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| FCAB UPDATE
FERNALD Week of June 3, 2002

CITIZENS

el (Last update was May 14, 2002)

MEETING SCHEDULE |

Stewardship Committee Meeting PEIC - Public Environmental
Thursday, June 13, 2002, 6:30 p.m. Information Center
Fernald Citizens Advisory Board Meeting Crosby Township Senior Center

Saturday, June 15, 2002, 8:30 a.m.

ATTACHMENTS

o 6/15/02 FCAB Meeting Agenda

e 6/13/02 Stewardship Committee Meeting Agenda

o DOE Announcement of Second Phase Management Reassignment
¢ Radioactive Waste Restriction Act Summary

. DOE Response Letter to Superfund Report Article

¢ Articles & News Clippings

NEWS and ANNOUNCEMENTS

All future FCAB will be held at the Crosby Township Senior Center. Stewardship meetings fdr
July, September, October, and November will be held in TO1 South in trailer #1.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION

Please note that the phone number for The Perspectives Group has changed.

Please contact Doug Sarno or David Bidwell at The Perspectives Group
Phone: 513-648-6478 or 703-837-9269 Fax: 513-648-4141 or 703-837-9662
E-Mail: djsarno@theperspectivesgroup.com or dbidwell@theperspectivesgroup.com
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STEWARSHIP COMMITTEE MEETING
E* | PEIC

FERNALD Thursday, June 13, 2002

CITIZENS

ADVISORY

DRAFT AGENDA

6:30 p.m. - Opening Remarks and Updates

6:45 p.m. Recent Site Documents
¢ Revised Master Plan for Public Use
e Revised Deer Management Plan
e Final Southern Waste Units Accelerated Natural
Resource Restoration Design Plan

7:15 p.m. Records Feasibility Study
e Debrief May 18 Design Charrette
e Next Steps

8:00 p.m. Adjourn
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| FULL BOARD MEETING
* Crosby Senior Center, 8910 Willey Road

R223.EX3M Saturday, June-15, 2002

CITIZENS
ADVISORY

Yy DRAFT AGENDA

8:30 a.m.
8:30 — 8:45 a.m.
8:45 -9:30 a.m.

9:30-10:30 a.m.

10:30 - 10:45 a.m.

10:45 -11:30 a.m.

11:15 - 11:45 a.m.

11:45 — 12:00 p.m.

12:00 p.m.

Call to Order

Chair's Remarks and Ex Officio Announcements
Update on Site Acceleration Activities

Silos Update

Break

Budget and Schedule for Long-Term Stewardship
and Records Disposition

Results of Design Charrette and Next Steps
Public Comment

Adjourn
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Department of Energy Announces Second Phase of Management
Reassignments

WASHINGTON, DC - As part of its Environmental Management (EM') Program review, the Department
of Energy (DOE) today announced the second phase of executive management reassignments. The

reassignments are consistent with recommendations from the Top-to-Bottom Review and are
designed to strengthen, streamline, and delayer the leadership of the program. A total of 27 senior
executives were involved in the first phase of this plan, five executives are involved in this phase.

“"Strengthening the leadership will be an ongoing process and I will use developmental opportunities
and assignments to ensure we develop executive leadership in EM to deliver more real risk reduction
and cleanup. All EM executives will have both field and headquarters expertise,” Assistant Secretary
of Environmental Management Jessie Roberson said.

The reassignments announced today include:

Greg Rudy, Manager of the Savannah River Operations Office, will move to the National Nuclear
Security Administration in Washington, D.C., pending approval of the Executive Resources
Board.

Charles Hansen, Deputy Manager of the Savannah River Operations Office, will become the
Acting Manager of the Savannah River Operations Office.

“Barbara Mazurowski, Manager of the Rocky Flats Field Office, will become the Associate

Deputy Assistant Secretary at EM Headquarters in Washington, D.C.

Eugene Schmitt, Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary for the Office of Policy, Planning, and
Budget at EM Headquarters in Washington, D.C., will become the Manager of the Rocky Flats
Field Office. '

Roger Butler, Former Director of the Budget Division at the U.S. Department of Agriculture in
Washington D.C., will become the Deputy Assistant Secretary for the Office of Policy,
Planning, and Budget at EM Headquarters in Washington, D.C., pending approval from the
Office of Personnel Management.

Media Contact:
Dolline Hatchett, 202/586-5806
Joe Davis, 202/586-4940

Release No. PR-02-088

Back to Previous Page>
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UTAH VOTER INITIATIVE 2002: RADIOACTIVE WASTE RESTRICTIONS ACT 4 3 2 4
SUMMARY
By Eugene J. Gleason, April 18, 2002

BACKGROUND: This act is an initiative drive conducted by a prominent citizens organization
in conjunction with the Utah Education Association. Under Utah law, citizens of the State have
the ability to initiate legislation by ballot in two ways. First, they can get voter approval of a
ballot measure that asks the Legislature to consider a proposal. Second, they can get legislation
enacted directly into law without Legislative or Gubernatorial approval. This initiative petition
uses the second route. _

For this initiative to become law: the organizers must draft legislation; have the specific
legislation certified as accurate and constitutional by the Lt. Governor’s Office; get the required
number of citizen signatures to put the initiative on the ballot; present these signatures for review
and approval to the Salt Lake County Clerks’ Office by June 1; if the County Clerk approves the
signatures, the signatures are sent to the Lt. Governors’ Office for review and approval; if the Lt
Govemor approves, the initiative is placed on the November statewide election ballot; if the
initiative passes in November, it becomes law on January 1, 2003.

As of April 18, 2002, the Lt. Governor has certified the language contained in a 57-page bill as
constitutional and appropriate and the initiative organizers are circulating the petitions to get the
- initiative on the ballot. The general thinking is that the initiative will survive all the procedural
steps and be put on the ballot for a November vote.

