas inaid- 
e n  pnire his work at Shell, where he has 
becn president since 1993. J 

FLUOR COW. SURPNSED THE ll'JDUsI1w 
by going outside the company and out- 
side the construction industry to find a 
new chairman. But Wall Street analyse 
c~nsidcr it ood new. 

As prei I f  ent and chief executive off- 

says Bobby Inman, an influeniial board 
member. 
The obvious choices to succeed him 

W i h  Fluor had not been mined for 
the 'ob, Jays lnman 'The board bad nor 
pai d anenuon. and the were not at e x e  

NO. 907 p802/013 
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"Fernatl meeting '' 

Fernald meeting 
The F d d  Health Effcctr Subcom- 
m i w  will meet Wednwdry, May 6, 
and Thursday, May 7, at The Phnte- 
tion, 9960 Dry Pork Road, Harrison. 

The May 6 meeting ir from 1230 
p.m. to S p.m, (DST, fast time) and 
690 p.m. IO 9 p.m. The May 7 meet- 
ing & 8:30 a.m. to S p.m. 
Topica will include proposed rirk 

aiicsimonu Far kidney and bone 
cancer, plans fur the K d S  SUO nmc- 
diadon, expstoa of the dors m a n -  
strunion rtudy. option8 for MOSH 
work at Ferndd md athat mlrted 
topic#. 

Qucadonr and c6ncms can be 
mailed m Farnald Health affeccr Sub- 
committee, c/o Stave Adunr, Cantos, 
for Dirola Cancml and Ravention, 
Building 101,4770 Buford Highway, 
NE., Mlitop €7-35. AtLnu, GA 

i 
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Cincinnarl Enquirer corporation . . doing that kind 
By: Mike Grrllnglier and Came'inn Me miher  

WOW can you take money 

of thivg to pe fleetly good and 
totally innocent people?' 

FrontPnge I 

ttCathnlic icaclcr rips CJiiquita" 

. .  

Catholic 
leader rips 
Chiquita 
Cincinnati 
banana giant 
responds to 
Enquirer probe 
BY MIKE GALLAGHER 
and CAMERON 
McWHIRTER 
Thc Cincinnati Enquirer 

In 'response to revelations 
about Chiquita Brands Intern- 
t i ~ ~ l ' ~  ovcraeae busineaa prac- 
tices in Sunday's Enquirer, a 
prominent Catholic bishop has 
called on Catholic inet i tur io~ 
not to accept donations frm 
Carl H. Lindner Jr. or Chiquita. 
Chiquita, meanwhile. isaued 

a etatement Sunday defending 
itself "as a good corporate citi- 
zen notwithstanding the unfau 
and inaccurate assertions of the 
Enquirer." 

But Bishop Thomas Gmble- 
tan, an auxiliary bishop of De 

uoic,-yid the 
Fiiqurrrr's 
findings reflect 
what he aaw 
firsthand on 
Chiquita farms 
ha visited in 
Honduras last 
ear. A mem- L r of the U.S. 

T. Qumbleton Catholic Con- 
fcrence'a Social Justice Cam- 
mittee, Biahop Cumbleton is an 
internationally known spakcr+ 
man and investigator for the 
Catholic Church on human 
rights and social justice issues. 
The Catholic Conference is the 
social policy a r m  of the Natirmal 
Canference of Catholic Biahop. 

ton called for &tho 'c leadera 
to reject donatione from Chiqui- 
ca and hir. Lindner. the compa- 
ny's chairman ~d chief execu- 
tive officer. He said such gdts 

9 Gumb'e- 
On Sunday, Bis 

* ' -  

involved "blood money earned 
aff the backs of the poor peaa 
ants of Central America." 

The bishop made hb corn- 
menu after reading the Sunday 
Chiquita etoriee on the Enquir- 
er Web site. 

In the l&pogc special sa- 
cion Sumlay, the Enquirer de- 

scriid the findinE(s of a year- 
long iavesdgation Into the c i  
cinnati-baaed banana @ant. 
Amon thoaefindings: 

dozen3 of supposedly indepen- 
dent banana companies in Latin 

(Please we CHIQUITA, 
Page AS) 

bi?hWta Becretly caltrols 
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Front Page 
"Cstholic (eader @s Chiquita" 
By: Mlke Gallagher and Cameron Mc Whlrtcr s -b. 1433 

I Chlqulta Brands stabment 
On Sunday, May 3. the C i n c h  presented out of contaxt and 

natl Enqulrer publlshed a 8enea- pomays a false and highly lnac- 
tional and hlghly Inaccurate sto- curate Image of Chlquha. Chlqul- 
ry Impugning the reputation and ta and other Independent 
buslness pracbces of Chiqutta sources mads sxtraordinary 
R m d 8  InIematlonal. Chlqulta Is efforts to pmvlde facts and doc- 
known globally a8 a leadlng uments which demonetram the 
lntsmatlonal producer of whole- We rscord. Unfortunately, #re 
some and healthy foods and as a Enqulrer Ignored the hundreds 
good corporate clzan - Invest- of pages of documem detalllftg 
Ing In local communltles. bultd- the hcts ragatding ChlquttaB 
Ing echoole and Improving the Bound bU8lneu8 practices. 

.quality af llfs for tens of thau- Instssd, Me EnQulrer hm - 
t!~Wrhb a pmud.dW SUC- ed W #tM WOM'C~ . 
cess we haM had In provldlng wf#l penons having fkrancfal. 
beneflb and wagas in La#n political and mnomlc m o m  
Amartca that far exceed those to damage ChlquL 
avallable fmrn other lobs and Chiqulta adheres to the hlgb 
probdlng The envlmnment in a est standards of pmdun quality 
manner that has earned ptalse and social m8ponslblllty, appty- 
from the mast prominent Inde- ing world-clam standard6 
pendent anvlmnmental organlza- regarding assoclats relations. 
bons. Chlqub 16 proud of Its product quality and envlronman- 
Work and denies the ?alae Impll- tal COntfOlS. Cnlqulta wtll contln- 
cations of me Enquirer's artlele. ua to meet Its obligations 89 a 

The lnformatlon contained In good corporate cmzen nmtth- 
the €nuulmr's story was sslac- standlng the unfair and Inwu- 
bvely edlted, Jncompfete and rate assertions of the Enqulmr. 

