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FULL BOARD MEETIN 
Crosby Township Senior 

Thursday, June 12,2003 

DRAFT MINUTES 

G 
Center 

The Fernald Citizens Advisory board met from 6:30 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. on 
Thursday, June 12, 2003, at the Crosby Township Senior Center. 

Members Present: Jim Bierer 
Sandy Butte rfield 
Marvin Clawson 
Lisa Crawford 
Steve DePoe 
Pam Dunn 
Glenn Griffiths 
Jane Harper 
Graham Mitchell 
Robert Tabor 
Tom Wagner 
Gene Willeke 

Members Absent: French Bell 
Lisa Blair 
Kathryn Brown 
Blain Burton 
Lou Doll 
Gene Jablonowski 

Designated Federal Official: Gary Stegner 

The Perspectives Group Staff: Douglas Sarno 
David Bidwell 

Fluor Fernald Staff: Sue Walpole 

Approximately ten spectators also attended the meeting, including members of 
the public and representatives from the Department of Energy and Fluor Fernald. 

000002 
. .  



full Board Meeting Draft Minutes June 12,2003 

General Announcements and Ex-Officio Comments 
Jim Bierer called the meeting to order. The Board approved the minutes from its May 
meeting. 

Jim and Glenn Griffiths both thanked members of the site staff who had helped to 
organize the public tour held earlier in the week. Jim suggested that another tour be 
held when the site reaches closure. Jeff Wagner reported that an estimated 550 
individuals attended the tour. Sue Walpole read a letter from Tony Calabrese who 
served as the Attorney General for the State of Ohio during the time of the Fernald 
citizens’ lawsuit against DOE. Mr. Calabrese wrote that he regretted being unable to 
attend the public tour and thanked the citizens for their hard work in pursuit of the 
cleanup. 

Doug Sarno explained that at the last SSAB Chairs meeting, DOE Headquarters 
requested that all SSABs develop “success stories” that highlight the benefits of the 
Boards. Tom Wagner stated that Headquarters was looking for anecdotes that would 
support the work of the SSABs. Doug reviewed three draft success stories for the 
FCAB, which focused on the Future of Fernald process, recommendations for a 
balanced approach to cleanup, and the original recommendation for an accelerated 
cleanup of Fernald. FCAB members suggested other topics that could be used to write 
a success stories for Fernald, including the use of rail transportation, use of cleanup 
dollars to address special nuclear materials, and the open relationships that have 
developed among Fernald stakeholders. 

Site Update 
Dennis Carr provided the FCAB with an update on site administrative issues and 
progress of cleanup projects. He announced that safety performance has improved 
recently, even as activities at the site have increased. He also announced that overall 
work at the site is ahead of schedule and within baseline costs. 

Dennis also discussed workforce issues. A reduction of 60 salaried and 100 hourly 
workers is anticipated on July 7. He stated that 20 staff members had already opted to 
participate in the voluntary separation program. He also stated that a new contract had 
been signed with Atomic Trades, and negotiations with the guards union were just 
beginning. 

Heavy spring rains delayed some progress at the on-site disposal facility (OSDF), but 
the clay cover has been placed on Cell 2 and the clay liner is almost complete for Cell 6. 
Dennis stated that the project should be able to get back on schedule when weather 
clears over the summer. In response to a question from an FCAB member, Dennis 
explained that the additional scope of the recently renegotiated closure contract would 
require construction of an eighth cell at the OSDF. He added that trailers from the 
production waste pits would eventually be placed in the OSDF, because it would be 
difficult and expensive to certify them as contaminent-free. All other trailers on the site 
will be shipped offsite for salvage. 

Dennis stated that all remaining production facilities should be demolished, and the 
water tower should come down by early October 2003. 
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Dennis announced that performance at the Advanced Waste Water Treatment (AWWT) 
facility has improved, because the Waste Pits project has been pre-treating water before 
it is pumped !o AWWT. The site has met its discharge limits for uranium, but it is 
spending a lot of time replacing resins in the ion-exchange system. He also announced 
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that a fitting had come loose recently on an off-site extraction well, resulting in a release - - 
of 100 gallons of water. The levels of uranium in this water was 44 parts per billion, 
which exceeds levels for drinking water, but soil tests showed no increase above 
baseline levels. 
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The Waste Management Project has nearly completed the blending of legacy waste with 
waste pits material. All together, there are fewer than 6,000 drums remaining in the 
Fernald inventory. Dennis also announced that the last restricted “red drum” had been 
repackaged for shipping. He stated that all repackaging should be completed in the next 
two weeks, and all remaining inventory should be shipped offsite by September 30, 
2003. 

Waste Pits Remedial Action Project Update 
Dave Lojack reviewed a handout showing that 6575% of the waste pits program is 
complete. He stated that although the schedule is aggressive, the project should be 
completed by the Fall of 2004. Mark Cherry and Con Murphy provided the FCAB with a 
detailed update of progress at the waste pits. 

Mark provided an overview of the Waste Pits Remedial Action Project, which started 
processing materials in 1999. He stated that over the past four years, the project has 
matured and become more efficient. He reported that there are currently 220 people on 
the project, working 35,000 total hours each month, but the project has achieved a 0.88 
rate of OSHA reportable incidents this year. Mark stated that the biggest challenge for 
the project is to stay vigilant on safety, because the workers are doing the same work 
every day. He noted that the excavation crew has not had a reportable injury in the past 
four years. In total, the project has loaded more than 5,000 railcars with more than 
500,000 tons of material. Last year, 145,000 tons were processed, and this year the 
project has a goal of 180,000 tons. Production has been increased by shifting the dryers 
to a 24-hour, seven-days-a-week schedule and by adding more rail infrastructure. Mark 
noted that all the remaining material to be excavated would not have to go through the 
dryers, because it is close enough to the optimum moisture content for disposal at 
Envirocare. He also explained that during the summer, the site is allowed to ship slightly 
wetter materials, because some moisture is lost during transport and placement. Mark 
responded to a question about air monitoring by explaining that data from 65 monitors 
are examined every two weeks. After experiencing some problems in 2000, the project 
focused on reducing airborne contaminants and has achieved levels of less than one 
microgram of exposure at the site fence line. 

Con reviewed the progress that has been achieved in each of the waste pits and 
displayed photographs of each pit. Pit 3 is more than 80 percent complete. Pit 1 is 
approximately 96 percent complete, and has been used to blend containerized waste 
this spring. Excavation of Pit 2 is approximately 56 percent complete. Work on Pit 4 
was begun in the Fall of 2002, with removal of the cap. Excavation has already reached 
the bottom of one corner of Pit 4 and should be completed this year. The dryers have 
focused on relatively wet materials in Pit 5 over the past year, and it is now 33 percent 
complete. Con explained that the clay liners from beneath the pits would be 
characterized to determine if they meet the waste acceptance criteria for the OSDF. If 
they meet the levels, a ROD amendment would be completed over the next few months 
to allow their on-site disposal. 

Con noted that the project now schedules routine downtime for the maintenance of the 
dryers. When the dryers were operated on a five-day schedule, maintenance could be 
conducted ., . ,  on weekends. Under a seven-day schedule, time must be set aside to 

3 
000004 



Full Board Meeting Draft Minutes June 12,2003 

y .: conduct preventative maintenance. He explained that the dryers were not operating 
over the past two weeks. Bob Tabor, who works at the Waste Pits project, reported that 
there was a lot of work to do, but it had gone smoothly. 

FCAB members asked if there had been any additional incidents concerning lids being 
ajar on train cars returning from Envirocare. Mark and Con reported that staff members 
from Fernald had gone to Utah in order to elevate awareness of quality assurance 
among Envirocare workers, and there were no additional incidents over the past month. 
Dave reported that Union Pacific had shared information with the citizen who complained 
about the open lid in May. 

Silos Project Update 
Dennis stated that Fluor Fernald is still working with a Congressional staffer to add 
language to the Water and Energy Appropriations bill, which would designate the silos 
materials as 11 e.(2) waste. This designation would allow the site to dispose of silos 
waste at Envirocare, rather than the Nevada Test Site. NRC and DOE have reviewed 
the draft language and indicated their support. The Congressional authorizing 
committee, which would need to approve the language, has also indicated that it 
supports this approach. The Army Corps of Engineers, however, has not yet provided 
feedback. Dennis expects the language to be approved by the end of June. He also 
noted that he, Terry Hagen, and possibly Gene Jablonowski plan to meet about this 
issue with the State of Utah on July 1, 2003. The designation of the waste would not be 
official until the FY2004 federal budget is approved. 

Ray Corradi provided the Board with an update on recent progress at the Silos projects. 
He stressed that the project is moving forward, under the assumption that the Nevada 
Test Site could be the only disposal option for silos materials. This means the materials 
would have to be transported by truck. All facilities are being constructed to allow the 
use of trucks and railcars. 

The Radon Control System for Silos 1 and 2 began continuous operation in May. This 
second “hot test” has demonstrated better performance than expected, so the project 
team does not anticipate a need for additional carbon beds. Ray noted that the bridge 
that will be placed over Silo 1 has been constructed on the ground and will be lifted into 
place by a crane in July. In anticipation of this construction, the “beanies” were removed 
from the domes of Silos 1 and 2. The beanies were cut into pieces at the waste pits and 
shipped off site for disposal. Silo 4 will be used to mockup the openings that will be 
used to remove waste from Silos 1 and 2. The sluicing operation should begin in the 
Winter or Spring of 2004. Ray stated that approximately a dozen shipping containers 
have been built and are currently undergoing DOT testing. Components of the 
machinery that will be used to move, f i l l ,  and cap these containers are being tested and 
constructed by venders. A mockup of the full system will be tested in Oak Ridge in 
August of 2003. Ray also noted that DOE is reviewing the ESD for Silos 1 and 2. 

Ray reported that the design is complete for the waste conditioning system for Silo 3. 
He also explained that DOT is testing the bags that will be used to transport this waste. 
The project team is preparing a response to the three comments received on the 
proposed Silo 3 ROD Amendment. 

Gene Willeke asked whether the excavator, used to open a hole in the site of Silo 3, 
could also be used to break apart any compacted materials at the bottom of the silo. 
Gene stated that this would allow as much waste as possible to be removed using the 
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4 pneumatic wand. Ray stated that the pneumatic wand could possibly be attached to the - 

end of the excavator to facilitate this. 