SUMMARY OF RADIOACTIVE WASTE RESTRICTIONS ACT:

The Act significantly increases the amount of taxes and fees imposed on operators of low level
radioactive waste disposal facilities within Utah, The only licensed radioactive waste disposal
facility in Utah is Envirocare. The reprocessing facility operated by International Uranium
Corporation appears to be exempt from the taxes because the act eliminates existing taxes on
“alternate feed material” and 11e.2 reprocessing.

The Act, also, prohibits the licensing and siting or siting of either a Class B or a Class B&C
radioactive disposal facility in Utah. The intent is to prohibit expansion of Envirocare’s
Radioactive Materials License for B & C waste.

The proposed taxes and fees are as follows:

o Increases the Gross Receipts tax to fifteen percent (15%) on all radioactive waste
received at Envirocare and eliminates the existing gross receipts tax scheme of 12% on
containerized Class A, 10% on processed Class A and 5% on bulk Class A radioactive
waste.

¢ Increases the tax on the receipt of “alternate feed material” and 11e.2 waste from 10cents
to $4.00 per cubic foot.

¢ Eliminates the application of the “alternative feed material” tax to “reprocessing”
facilities.

o Applies the 11e.2 tax to “bulk disposal” rather than “by-product” disposal material.
Imposes a new tax of $150 per cubic foot on “containerized” mixed waste including
“containerized PCB” disposal.

Imposes a new $30 per cubic foot tax on “bulk” mixed waste disposal.

Imposes a new $150 per cubic foot tax on” containerized” NORM-NARM disposal.
Imposes a new $20 per cubic foot tax on “bulk” NORM-NARM disposal.

Imposes a new $4 per cubic foot tax on “bulk Pre-78” disposal.

The Act requires the disposal facility to directly pay all taxes imposed by the Act on a monthly
rather than quarterly basis.

5




e some context to this dlscussmn .

- Wa fngfaa oczosa's' B N NS

APR l 5 2002

?::Mr Stephen Langel
" Inside Wastington Pu )

1225 Jefferson Davis Hwy/'smte 1400 B

Axiinglon, VA 22202

: "Dear Mr Langel

~“This letter is in response fo the March 4 2002 Superfund Report amcle “DOE

" Plan to shift stewardship to other federal agencies splits agency.” Theatticle - '~_ 3
' confuses many of the issues faéing the Department of Energy and the federal T
" _government in assuring the long-term mapagement of sites followmg the cleanup.‘ S

R | want to take this opportunity to clarify the Department pollcy and to provxde

. The article nnphes that the Depaitrient has umlateral authonty to transfer sxtes e

“the support of the other affected federal agencies, thy ongress and a clear B

- identification of authonty and accountability. Alth'_, gh the long-term protectxon

. of human health and the environment mlght ‘e better maintained by federal

- agencies actmg ina coordinated manner, the Dep
¢ 'specific proposals. ‘We are, however, contmumg to work mformally with other

o mtereSted federal agenmes to determme a path forwaxd. G

© “The Department is comm1tted to reducmg nsk to pubhc health, workers, and the i

. environment on an accelerated basis and is focusing the Environmental .~ -

'+ ~:‘Management program on achieving those results. The federal government asa - NI
* " whole takes its cleanup responsibilities seriously as well as its post-cleanup, long~ s
.- term management (i.¢., long-term stewardship) respons:blhtzes ‘As.a nation we

v should consider any and all options that will result in assured long-term protect:on
‘of huma" health and the env1ronment :

Hundreds of sites and potentxally millions of acres aeross the country wxll requlre
some form of 1ong-term institutional care. Cmrently, this land is managed by

- - several federal agencies, and many of these ; agencles (mcludmg the Department of
Energy) do not have land management asagore mlssxom ‘The result 1s a vanety

lo g—texm care w1ll Tequire -

:; - ‘and “shift responsibilities” between federal agencies. This is clearly not the case. . - L
" Any coordinated federal management of post-cl»

enthasnotputforwardany_‘_ e
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. .certamty) necessary to mcrease the pace of federal agency cleanup efforts and
'maximize the re-use, re-deVelopment and economic or natural resources of this
| property. A national approach to long term inistitutional management is nieeded to -
" meet the government’s goal of cleaning military and Department of Energy sites
‘and transfemng land that is no longer needed for natxonal secunty tothe -

o appropnate partles

- Several potentlal management arrangements ex1st ‘and first of a kmd approaches
- and coordinated efforts are being developed and employed today. The-

RN Department is working with the Department of the Interior, Fish arid Wﬂdhfe A
.. *Service on 1mp1ement1ng the Rocky Flats Wildhfe Refuge Legtslatlon and the .

: Hanford National Monurient desngnatlon DOE partners with the Bureau of Lanbd‘ e
- Management regarding uranium milling and miring site issues, and the :
‘Department of Agriculture, U.S. Forest Service at the Savannah River Site. We -

o haye worked with the New York State govemment at our Brookhaven Natronal

- w1th local govemment at the Mound snte m Mlarmsburg, Oth

£ The questlon therefore is not whether to form partnershrps to coordmate long—term

e ~land managerient but rather “what is the best way to do it?” Is the best

L arrangement a single federal orgamzatlon or does a coordmated partnershlp
- -between multlple federal agencies ‘make sense” How do we best involve, and
'+ coordinate with, our state, local, and Tribal government partners" Resolvmg

o ;these and other questions requlres a thoughtful approach not mlsleadmg

.- “statements or uninformed criticism. Ilook forward to continuing our efforts thh
federal state local and Tribal govemment partners on thls and other 1ssues '

:Smcerely, o

: Davrd Gexser Dlrector B
' "s'Ofﬁce of Long-Term' ewardshtp




- '_Z_DOE PLAN TO SHIFT STEWARDSHIP TO OTHER AGENCIES
- SPLITSAGENCY

vDate' March4 2002-

'An Energy Department (DOE) plan to shlft 1ts ]ong—ten'n stewardshrp (LTS) of

4891

- contaminated sites to other federal agencies has led to a rift between headquarters and the‘ e .

o »_department's ﬁeld ofﬁces DOE and other sources say

| ’-'Accordmg to a consultant followmg the LTS program, DOE is werghmg whether to have o