. 
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Front Page 
“Catliollc leader rips Chiquira ‘‘ 
By: Mike Gatlagher and Cameron Me Whirter 

cinclnrtatl Enquirer 

CONTINUED PROM PAGE A 1  

America. It U R ~  elaborate .business 
structures to hide ita control, avoid- 
ing reatrictione on land ownerhp and 
national security lam. The structures 
also are aimed at limiting unions on 
the farme. 

b Chiquita’a eubtidiaries engage in 
pesticide ctices that endanger the 
health of &a workera and nearb 

Chiquita: Bishop. 
blasts company 

On me Woh 
The complete text 01 
Enqulrw’s Invesri- 

allon lnlo Chiquila 
rands lnternatlonal 

Inc. can be accessed at 
lhe Enquirer3 Web site: 

.cum 

enqvirer.com/chiqu/ta 

were unauccesdul Sunday. 
Telephone c a b  to Mr. Lmdm 

and Steven Warahnw, presidmt and 
chid operating officer of Chiquita 
Brands International Inc., were not 
returned. Robert Olm, Chiquita’s 
general couaael, apoke with an En. 
pirev rrwrter but would not my 
whether the company would iwue a 
statement in reoponee to Bishop 
Gumbltton’s commenu. 

Biahop Gumbletoa said the 2.000- 

ta’s banana farms and its ChdMah 
d e  d i W C C  thst 8CpWik8 chiq* 

Caaolic leaders of Cincinnati and headquartus is no -e f0r dm- 
elfibwhere is ‘HOW you take rrion- hi the @]ems in Latin America 
ey fmm a cotpotation , . . (a h r -  continue. “It doesn’t take a big &art 
mlra) af a c o p n t i m  who is doh for Carl Lindner ta go down there and 
that kind of thing to perfectly A just find Out what’s going on at his 
and totally innocent people and do Pimh~ns- 
prfving them of a chance to get a “I don’t believe that a penon like 
decent t i v e l i h ~  ” Carl Lidues is the only corporate 

In October, Mr. Lindner and his leader in this country dohg tJ ia ldnd 
fa(luly donated $1.5 million to the of thing,” he said. “But the evidence 
A?c?diocese d Cinciaaah to provide uncovered by (the Esquim), and 
copputere for inner-city Catholic what I have sonalJy observed, 
schools. makes it clear G h e  and his cmpa- 
’ p o d s  to reach Cincinnati Arch- ni mwt make changes to protea &e 

bi@p Daniel E. Pilarczyk and arch&- very lives of the people who made 
octse spokesman Dan Andriacco them 90 werlthy.“ 

000037 
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Water rift runs deep in Whbwater 

m s - ~ a w m x r m f  
Whttewabr fcwnshlp resldent Gha Schwegler gets water delhrered to her dstem by her father-in-law, Jfm Schwgter. 
She opposes the a x t  of Hamllton County's plens to bring water lines ta h e r  neighborhood. 

Project divides township 
Whether to stop 
or spur growth 
underlies split 
BYRACIIELMELCER 
The Cincin~ri Enquirer . For years, Whitewater 
TawnahiQ residents have clam- 
wedfar weeservice. 

Tired 9 hading water in 
trucka and waiting for rain to 

tioned Hamilton County com- 
mimianera and caU+ the De 
porcracnf of PublrC Worka. 

[iu their astern, they peti- 

People living west of the Great 
Mami River demanded the 
same water service avdnble 
to the rest of county. - 

By summer's end, they will 
have at least part of what they 
wished far A water min will 1 . - 
be extended d m  Ohio 128 
into Miamitown, then west 
along Harrison Road to Buena 
V i a b  h. 

Yet no one is happy abaut 
that. 

Roponenta of the wafer 
service in the 5,200-pcrson 
towwhip are m d p  lrmntims 
residents who bemoan the lack 

af p # r e S s  in their communi- 
ty, along with those buying 
into the area's newmt upscale 
houdtg. But they complain the 
pro& doesn't go far enough. 

that rhe aty water WIII b 

rtmy their m y  of life. Same 

O p p a n ~ ~ .  h-, wurry 
dovelopment bmm mnd dy 

compkin chat the cmt of in- 

Pea& on both sides of the 
h e  blame the county am- 
m i s a i m  for their woes. 

"My problem with the 
whole thiae of bringing (aty 
water) into Miamitown IS that 
U&Y, maiority ~ d U 8 .  But in 
this case, we were just told it 
was corning," said Hubert 
Brown, president of the White- 
water Township trustees. 

( P l ~ ~ W A ' I I F I I  
Page ~ 4 1  

000038 
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“Water np rum deep In Whircwnler. ..Project rlivic(es to wnslzip lr 

By: Rachel Melcer 
6 1433 

Water: Fuels Whitewater fight 
CONTINUED FROM PACE A 1  

“Thie was never ut  to a vote; it was 

ess. It wa8 just, ou’re going to have 
it and you’re oing to pay for it.’ ” 

But Val dcKenzie, 49, who hae 
t most of his life in Whitewater T ownehip, said there has been some 

sort of grass-roots effort to obtain 
city water service for 8s long as he 
can remember. 

In the late 198Os, a ”master Ian” 
devised hy Hamilton County of!ciale 
identified Miamitawn e8 the firat, best 
e t for a water main west of the 
c?O reac Miami River. But there was 
never any money or countywide will 
to get it done. 

A spark came three ears ago in 
the form of a $6 d o n  federal 
Department of Ene~w contribution, 
earmarked to rovide a dean water 
m c e  for reeigents of Cmeby Tom- 
ship near the defunct FernaM urani- 

plier for the area. But waternor& 
official8 refused to do the ‘ob without 
a larger customer base L that in 
the immediate m a  a m d  Fernald, 
said Jeff M y ,  de ty director af 
Hamilton county P& worb. 

So the city, corny  and water- 
works struck a deal. 

extmding the nmuniaaimm watertine into t e  
water Township as well a8 construct- 
ing a pum station and reservoir on 
Hanim k x d ,  about halfway b e  
tween Ohio 128 and Bum Vista 
Drive. They plaaned to run e water 
main west don Harrison Road all the 
wa to Miami huteareta Foteet 

but they weti up all the federal 
dollars on the first bee of the 
mter-main project in [roeby   om- 
ship. And they never consulted 
Wlutewacer T m ~ h i  residents, who 
are being forced to &ot anetbird of 
the MU for phase two. The county will 
my the remainder. 