CAT Report 
Gail Bingham and Todd Martin of the Critical Analysis Team (CAT) attended the meeting 
and provided a briefing to the FCAB. Todd reported that bi-weekly conference calls 
have improved communications with the Silos Project Team. He noted that a one-month 
delay in the scheduled test of the full Silos 1 and 2 packaging system had allowed 
individual components to be tested and improved by the vendors. Todd reported that 
the CAT believes the Silos 1 and 2 treatment facility can and will work, although the CAT 
will continue to review some airflow issues. He also explained that the CAT believes 
that cost-of-schedule reporting could be used more effectively as a management tool for 
the project. 

NRD Roundtable Follow-Up 
Doug reviewed the Natural Resources Trustees joint status report, which must be 
submitted quarterly to the judge overseeing the Natural Resource Damages (NRD) 
claim. The report was very perfunctory and stated that settlement is expected “soon.” 
Doug stated that this was not the impression given at the May 8, 2003 roundtable 
discussion. Johnny Rqising stated that settlement language was drafted in the past, but 
negotiations are at a standstill until DOE Headquarters provides some guidance on the 
issue. FCAB members asked if that draft settlement is available for public review. 
Graham Mitchell stated that it is unlikely that the Trustees’ lawyers would release any 
draft settlement language. He added that the FCAB should tell the Trustees what it 
wants to see included in a settlement. 

Doug reported that the Stewardship Committee agreed at its last meeting that the FCAB 
should draft a letter to the Trustees that outlines the three major unresolved issues 
identified at the roundtable. The letter would not make specific recommendations for 
what should be included in the settlement, but would outline principles that must be 
addressed in a settlement. The Stewardship Committee also recommended that the 
letter be copied to the judge for the NRD claim. The Board agreed that a letter should 
be drafted, for discussion and approval at its next meeting. 

The Board briefly discussed the need for a long-term steward for natural resources at 
the site. Graham stated that any potential steward would want to know that funding is in 
place to support ongoing stewardship activities. He also stated that relationships with 
potential stewards must be developed over the next few years, so they can see 
progress in the restoration of the site. The Board members discussed the pros and cons 
of the state, Hamilton County, a university, or a nonprofit organization acting as a 
steward. They also discussed the possibility of a new organization being founded to 
play the role of natural resource steward at Fernald. The Board agreed that several 
potential stewards should be pursued simultaneously. Doug suggested that a future 
Board meeting could be devoted to this topic. 

FCAB Anniversary Celebration 
Doug announced that a celebration of the FCAB’s 1 Oth anniversary would be held on the 
evening of Friday, September 12. The event will be held at the Fitton Center in 
downtown Hamilton. Fluor has offered to host the party, assisted by The Perspectives 
Group. Doug distributed a preliminary list of invitees and asked the FCAB members to 
suggest any other individuals that were integral to the work of the FCAB. 
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-. ‘I. Public Comment 4 9 5 4  
1 The meeting was opened to public comment, but no comments were given. 

The meeting adjourned at 9:00 p.m. 

Next Meeting 
There will be no FCAB meetings in July. The next full Board meeting will be held on 
Thursday, August 14. The Stewardship Committee will meet on Wednesday, August 13, 
2003 at 6:30 in T-214. 

I certify that these minutes are an accurate account of the June 12, 2003 meeting of the 
Fernald Citizens Advisory Board. 

James Bierer Date 
Fernald Citizens Advisory Board Chairman 

Gary Stegner Date 
Deputy Designated Federal Official 
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June 11,2003 

Rock Flats Cold War Museum 
Status of Records Management 
Follow-Up to NRD Roundtable 

Fernald Citizens Advisory Board 
Sandy Butterfield 
Marvin Clawson 
Lisa Crawford 
Pam Dunn 
Bob Tabor 

FRESH 
Edwa Yocum 

The Perspectives Group 
Doug Sarno 
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U.S. Department of Energy 
Ed Skintik 
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Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
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Luther Brown 
Joe Shomaker 
Ric Strobl 
Sue Walpole 
Eric Woods 
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Jason Krupar 
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Stewardship Committee Meeting Summary 49 ‘June 11,2003 

General Updates 
Doug Sarno called the meeting to order and reviewed the agenda. Joe Shomaker announced that two 
groups have expressed an interest in repatriating the Seneca and Shawnee remains at the site. He 
also stated that Barbara Krandall has asked that the current Native American burial site at Fernald be 
marked with a boulder. Joe stated that although there are boulders at the site that would be 
appropriate, a megns to move them has not been identified. Joe also showed the committee 
members a booklet on the area’s Native American history, which will be mailed to key stakeholders 
and employees. 

Eric Woods stated that work has begun on an institutional controls plan for Fernald. He anticipated 
that a first draft would be submitted to U.S. EPA in the Autumn of 2003. Committee members asked 
that the community have an opportunity to review and comment on preliminary drafts. 

Rocky Flats Cold War Museum 
Jason Krupar spoke to the group regarding efforts to develop a Cold War Museum at the Rocky Flats 
site in Colorado. Jason recently joined the faculty at the University of Cincinnati, but was a founding 
member of the Rocky Flats Cold War History Museum. Jason explained that in 1998 a variety of 
stakeholders, including retired employees, site personnel, activists, and local governments, formed an 
informal group focused on the site’s history. In 2001, the primary contractor for the cleanup of the 
Rock Flats site, Kaiser Hill, offered the group $1 50,000 over two-years to lay groundwork for a 
museum. The group incorporated as a nonprofit organization, hired a part-time director, and 
contracted with a Washington, DC firm to study the feasibility of a museum. Jason also noted that the 
2002 authorization bill for the Rocky Flats National Wildlife Refuge included a provision that a 
museum could be established at the site. Before Jason left Colorado, there were indications that the 
existing visitor’s center for the site and its contents might eventually be turned over to the museum 
organization. Jason’s advice to the Fernald community was to get Congressional representatives 
involved early in its effort to develop a multi-use education facility. He also stressed the importance 
of obtaining and properly preserving artifacts and photographs from the site. Jason stated that he 
would provide the Stewardship Committee with contact information for the director of the Rocky Flats 
Cold War Museum. 

Status of Records Management 
Luther Brown spoke to the committee regarding the status of records management at Fernald and 
within DOE. Luther stated that the recently renegotiated closure contract removed Fluor Fernald’s 
responsibilities to disposition pre-I 992 site contractor records. These records, produced by National 
Lead and Westinghouse, total around 25,000 boxes. He stated that Fluor has worked well with DOE- 
Fernald on records management issues in the past, but that details have not yet been worked out as 
to how this separation of responsibilities will be handled. He noted that disposition of records is not 
included in the FY04 baseline, but something must be done soon to reduce the volume of records or 
the records storage facility will run out of space. Luther noted that many records are still active and in 
the field, and that the total number of records expected to be produced by the end of 2006 is close to 
50,000 boxes. Gary Stegner stated that there are approximately 2,000 boxes of DOE records at the 
site, and that those records have also been organized well. 

Luther explained that once work is completed at the site, the Office of Legacy Management would be 
responsible for the management of site records. However, DOE is currently debating how records 
will be prepared before they are transferred from Environmental Management to Legacy 
Management. Until DOE Headquarters determines who will pay for preparing closure site records for 
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this transfer and who will manage the work, progress in preparing the records at Fernald is likely to be 
slow. 

Luther noted that DOE Headquarters did conduct a meeting focused on records management in April 
of 2003, which was attended by approximately 50 people. Representatives from all of the DOE 
closure sites stressed the need for clear guidance and additional resources directed towards record 
management. Otherwise, Luther reported, Legacy Management will inherit a significant problem in 
2006. One possible solution discussed at this meeting was the use of an interim storage facility for 
closure site records, because transaction fees are charged by Federal Records Centers each time 
information is accessed. Luther stated that this meeting also provided another opportunity to build a 
positive relationship with the Grand Junction Office, which has been named as the long-term steward 
for Fernald. Five teams were established to address records management issues. Luther stated that 
a conference call was planned for June 13 in order to continue discussion of these issues. 

Doug stressed that the Stewardship Committee should stay up-to-date on these issues, but reminded 
the group that records management is only part of ensuring that information is available to the public 
after closure. Luther reiterated his commitment to work with the community before any records are 
destroyed. The group briefly discussed issues related to organizing and cataloguing photographs 
and videos, which has been a major concern of the Fernald community. Luther stated that 
photographic records are managed by Fluor’s public affairs staff, but the numbers of this staff have 
been reduced significantly. Doug stated that records management would likely be a significant focus 
of the FCAB’s annual retreat in September of 2003. 

Eric Woods presented the committee with a draft long-term stewardship records matrix, produced at 
the site using the template developed by the Grand Junction Office. He stated that the site needs to 
know, specifically, what information the community wants to be retained. 

The committee also discussed the DOE Headquarters response to the recommendations in the FCAB 
report, Telling the Story of Fernald. The committee members agreed that a letter should be drafted 
that would thank DOE for its response but reiterate the community’s concerns at a general level. This 
letter should make it clear that the FCAB will continue to provide input on these issues. 

Follow-Up to NRD Roundtable 
The committee discussed what action should be taken by the FCAB as follow-up to the May 8, 2003, 
Natural Resource Damages roundtable discussion. Committee members expressed their 
disappointment that so many questions were left unanswered at the roundtable. They also noted that 
the proposed $5 million damages payment likely would not be adequate to fund all the activities that 
were being lumped into a potential settlement. Doug suggested that the Board weigh in on what 
principles should guide settlement of the NRD claim. The Stewardship Committee agreed to 
recommend that the FCAB send such a letter to the NRD Trustees and the judge overseeing the 
lawsuit. 

The committee concluded the meeting with a brief discussion of agencies and organizations that 
could serve as the steward of natural resources at the site. 

Next Meeting 
The next Stewardship Committee meeting will be held on Wednesday, August 13, 2003, at 6:30 p.m. 
in T-214. 