- - other fedetal agencies, including the Army Corps of Engmeers (Corps), the Fish and -

erdhfe Servrce (FWS) and the Department of Interior's Bureau of Land Management

v (BLM) take over the LTS program. One private sector source says that the department sl

' promoted the idea of ehmmatrng "elements that may not be related to an accelerated
cleanup and closure m1ss1on inits recent cleanup program revrew ’

: B " Specrﬁcally, DOE is planmng on transfemng responsxbllrty for Hanford WA and Rocky
~ Flats, CO, to the FWS. The site at Weldon Spring, MO, and numerous other former = =

_nuclear weapons productron and research sites w1ll be handled by the Corps, and uranium,. o

L : rmll tarhngs sntes by BLM the consultant says.

| :'fl»The source adds that a nﬁ has developed wrthln DOE over thrs proposal wrth

; v_ ’headquarters supporting the idea and field offices opposmg it. The Grand Junctron ﬁeld ' S
- ‘office, which has authonty over stewardshlp activities, is opposmg the move, the source "\

o says, because the change would strip the office of its mission. But headquarters is
: supportmg the ‘move, arguing that the field office should be closed down because much
‘ '_of its work can be delegated out51de of the department the source says

' YA DOE source says the department is senously consrdenng this optron, addmg that the .
) present environtental management (EM) structure should not remain in place to address
~ what would bea significantly smaller program because of all the sites that have reached -

o __closure .

JBut another DOE source says shxﬁmg LTS responsrbrhtles to other agencres is just one of

- o many approaches DOE is consrdermg to streamline the program The department has yet

Lo to make any final declslons on the matter the source says, aric "all optrons are on the

: _‘_ table L

'v o ko DOE has the legal a"”thonty to transfer these responstbrhtres under the Economy Act of - A
e .;:“l932 which allows one agency to do work for another, a'Corps source says. The source =
. adds that DOE is lookmg to FWS and others because it wants agencies that will exist for

the foreseeable future ii order to ensure that these sites continue to be managed properly.




_Critics have alleged that the department zeroed o
- MO, site, undermining other states' conﬁdence in DOE's dedlcatron to LTS (Superﬁmd
o Report Feb 18 p7) ” : SO R

432_4, »

The source says that the department has already approached and recelved generally

" favorable reactions from the Corps about taking on LTS responsrbtlmes Accordmg to the
"+ source, the Corps wouild be responsible for managing the sites, including monitoring the
.. waste left behind and reporting its findings to DOE. The source says the Corps would _
' aniticipate gettinig additional funding for taking on the work: We "are w1lhng to do that, s
o [and] would hke todo that for them " the source says o

- VA BLM ofﬁcral says, however that the agency does not want to take over DOE's LTS -
. 'responsxblhtles Responmbthty for the uranium nine talhngs sites mvolves oversight and
©liability issues that are inconsistent with BLM's mission, sources say. Noting the huge
- costs | involved, a BLM source says "that would be a purely custodial responsrblllty" and
. Mwe don't assume habthty" for other agency's sites. The source adds that "this is an
- attempt to offload some hablhty" and points to DOE's previous attempt to transfer the
B Naval Otl Shell Reserves sttes in Utah and Cahforma to BLM : : v

i FWS sources d1d not return calls for comment But one crmc of the approach questtons
. FWS technical and ﬁnancral ability to take on LTS responsrblhtres FWS is "totally
L unequtpped [their] budget is laughable, . . . . They don't have two thin dimes to rub
.. together," a former DOE official says. A department source agrees that DOE is ot sure
. "whether other agencies are ready to take on these sites. We "don't know if they have
e vsufﬁclent expertrse of resources," the source says the proposal "1t's too new -

L Cntrt:S also allege that the depaxtment is using this move to clatm success for reducmg
.. the size and cost of the c}eanup program by transfemng components of it away. "The .
o wayto clalm success isto mﬂate the mmal program and gut | the scope " the former DOE
s :source says . , : L

he budget for the Weldon Sprmg, S
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May 14, 2002
Broadcast News Coverage
"Uranium Shipments"®

Tussday, May 14, 2002
Clincinnati s WLwWT 5:30 PM Nows
lmeln Lenpt PRascrigtisn
00:15:26 00:18 Final Uranium Shipment, _
Tomormrow Fernald will complete clsan up. Final Uranlum shipment to be sent. V; Scenes from Piant.
Cincinnat! SWLWT 6:00 PM Nows
Iimeln Lepas
00:17:30 00.25 Fernald.
Fernald is shipping final uranium shipment. V; Scenes.
Cincinnat! 8 WCPO 6:00 PM News
Iimein Lenpt Description
00:15:44 00:46 Milestona
V: Femald. Traller conialns the fast of the Uranium fuel, Risk factor has baan reduced by 70%. I: Dr. Don Paine,
Femald Nuclear commants.
Cincinnatl 9 WCPO 11:00 PM Nows
Time In Lennt Qascription
00:30:16 00:46 V; Fernald,
Cincinnatl 12 WKRC 12:00 PM Nows
Iimeln Lenat Dascrintion
00:07:15 00:22 T: Fernald. _
00:10:16 00:26 TZ; Fernald. Milestone at Farnald. Tomorrow Femald wil! ship the last truckload of Uranjum from Its site.
Cincinnat 12 WKRC 5:00 PM  Nows
Timeln Lengs Description
00:18:32 00:11 TZ; End of Era. Fernald plant to send last shipmant of uranjum out.
Starles Total : 6
Viewership, ~Total: 359,000

/O
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“Fernald tour brings back memories "

Page 1 of 2

Fernald tour brings
“back memories
| o Former workers,

residents view
cleanup progress

" By Kristin McAlliater
-~ kmesilister@ coxohio.com
Joumnsl-News -
ROSS TOWNSHIP
For some, it was a stroll
down memorylane. .
For others, the Tuesday
evening tour of the 1,060-acre
Fernald Environmental e-
ment Project in Ross and Crosby
townships was an eye r to
" major activity taking place at the
De ent of Energy site.