“The Qentiment we $0’ back (after 
armounrinp the plan) 18, We don’t 
want thia water and we didn’t petition 
for k’ ” reeded County Commisn’on- 

never put thrw4 g the petition proc- 

er John Dowlin. 
After hearing the public autcry, 

the commissionere and waterworks 

an exsung water BeNjCe area east o Ls e+Ts made changes: By includin 

the Great Miami in the loop, they 
were able to scale back the waterline 
extension to Buena Vieta Road - 
about 40 percent of the diiitance 

de&$?%iginally bud eted at 
$3 million, wiu now cost less Jan 
that amount, Mr. Dawlin said. Prop 
erty ownera will be aaaessed up to 
$94 per foot of fran 

The water nainzbe M e n d e d  
only as far as needed to reach the 
planned pumpin# station and reser- 
voir, according to Cindnnati Wata 
Worke supervising engineer Dan 
schacfu. 

Residenta of the Blue Jay area, 
Weat Road and other sde streets 
west af BUeM Vista R a d  will not be 
able to tap in to the water spppl - 
unlese a majority of Hanison i a d  
homeownera sign pditim in favor of 
a furtha mcaaion. 

Mr. M c W e ,  who lives on West 
Road, and other pmwater residents 
are abeady geer@ up for a petition 
drive. But he mtf he doubts ther 
effort3 will k euccesehrl. 
He said county camrnisaionere had 

no right to arbitrarily change the 
lonpnticipated project. 

‘Far five yeare. they said it was a 
done deal. And all d a Budden, they 
changed it,” Mr. McKenrie aaid. 
Some homeowners have been putting 

off repairs or upgrades to their de 
terns, because they anticipated the 
switch to city water service, which 
now will not come, he said. 

And he wurried that the lack d 
easily accessible, goodquality water 
will continue to stunt growth and 
development - another i m e  that 
ha8 residents deeply divided. 

Township community that is not an 
incorporated municipality, ia a hamlet 
of 1,000 people that’s filled with aid 
farmhouse8 and prefabricated houses 

Residents have repeatedly voted 
againat & zoning power to town- 
ehip officials, preferring the freedom 
to uge their land es they see fit. 
Whitewater is the only tmshi9 in 

ulations. 
“We have a nice, quiet community. 

We have same of the v a y  beat 
schoole. It ahodd be a place that 
(officials) are proud of, not a place 
tbat thyre ti * g to m e  and 
develop,’ said & Sch-er, 35. a 
vocal opponent of the waterline ex- 
tension. 

Mra. Sdraregler mya ehe and her 
husband, Mark, will k farced to sell 
their home if they have to pay $8,468 
asrressed on their property. Even if 
they qualify for a ZG-pax hard- 
deferral of 75 rcent of that amount, 
she said it J c o m e  due et a time 
when they are pafig for their chil- 
dren’s college educatm. 

And. as noted by the county‘s Mr. 
Ltedy, the cwrt of hooking up to h e  
water main is also eubstaatial Indi- 
vidual bomemera mnet pay fees to 
tap into the aystem, a ly for plumb 
ha permits and i n i g a  meter. And 
they have to pay for their own water- 
line extending from the road iato 
’their homee. 

Mrs. Schwegler said the cost to 
her famiiy will be nearly 510,000. 

”It’s not that we don’t want the 
water service,” Mrs. Schwegler mid. 
“We just want it et a reasoaable 
@nice.’ 

Tiny Miamitom, a W h i k m t e t  

On k R t ?  lots. 

Hamiltan COW reg- 

.. 

000039 
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“Chlquita labels srnr1e.s unfair” 

I 

stories unfair 
F R J ~  ad ano nw mwrts 

Chiquita Brand8 IatsrnsUonsl 
otllcials laahed aut at newspaper 
atorlee Sunday that accuse the 
Cbolnnati-bead company of 
quedlonable bueln888 gracticas 
in Central America 

The multinational oompmy’a 
offlclalals releeaed a 6tatement to 
counter copyrighted atorIee pub- 
bhed Sunday in the Cincinnati 
Enquirer. 

‘Ths Manntltlon contained 
ln (the nmpagsr’s) 8t .a~  was 
selectlvely edited, lncornplette 
and presented aut of context and 
pmtray8 8 highly Lnaccllrete im- 
age of Chic@ta.’’ the company 
safd. 

‘‘Chiquit8 and othsr’fndegen- 
dent 80urcea made expaordinary 
SEtorts to provide facta and docu. 
mente which damonstrats the 
true m o x a  

“ U n L O ~ b l Y  (the IlaWeptG 
per) ignored the hundreds of 
pagas of documnu detafllng the 

bueinesn practices. Inetead, (the 
newspaper) h a  a€filiatec¶ itself 
and worked in concert with par- 
00- having timmdal, political 
and economic motiveo to dsm- 
age Chiqulta,” company ofEciaLs 
wrote In B pmad release. 

“ahiqulta la proud of ita work 
and dentes the f8l6a LmgUcations 
of (the newspaper's) aNcls,” 
they add, adding their deacrlp 
Uon of the storiee’ ~ ~ e r t i o n ~  86 

f&%E r S P d l n g  CNqUh’8 80lUld 

being ‘tanfair and inaccurate.” 
Enqulrer officials sald they 

stand by their published atbties. 
The stories include aaamlons 

that: 
Chlqulta secretly controls 

dozens of supposedly indepen- 
dent benana companles through 
bueiness structures dealgned to 
avoid reatrlctions on land owner. 
Bhip and eecurity laws in Central 
American countries. 

laries are engaged in pattidde 
we that threatens the health of 
workers and nearby residants, 
deepite an a w m e n t  wlth an en. 

rn A wmker on 6 Chiqulta sub: 

Chlqulta md I t s  subaid* 

I plranmeatal group to mere to 
d e  practices. 

aialary hrm died in November 
lBS7 after expofiure to toxic 
chsmlcele in 8 banana field, ac- 
cording to a local coronels ~b 
Port. 
I Employwr of Chiquits and 

a eubaidtary ware accused of in- 
volvement in 8 bribery scheme 
In Colombia that haa come to 
the attention of the U.S. Securi- 
tieo and Exchange Commiaslon. 
Two employees have been fotced 
to resign. 

rn The SEC In groblng chid- 
ta’m buslness practices. In Aprll, 
SEC hveatigatora hued multi- 
ple subpoenas to Chiqulta for 
docummta 

mqulta ofrlcials refbad 
comment bepond thelr released 
statement. 