I 
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Crosby Township Senior Center, 8910 Willey Road 

Thursday, August 14,2003 

DRAFT AGENDA 

6:30 p.m. Call to Order 

6:30 - 7:OO p.m. Chair’s Remarks, Ex Officio Announcements and 
Updates 

7:OO - 7:30 p.m. Review and Approve Response to Natural 
Resource Damages Recommendations 

7:30 - 8:OO p.m. Review and Approve Response to Records Letter 
from Jessie Roberson 

8:OO - 8:45 p.m. Results of MUEF Strategic Planning 

8:45 - 9:00 p.m. Public Comment 

9:00 p.m. Adjourn 
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STEWARDSHIP COMMITTEE MEETING 
T-214 

Wednesday, August 13,2003 

DRAFT AGENDA 

6:30 p.m. Opening Remarks and Updates 

6:40 p.m. Strategic Planning for Implementation of the MUEF 
Recent Activities 
Who Needs to be Involved? 
Timeline for Planning 
Role of the FCAB 

8:OO p.m. Adjourn 
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Jessie Roberson 
Office of Environmental Management 
U.S. Department of Energy 
[Need real address] 

Ms. Roberson: 

Thank you for your April 21,2003, response to the recommendations presented in our 
report, Telling the Story of Fernald: Community-Based Stewardship and Public Access to 
Information. We appreciate the feedback regarding the management of federal records 
and the information on current efforts at DOE Headquarters to address the records 
management needs of closure sites. The Fernald Citizens Advisory Board (FCAB) will 
continue to work closely with Fernald site personnel on records management issues as the 
site prepares for its transition to long-term stewardship. 

Records management issues recently became more complicated at Fernald, when the 
management of pre- 1992 contractor records was removed from the renegotiated Fluor 
Fernald closure contract. At this time, it has not been clearly communicated to the public 
how and when DOE intends to tackle this work. We believe careful coordination 
between all levels of DOE management and Fluor Fernald will be critical to the 
successful, careful disposition of all records at Fernald. The FCAB will continue to 
monitor this situation closely during FY2004. 

We recently learned that DOE held a meeting this past April to discuss records 
management issues at closure sites. A significant focus of that meeting was the transition 
of records management responsibilities from the Office of Environmental Management to 
the new Office of Legacy Management. We believe that due to the scope of this issue and 
its importance to sites facing closure in 2006, DOE must soon provide its sites with 
guidance on how this transition will occur and with the resources that are needed to 
successfully complete the work. We also hope that DOE will seek input from its SSABs 
and other community members regarding this issue, since it will have a profound impact 
on what information is available regarding these sites after remediation is completed. 

Technical records are important, but they alone will not meet the public information 
needs. Although federal records will continue to play an important role in long-term 
stewardship, we are less concerned with this aspect of the issue as federal regulations are 
well in place to direct DOE’S actions. However, the real message from our November, 
2002, Report, Telling the Story of Fernald is that the community desires access to a broad 
range of information, presented in user-friendly, graphics-rich formats. The protection of 
human health and the environment at these sites will require a high level of awareness in 
the community, which is only achievable through ongoing educational outreach. These 
needs are not being met by current DOE actions, and cannot wait until the end of 2006, 
when management of the site is transferred to Legacy Management, to be addressed. By 
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tiaipoint, it may be too late to preserve, describe, and catalogue some of the resources 
that &e most important to the community, such as photographs and historical artifacts. 

Through the end of this year and into FY2004, the FCAB will continue to work locally to 
identify important resources and provide input on the kinds of access that will be most 
beneficial. We will also continue to press for active and aggressive national leadership 
on this issue from the Office of Environmental Management. 

Sincerely: 

Jim Bierer 
Chair 

1 .  , I 
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NRD Trustee Organizations 
[Address] 

Dear XXX: 

On May 8, 2003, the Fernald Citizens Advisory Board hosted a roundtable discussion of 
the State of Ohio’s Natural Resource Damages claim at Fernald and its potential 
settlement. We appreciate the participation of each of the Natural Resource Trustees in 
this event and their willingness to discuss the issues with us. We gained a much greater 
insight into both the process and the status and have identified the major questions that 
must be resolved before settlement is possible. While we expected to identify such 
issues, we were quite surprised at the lack of a clear process or timeline for resolving 
these issues and reaching a settlement of the claim. 

As a result of the workshop, the FCAB identified three major unresolved issues which 
present the greatest obstacles to reaching settlement. First, there is disagreement 
regarding the amount of time required to ensure that ecological restoration projects are 
established and how long DOE will be responsible for maintaining ecological conditions 
at the site. Second, it is unclear what is appropriate for DOE to pay as compensation for 
groundwater damages or how those dollars should be spent. Third, the Trustees have not 
determined the degree to which the construction or maintenance of educational and other 
public facilities (such as an education center, trails, or parking areas) could be supported 
by the settlement. 

Each of these issues would have a profound impact on the Fernald community, because 
resolution of these issues will partly determine conditions of the site after remediation is 
completed. The Fernald community has repeatedly communicated its desire that the 
remediated site continue serve as an integrated community resource and asset. This is an 
essential component of creating a legacy of community-based stewardship necessary for 
the long-term understanding and acceptance of the vast quantities of hazardous materials 
that the Department of Energy is leaving behind in our community. Therefore, the FCAB 
advocates that the following principles be used to guide the resolution of these issues: 

Public education remains the primary focus of the future of the Fernald site. 

Because cleanup levels at Fernald will require perpetual stewardship and federal 
ownership, any settlement of the Natural Resource Damages claim should ensure 
that resources are set aside to provide for the perpetual care for natural features of 
the site and any attendant public facilities to be constructed. 
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The FCAB fully supports the placement of any monetary payments into an 
interest-bearing trust, which can be used to maintain ecological restoration 
projects and public facilities over the long term. 

Although DOE bears the ultimate responsibility for ongoing stewardship of 
natural resources at the site, the FCAB supports the development of partnerships 
with nonprofit organizations, academic institutions, and local governments in 
order to conduct necessary maintenance and other beneficial activities. 

The amount of any monetary compensation for damages to groundwater should 
be based on reasonable cost estimates for long-term support of the programs or 
activities, including long-term maintenance, that those dollars will be expected to 
support. 

The Fernald Citizens Advisory Board has a long history of constructive input to the 
Fernald site remediation. Our recommendations on cleanup levels and accelerated 
cleanup resulted in over $2 billion of savings by DOE’S own estimates. Not having to 
backfill excavated areas or bring in expensive topsoil is saving tens of thousands more. 
We are concerned by current attempts to leave the community with a site that serves no 
useful purpose. We believe such an approach will quickly lead to community backlash 
against the wastes that have been left behind, which is certainly not in anyone’s best 
interests. 

The Fernald Citizens Advisory Board looks forward to a continued relationship with the 
Natural Resource Trustees and to providing input on any potential settlement of the 
Natural Resource Damages claim. If you have any questions regarding the issues 
discussed in this letter or there is any way that the FCAB can be of assistance to you or 
your organization, please don’t hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely: 

Jim Bierer 
Chair 

Cc: Judge Spiegel 
Jessie Roberson 
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Critical Analysis Team Report #36 

24 June 2003 

This report documents The Critical Analysis Team (CAT) findings and recommendations 
resulting from a general Silos Project update and review at Fernald in June 2003. In 
addition to reviews, the CAT attended the Fernald Citizens Advisory Board meeting. 

General Comments 

Construction of the silos project facilities appears to be proceeding quite well. 
The construction site is clean, organized and appears productive. There 
appears to be ample access and lay-down areas. Fluor Fernald (FF) deserves 
credit for coordinating and managing the construction site (particularly given 
the presence of 8 subcontractors). 

The silos project should take measures to ensure that, when multiple 
individual project changes are made (e.g. many DCN’s; incorporation of 
multiple changes from testing activities), the systems are reassessed to assure 
original design criteria are still being met. 

The CAT is encouraged by FF’s acknowledgement and initial preparation for 
AWR, Silo 3 and Silos 1 and 2 turnover and startup activities. However, with 
the accelerated schedule, the CAT remains concerned with FF’s ability to 
simultaneously turnover, startup and operate three facilities. 

To be successful, FF will need to obtain sufficient personnel resources as well 
as apply lessons learned from the RCS startup. Of critical importance will be 
preparation of thorough punch lists and completion of corrective actions prior 
to turnover. The CAT is supportive of FF’s recent hiring of several seasoned 
start-up personnel. 

In the past, the CAT has commented on the lack of adequate operations and 
maintenance involvement in the design review process. This lack of 
involvement will likely lead to an increase in facility problems that must be 
remedied during turnover and startup. 

Silo 3 

The excavator demonstration at Silo 4 was important in demonstrating the 
excavator’s ability to cut a hole in the silo. However, the test was not fully 
demonstrative of the conditions that will exist during the Silo 3 cut. For 
example, the operator had complete access (seeing, hearing) to the excavator 
and the silo-he was not cutting the hole remotely. Also, it was not clear 
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whether the excavator operated within a boundary representative of the actual 
excavator room. While noting it here, the CAT does not judge the lack of a 
fully representative test to be a large programmatic risk. 

The Silo 3 project should ensure it has thoroughly considered the number of 
wands that could operate simultaneously and ensure that the facility's other 
systems are capable of supporting such operations. In addition, the 
administrative controls identified to control wand use and operation need to be 
documented in operating procedures. 

The CAT viewed the video tape of the vacuum wand demonstration. This 
demonstration, while useful, was not representative of actual operating 
conditions. For example, the operator was not in PPE or a fresh air mask, was 
able to see into the retrieval vessel, was operating with a short wand, was not 
on a representative work platform, and was not using a representative 
surrogate. 

Waiting until Systems Operability Testing before this system undergoes 
additional truly representative testing raises the programmatic risk Silo 3 
faces. The CAT recommends that additional testing, more representative of 
the actual project conditions, be undertaken to ensure this important system is 
robust. The Silos 1 and 2 project has identified, and corrected, multiple 
potential, unforeseen problems through mock-up testing. Given this 
experience, the need for representative testing for Silo 3 is even more urgent. 

The CAT reviewed the HVAC drawings for Silo 3 and offers the following comments: 

The CAT is concerned with the HVAC air flow cascade design for the Silo 3 
facility. It appears that the flows do not clearly follow the philosophy of air 
flowing from clean areas to potentially contaminated areas. Examples include 
flow from the packaging room into a doffing area, and from the packaging 
room into the excavator service room. The CAT recognizes Silo 3's intent to 
avoid contamination in the packaging area. However, such contamination is 
likely. The CAT recommends Silo 3 reanalyze its flow directions. Ideally, 
ventilation air would always flow from clean areas to potentially contaminated 
areas. 