: ree buses filled with visi-
~ tars, composed mostly of former
workers and their families and
area residents and employees,
joined site officials for the annual
two-hour tour of the Cold War
uranium processing plant.

- Joha Janeoldournal-News
A worker Is dwarfed by the
waste-transfer tanks Tuesday

evening as visitors tour the [

Fernald alte.

“It's a lot larﬁer of a cleanup
than we ever thought it would
be,” said 78-year-old Vince Wal-
ter, an equipment maintenance
‘worker at the site from 1955 to
1962, “It's good to see this.”
Larry Tepe, Walter's fellow
former co-worker at the site
who started work there with
‘him on Jan. 15 back in 1958
chimed in with his friend,-bué
expreaaed his concern.
-“There’s big changes, but [
still have the feeling it's never
sgmg to be cleaned up,” said
e 79-year old. “It just seema
to me that they're just. moving
it from one place to another,
whaether it's here, or aut West.”
“There was a lot of stuff

dumped on site. It almogt

geems like an impossible job,”
Tepe said. “But they’re doing a
good job. And it’s kind of mice
to come back and see it." ‘

Johnny Reising, DOE associ-
ate director of environmental
management, invited former
site workers on the tour to
offer their own commentary.

“1 think it's great for a lot of
thess people to come back and see
what we're doing here,” he said.

. Reising highh;ghted several
keya:,ints along the tour, includ-
ing the aquifer restoration, silog
projects, waste pits remediation,
structures decontamination and
demolition, on-gite disposal facil-
ity, and the former fly ash pit
and southern waste units — an

area now certified clean.
arsa had the highest
levels of radiological materials

NO.932 POB2-083
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as far as soils were concerned,”
hegaid.

The silos segment of the tour
allowed visitors to walk near
all four silos, including the
notorious K-66 silos 1 and 2.
They also had the chance to
view four enormous tanks that
will be used in the transfer of
waste from the silos.

The K-65 silos contain 8,890
cubic yards of low-level
radioactive waste dating back
to the time of the Manhattan
Progect. Silo 3 contains about
5,088 cubic yards of residue
from Fernald production, while
a fourth silo is emgty.

Reising said 13 restoration
projects are either under way
or planned on site to return
indigenous plant life and
wildlife to area. After cleanup,

PUBLIC AFFAIRS + SARNO

Page 2 of 2

reatoration will account for
morae than 800 acres of the site.

Gesturing to a wide-open
area wheras Plant 6 once stood,
Reising said cleanup has been
significant.

e whole northeastern por-
tion of the site has been
cleared, as far ag the buildings
are concerned,” he said, “We're
somewhere around 35-plus

percent of completion. ... A.lot
of us are pretty Praud of what
we're doing here. ‘

The tour over, Tepe stood
with his back to tha sita. Ges-
turing over hie right shoulder
with his thumb and a nod, he
referred tv the rear of the site.

“All the buildings I worked in
were laying back there in a
pils,” he gsaid. “That’s really
something.” .

NDO.932 Pee3.0p3
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“Cleaning up Fernald”
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CLEANING UP FERNALD

JIM OSBORN/The Post
Last of uranlum product
being shipped outtoday = = ..

The last truckioad of uranium product o -
is leaving Fernald today as Fluor Femald )
works to complete cleanup of the former
nuclear materlals processing facility by
the and of 2006.

. About 31 milllion pounds of uranjum-
contaminated material remained onsite
after the facility was shut down in 1989,

Barrels of nuclear waste, above, gwait
shipment to Nevada. - -

A radon detection tower, right, stands
as a reminder of some of the environ-
mental fears surounding the site, as
guests toured the site Tuesday. They
iooked at a container, below, that had
been used for shipping waste. :

Containers of reusable nuclear matert-
als, bottom left, which wiil be shipped to
a Department of Energy plant In Piketon,

- were sitting on the pad of what had
been the former Plant 1 on Tuesday.
Plants 2 and 3, bottom right, provide a
life-sized history lesson at the facliity. .

Fernald produced about 5 miflion
pounds of purs uranium for weapons
over four degades during the Cold war.
in 1998, Femald began shipping reus-
able nuclear material to the DOE plant In
Piketon. Other material was shipped to

other DOE sites, the Defense Depart-
ment and users 'In the private sector. /3
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“Cleaning up Fernald”
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The Cincinnati Enquirer

Front Page - A14
“Milestone reached in Fernald cleanup”

Milestone reached

in Fernald cleanup |

Last of usable
uranium shipped

By Steve Kemme
CROSBY TOWNSHIP -
To the cheers of about 200

onlookers, the last truckioad

of usable uranium pulled out
of Fernald Wednesday,
marking the end of a major
stage in the cleanup of the
former uranium-processing
plant,
As Bob Seger's “Roll On”
was played over loudspeak-
ers at a special ceremony,
Robert Sizemore climbed in-
to his truck, which bore a
“radioactive” emblem, and
drove away.

He took 1,000 pounds of
uranjum in steel drums that

were enclosed in metal box-
es to the U,S. Department of
Energy’s Portsmouth Gas-
eous Diffusion Plant in Pike-
ton,. Ohio.

Over the past three years,
Fluor Fernald, which was
hired by the DOE to clean up

the site, has shipped 9.1 mil- |

lion pounds of ursmium to
Partsmouth, where it will re-
main in interim storage.
“We no longer have any
uranium product material on
site,” said Dr. Don Paine,
project director of nuclear
materials disposition. .
From 1852 to- 1989, the
Fernald plant comtributed to
the nation's defense program
by producing 500 million
pounds of urenium metal

See FERNALD, Page A14

‘The Cincinnet Enquirer
GLENN HARTONG

A placard on the last
truckioad of uranium
product leaving Farnald
Wednesday wamns of its
contents, - -

Online
‘ Keyword: Fernald
For mare about Femald, visit
Cincinnatl.Com.
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Fernald: Reaches milestone

From Page Al

products that were used at other
federal sites for the production of
nuclear weapons.