NO.987 p889413‘ 
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By: Earlrerine Ria0 
"Curr could dow F d  cfeunup" 

I 

Cuts could slow Fernald cleanup - 

Energy Dept. 
agrees FRESH'S 
concerns valid 
BY KATBEBINE RIZZO 
m Asodaed Pres3 

WASHINGTON - An activist 
who fought to get a firm timeQble far 

tamimtim a1 the Fernald uranium 
processing plant in Crosby Tovmship 
wamedhhiagtbatasnatlerdean- 
up budgel d reader that timetable 
worthlesp. 

"Tbe peocde who h e  near Femald 
will not talerate Lbis and will seek to 

deaning ~rp k W  rwrtb d CQO- 

enfarce all legal requirements," said 
Lisa Crawford d Femald Resideuts 
for Envirunmental Safety and Health. 
Ms. Crawford said tbe Depwtment 

of Energy (DOE) had signaled its 
intent to ask for less money in its 
1999 compliance budget than ie 
needed to meet its clearurp obliga- 
tims, indudhg UIOse laid out in legal 
agreemeats 

F o r € i s d 1 9 9 9 , t h e ~ t i s  
&Ling $479+llimcl tomeeteavkm- 
mend- requirements at 
the Femald ann+ a d  the dher 
focn site3 Inanaged by the DOES 
central Ohio field dice. 

The estimated codst d meeting 
compliance-agreement milestones 
during that 6iscal year i s  $533 million. 

'Tbecboiceisbe~eaoeding 
k g a l ~ t s d r a a s s i v e c o s c  
ovenus,'' Ma Crawford said during 
a news conlereoce cmvened to draw 
attention to a lobbying effort by 
grasbcootr enmrmnental safety ad- 
vocates from around the camtry. 
The Energy Department said Ms. 

Crawford's aiticism was valid. 
"We believe that it wauld be very 

difheull for us to stay on schedule 
with the $479" millioo, said spokes- 
man Ken Morgan. "Even at $533 
6nihon), it had already been cat 
ansiderabay and wwld have been 

If coagress pmvides that level d 
fudmg, he said, 'kwuuld see likely 

tight." 

W g e s  in bow fael we can dean up 

1 1  P 
w 



By- - R b w r  
m-ma 
. WASmmTw 

AII who Fought to get a firm 
timekbbbdeaningupdeoedee'worth 
~FumtRmirutjon at tha Gormer F e d  
uranium proceeeing plant warned 
-ua-deaoupbudget 
d ~ t h a t t i m e t a h l e w o ~ .  

T h e  people who live near Fernald 
.rpilt not tolpata this and will Be%k to 
&?bft!e all legal requiremente." mid 

FRESH: Cutbacks will slow Fernald cleanup 
cult 6r us to stay on schedule with the 
$479" million, said spokesman Ken 
Morgan. "Even at $533 (million) it had 
already been cut considerably and 
would have tn?en tight." 

If Congress provides that level of 
funding, he said, "We would see likely 
slip- in how fust we can clean up 
various sites." 
So hr, must deanup managed by the 

field office W ~ B  ahead of schedule, and 
"even at  Fernald we're very pleased 
with how we're doing: he said. 

Liea Crawford of Fernald Reeidenb 
for hvironmental Safety and Health. 

Crawhrd said the US. Department 
of Energy had eigunled its intent to 
a& for less money in ite 1999 wmpli- 
ance budget than ia needed to,mwt 
ita cleanup obligations, including 
t h e e  laid out in legal agreements. 

Far fieall w. tbe &pi*&iSeeek- 
ing $479 millian to meetenvirmrmental- 

The eetimmted cost of meeting cam- 
pfiance-agreement milestones during 
that fiecal pear is $533 million. 
"The choice is between canceling 

legal mmmitmentq and massive cost 
overruns," Craw ford said during a 
news conference convened to draw 
at tent ion t o  a lobbying effort by 
grase-roots environmental safety 
advocates h m  around the muntry. . 
The E n e r g y  D e p a r t m e n t  s a i d  

Crawfard'~ cribcism was valid. 
'We believe that it would bevery difii- 
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 emp pea^ o m  culls for Chiquh probe “ 
By: Camemn McMbhtcrand Mihe G & g b  

European ofkial calls 
for Chiquita probe 



Chiquita: Official calls for probe 

trade &presentative and man 
oa banana issues for tbe ton ad- 
ministration, did nd return d s  Mon- 
day seelring comment an the United 
States' absenct: hwn tbe derence. 

Mrs. Kitmock I d d  the En uircr 
she tbe m n  uni@ h- 
ment's legal services division ta in- 

20f2 
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Front Page 
"cliiquita: An empire built on controversy" 
By: Mike Qallagher & Cameron Mcwhirter 

Enquirer investigation finds questionable 
business practices, dangerous use of pesticides, 
fear among plantation workers . 

.- .- . .-.-. ..... 

Chiquita: 
An empire-. 
builton 
cont rove*rsy 
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Front Page 
''Ctriqufta: An empire bulk on controversy " 
By: Mike Gallogire? & Common Mcwhirter 

BY MIKE GALLACHER 
A N D  C A M E R O N  M c W H I R T E R  

( C )  1 8 8 8 ,  T H E  C I N ~ I N N A T I  E N Q U I R E R  

A year-long inve-n by me Cim'nnati 

natiod hc., the world's largest banana'com I 

pay, is engaged in a range of questionable 
business practices. 

Ew~i~has found that Chiquita hk- 

* dctaaELnpmper. 
The Enquirur investigation 

took reporters to the srweltersng 
lowlands of G n w l  America 
where bananaa are grown, 88 
well aa to Canada, Belgium, 
New York and Wanlungton. 
Ftndinga are outlined in a spe 
cid lapagc seetion in codafs 
Enawimr. 
These Wingo indude: 
b Chiquita secretly controlr 

d o m s  of auppoeedly tndcpep 
dent banana companies. It does 
80 through elaborate business 
structures designed to avoid 
reetricdons on land ownership 
and natianal security lawsin fin 
tral American countries. The 
struchum also are aimed at li- 
itbg unions on im r a  

Dchiqulta and its sub 
sidhiia are engaged in pesticide 
practices thatthreaten the health 
ofworkers and nearbyresidenta 
despite an agreement with an 
environmental p u p  to adhere 
rn certain safety standards. 