The CAT is concerned that the current design does not include back-up power 
for the HVAC exhaust fans. Generally, radiological facilities are designed to 
maintain negative pressure. In this case, the stack will provide minimal 
negative gradient, but will probably not be sufficient to maintain a negative 
pressure in the facility. In addition, the Silo 3 approach is contrary to the other 
silos projects. The CAT recommends the Silo 3 project consider adding back- 
up power to its HVAC exhaust fans. 

080019 
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The pneumatic HEPA filter is upstream of parallel pneumatic discharge 
blowers. Due to the high potential for frequent filter maintenance and change- 
out activities, the Silo 3 project should consider adding a second, parallel 
HEPA filter on the exit air stream. This will prevent having to cease 
pneumatic operation during filter maintenance and testing. 

In addition, if the pneumatic system is shutdown with the HVAC system 
remaining operational, the possibility exists that the facility will by more 
negative than the pneumatic system. This could result in air flowing from the 
pneumatic system into the facility, thus violating a basic ALARA principle. 

Silo 1 and 2 

The Silos 1 and 2 project has identified and corrected several problems as a 
result of its preliminary testing at vendor facilities. Problems with the gantry 
manipulator signal cabling, the container car clutch, the lid end effector, the 
vision system, and the fill head boot have all been identified and corrected 
through testing, redesign and subsequent testing. 

The Silos 1 and 2 project deserves credit for these successes, as well as a 
“teaming” procurement approach that has assisted in ensuring vendors provide 
quality equipment, as well as ingenuity and creativity in technical support to 
assist FF in procuring functioning equipment. 

The cold loop tests also seem to be yielding useful results. The tests have 
impacted Silos 1 and 2 project decisions on valve size, valve type, pump type 
and meter types. Also a positive, the test loop has been operated at solids 
contents sufficient to plug piping - thereby providing bounding conditions for 
the project. 

The equipment and instrumentation the project ultimately selects should be 
installed in the cold loop and then operated as a system to ensure all of the 
equipment and instrumentation is compatible. 

The CAT has commented in the past on the potential for plugging the clarifier 
discharge line. The CAT is pleased that the Silos 1 and 2 project is 
reconsidering the pipe size and pump type for the clarifier underflow to 
remedy this potential problem. 

The Silos 1 and 2 Time and Motion study is improved over the previous 
version the CAT reviewed (during preliminary design). In general, the activity 
durations seem reasonable. However, some may be optimistic given the time 
required for human-factors type activities (e.g., climbing on and off trucks, 
breaks, etc.). 

. . ‘  
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The CAT recommends Silos 1 and 2 re-analyze the potential for continuous 
(three lines, 24 hours per day) container filling operation. Batch stabilization 
operations such as this are generally most efficient when run continuously, 
and only shutdown when maintenance needs arise, rather than in anticipation 
of maintenance. Continuous operation will also assure a 30-container per day 
throughput. 

The CAT recommends Silos 1 and 2 assess the practicality of the 
normalhypass HVAC modes that are planned when the railcar loading room 
doors are opened. The CAT is concerned that reversing the flow from normal 
to bypass will be difficult. Further, when combined with nearly one dozen 
other doors in the facility that may impact air flow, the HVAC system may be 
in a perpetually upset condition. In its assessment, the Silos 1 and 2 project 
should consider simple solutions (e.g., vertical plastic strip walls to baffle roll- 
up door openings). 

Accelerated Waste Retrieval (AWR) 

The AWR project should be commended on the removal of the silo caps and 
expeditiously dealing with the unexpected water found under the caps. 

As the CAT has noted, to be successful on an accelerated schedule, turnover 
activities will need to be well planned and executed. The AWR project has made 
positive strides toward this goal by organizing turnover by systems, as opposed to 
rooms or areas. 

The CAT will review the new silo penetration and riser installation plan when it is 
released (scheduled for June 20th). In discussions with the AWR project, it 
appears that most of the changes to the document will enhance the effort to install 
risers in the silos (e.g. elimination of the plastic cover on the newly cut riser hole). 

The continuous operation of the RCS is a success. With the capacity of the two 
carbon beds exceeding expectations, the project may consider not installing the 
two additional carbon beds. Prior to making this decision, however, an 
engineering evaluation should be conducted to ensure the RCS has sufficient 
surge capacity to accommodate potential upset conditions during penetrating the 
silo domes and wall, and the simultaneous operation of AWR and Silos 1 and 2. 

Title III 

The CAT is pleased that the silos project has co-located Jacobs Title 111 and 
engineering support personnel at Fernald. As these efforts progress, the CAT will 
be conducting reviews to evaluate .the effectiveness of these activities (e.g. roles 
and responsibilities, decision-making processes, communication between the field 
and engineering). 
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Upcoming Document And reviews 

Revision of Engineering Execution Plan (End of June, beginning of July). 
Revision of silo penetration and riser installation (June 20). 
Review Silo 3 test plan for packaginghandlingkonditioning system and observe 
Silo 3 packaging station demonstration. (plan was scheduled for June onsite 
review; the demonstration is now scheduled for September). 
Observe Silos 1 and 2 integrate fill room test (August). 
CAT observation of Silos 1 and 2 cold test loop (August). 

Recommendations 

Recommendation 36-1: The Silo 3 project should undertake vacuum wand testing 
representative of the actual project conditions to ensure the wand system is sufficiently 
robust and performs as expected. 

Recommendation 36-2: The Silo 3 project should reanalyze its HVAC flow directions to 
assure ventilation air is always flowing from clean areas to potentially contaminated 
areas. 

Recommendation 36-3: The Silo 3 project should consider adding back-up power to its 
HVAC exhaust fans. 

Recommendation 36-4: The Silo 3 project should consider adding a second, parallel 
HEPA filter on the pneumatic system air. 

Recommendation 36-5: The Silos 1 and 2 project should re-analyze the potential for 
continuous (three lines, 24 hours per day) container filling operation. 

Recommendation 36-6: The Silos 1 and 2 project should assess the.practicality of the 
normalhypass HVAC modes that are planned when the railcar loading room doors are 
opened. 
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Appendix 1, CAT Report #36: Baseline Assumptions 

The CAT has identified the following assumptions that may be contrary to DOE’S best 
interests. DOE should consider risks these assumptions might pose and, if appropriate, 
take exception to specific assumptions. All page numbers are from the Silos replan 
baseline. 

The replan basline assumes: 

0 

Only SSR’s will be required for project startup (page 12 of 97). The validity of 
this assumption, in particular, should be resolved by DOE as soon as possible. 
No more than two assessments will be conducted per year by external 
organizations (page 2 of 97) . 
EPA will review DCN’s within one working day (page 5 of 97). 
DOE will complete the N-HASP review within 25 days (page 6 of 97). 
Silos retrieval equipment, filters, PPE will be disposed of in the OSDF (page 16 

Disposal at NTS is a DOE cost (page 16 of 97). 
DOE will meet all designated review/comment and document approval times 
(page 12 of 97). 
No DOE Headquarters approvals required for Silo 3 (page 16 of 97). 
For revised documents, only changed pages will be submitted (page 17 of 97). 
Fluor will allow EPA 30 calendar days to review and approve a revised document 
or provide additional comments (page 18 of 97). 
The CAT will provide the independent reviews required by DOE 413.3-1 (page 
19 of 97). 
Some heel removal equipment is procured with EM-50 funds (page 3 of 47). 
Readiness assessments will not be impacted by external reviews (page 5 of 47). 
A layout of AWR funds flow by FY does not present a realistic manloading 
scenario. Personnel cannot be hired, fired transferred in the quantities and within 
the times shown (page 16 of 47 through 47 of 47). 
Review comments that are deemed ‘preference or excessive’ will not be 
implemented without direction from the DOE CO (page 3 of 24). 
NTS disposal cost for Silos 1 and 2 is $10/cubic foot, whereas NTS disposal cost 
for Silo 3 is $6.50. Why is there a difference? (page 7 of 24) 
Significant amount of GFE to be provided the silos projects (e.g. eight fork trucks, 
two vans, three yard trucks, 1 truck scale, etc.) (page 9 of 24). 
The new schedule assumes an unrealistic amount of overtime, particularly for 
construction, contract management, turnover/startup and operation (1 9 of 36 
through 25 of 36). 
The baseline assumptions include providing both AWR and Silos 1 and 2 with 
2,000 cfm RCS capacity to support full-scale operation (page 5 of 47). 
Sufficient quantities exist of the worker classification effort onsite (page 6 of 24). 
Fluor claims will be settled within current limitations of liability (page 5 of 47). 

of 97). 
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Nuke waste shipping remains a concern 
B V S C O T  BAUER / The Associated Press 

The safe shipment of nuclear waste materials was discussed at a meeting 
Wednesday of officials from seven Midwestern states. 

"We want to make sure when shipments occur, they do so without event," Gov. 
Mike Johanns told the Council of State Governments committee on radioactive 
materials transportation. 
The group meets twice a year and includes law enforcement personnel, 
lawmakers, health officials and others who might deal with waste shipments. 
States represented a t  Wednesday's meeting were Nebraska, Iowa, Illinois, 
Indiana, Minnesota, Wisconsin and Ohio. 
The key to such gatherings is to discuss issues with representatives from the 
federal Department of Energy, said Tim Runyon with the Illinois Department of 
Nuclear Safety and chairman of the committee. 
"The states are progressing toward improving communication with DOE 
regarding what types of material are on the road a t  any given time," he said. 
Johanns said communication has improved since 1996, when a semi-tractor 
trailer carrying two nuclear warheads slid off an icy road about 40 miles south of 
Valentine. 
The truck was coming from Ellsworth Air Force Base near Rapid City, S.D., and 
was headed to Texas. 
No radioactive material leaked, and no one was injured. 
Since the terrorist attacks of Sept. 11, the safe shipment of nuclear material 
across the country has taken on added significance, Runyon said. 
The Department of Energy has been working with the new Department of 
Homeland Security on waste transportation issues, said Patrice Bubar, an official 
representing the DOE at the meeting. 
One issue to which the department is paying particular attention is the 
establishment of fees by states on the shipment of waste across their borders, 
she said. 
The Nebraska Legislature this spring passed a bill, which will take effect in 
September, that sets a $2,000 fee per cask of radioactive waste that comes 
through the state. 
Similar fees are in place in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa and Minnesota. 
Bubar said one unintended consequence of the fees was that waste will be 
shipped a different route to avoid paying them. 
About 30 people attended the meeting, which began Tuesday and concludes 
today. The subcommittee on waste shipment concerns has been meeting since 
1989. 