When the plant shut down in
1989, there was 31 million pounds
of usable uranium on the 1,050-
acre site in Crosby Township.

Fernald shipped 16.7 million
pounds 1o other DOE sites and to
private companies that purchased
it, 5.2 million pounds to waste
disposition sites and 9.1 million
pounds to the Portsmouth plant.

The first of 760 truckloads was
sent to Portsmouth on June 2,
1999. No accidents or injuries
occurred on the Fernald site or en
route to Portsmouth, said Steve
McCracken, DOE site manager.

""This is a tremendous step for-
ward in completing our cleanup
misgion,”" he said.

Almost all of those attending
*Wednesday's ceremony were Fer-
nald and DOE employees. Most

Crosby Township residents who -

were inviled could not attend be-
cause of work, Fernald spokesman
Jeff Wagner said.

Lisa Crawford, president of
Fernald Residents for Environ-
mental Safety and Health
(FRESH), which has been moni-
toring the cleanup, said she’s
pleased that the last of the usable
uranium is off the site.

“It's another milestone that's
been met,” said Ms. Crawford,

Chronofogy of Fernald uraniim-processing plant
: v, |

W 1880: Femald, » rural village In

U.S. uranjum-processing piant to sup- -
port the defenss Emmm.
B 1051: Atomic Energy Commission

breaks ground for the plant on 1,080

acres near the viliage.

@ 1982: Limited production begns. -
National Lead of Ohlo runs the plant.
1B 1984: Neighbors form Famald
Residents for Environmental Safety
and Health (FRESH) and begin to
monitor the plant.

© 1984: FRESH files class-action sult -
against the-government. - - .
1 1985: Natlonal Lead leaves.
Westinghouse named chief operator.
W 1888: The U.S. Depariment of
Energy admits in & report that
contamination at the Femald uranium-
processing plant is a heaith threat.

W 1889: Government sattles out of
tourt with residents, awarding $73
miltion, i

I 1988: Production ends at Femald
plant. Government starts to clean up
the site.

& 1892: A Fluor subsidiary, Fiuor

. i "'m Y Wi
northwestern Hamliton County, Is con- -
sidered as ona of thres sktas for & new

Danlel, starts managing the cleanup
of the facility.

¥ 2001: For the plant’s SOth anniver-
sary, cleenup contractor Fluor

Fernald anpounces new forests and
wetlands geveloping on the property.
8 May 2002; Fernald ships out the
last of the 31 million pounds of
usable uranlum that remained at the
site when production ended 13 years

250.

who was unable to attend
Wednesday's ceremeny. “There
have been very few problems or
issues with it. Let's just keep
moving in the right direction.”
entire cleanup of the site is
scheduled to be completed by the
end of 2008.
Remaining cleanup work in-

cludes processing the waste in
silos, demolishing buildings, exca-
vating contaminated soil and ex-
tracting and treating contaminat-
ed ground water.

E-mail skemme@enquirer.com
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“Last of uranium leaves Fernald”

Last of
uranium
leaves
Fernald

STAFF REPORT

What once represented Fernald's
role in supporting the nation's de-
fense program during the Cold War
is now gone from the site. =~

Fluor . Fernald, near Harrison,
shipped the last truckload of urani-
um products off sile Wednesday,
May 15. It is a critical step in
achieving site closure by the end of
2006, said Gury Stenger. Depart-
ment of Energy spokesman.

Over the nearly four decudes of
the Cold War, Fernald produced
approximately 500 milliori pounds
of pure uraninm metal products for
the nation's atoniic weapons pro-
gram, he said. -

The Atomic Energy Commis-
sion. and later the DOE, used the
uranium fuel elements for nuclear
reyctors located at the Hanford
site, Washington, and the Savannah
River site. South Carolina, he said.

When Fernald ceased operations
in 1989, due to decliving demands
for uranium products coupled with
increasing  environmental con-
cerns, about 31 million pounds of
uranium product remained on site,
said Stenger.

Since that tme, a key compo-
nent of Fernald's cleanup program
has been the removal of all nuclenr
matarial to reduce the site’s radio-
logicul requirements and expedite
the decontumination and demoli-
tion of buitdings. .

Fernuld crews huave removed
stockpiled nuclear material from
buildings. cleaned out production
lines und equipment where materi-
al was rrapped after operations
were shut down, consolidated and
repackoged the material 1o meet
Depurtment of Transportation ship-
ping requirements, and sampled
and ynalyzed the material for qual-
ity control, said Stenger.

DOE's main challenge was to
find government or private sector
customers for the nuclear product.
If a viable market for the material
could not be found. DOE would
have to reclassify the wmaterial as a
waste product, a more costly and
1imé consuming disposition option,
he said. '

In 1999, Fernald .began ship-
ments of reusable nuclear material
product to the DOE Portsmouth
Gaseous Diffusion Plant, Piketon,
Ohlo. . .

Over a three-year period, Fer-
nald trunsferred 9.1 million pounds
of depleted. normal and enriched
uranium to Portsmouth, where it

will remain in interim storage
. under the purview of the DOE Oak

Ridge Operations Office Uranium
Maunzagement Group, said Sienger.

The uranium also was shipped to
other DOE sites, the Department of
Defense and the private sector, he
added.

“Removing the uranium product
stockpile reduces landlord and sur-
veillance costs associated with
storing and managing the material
and is a major step for site closure.
We can now redirect resources to
our cleanup projects and continue
to accelerate building demolition
and soil excavation,” said DOE-
Fernald Site Director Steve Mc-
Cracken. '

The Nuclear Materials Disposi-
tion Program is the second major
program Fluor Fernald has com-

. pleted as pant of Femald’s acceler-

ated alennup plan, said Stenger.