Despite that envbmnnuntal 
agnanent ChiqUita mb6idiaries 
uae pesticide5 in Centralhe+ 
ca that are not allowed for use in 
either the United States or C a m  
da, or in one or more of the 15 
countries in the European Union. 

b A worker on a Chiquita sub 
sidinry farm died late last year 
a&exposuretobxicchemiplls 
in a banana field. according to a 

,Hundreds of people in a 
Costa %can barrio have been 

coronds report. 

e J t p O a e d t O 7 ~ C C h e m i c s l C m i t -  
ting &om the faEtory of a Chiqui- 
fa subddky. 
b Employees of Chiquite and 

a subidlary were inwived in i~ 
bribery scheme in Colombia that 
has come to the amnth of the 
US. Securities and Exchange 
G l m m  (sEO.Twoempl0y- 
ees have been forced to miga 

w Chiquita buitbaaaporr 
shipshavebeen used toemu& 
d n e  into Europe. Authorities 
sdzed rnm than atun of cocaine 
(worth up to $33 million in its 
pun form) h m  men Chiquita 
ship in 1997. Although the corn 
pany was unaware and did not 
appmwoftheillegdahipmenrn 
problems were W e d  to lax 
yecurlry on its Colombian docks. 
b Security guards have used 

brute force to enforce their 
authority on plantations operat- 

(PI- eeecRIQuITA, 
Paaa A12) 

No.873 m3/006 
. 
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"Editor's note: Storksplmce veil of secrecy" 
By: Lawrence K. Beauprc 

Clnclnnutl Enquirer 

Edltor's note 
Stories pierce 
veil of secrecy 

No thousand miles frpm its 
banana plantations in Central 
America. Chiquita flrands Ifltama- 
tional Inc. Is one of Clnclnnati's ' 
most promlnent corpodons. It Is 
also one of its most secretlve. 

Controlled by flnancier Carl H. 
Llndner Jr.. whose avemon 10 the 
press Is legendary, ChlQUiU never- 
theless has &en thrust pmminent- 
ly into the public realm in IfICBnt 
years. 

As the stories on A1 and In 
thls sectlon describe, Chiquita is 
Involved in oolitical. environmen- 
tal, legal and labor controversies 
In many parts of the world. 

A year ago. The Cinciywtl 
Enquirerdeclded to look bwond 
me company's press releasus to 
gain a better understanding ot how 
the Clnclnnatl-based banana giant 
operates. 

Reporters Mlke Gallagher and 
Cameron McWhlrter undertook a 
wide-ranging investigation into 
Chlqulta's business practlces. 
After conducting scores ot inter- 
views in the United states and 
reviewing numerous public and 
internal documents. Mr. Gallagher 
and Mr. McWhlrter traveled late 
last summer to Costa Aica. Hon- 
duras. Panama. and the Carlbbean 
islands of SI. Lucia and Oominlca. 
They also traveled to Brussels, 
Antwerp. Vancouver, New York 
and Washington, D.C. 

They spoke to a wide i n g e  of 
sources, lncludlng farm laborers 
and managers, environmentalists, 
government off Iclals, flnanclal 
experts. lawyers. professors and 
others. 

They interviewed numerous 
Chlqulta erecutives, who spoke on 
the condition of anonymity for fear 
at ratrlbution. Extensive documen- 
tation also was provided by 
sources or obtained elsewhere. 

Tnose records included mare 
than 2,000 copies of taped voice 
mail messaoes. These were pro- 
vioea oy a nignwet source wno 
was one of several Chiquita execu- 
tives with authority over the com- 
pany's voice mall system. 

' 

. .  . p .  

The source also provided copln 
of the same tapes to the U.S. Secu- 
rltles and Exchanie Cornmissian, 
whlch has launched Its own Inves- 
tlgatlon into Chlqub. 

Chlquita executives often used 
voice mall as internal memoranda. 
often "copying" other executlves, 
sometimes as many as five or six, 
with the same message. Many of 
[he messages were highly detailed. 

Chlqulta executives refused 
repeared requests for interviews. 
Instead, they deslgnated lawyen 
from the Washington, D.C.. otftce 
of Klrkland & Ellis to take questlonr 
and provide company answers in 
wrltfng. There was none of the give- 
and-fake of a normal Interview. 

Chiquita, through Its tawyen. 
pravldsa hundreds of pages of 
comments and documents. though 
some of it was not responsive to 
the actual question asked. In sever- 
al cases, Chlqulta chose not to pro- 
vide arry response at all. 

We are confident that thorough 
reporting for more than a year has 
resulted in an accurate and eye- 
opening ponralt. 

Readers with information or 
comments may contact us by 
e-mail at enfe~~rrseQenquire~cam 
or write to me at The Cincinnati 
Enquirer: 312 Elm St., Cincinnati, 
OH 45201. 

y " " 4 k  - L o u n ~ n c ~  K BtauM 

Enquirer Editor 

4 Aboutthestalf 
Mlks Gillighet. 
40. lnvestlgailve . 
reporter, joined the 
Enquimr in 1995. 
He reponed and 
award-winning 
series in 1996 on 
problems wim thn 

deanup of the uranium-processing 
p h t  Et Farnald. E-mail: 
d .  7505~3062~ompusennr.com 

WfOM IhO E/?qU/f8d 

Camamn 
MtWhlrlrr, 34, has 
been an Invs~tl@fhm 
reoartar wth the 
€nnqlrimrsrnce 1494. 
His award-winning 
prolects haw includ- 
ed an examlnetlon of 
aenoerous flaws in 

' .lt~the netion's intentate parole symem. In 
1868. the newspaper sent him to 
Bosnia io repon on me war's impact E- 
.mall: mcwhifle~nqu/retcom 

Owld WeC.  46. 
local n,ws editor in 
the Enuulrer, has 
been with the news- 

oar Sinai 1974. 

ment and pereonally 
directs the investiga- 
t h e  rem. 