Copyright 0 2003, Lincoln Journal Star. All rights reserved. 
This content may not be archived or used for commercial purposes without written 
permission from the Lincoln Journal Star. 
926 P Street Lincoln NE 68508 
402 475-4200 ??feed back@iournalstar.com 



May 30, 2003 
Associated Press Newswires 
"Union cleaning up former uranium plant  approves contract" 

CINCINNATI (AP) - Union workers completing a federally funded 
cleanup of radioactive waete at former uranium processing plant 
have approved a new contract that extends through the project's 
expected completion in 2006, officials Yaid Friday. 

Fluor Fernald, the government contractor hired by the U . S .  
Department of Energy co clean up the Fernald plant site, sa id  it 
expects to finish in 2006 if Congress keeps annual funding around 
the $324 million provided this year. 

The contract covering about 560 worker8 represented by the 
Fernald Atomic Trade8 and Labor Council provides pay increases of 
9 percent the firet year, 7 . 5  percent the second and 7 percent 
the third, company spokesman Jeff Wagner said. 

Officials said 9 5  percent of votes were in favor of the contract 
It i8 retroactive to March and will extend until Feb. 28, 2007, 
or closing of t h e  s i t e ,  whichever come8 first. 

The labor council is a coalition of unions that includes heavy 
equipment operatore, hazardous waste technicians, maintenance 
operatore, laborers and porters. 

The contract gives Fluor Fernald more flexibility in changing t h e  
assignments of workers to respond to the project's changing 
needs, Wagner said. 

A major remaining p r o j e c t  will require removal of powdered metal 
oxide waste and World War II-era radium sludge waste from three 
deteriorating concrete silos on the 1,050-acre site, 18 miles 
northwest of Cincinnati. The waste will be treated, put into 
containers and ehipped by truck or rail to an Energy Department 
disposal site in Nevada or the privately managed Envirocare 
disposal site in Utah, Wagner said. 

Ocher ongoing projects include demolition and removal of old 
buildings, removal o f  contaminated soil and cleanup of an aquifsr 
under the eite. 

The former Feed Materiala Production Center plant began operating 
in 1951 to process uranium for the government's production' 
eleewhere of nuclear weapons. Production was stopped in 1989 to 
focus on the cleanup. 
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June 2, 2003 
Weapons Complex Monitor 
,Page 6 
"NTS L LR W Disposal Volumes " 

W E :  25 Msy 03 N 0 3  TOTAL 

DOE APPROVED Disposal No of Volume Volumc No. of Volume Volumc 
GEN'ERATORS Lacnrion Ship (Cu. FI.) (Cu. M.) Ship. (Cu FI.) (Cu. M.) 

Area 3 0 0 0.00 0 0 0 00 

A m  3 0 0 0.00 0 0 0.00 

ALLED SIGNAL Area 5 0 0 0 00 0 0 0.00 

ABERDEEN 

495 

WMP TOTAL 

VOlWE Volwc 
(CII, F t . )  (Cu M.) 