DUE and Fluor Fernald-are on
schedule 1o complete cleanup of
the 1,050-acre Fernald site by the
end of 2006,
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"DOE Points To Portsmouth For Central Uranium Storage"

Internetional agreements in order to

DOE P OintS TO P or tSIllOllth prevent further depressing prices in

' the already glutted uranium market.
For Central Uranium Storage  However itsuidit would be contem-
L plating sales once those 2greements

|  TheEnergy Department, saying it  storageinventoryof any DOEsitenat  expired, starting in 2008.
needed to cut costs and improve 4,393 metrictons,hadavailablestor- - The department said transporting
safely management, said last week it age space cquipped with nuclear uranium to acentralized storage loca-

wanted to consolidate storage ofsome  safery alarms and personnel knowl-  tion would entsil minimal risks to the
14,215 metric tons of “potentiallyre-  edgeable about uranium operations.  public and the environment from acci-

usable” uranium raterials atits closed The comprehensive management  dents or leaks,

Portsmouth uranium enrichmentcom-  plan would cover low-enriched ura- Other DOE sites with substantial

plex in Ohio. . aium, normal uranium and depleted  uranium stockpiles are the Savannah:
In a draft environmental assess-  uranium now stored by the depart-  RiverSiteinSouth Caralina, with 2,995

ment issued Thursdey, DOE said its  mentat 158 sitzsaround the country,  metric tons; the Idaho National Engi-
“preferred alternative” wastocentral-  though most of the material is ats  neering and Environmental Labors-
ize storage at Portsmouth because the  handful of sites. tory, with 1,521 metric tons; the Oak
sitealready had a substantial uraniuvm Theprogram dozs notcoverlarge  Ridge, Tenn., site, with 1,445 merric
‘management mission dueto itsongo- . amounts of uranium residues that tons; and Hanford, with 1,325 metric
ing receiptof uranium materisls from  gre not readi ly suitebls for conver-  tons. . :
the department’s Pernald site in Ohio  sionto reactor fuel or other commer- DOR also seid there was g cumule-
and Hanford plant in Washington. cial uses. tive total of 560 metric tons at 79 uni-
The department also said Ports- DOE noted thatitwasbayredfrom  versities and 600 metric tons from {or-
mouth, whichhas the largest uranivm  selling some uranium under various  eign sources at three U.8, ports,
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Virginia I'eam wins Nahonal Scnence Bowl®

Sinty-four student teams
from 41 states, che District
of Columbia, and the US,
Virgin Islands competed for
top honovs at the 12th an-
nual Departmens of Energy |
(DOE) Natlonal Science
Bowl® May 3-6, at the Na-
tional 4-H Conference Cen-
ter in Chevy Chase, Md.
The teams were the win-
ners of regional science

" bowl] tournaments held ear-
lier this year at DOE sites,
other Federal agencies, and
educational instirutions.
More than 12,000 high
s¢hool students from 1,800
schaols participared in the
reglonal competltions.

gOn May 4.pthe students Beker.
attended Saturday Science Bowl semi-
nars. Dr. William Phillips, 2 Nobel
layreate, was the plenary speaker.

The teams then selected from a vari- - ,
~ May 5 and concluded with the awards.

ely of seminar speakers, including
Dr. Natalie Roe of the Depanment's
Lawrence Berkeley Natona) Labora-
tocy; Dr. Steven Woodruff of DOE's
National Energy Technology Laboca-
tory-Morganiown; Dr. Judith Young,
University of Massachusens-Amberst;

The team from Thomas Jefferson High School for
Seiancs and Technology displays Its first place trophy.
From the laft are Under Secretary Robert Card;
studants Steven Sivek, Kay Aull, Jeffrey Cohen,
Gregory Frice, and Gafy Sivek; and coach Sharon

Dr. Carole Baldwnn Nanonal Museum
of Natuxal History: and Mr. Magnet -

* (Paul Thomas); MIT.

Tournament action began at noon

ceremony around noon the next day.
After an Intense two-day competition
of round-robin matches and double-
elimination rounds, the student team
from Thomas Jefferson High School
for Science and Technology,

Alexandria. Va., wok wp han-
ors. The schools regional spon-
- sorwas the Deparmment's
Thomas Jefferson Natlonal
Accelerator Facility. Under
Secretary of Energy Robernt Card
presented the first-place trophy
to the team. In addition, the
. team will anend the rwo-tvaek
Intemational Youth Science
Forum in London, Bngland.
Secrewary of Energy Spencer
Abraham congratulated the
winners and praised all the st-
dent competitors. “I believe in
encouraging talented, scientific
rolads 1o develop their skills
with the goal of one day lead-
ing our nation's research activl-
ties,* Secretary Abraham said.

*] know you will add to the fu-

Ture success of our scientific endeav-
ors and will eshance our country’s
ability to maintaln a position of lead-
ership in math and science."

Placing second was Boulder High
School in Colorado, sponsored by
the Rocky Mountain Region of the
Department's Western Area Power
Administration. The third place
winner was Mission San Jose High
School, Premont, Calif., sponsored by
DOE's Sandia National Laboratories,
California. Sycamore High School,
Cincinnati, Ohio, came ln fourth;
Fluor Pemnald sponsored the team.
Placing fifth was Hanford High
School, Richland, Wash., sponsored
by the Depanment’s Richland Opera-~
tions Office,

The second, third, and fourth place
winning teams esch will anend a one-
week sclence research trip to a2 DOE
facllity in New York, South Carolina,
or Wyoming. Texas Instuments pro-
vided TI-83 silver edition calculators
to each student on the top five teams
and computer-based laboratories to
the top three schools. Each coach of
the top five teams received 2 Personsl
Data Assistant from IBM. The twp 18
teams each recelved $1,000 for their
school's science deparument.

More informaticn about the
Nationa! Science Bowl {3 available at

/W gov. &
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"Site-Specific Advisary Boards tour Fernald"

Site-Specific Advisory Boards tour Fernald

The Pernald Citizens Advisory Board hosted the biannual meeting of
the Department of Energy’s (DOE) Environmental Management Site-
Specific Advisory Board Chairs, April 11-13, 2002, The meetings are
held to discuss complex-wide issues and to share information pertinent
to the advisory boards’ missions. Meeting topics included the DOE
Top-to-Bottom Review, the Fiscal Year 2003 budget, and long-term
stewardship issues.