I? e oveme,me 
1 O d  n8w8 depart- 

OesIgned by Ron Hull and John 
Humanlk. Graphlcs by Hanay Mazzola. 
Ha06 by Ron Cojbv. 

AI1 pholographr in lhls reoan by Mlko 
Gallegher. Cameron McWniner or Illkan 
lram Enquiier Iilda unless otherwise nai- 
Be. Phata 01 Sam Zomurny bv Elllot 
Cll8alsn. L l k  a:Jgazine. cowfight l lrne, 
Inc. Hlaronc ~no los  on C1.3 were taken 
Iron The Slory d l R 8  Banana (Unitsd FNd 
to.. 1921). 
Ow to proauction Ilrnlla~ianr. foanfck 

grammatical msrksri n w o  noi been Includ. 
aa in f i e  RR 
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Chiouita Erm& International statement issued Mav 3 
.Text of a statement Issued May 3 
by Chlquita Brands International 

"On Sunday, May 3, the Clnclnnatl Enquirer 
published a sensatlonal and hlghly Inaccurate story 
Impugning the reputatlon and business practices of 
Chlqulta Brands International, Chlqulta Is known 
globally as a leading International producer of 
wholesome and healthy foods and as a good 
corporate cltlzen -- Investlng in local communlttes, 
bulldlng schools and Improvlng the quality of Ilfe for 
tens of thousands. We are proud of the success we 
have had In pmvldlng beneflts and wages in Latin CMauita Bltnd6 
Amerlca that far exceed those avallable from other 3 tatement 
jobs and pmtectlng the environment In a manner (68K Imrgr) 
that has earned pralse from the most prornlnent Independent envlronmental 
organlzatlons. Chlqulta Is proud of Its work and dentes the false lrnpllcatlons of 
the Enqulref s artlcle. 

"The lnforrnatlon contalned In the Enquirer's story was selectlvaly edited, 
Incomplete and presented out of context and portrays a false and hlghly 
Inaccurate Image of Chlqulta. Chlqulta and other Independent sources made 
extraordinary efforts to provlde facts and documents whlch demonstrate the true 
record. Unfortunately, the Enquirer Ignored the hundreds of pages of documents 
detailing the facts regardlng Chlquita's sound business practlces. Instead, the 
Enqulrer has afnllated Itself and worked In concert with persons having finandat, 
polltlcal and aconomlc motives to damage Chlquita. 

"Chlqulta adheres to the hlghest standards of product quallty and soclal 
responslblllty, applylng world-class standards regarding associate relatlons, 
product quallty and environmental controls. Chlqulta will contlnue to meet I t s  
obllgatlons as a good corporate cltlzen notwlthstandlng the unfair and Inaccurate 
assertlons of the Enquirer." 

h ~ : / / ~ . e n q u i ~ r . c o ~ ~ i t i o ~  1 998/05/04/lcttergraphic.html 
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Keep Fernald 
cleanup 

ocal legialabra and inter- 
ested observere should 
keep up the pressure on 
the federal government L to meet its requirements 

regarding the cleanup of radioactme 
eitee such as the former Fernald 

Word that the Department of 
Energy will ash for less money in its 
1999 budget than appears nect!s- 

. sary  to keep the Fernald cleanup on 
schedule ie diaquieting. 
The federal government helped 

create these environmental blights 
and has an obligation to remediate 
them in e timely fashion. 

cemed, the gwernment has already 
vmelerated the cleanup achedule 
fkun a ZG-, $E22 billion project 
to one that would cost $4.8 billion 
and be completed by the year 2006. 

That timetable was Eashioned in 
'the wake of close eoo+ration 

uranium processing plant. 

If8 true that, where Fernald is am- 
. 

on track 
between government, corporate and 
public interests - and we don't 
believe that the government should 
now test public patience by divert- 
ing financial resources away from 
its cleanup commitments. 

It already seems clear that the 
2005 due date wilI be overly opti- 
miStic, but that's more a matter of 
technical concern than of a finan- 
cial shortfall. 

Slowing the money pipeline wi l l  
obviously - and deliberately - 
disrupt the schedule, and people 
like Lisa Crawford of Fernald Resi- 
dents for Environmental Safety 
and Health are quite right to want 
some answers. 

financial priorities that are knock- 
ing the Fernald cleanup off track. 
And the feds should be reminded 
that they are obligated to meet vari- 
oua legal compliance agreements 
with respect tu the project. 

' 

We ought to be informed about the 
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Chiquita: Scrutiny of company widens 
COUTWIJED FROM PACE A1 

ch*Suita and the U.S. trade repre 
sentatids d6ce have not a- 
the cunferell~e despite being invited. 
Ralph Ives, depty assistant U.S. 
hade represeolative and tbe adminis- 
t a w s  point man on banana poky, 
said he was not attending because d a 
scbedulingconflict 

“There will be a major reaction to 
this: said Juan Fuoes Estrada, do, 
president of S i t 0  de Trabaja- 
dores de la Tela Railroad Company 
(SITRATERCO), tbe union repze- 

ta workers In Hondu- 
rBs. The T Te Railroad GI. is Chi@ 
ta’s & subsidiary in Honduras, 
Lhough the company is inmrpmated 
in Delaware. The mim is tbe largest 
in Hrmimas and one af the largest.in 
central America, with 5,600 mem- 
bers. 
-“W& have always slspected that 

Lhe aanpang wasn’t being fair witb 
us, but ROW we have the amfirma- 
lion,” Mr. Funes said, speaking 
through a translalor. He was refer- 
ring lo Chiguita docurneots and 
quotes froiu chicpita officials in inter- 
aal Voicpmil messap that m e  
pmvided to the Enqvirer by. a coati- 
dential source. 

(;erman Edgardo zepeda. director 
of c a n d i n a h  de wcalos h a -  
map de Bmduras (COSIBAH), a 
coordinating group for all or central 

America’s banana unioos. said that 
ule Honduran government will have 
to take sane kind d action on h e  
Emquim findings. He said his or@ 
Z a k  win deroand investigatims by 
tbe Honduran governmeat. 

‘The government is bwmf to re- 
act,” he said Umugt~ a translator. “It 
has to dariry these isswe Lo pt to 
Lbe bottom d this.’! 

Meanwhile, a Casta Ricao delegate 
bere said his government is going to 
review the Elrqrrimfindings as weU. 