120 3.40 

85,137 2,410.SI 

413 11.69 

k e a  3 

A r c s  5 

OENULAL ATOMIC 
DOE 

1 916 27.61 2 976 21.64 298,662 6,457.15 

0 0 0.00 450.304 12,751.1 7 0 0 0 00 

Ares 3 

A r O R  5 

O E N E W  ATOMIC 
coT(poL4n 

0 0 0.00 0 0 0.00 4 94 13.99 

0 0 0.00 5 3.408 96.50 33.591 951.19 
~~~ 

Area 3 0 

Arc0  5 0 
mEL 

0 0.00 1 162 4.59 732 20.73 

0 0.00 0 0 0.00 1,614 45.70 

I C  

$ 

Alee 3 

Area 5 

0 0 0.00 0 0 0.00 419 I 1.86 

0 0 0.00 0 0 0.00 0,392 237.63 

Mixed 

Ares 3 

Arne 5 

Area 3 

k e a  5 

Ares 3 

A m  5 

LLNL, CA 

LIW 

MOUND 

0 0 0.00 0 0 0.00 96 1 5 9  

0 0 0.00 37 14,319 405.15 267,099 7,563.39 

0 0 0.00 60,463 1,712.12 0 0 0.00 

0 0 0.00 0 0 0.00 3.732 105.68 

0 0 0.00 0 0 0.00 6,914 197.48 

239,814 7,337.10 

1 2.053 98.13 13 23.160 655 82 1,943,429 55.031.69 

0 0 0.00 44 11S,894 3,28 1.75 
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Engineering News-Record 
"Tbe Top 200 Environmental Firms" 

NO. 651 paa4a06 

Page 1 o f  3 4 9 5  4 

. .  

TQP 20 IN COHSTRUCTlON/RENIEDlATlON' 

TOP 50 E#VIRONMENTAL FIRM BY NEW COIITCPACTS? 
done is the starding rise in surety costs. 
Major c~ncractor~ haven't been corn- 
plaining too loudly yet, but subconnac- 
tors are starting IO feel the pinch. Still, 
'We haven't lost any subcontractors yet," 
says Mike Hughes, president of Bechtel 
Hanford. 'We have been working with 
some subs and wid1 DOE LO find ways to 
work around performance bonds." 

The agency is accelcrating deadlines 
across irs major installations, including 
Hanford Oak Ridge a n d  &e Idaho 
Narjoiial Engineerin and Environmen- 
tal Laboratory. "At I i aho, the old bxe- 
line plan had cleanu running chrough 
2070. Thc accelerate 8 p r o p i  has all of 
the Idaho cleanup being completed by 
2035,"says Sue Steiger, vlce president of 
Bechrcl's Idaho Completion Program. 

The acceleraiion strategy "a130 in- 
cludes more effcccive ways of getting 
work done," says Steiger. 'The c09t of 
cleanup is coming down. But here will 
be a measurable increase in funding 10 
support Lhc acceleration," she says, 

That means a lot ofwork over die next 
five to 10 years. It also h a  cleanup firm 
executives wondering how massive 
remediation conrracul will be replaced 

At both its Hsnford a n d  Fernald, 
Ohio, sites, Due renegotiated conrracu 
''with the common thernc of a 2006 clo- \ when they are gone. 

sure date,"says Ronald Oakley, president 
of the federal business arm of Fluor 
Corp. The wansition "shifted focus from 
cost to schedule, all under &e umbrella 
of safety and secuiIy." The agency is 6uc- 
cesd~lly crcaling "an undcrsrrmdlng 
these missions have to close," he 9W. 
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- :I &'ne 2, 2003 
Engineering News-Record 
''The Top 200 Environmental Firms" 

Page 2 of 3 

PRIVATE TOP 20 TOTAL REVENUE: s7.ei BILLION . 

1 U.6. Flltar Carp .  3,080.0 11 Polder Assoolates Gorp. 165.4 
2 UR8 Carp, 482.6 12 HWH 158.9 

1913.1 

.......................................................................................... 
5 Black & Vaetok 335.7 13 EHSA lnternatlonal 148.6 .......................................................................................... 
e Tetra Teoh Inc. 931.1 16 Ouratak Int. 143.8 .......................................................................................... 
7 hOht6l ,' 309.5 17 ARCADIS 142.7 .......................................................................................... 

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

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

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

.......................................................................................... .......................................................................................... 3 EARTH TECH 445.5 13 TRC 
4 CH2M Hlll Goa. Ltd. 3773 14 MACTECIno. 151.9 

8 Tho IRM Oroup 294.8 r e  Canascage-Aovsra & Assaca. . '  130.3 
271.0 l e  Alherlcl Corp, 130.1 B Parsaeo : ' 

123.0 

. .  

do The Shew droup ' , . . .  259.4 20 LVI Sirwlcsa Ino. 

d U.8, Flltar Corp. 2,362.0 11 Maloolm Plrnlo Inc. ' 171.6 

60&2 12 Tetra Tar4 lnc. 180.1 2 CHZM Hlll Cos. Ltd, 
3 MWH . .  ' . .fKI13.8 13 HDRIno, : 

407.5 14 Western Summit Canatruatara Ino. 142.5 4 COM 
5 EARTHTECH ' ' 399.0 15 Benhtal . .  128.9 

6 Peter Klowlt 8ons' ha.  320~8 16 Brni?leld dr aorrle 11C . ' . . ' 127.3 
' . .  7 Bleak & Veabh ; " 314.7' 17 Bsrnsy Holdlna Cb. . . .  1 ' ,  117.6 

, ' 115.5 

8TATVLOOAL TOP 2D TOTAL REVENUE: $7.08 BILLION 

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

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

.......................................................................................... 
,.._l._-.__l__-..---_--------..---...-.-------- 

.......................................................................................... 
------.-.--------.-----.--.---'--.---.--.~----- I.-----__-__---_-.--------------------------- 
_-____.___.._._.l___-----_--.-.---..-..-.---- __.-.--._____..---_.-----.------..----.------ 
.......................................................................................... 
.......................................................................................... 

182.9 

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

. . .  , 

283.7 18. Brown and C~ldwP11. " .. ' 
. .  

' B Paraone ' , . ' 

Q AECOMToohnoloe~Corp. . . .  228.5 le Angsla Iifrate Canitruolfon Go. 112.6 ' 
. .  10 una cor!. , .  . . .  ' . . ~ 2 5 . 0  20 Plnagalll Canrtruatlon Ca. . 1  11.9 

FEDERAL TOP 20 TOTAL REVENUE: $B.M BILLION 
. .  2,140,6 11 8olenaa Appllaatloni Int'l Corp ,  258.2 1 Eephtal . ' I ' . .  2 CHlM Hlll Con. L t d .  

! :-;.i 3 Wnihlngton (Lroup In j _--___-_..___*______--- 

I 2 -----.-_-_.---I 4. Fluor Corp, ___._ '. ' :_ 
.' 9 'Tha Shaw Qroup " . . .  ,938.4' . 16 AECDM kohnology Corp. " 102.8 

. ,  

. . .  

. ' ' 247.0 
_.I.__._-____--__-_____________I________----- -______.__---_----_-______I_____________.--.- 

8 _.____._--.-.______________.II_ 
i 
_.__._.___._-._-_-_---.--.-..--.-..--------.-. ------.---.------.------~-.-.---.---.----.-.- 
' .  8 URS Corp. . . .  ' . 652.6 16 U.8. Niter Corp. . .,. .' 166.0 

7 Tetra Tech Inc. ' .  ' . 690.8 17 EARTH TECH .: " '  , . . 148.5 

. .  . .  . .  ---.-..-----.-.-.---.--.--.--.--.-.----.------ -..___.__.._----_----.--..--------.---------- 
, .  e Paraons , . ' ' . 487.8 18 Durafek Int. 145.8 

. .  ' . l ld . l  

.......................................................................................... 
_._._.--_-__I.___.__.-.-----.------.--------- ______--_--1.-_____._--I--------.---.---.--..----.-.- 

.......................................................................................... .. .  "9 Banstla Memarlal IneUtute . . . .  .. 384.0 19 YACIEC Inn. . ' ' 

Up h a .  ; ':: , 327.6 20 COY , , ' . . . 88.6, 
. . . . .  ' 

I .  F W  I r I  h I dlM Ut0 v1 tWnd*d VD OF d a y  
, . .  
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June 3,  2003 
Engineering News-Record 
"The Top 200 Environmental Firms r' 

@08b ravonue choy reported In 3noZ lor nrovidlng 
anvlronmancal sarvlaar and produoU t o  d m a t i o  
and Intarnstlonal msrkats.lha propomlon of e 
firm'e press rnulronmnnral mrvloos ravonua to Its 
total aroao rwanrle la provldad eo s paroanlego. 
Rrvenue fleurnn WE In 8 milllono. Percemagae aro 
rounded up o r  down to gonarsta whole ncrmbara. 

Ffeureo IFnluds riwonuo irom all onvlronrnanl'al 
oubalulorlea unleso otlierwiss noted. EnteJory a f  
non4.b. roprraants rovomlc from anvlronmdntnl 
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June.9, 2003 
TIG Cincinnati Enquirer 
Front Page and A 6  
"Change now the word at Fernald" 

Change now the word at Fernald 

By Dan Klepal 
The Clncinnatl Enqulrer 
Thls isn't your DAD'S Fernald. The former uranium processing plant 18 miles north of Cincinnati supplied 
raw materials for the nation's nuclear weapons program from 1953 until 1989. It left in its wake a 40-year 
legacy of secrets, deceit and radloactlve conlaminatlon that long frustrated nelghbors. 

"It used to be the 'DAD' syndrome: they decide, they announce and they defend," said Lisa Crawford, 
president of the Fernald Residents for Environmental Safety and Health (FRESH), which has been 
battling with the government over the site for 19 years. 

Even the initial cleanup effort got off to a rocky start as managers tried to cut the public out of the 
declslon-making, mlsled people about the extent of the pollution and misspent millions in a scandal that 
threatened to cost construction giant Fluor Daniel its contract to clean up the Superfund site. 

Today, as the $4.4 billion project winds toward transformation into park and wetlands in 2006, Fluor 
remains on the job and some of Fernald's harshest crilics say there has been a sea change - in the 
contractor and the Department of Energy, which is overseeing the effort. 

Both are now commltted to involving the public in daclslons and are open about operatlons there. On 
Tuesday, the last of thousands of public tours wlll be gtven as Fernald cleanup moves into Its most 
intrlcate phases. 

"We went from it being a totally classlfied, secret place to being a totally open place,'' Crawford said. "It's 
like night and day." 

Long history 
The Fernald area of Crosby Township hes long been llnked to the nation's defense. 

In the late 1 7 0 0 ~ ~  land In the Fernald area was granted by the US. government to veterans of the 
Revolutionary War. Years later, Fernald Station - as the crossroads community was first called -was a 
blockhouse built as a refuge for settlers from Indian attack. 

Then, in 1951, the Atomic Energy Commission bought 1,200 acres near Ferneld for its Feed Materials 
Production Center - called that because Ils mission was to convert uranium ore into high-purity uranium, 
or feed material. for other nuclear plants that used it in reactors to make plutonium. 

The refinery dld not produce or handle explosive devices, nuclear weapons or highly radioactive 
materials. 

But the slte shed 10 pounds of metallic waste for every pound of high-quality uranium produced. It also 
was used to store an additional 9,700 tons of low-level radioactive waste - some wlth the conslslency of a 
mucky sludge, some more like powder - in three concrete silos on the western edge of the property. 

When the Department of Energy selected Fluor from a field of three companies for the massive cleanup 
in 1992. it marked t h e  first time the U.S. government hired anyone to clean up one of Its nuclear plants. 
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"There has been a change in our corporate culture since 1992, you bet," said Jamie Jameson, presidont 
of Fluor Fernald Inc., the subsidiary of Fluor Daniel established to handle the Fernald project. "We sit 
down with members of the publlc almost weekly. They tell us when we're not going down the rlght path, 
and that's healthy. 

"We try to lay it all out on the table because they have to understand what we're deallng with out here." 

That change was far from voluntary. 

A series of lawsuits and government Investigations - one of which was sparked by an Enquirer series - led 
to the conclusion that managers failed to notify workers of dangerous working conditions: were lax in 
safety standards and allowed radioactive dust to permeate many buildings; lied about the amount of 
radioactive discharoes into the air and water; and hid safely concerns from the public. 

In June 1986, the Sierra Club reported that radioactive pollution was leaching from waste pits into the 
Great Miaml Aquifer. Fernald officials denied the report. So, too, did the Ohio Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

Four days later, the OEPA confirmed the waste was escaping. 
About the same time, a Congresslonal Investigation uncovered documents showing Fernald officials knew 
in 1960 that waste pits were contaminating ground water. 

Fernald offlclnls also told the publlc that Paddy's Run creek was not polluted. It was. The government told 
nelghbors uranium dust was too heavy to float beyond plant boundaries. It did. 

A class-action lawsuit brought by former Fernald workers ended in 1994 with a $15 million settlement that 