At right, a tour of the Department's Fernald Environmental Manage-
ment Project began the meeting of chairs from nine advisory boards.
Johnny Reising, DOE associate director for the Pernald cleanup, high-
lighted the site's remediation efforts. Those who had visited Femald in
the past were impressed with the amount of completed remediation
wark and the open spaces left after removal of six of the 10 major-
production plants in the former processing area. The advisory board
chalrs especially were interested in Fernald’s On-Site Disposal Facllicy.
Reising noted that DOE and Fluor Fernald are on target to complete
cleanup and site closure by 2006. %

20
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"DOE seeks cleanup contractor”

DOE souks cleanup contractor

May 23 — The Energy Department will
seek contract offers to manage the clesoup of its
former Mound Site in Miamisburg, Ohio, about
July 29, officlals annopnced in RedBizOpps.
DOR mticipates offering a cost-plus-incentive-
fee contract warth $95 millllon a year 1o clesn up
the former defense facility, now known as the
Miamisburg Environmental Management Pro-
ject, by Sept. 30, 2006. BWX Technologies, the
current contractor af MEMP, has indicared it
plans to subnnit & bid to remain at the gite, A
spokessuan for Fluor Corp., which manages o
cleanup at DOE’s Femald Bavironmental Man-
agement Project in Ohio, said his compeny
probably would consider making a bid on the
MEMP contract, t0o. Tha naw MEMP contract
(DE-RP24-0304200152) would take effect
Ja. 1. Contact Derrck FrenKin, (937) 865-
5548; dearick franklin @ chio.doe.gov.
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£Lcess aenied: Critics Claw at sfiroud of secrecy around u.S. agencies

. Continued from 1A

closure, officials typically released
all information that did not involve
issues such as national security,
trade secrets or personal privacy.
But after the deadliest attack on
U.S. soil, the notion of what could
compromise “national security”
was expanded. -

At first, no one much objected.
Protecting maps and descriptions

.of nuclear power plants, hydro-

electric dams, Ylipelme routes and
chemical supplies seemed justi-
fied, for national security. With-
holding details about airlines’ and

Cover story

* airports’ security violations also

seemed to make sense. .
At a time when critics of the
White House were wary of ap-
pearing unpatriotic, 5S was
mostly sflent as the Bush admini-
stration clamped down on other
vernment information whose
inks to security were less clear,
The climate has changed. A
ing number of critics, includ-

ing several federal judges, say the

administration’s effort is
beginning to looksr;cor:ec[vike oppor-
tunism than enh. security.
“There is more commitment to
secrecy than in any administration
in the postWorld War II period,”
says Morton Halngrin, who served
in the Johnson, Nixon and Clinton
administrations and is a senior fel-
fow on the Council on Foreign Re-
lations. “We've never had hun-
dreds of people arrested for long
periods of time without knowing
who they are, why they're being
held, where they are and what the
charges are inst them. Even
during the Japanese internment,
there was no effort to keep secret
who was being detained.”
Conservatives who normally
support Bush policies also are be-
ginning to fret about restrictions
on material that has been public.
“If the public paid for it, the pub-~
lic hasa rm to see it," says Mark
Tapscott, director of the Heritage
Foundation's Center for Media and
Public Policy, a conservative think
tank, “Otherwise, you will have
manipulation to conceal the truth,
Government does that, It doesn't .
make any difference whether its a
Democratic government or a Re-
publican government.”
Bush administration officials
counter that since Sept. 11, the
overnment’s main mission has
een to prevent terrorism. Th
say their moves are aimed at that.
“l cannot and will not divulge in-
formation ... that will damage

I L‘ = ‘ o

s § e
Ay Wiiliam Hennessy Jr, AP

Artist's mde# Zaccarias Moussaoui stands before U.S. District
Judge Leonie Brinkema last month in Alexandria, Va,

Freedom of information, except:

, The Freedom of Information Act gives the public a legal right to
government information, with nine exceptions. Passed by Congress
m l%gls. the law was strengthened in 1974 after the Watergate
scandal.

The exceptions to disclosure: ’

» Properly classified national security information

» Federal agency rules governing personnel practices

» Information exenzted under law by Congress, such as classi-
fied nuclear weapons data or intelligence sources and methods

» Trade secrets or commercial and financial information
. » Internal agency deliberative documents, such as deliberations
on whether to add certain animals to the Endangered Species Act

. » Information related to personal priva . .

» Law enforcement investigation records ’

» Financial institution records

» Oil well data, including geological maps of wells

Source: Rederation of American Sclentisty

the national security of the United
States, the safety of its citizens or
our efforts to ensure the same inan
ol oinge investigation,” Ashcroft
told a Senate panel in December.
“Each action taken by the Depart-
ment of Justice ... is carefully White House chief of staff Andy
drawn to target a narrow class of Card that outlined precautions on
individuals: terrorists, Our legal protecting information about
powers are targeted at terrorists. weapons of mass destruction. The
Our investigation is focused on ter- memo urged cies to more ag-
rorists. Our prevention strategy gressiv:é{ g “sensitive but un-
classified” information,

ts the terrorist threat.”
fficials have suggested that the  *“We seem to be shifting to the
disclosure guidelines to be an- publics need to know instead of
nounced by Ashcroft will give the public’s right to know,” says
agencies a uniform standard for re- Garg Bass, executive director of
OMB Watch, a group here that

leasing information. But observers ) F
monitors government spending

say it aprears that the rules also
might tell agencies to more nar- and takes its name from the Office

rowly interpret the Freedom of In-
formation Act (FOIA), the 1966 law
often used by the media and
others to gain access to records.
That view seems to be support-
ed by a March 19 memo from

1..court to try to kee)
-Homeland Security office and its

of Management and Budget.

Bass says one of his researchers

has not been allowed an appoint-
ment at the OMB' reading room
for more than a month.
*The executive branch is cre-
ating opportunities to have a new
class of information exempt from
public.disclosure,” he says.