C a r b  Rojas. a member of Ibe 
Costa Rim delegatim and a foamer 
minister af agriculture, said be did 
M t  want lo COmaLeot yet on the 
Enquirer stories uotil the review is 
conduded. 

lea0 Lwis Bonicel, w b  heads tbe 
agricultural department for the  
French gogemmeot’s Mioisky of 
Opemeas Tenitories said his dfke 
bad abm begun a review of the hd- 
ings. 

The French gorernnwrt has lmg 
opposed U.S. efforts m behalf d 
Chiquita to 00- European trade 
pm!ections.Tbese- * b e o e -  
fit small bamna growersin AIricaand 
the Caribbeao, but htnl Chiquita, 
which is Europe’s lar est imparler. 

chipuita officiab i d  not 
to E R ~ Y I M I  requegts for Canment 
Tuesday. 

According to the Enpiirw report, 

C&ui!a set up shtctures to avoid 
lbe mcriction~ d Hoodwan land 

as weU as to limit M eliminate unions 
m its plantations. 

This Bystem tnduded busts beiog 
set up io tbe ChaMei Islands and 
Liechtrnkin, ~ W O  ~eU-hmwn Eur~ 
pean lax and LNst havens, aod m 
Hoaduras with &e involvement of 
larBe Honduran banks. - Another form d c m h l  was the 
l ~ m a t i 0 0  af  MI c~rnpeaies hdv- 
iog 6ve trusted Hwdllmn rim 
with k s  to chiquita subsidiaries. 
These Honduran citiEeos were made 
sharehdders d the farm companies. 
But once those companies were es- 
tablished and shares issued, the 
shares were signed in blank aod Lben 

C h i  has used s i m i  legal 
structures in other Latin American. 
countries, including Colombia and 
Guatemala. 

Ow company involved in Lbese 
schemes was Compania Bananera 
Linritada S A ,  IC.OBALISA1 whicb is 
based in ta Lima, H o n d u ~ i ~ ~ ,  head- 
men of Chiquila’s Honduran ba- 
nana operatiam. 

“The h t h  is, we didn‘t kocw 
about COBALISA.” said Mr. Fuoes. 
wbo also lives in La Lima. “We kaew 
it existed as a company, bul ( C O W  
1% officials) kept i t  very secret and 

O w W r S h i p  and M h l d  S e C w  hWS 

&o to chiquita. 

said UKy were independent and said 
they had nothing to do with Chi* 
ta.” 

Mr. Fuws said he lhinks Tela mal 
have violated its conhacl wilh the 

board as soon as 1 gel back (to 
Hoaduras),” be said. 

Mr. Funes said SITRATERCO 
cwld  take several actians, inrluduq 
calling for ~ t i d  strikes, lawsuits a 
puMir campaip with the belp d 
other unions around the worfd. 

He said tbe h. iI it deelerminw 
the Enquirer findings are h e ,  wil 
lodge a complaint witb tbe United 
Natiws and the International labs 
Organization (U), a world b o d j  
deaJhg with emdoyees’ rights. 

He also said &e issues will he 
raised at the unioo’s contract negotia- 
tions with Tela. set ItK August. 
Mr. Fumi szlid Tela bad lauabed 

a program several years ago with the 
dogao h a t  translates Cram Spanish 
‘Togelher is Better,” a plan that b 
wppased to promote compy/uniw 
Cooperation. 

These latest findings, be sa;4 
make it clear Tela and Chiquita an 
mt inierested in domg & “b 
g e l k  with UR union.” 

“We don‘! trust them at all,” hr 
said. 

unioa “I plan to discuss this wilb my 

c 

c .  

r .  . .  
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I speakbralarge percentage 

of Elrqvim readers hat unless 
you wwk for Chiquita. am a 
lawyer for Chiquita or your lasl 
D ~ O W  is Lindner, no cme d 
your I8page report onbanarias 
In a society where we don't care 
whatourpresidwtdoes in his 
pkrsonal Iife as bog as Lhe won- 
omy kgocd, we feel the same 
way abwlbaMnas I\s long as 1 
can conhie to get my bananas 
a1 the knd gorp, who cares 
wherethey came from and what 
h e  condilionsare in C & R d  
I'msUrpshw%mm, apples 
and melons Ime a sad story. 
tw. 

Chiquitaseries took 
courage lo p u b m  

I lmve lived in Cincinnati lor 
16years,ac~lwwLhallimeI've 
comelore~theEnqrvirPras 
the umiticll house newsletter 
kw the Chamber of C u m .  
1 oflm use the E~qarimk e k -  
tioo endorsements b help me 
decide how lo vole. U the 
Enquittl likes a caddate ,  1 
know I b e k r  think aboutsup 
porting Iht: opponwL 

'tke story on Chiquh has 
fwcedmetorwvaluak Ule 
Efiquirer: I applaud the tim, 
elfort and determinatiun 
expended to bring this impor- 
tant story blight For h e  Iinst 
time in 16 y e a m  I feel that 

Cincinnd atoy has two 
hutnetown dai3 newspapers 
which cim be couoled on 10 
invdigateallaspectsoflifein 
av t 0 w n . W  you lor having 
the courage tn run the series. I 
hope tha~tlfi is just the lint in 
what will be a long line d h a d  
hitting storisahout Cincinnatis 
major corporalium 

CRAlGRiUMSDEU 
Madeira 

r a h  than promote and secye 
your own lwal community? If we 
want our community to continue 
to grow and be vital. including ' 

MIR a p k e  businesses will 
want to dl their home, may I 
wggest you focus kss on the 
negative and look fix mom pwi- 
riwndvscuvwzgebmtyour 
Sunday murning readers 

hiATRiEw J. SMlJll 
Symrnes Township 

Investigation is 
important function 

I d l y  appreciate your cover- 
age and pmlwnalism in 
ducting the invesligatk report 
abwt Cbiquita 

I t  i~very~mportantloral lol  
us thatwe have a "watchdog" on 
c7-e M c a .  

MIKE StiRYOCK 
Madeira 

A desperate ploy 
to sell  newspapers 

When I saw the E n q ~ i n t  
May 3. it reminded me of the 
main reasons I slibscrib 10 
your prblication. They are as 
10llorvs in order of highest pri- 
ority Ill lowest waltw winialnri 
culumn; Dear Abby's column: 
ttie sports sectioo: Peter Bron 
son's ~ l u r r m :  andJim 
B o r v l ' s  cartoons Please 
note the CDIIS~~CUWS absenm 01 
ywr"investigative reports" or 
a iy  relerem Lo your mapa- 
p r  reporters' a b i i  to apcu- 
nhly and objedvdy repDrt on 
daity and current events. 