brought stacks of long-secret documents to light. Those documents revealed, among other things, that 
Fernald managers were aware slnce the 1960s that workers were exposed to potenlially dangerous 
levels of radloactlve uranlum dust, along with other hazards, and took no adion. 

A success story 
Neighbors also won on their day in court. A class-action lawsuit, brought on behalf of FRESH but 
representlng 14,000 residents, ended with a $73 million settlement and lifetime medical monltorlng. 

Cincinnati attorney Stan Chesley handled both sults. 

"But for those lawsults, the truth would have never got out," Chesley said. "Up untll that tlme, if you even 
talked about the plant you were subject to prison or being called a communist." 

Although nearly 60 percent of the site has been cleaned - about 617 acres - some of the most difficult 
work still rernalns. All but 200 acres will be returned to the publlc as undeveloped park and wetlands. 

Bill Muno, director of the U.S. EPA's Superfund division for the Midwest, said the project has evolvsd into 
a success story. 

"It's a pretty large project that is both technically complicated and has a lot of regulatory complexities," 
Muno said. "That hes required a good working relationship between the agencles and a lot of public 
participation. 
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"I think it shows how publlc Involvement can drive a project." 

Crawford, of FRESH, agrees with that but says it took a long time to get those agencies to acknowledge 
the public's rlght to participate. 

She also says her family drank water from the aquifer for more than four years before the government 
admitted to polluting it. 

"I feel like I'm 100 some days, Instead of 46," Crawford sald. "We were young when it started. It's a good 
success story, but there's always that nagging worry In the back of my mind." 
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CLEANUP PROGRAM TO ASK CONGRESS 
TO ALLOW REPROGRAMMING OF FUNDS 
SIIes Recelve Final FY03 Allocetions 

The Dept. of  Energy's Office of Environmental Mansge- 
ment will submit a major reprogramming request to 
Congress this week (June 9)  in nn ancmpt to  minimize the 
impacts of spending cuts included i n  the FY 2003 Omni- 
bus Appropriations Act, DOE officials revealed last week. 
However, it iti unclear which sires will be affected or how 
much money is proposed to be shifted, a8 the Department 
declined to comment further. "A reprogramming request is 
being worked with rhc cognizant Congressional commjt- 
tees,"R seniorDOE officialtold WCMonilor.  "Atthistime 
we are not prepared t o  discuss the specific impacu to the 
si,tes. However, 1 can m u r e  you that every effort is being 
made to utilize prior-yew carryover balances to mitigate 
any impacts." 

The $45 million rescission and $118 million general 
reduction (VCMonitor ,  Vol. 14 No. 9) included in the Act: 
were largely unexpected, and headquarters has been 
seeking comment from site mnnagere on the impact 
proposed funding levels will have on cleanup schedules. 
The Department hog been trymg for the last four months to 
work out the details of distributing the spending cuts, and 
only recently informed cleanup sites of their final FY03 
allocation (see chart). The FY 2003 omnibus appropria- 
tions act includes $6.77 biILon for DOE dcfenec cleadup 
programs within EM, a dccrcagc of $127 million from the 
Administration's rcqueet. The overall EM appropria-' 
tion-including $2 13.3 million for non-defense environ- 
mental management-is $6.96 billion, $44 million shy of 
the Administration's request. 
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AT FERNALD . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . * . .  . . . a . FLUOR, UNION AGREE TO CONTRACT 

Aftcreight months ofnegotiations, members ofthe F m a l d  
Atomic Trades and Labor Council (FATgrLC) and Fluor 
Fernald have agreed on E new contract. More than 95 
percent of union members voted M3y 29 in favor of the classifications include Heavy Equipment Operator 
new contract that replaces the previous contract, which 
expired March 1. The new contrsct is retroactive to March 
2003 and will extend until Feb 28, 2007 or site closure, 
whichever comes first. FAT&LC represents the employees 

in the production, maintenance, and service job classifies- 
tions that were part of the Fernald production mission 
beginning in 195 1 and cleanup since the early 1990s. Job 

Hazardous Watite Technicians, Maintenance operators, 
Laborers and Porters. 

4 
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La& chance to tour 
Fernald plant 

Todayisthedeadlinetosignup 
for the last public tour of Fernald, 
the f o n e r  uranium processing 
plant in Crosby Township. 
The last public tour ie ’heo 

day, and more than 400 people 
have signed UP for the event, 
which featurea a free cookout 
Tours are fee and will 9eart at 
530 p.m. and 630 p.m. 

The $4.5 billion cleanup of Fer 
nald is heading toward a 2006 
completion. But t he  t om will 
end after next week becauae 
most of the structures within the 
1,000.acre site will be tom down 
after this yearmd R C C ~ M  roads 
will be destroyed 

To reserve a spot on the tour, 
call Jeannie Foster at 6#5883. 

- 

i 
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Fernald ties strong with former workers 
.. . ... , . ._ ..._..... _...._ _. _.. . ~ 

By Dan Klepal 
The Clnclnnatl Enquirer 
CROSEY TWP. - Jim Anness has seen the highs and lows of Fernald. 

A retired pipe fitter who toiled for 30 years at the former uranium processing plant and current Superfund 
cleanup project, Anness hammered asbestos off pipes while it fell around him like snow, and was once 
sent to cap a plpe atop a concrete sllo that contained radloacllve waste from the first nuclear weapons 
tests. 

All that work was done wlthout a resplrator. 

On Tuesday, as part of the last public tour of the facility, the 65-year-old Dover, Ind. resident saw the high 
point of Fernald: A $4.4 billion cleanup that is nearing it's 2006 completion date on time end on budget. 

It's a restoration that wlll eventually return more than 900 acres to nature in the form of undeveloped park 
and wetlands. 

"It was a hard way to make a Ilvlng, but It was the best money around." Anness said. "Driving around 
here, all the memories came back and it almost felt llke yesterday. I worked in every building, on every 
roof and in every hole on this site." 

Some of the people Anness worked with are dead; others still work at the plant. Anness is In good health, 
although he suddenly went blind In his left eye last year. He doesn't know why - radlatlon or r~rowing 
older. The one thing he's 6ure of is that he was exposed to a lot of radlatlon. 

Still, llke most of the 400 former omployees who look the tour,'Anness Is proud of what was accomplished 
here: More than 500 million pounds of hlgh grade uranium were manufactured at the foundry between 
1953 and 1089, providing the raw materials for the country's nuclear weapons program during the Cold 
War. 

"I was a part of history. and that's a good feeling," Anness sald. "I know one thing for certain: we made 
the  best uranium In the world." 

Homer Bruce feels h e  same way. He started at the plant before production did, in 1952. The 75-year-old 
Mount Healthy man started as a clerk in production and ended hls career In the public relations 
depadment. In between. he worked in personnel, where he interviewed and hlred hundreds of poople and 
met hls wlfe. His career at Fernald spanned 43 years. 

Many of the people Bruce interviewed for jobs were there Tuesday, giving hlm a hearty handshake or a 
slap on the back along with a sincere thank you. 

"Most of the people we hired in the early days were just home from the war, then protected the country 
again by working in a facility like this," he said. "The dedication of those people was just incredlble. 
Coming back, it's great to see those people I loved like brothers and sisters. 

"And 1'11 go away with 8 pretty good feeling. What they set out to do (clean the site), it looks llke they're 
well on the way." 
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Fernald looked more like a carnlval Tuesday than a Superfund slte. 

School buses drove people around the site. while workers arilled hotdogs and bratwurst with baked 
beans. Families - sometimes four generations worth - sat at picnic tables in front of the administration 
bulldlngs. 

Jamie Jameson, president of the company hired by the government to clean up the site, got into the act 
by serving hot dogs. 

“I‘ve been cooking ell afternoon,” he said. ‘We’ve got a good group of people here. You‘ve got to 
appreciate the people who did all the work.“ 
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The last tour 
John Long, left,'and his wife Carol Long, add their signatures Tuesday, June 10, lo a c6rnmemoratlve photo- 
graph of the Fernald slte. The couple joined area residents and-ebout 500 former employees for Ihe last pub- 
lic tour of the former uqnlum'processlng plant in Crosby Townshlp. Buses took lour participants throughout 
the slte to vlew cleanup progress. Former employees were amazed to see empty, desolate areas that once 
hold the buildings where they worked. Tourists saw silos containing low-level contaminated material in the 
process of being sealed. On the lowest portion of the Fernald slte, the surface oi the Greal Mlarni Aqulfer 
was visible where It pooled at ;he bottom Q! a pit. People wgre driven past larg8, innocent-lpokln$, grass cov- 
i red mounds that held contaminate6 material. A large portion of the -'site contglnq dpagfled, gr@fflti-cwprad 
bullding6,'waltlng to be torn down. Tour gul$es arrtazed the group when they said the cost of cleanup Is pro- 
jected to be $3.7 billion - the amounl of money It would take to cover the 1,050-acre site with $10 bills or the 
136-acre contaminated area with $100 bills. Staff (Emmlck)p hot0 
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Here is an update ol cleanup activi- 
ties at the former Pernald uranium pro- 
cessing facility. 

* 
Silos Project updrrle . 
Construction crew6 at the 

Accelereted Waste Rctritval (Am) 
Project are assembling the Silo 2 
bridge piers and complcte exction of 
the Transfer ,Tank Area Building. 
They'll a160 begin consmcuon on he 
concrete and steel for the AWR test 
stand. 

Workers at the Silos 1 and 2 Project 
will 8tm Phase I sreel erection for the 
tttaunent facility, iiistnll the piping and 
cable uay on the existing pipe rack and 
fmiah the warehouse building. At Silo 
3, workers will begin consuvction on 
the waste handling faciliry walls. 

For more information, 648-3076. 
Email: nina. akgunduz @ femald.gov. 

Update from Fernald 
shows cleanup progress 

Warre Managsmtn! h j s c t  updde 
The Waste Management (W) 

organization coptinucs packaging low- 
level waztc for tramfer to the waste 
pits and off-site shipment to the 
Nevada Test Sitc. The project met a 
major milestone on May 23, wirh the 
lest shipment of legacy waste. 
Employees will continue to push 
towards the final WM milestone by 
cleeriog All waste from the Plant 1 pad 
by June 3Q. 

For more information on the Waste 
Management Project, 648-31 10. 
Bmail: john.sartltr@fsrndd.gov. 

Sue Envitonmenlal Raporl avdb 
ab& 
The 2002 Site Eavironmsnral 

Rtport (SER) is nvnileblt at the 

Continued on Page 4A 

Fernald 
Continued from Pnge 3A 

Fernald * Public Environmental 
Information Center (PEIC) at  die 
Fernnld site, (5  I 3-648-505 I ). 

R y  [Ire .end d June rhe document 
will also be aveilnble at u*ww.fer- 
nald.gov. The annual report presents 
resulis from Feniolds enviionmentnl 
monitoring conducted during 2002, 
along wiih a summary ol' DOE3 
progress toward final remedialion of 
:he sire. 

For more infnlnurion, 643-31 66. 
imnil: kalhi.nickrl @fernnId.gov. 

PrrrraId t3liz#81e A d v i s o y  Aeard 

(FCA B) updde 
The FCAB Stewardship Comniittec 

met Wedncsby. June 1 1. The meeting 
included a discussion concerning 
records and long-rzrm swwirdship 
issues. 

A full FCAB Meeriiig took pIace 
Thursday, June 12, a t  the Crosby 
Township Coinniuniry Ceatur, 891 0 
Willey Rond. The meeting focused on 
the WISE pits snd silos projects, orhrr 