Under US. law, the administra-
tions moves can be checked by the
courts and Congress. Lawsuits
challenging the administration's re-
fusal to disciose certain informa-~
tion are beginning to stack up. And
on Ca Hill, lawmakers are

Eito
grumbling about secrecy.

Rep. J ny
Sen. Russ Feingold, D-Wis.,, have
asked the General Accounting Of-
fice to investigate the Justice De-
lu:]artment‘s treatment of detainees

the terrorism probe,

Other lawmakers are frustrated
that the department has gone to
the new

director, Tom Ridge, exempt from
the FOIA.

e

“We must rebalance the need to
protect our nation with the need
to protect our Constitution,” says
Rep. Jane Harman, D-Calif, ranking
member on the House Intelligence

Subcommittee on Terrorism and
Homeland Security.

States eye restrictions

For many Americans, the crack-
down on information is becoming
apparent because state govern-
ments are following the Bush ad-
ministration’ lead. in
18 states are examining or have
passed plans to give local officials
more power to shield information:

» In Arkansas, residents soon

ight not be able to find out how
close their homes are to facilitles
that store hazardous materials, In-
formation about where and when
truck convoys might carry radio-
active waste through communities
also would be withheld under a
measure that will be taken up by
the Legislature in January.

» Oklahoma Gov. Frank Keating
has created a securil el whose

,activities are not subject to open
meetings and open records laws.

*» In Connecticut, officials have
floated a plan that would give state
agency directors the authority to
withhold information they befieve
“may result in a safety risk.”

»In lowa, architectural draw-
ings for schools, public utilities, air-
gorts and some local government

uildings are being classified. The
plan flew through the Legislature
after lawmakers learned that the
county clerk in Burlington had re-
ceived an unusual request for aeri-

al photographs. of a site that in-
cludes an Army munitions plant,
“All of our initial discussions
were dominated- by questions
about, ‘How far do we go?" " says
David Miller, chief of staif at lowa's
Emergency Management Division,
“If we went too far, we knew we
would be criticized, and rightfully
so, Its a difficult balance.”
Meanwhile, the USS. Conference
of Mayors this week asked the US,
Senate to back a plan that would
allow cities to hide studies that
show the vulnerabilities of water
systems, The rayors said the stud-
ies “would be very valuable to do-
mestic or international terrorists.”

Crises have led to secrecy

The U.S. government often has
embraced secrecy during crises.

After World War I, concerns
about the Soviet bloc and its mil-
itary buildup led the US. govern-
ment to classify enormous

amounts of information. That con- -

tinued during the US. involvement
in Vietnam, until some of the gov-
ernments secrecy efforts during
the 1960s were exposed as at-
tempts to cover up domestic spy-
ing by the CIA,
ter Swire, a law professor at
Ohio State University who served
as a counsel on privacy in the Clin-
ton administration, says that his-
torically, the US. government has
eased off demands for secrecy
when two things have occurred,
“One is the reduced perception
of threat. Things get better The
war ends,” he *“The second is
n abuses caused by secrecy.
o far, the Bush administration has
been effective, We hope we won't
need congressional hearings to

show how tragically wrong this in--

stinct for secrecy has been.”

Analysts say the Bush admini-
strations push for secrecy stands
out in part because it follows a
decade in which the Clinton White
House used improving technology
to make government more acces-
sible to Americans,

Ten years ago, there were no
government Web sites providing
tnformation to the public; the cur-
rent complaints are a reaction to a
pulling back from a time of unprec-
edented openness.

Steven Aftergood, a researcher
at the Federation of American Scl-

* entists, acknowledges as much.

“I'm not claiming the sky is fall-

ing,” he says, “What is worrisome-

is the growth of official secrecy in
many cases that are not justified
by an identifiable threat.”

The Justice Department’s efforts

to keep its terrorism probe secret

have drawn the most criticism.

Ashcroft has refused to identift
hundreds of foreigners who haw
been rounded up since Sept. 11
Authorities have not said why the!
have been detained or where the:
have been held. Ashcroft ha
closed the hearings for those helt
on immigration charges,

Last week, Ashcroft ordere
county jails, where most of the for
eigners have been held, not to re
lease the prisoners’ names. He als
refuses to clarify inconsistent gov
ernment estimates on how mam
foreigners have been released.

In October, the Justice Depart
ment said it had detained mon
than 1,100 people in the terrorisn
probe. About 100 of those wer
charged with criminal offenses.

Only one detainee, Zaccaria
Moussaoui, has been charged witl
being involved in the al-Qaed
conspiracy that carried out
tacks on Sept. 11. He is awaitin
trial in Virginia on charges tha
could result in the death penaity.

At least 718 foreigners. hav
been jailed for immigration vio
lations during the terrorism probe
Many of the violations are mino
such as overstaying a visa,

Other foreigners have been hek
as material witnesses, meanin
that authorities believe they coul
be usefud in the probe e offi
cials have not released their name
and have not identified even th
grand juries that might call th
material witnesses to testify. -

Some federal judées say the
crecy has gone too far.

Last month, US. District Judg
Elhancy Edmunds in Dmhw%n;ﬂg

at an immigration
one detainee could not be closed.

“Openness fs necessary for th
public to maintain confidence ¥
the value and soundness of a gov
ernment’ actions, as secrecy onl
breeds suspicion,” Edmunds saic
rejecting the government’s re

uest that the hearings be close

t national security reasons.

in New York, U.S, District Judg
Shira Scheindlin found that au
thorities had overreached by jai
ing material witnesses withou

cha?;mg them.
“Ifthe guvernment has probabl
cause to believe a person has com:

mitted a crime, it may arrest
them, Scheindlin wrote. "But sinc
1789, no Congress has granted th
government authority to impriso
an innocent person in order t

arantee that he will tastify be

re a aF‘md Jury conducting
criminal investigation.”

The justice Department has ir
dicated that it will carry on its
for secrecy. It has appealed the
troit decision and is considering a
appeal in New York.
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