Ihe story tJa U l  course, 
pmmpts my letter is in q a r d  
Ctuquita Brands International 

... I 
I 
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Inc. 'fie G-ont-page arkle was 
shallow. vague, exaggerated. 
overstated. 0 v - W  aod 
specious in nature. The same 
applies (0 what little 1 was &It 
to skim (and storrrarl~) of the 
whole 18page section you 
decided to devote to this non- 
sense. The whole thing smacks 
of an organization that is desper- 
ate to sell newspapers. 
As in most of p o w  storiff 

hvesligativc and othwwise. 
your headlines are sensalional 
but the stories' contents am ooi 
1 would love to take Ulis thing 
apart point by point. but your 
editoriel policy of kltm to the 
editor being lirnited to 200 
words O r  ks limits tair rebubl 
to Uiis drivel which you like to 
call "investigalivr repdry(." 

ROBERT D. JOHNSON 
sharnnvillc 

Good business 
strategy 'highlighted 

1 h n d  he "gtre whiz" COW- 
age by general beat reportrrs of 
the business a . t s  01 Chiquita 
Lo be analogous to a society 
page editor cliasliring UIP Reds 

for having the mod turpitude 
lo skal bases The use of trusts, 
bu&wss sbuchving and other 
kgil'rmale tools to optimize 
msulls is simply good business 
- e Y e o l p l o y w ) b y m ~  
~mpanieseverydaY(see 
Enquimvs its independen1 
h o m e d d i w r y c a r ~  
altlmugii I don't mcdl you using 
such pepmtive descriptions io 
lhal coyerage as you applied to 
the Chiquita story). 

HENRY E. DORFNlAN 
Cokrain Township 

We sbould promote 
ourlocal businesses 

Regarding the m n t  be& 
gation of Chiquita. rhe  Enquirrr 
had (0 lower its own standards 
considerably (0 publish such an 
article. Reading the ENquiTer 
daily, I see thal Cincinnati is 
always trying IO lure businew to 
downtown. 

We are always trying to bet- 
kr Cincinnati whether building 
two new stadiums. an cotcrtain 
mecit complex or a park Why 
must the Enquire7 take a year 
aid investipk a company that 

is based in Cinrinnati? 
ShouWn't we be Ihankfu) that 

Chiquihis m Cincinnati and not 
Columbus. Cleveland or any 
other city? It's a shame Lbal h e  
Enquitwins to beat up one if its 
own friends. 

ERIC DENlDN 
Milan. Ind 

Using phone tapes 
abuses freedom 

I was shocked to see that 
your Chiqdita investigative team 
used cwnfidrotial hycr-b 
lawyer voice mail m u u b  
tions as a primary source. 

Your editor a m @  not 
only defended Ihe ps t ice  but 
expressed his pride. 

It indeed, &is practice is ethi- 
cal. then you certainlyshouldn't 
h a w  any p b k m  with sending 
me all of ole Esquinr's internal 
voice mails, together wilh writ- 
ten notes a d  internal m e w  
randum pertainkip to the hives- 
figation. You see. I am writing a 
stmy abaut how printjwumal- 
ids intentionally disregard inlor- 
rnalion bvorable to the target of 
the investigation in order to sew 
sationah a story. 
D m  ffw Enqvinr i  arrog-mt 

abuse d the Fmt h n d m e n t  
wdky carry with it a license to 
disregdld all mirality and 
euucs.! 
Do 1 need to fear that you wiD 

pay m y  clraning w o r n  to steal 
my ptrsonal arid cunfidmlial 
tiles as relribulion lor &is letter? 
Ynu are a self-appointed, for- 
pmlitseotryowrtl~epublk 
who matches over you? 

Asser(i0nsSeemcd 
to be left unpmveo 

I was embarrassed for the 
Enquirer by the publication of 
h e  story, 'Chiquim An empire 
based on conbuwrsy"The 
grandiose assertions made 
the headline a d  text seemed 
unsupported by the facts you 
preen red. 
So what il a court-ordered 

eviction tiad to be enforced by 
law ofCcers?'Ihat happens 
every day in Cincinnati by 
landlords evicting liullpaying 
tenants. 

One worker died. and the 
coroner said il was due to 
cxposure to pesticide. Is that a 
trend a m o i  thousands of 
employees. or a nuke? 

Chiquila was the viclim of 
druR lords using its ship with 
out Chiquib's knowkdar. Xuu 
implied il was Chiquita's fault, 
because its security could have 
ken  tighter on the clock. 

The media have been criti- 
cized for publishing irnqes nr 
intormation thal is  tu0 olfen. 
sive or personal. On the flip 
side. you mud also decide if an 
article has enough mrit in faci 
to publish -especially if it is 
an article atlacking the intrgri. 
ty of individuals or tonipanit-s. 
The real news I gleaned is that 
VOU spent a ypar and a lot o l  
money Irving to lind dirt i ) i t  a 
Cincinnati company, swirling 
ernployem all nvcr thv w d d .  
But, you did iiot liavr thr I I W ~  
esty to admil yoti came up 
ernply (or. you miaht say hil- 
ICSS). 
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May 5,1998 
The Journal-Pms 
Page 14-A 
"Fernald plan availublc 

Fernald plan evallable 
Tho h f t  Tranaponaium and fi8- 

pial Plan for Opsnblc Unit 1 is 
avabblc for public inspection in the 
Fcmald Public Envimnmanlal Infor- 
mation Center, 10995 Hamilton- 
Clcves Highway, near Hamron. 

The plan descrlbca how Feraald 
will conduct rail uansparurtion and 
dirpoaal uperafionr u) cnium rrfe 
Oanrpcntation of WMW plt maida lr  
10 an off4tc' dhpoaal facility, add 

man G u y  Stegncr. 
The plan was rubmitd for a 

60day review Monday. April 27; 
aeld Siegnnct. 

For more information. call 

US. PepeM~nI Of EWW tpokes- 

1-513-648-3 153 or 1*513-698-7460. 