prqitct updotes. and FCAB member. 
ship. 

For inore information, f i ,$&JI53.~ 
6llrnll: ~ N y . E ~ U ~ l l C I . ~ l ' C . n l ~ l ~ ( . t s o I I .  
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The T Q ~  25 in Industrial Process 
5 M L  
623.7 1 J a m b  

3 fluorcop. 372.3 

RANk FIRM 
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3 Bwnrel , 216.0 
a UR8 180.0 
6 Foetor Whmslsr L1d. 171 .o 

7 Lockwood Qninr 164.9 
8 BEbKlnc. 198.8 
9 Akrr KVaemDr Inc. 120.0 

6 AMEC 166.0 

10 WaehlnOton Qmup Intmatlonal IPC 86.0 
11 Pareofls 67.8 
12 CWM HILL Cos. Lrd. 47.3 
13 CDI Enplneerlnp Qmup 38.3 
la Tetra Tech Inc. 36.0 
IS Kellop(l Bmwn B Root (KBR) 35.2 
-- 
16 PmCWn Fecllltien IPC. 34.0 
17 CUHUInc. 28.4 
18 TRC 28.2 
l e  888 Enplnsera & Constructors Ltd. 21.0 
a p 8 O E  I n c  23.0 
11 6amrBrown 20.4 

-- 
12 GMnPn Flrmlng 1a.i 
23 EarihTmoh 18.0 

28 FOWI 8 van ~ y k s  ana AeaacIetos Inc. 1 s.e 
24 Harrla Group Ino. 17.2 

*arm ON 1602 PLSICI REVWE P ~ P U  IPB~~B'IRUL PMCLSS AS nimrnm 
IN Epl'6 EU@W OF L h O l N G  CONlllrCTORK AN0 PtOIOfl FIRM& 

to look a t  projem t l inr  were delayed," nys Rob Smich, Lock 
wood Greene's group director for chemicals and plastics 
Demand for chcmical producn dropped nbour 10% after r h c  
2001 terror a~acl;s. Some product lines are recovering althougt 
not yec back to pre-9/11 days. Pent-up demand for produca 
keeps compsnjes opdmiscic. "We see a Lighr at  the end of t h e  
tunnel, but it won't be 8 sudden boom," Smith says. Lockwood 
Greene keeps busy wid1 service work, especially maintenance, 
And with small projects diar opdrnize planc performance. 

Food and beverage is another ropsy-rurvy EBrC sector. '%'s 
been a roller coaxer ride," says Burr Young, director of food 3nd 

beverage for LocLwood Greene. T h e  market I ~ R S  robust early 

- 4 9 5  4 
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in 3003 bur slowed durinp the Iraq war. 144th &e u a r  over, he 
expects to see new acdvjty in die second half of the year. 

Food and beverage markt  niches have unique uends. Gcn- 
etally, the hub of processed food dismbudon is moving west 
from Chicago and Indianapolis roward Texas, Arhnss and 
prlissouri, says Young. Stellar Group ha rslrcn broadened exper- 
use in low-emperamre refrigeration to produce power for food 
3nd beverage clients. The firm helps customers conuol energy 
cos= by installing central utility plants at processing ficilints, 
including one in a new 400,OOO-sq-ft factory designed and built 
for NtsdC Corp. in Jonesboro, Ark. 

Across all indmmal mnrkets, die push for capid  efficiency 
is a common thread, says Charles Narrington, president of Par- 
SON Corp.2 commercial technology group. Companies are eye- 
ing inregraced services such as EPC and design-build. Parsons 
has leveraged io experience and cxpertise in project manage- 
ment to pursue that work and has invested in technologies, suck 
as a new document management sysreni, to be more efficient. 

Fluor C o p  officials say the Alim Viejo, Calif-based firm\ 
operadons and maintenance work has posidoned it to help 
cliena meet a need for investment cfficicncy. Wile &e alu- 
minum smelring market is sdll sok, manufacrurers are using the 
current low cost of capinl to install new technologies to cut 
energy use, says Bob McNarnare, group executive for Fluor's 
industrial and infrasaucnve business. 

Steel is another market that mu1 upgrade technologyl says 
Andy Kapusra, Lockwood Greene's steel sector director. Pro- 
ducdon changes under development include elirninsdng che 

3 Lockwood dram 1s.m 
4 FluorCorp. 6 .i 

The Top 10 in Pulp and Paper MMs 
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The Top 15 in Chemicals 
RANK. FIRM 6 MIL 

1S4.? 1 Jaoobr 

78.7 3 Day E Zlmmrrmann Group 

0 Fanor Whonbr Ltd. 62.0 
8 Pmonr  37.0 

8 Boohlnl 31 .O 
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4 BEaKInc. 71 .o 

7 Lockwood Qreane 33.6 
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I '  
The Top 25 io, Petroleum 
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20 SECOR lnfrmitlonal lnc. 57.0 
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23 MACTEC Inc. 36.4 
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13 FunroInc 131 .O 

15 SIB Enginern & Conntmcan, Lid. 11 7,l 

1B Wlllbros Group Inn. 77.2 

22 ATC Areoclarer Inc 40.0 
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The Top 25 in Refineries 
and Petrochemical Plants 

AANlC FIRM I MIL 
1 RuorCorp. 1,OOb.O 

L Y . 4  .- ..- 
18 Wlnk Ipo. 20.0 

18 Olaok 8 Vewn 128 
18 CBI Englneerlng 12.2 
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21 ATC Aaaoclfitea Inc. 120 
2J Fugro Ino. 12.0 
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24 Burns 8 MoDonnell 8.0 
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7he Top 15 in Pipelines 
RdW FIRM 3 MIL, 

1 Willbroe Group Inc. ?7.2, 
2 Oul? Intrmlmto Enginosrlng Co. 72.2 
3 Fluorcorn. 71 .? 

4 Beohtol 41.0 

8 Mudona Engtnwhg LP 44.0 I 
I Fuom lnc. 87.0 
7 Paragon Englnarring Cos. 33.1 

n AMEC 213.0 

10 ENSR Intrmaliond I 8.8 
11 ENQlob.I Carp. 18.4 
12 C o m m  Corn. Inc. 13.3 

I? VEMCOlp. 13.0 
14 J u o b  12.4 
16 TeiraTbch lnc. 11.0 

8 Bahcock Eagloton Inc. 24.6 

The Top 5 in Asbestos 
and Lead Abatement 
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"DOE plans fall opening for office focusing on cleanup-up facilities" 

DOE plans fall opening for office 
focusing on cleaned-up facilities 
h Energy Department ofRce responsible for long-term sur- 

veillance of former nuclear weapons sites where radjoactive 
waste will contlnue to be stored will open ofilclally thls fall, 
Legacy Management Dkector Mlke Owen sald last week. In 
addltlon to environrnend surveillance and maintenance at 
about 60 sites, the of'flce will ala0 manage medical benefits and 
pensions for conuactor personnel at those Facfllties. 

"We are looking for new innovative approaches to seelng to 
It that the admlnlstratlon of the penslon plans M e  taken care 
of," Owen said of the new offlce. which will incorporate DOE's 
OMce of Worker and Community Transition. 'Exactly what that 
mechanism wlu look like I'm not sure, but we wlll oversee the 
development oPa mechanism to ensure t h e  smooth, seamless 
dcllvery of those beneflts to workers.' 

by the omce is expected to grow to 80. The oflce's managers 
will remain within three organlzations: DOE headquarters: the 
depanment's Grand Junction. Colo.. office: and the  Natlonal 
Energy Technology Laboratory in Morgantown. W.Va.. and 
Plttsburgh. DOE has proposed a S48-mllllon budget for the 
oMce in PY-04. Under the new structure, Owen reports dlrectly 
to Under Secretary Robert Card. not to Aooistant Secretary for 
Environmental Management Jessie Robenon. 

Long-term management of the  waste involves a number of 
Issues thar Owen has broken down lnto two broad categorles: 
"hard legacy' and 'soft legacy." Hard legacy involves the land 
and faclllcia, 'in varylng conditions.' that DOE has 'occupied 
and ... will be left wlch to take care of,' he sald. Soft legacy 
involves contract workers. He explalnd that workers under 
DOE's management and operattng contracts are entided to 'fair 
wages. severance packages, pensions.' 

Over che next five years, the number of sltes to be managed 

There are more than 15,000 worlters at three DOE sites 
where cleanups are expected to be done by December 2006: the 
Rocky Nars Envlronmental Technolo$y Site in Colorado and the 
Fernald Envlronmental Management Project and the 
Mlamisburg Envlronmental Management Project. both in Ohio. 
"We have to be cognizant of pension funds" for these employ- 
ees. Owen sald In an interview Monday. 'The blg problem wUl 
be health insurance for these people.' 

"Thls office at a polnt and time wlll assume management 
and control of those sltes once [cleanup] Is done." Owen sajd. 
He said placing responslblllty for the sites with the new office 
once their environmental work Is completed allows the overall 
claanup program at DOE to focus prirnorily on accckracing 
work and reducing risks et other sltes. - Shawn Terry 

NO. 731 P002/606 
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"Fluor Fernald cutting jobs at cleanup-up site" 

cutting jobs at 
clean-up site 

CINCINNATI - The com- 
pany ovemeing the govern- 
mmt'a deanup of wdloactive 
metes at a plant that procctssed 
uranium for nuclear weapons 
during the Cold War is elimht- 
b g  more than 170jobe, of8dals 
said Tuesday. 

Fluor Fernald, the US. 
Department of Energy's cleanup . . 
contractor at the eke, said it 
released 116 hourly employees in 
16 union-covered ]oh h i f i c a -  
tione Tuesday. The company 
ah plans to diminnte 60 
salarled jobs in 29 categories. 
That will reduce the work force 
to 1,390 salaried and hourly 
employees, not including sub 
conhactors. Officials at the 
1,050.aae F e d  site add the 
cutback of jobs h necwary as 
the nahmof the deanup work 
changea. 

ment of Enegy expect to am- 
plete the deanup by December 
2006. 

Fluor Fernald and the Depart- 
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* ."Ferna/d losing I76 jobs" 

Associated Press 

The company overseeing the government's cleanup of radioactive 
wastes at a Butler County plant that processed uranium for nuclear 
weapons during the Cold War is eliminating 176 jobs, officials said 
Tuesday. 

Fluor Fernald, the U.S. Department of Energy's cleanup contractor at 
the site, sald it released 116 hourly employees in 16 union-covered job 
classifications Tuesday. 

The company also plans to eliminate 60 salaried jobs in 23 categories. 
That will reduce the work force to 1,390 salaried and hourly employees, 
not including subcontractors. Officials at the 1,050-acre Fernald site said 
the cutback of jobs is necessary as the nature of the cleanup work 
changes. 

Fluor Fernald and the Department of Energy expect to complete the 
cleanup by December 2006. 

The Fernald plant processed uranium for the nation's nuclear weapons 
from 1954 until 1989. Production was halted then to focus on cleaning 
up radloactive wastes. 

Long-term plans call for converting most of the property into a wildlife 
and natural area, with permanent storage of some low-level radioactive 
wastes there. ' 

The more hlghly radioactive wastes are being taken to permanent 
dlsposal sites in Nevada and other Western states. 

Publicatlon Date: 07-02-2003 
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CITIZENS USE NAS STUDY TO CHALLENGE DOE'S 
LONG-TERM CLEANUP PLANS 

4 9 5 4  

Date: May 26, 2003 - 

Anti-nuclear activists and community groups plan to use a long-anticipated National 
Academy of Sciences (NAS) report on the Energy Department's (DOE) handling of 
nuclear waste to highlight their concerns that the department's contentious accelerated 
cleanup program will leave large volumes of waste onsite. 

The groups say the April 30 NAS report, Long-Term Stewardship of DOE Legacy Waste 
Sites -- A Status Report, supports their contention that the department is not doing 
enough to properly oversee waste left onsite, and will be used as evidence in activists' 
efforts to lobby lawmakers for additional congressional oversight of the program. The 
report will also aid in future litigation challenging the reworking of cleanup agreements at 
various waste sites, according to one activist source. 

But DOE is rejecting the criticism as inaccurate, and maintains that the department's 
flexible cleanup strategy is effective in dealing with long-term stewardship (LTS) for 
waste sites. 

The report, requested by DOE'S Office of Environmental Management (EM) in 2001 
finds numerous flaws in the program that must be addressed toensure protection of 
human health and the environment. 

Specifically, the report finds that the department continues to ignore LTS issues when 
establishing cleanup goals and has not developed a sufficient means of implementing 
LTS to ensure long-term environmental and human health protection. 

An anti-nuclear activist says opponents of the department's new approach will use the 
report to bolster their criticism of the accelerated cleanup policy. "The report validates 
the core criticisms by grassroots advocates," the source says. It "adds more weight" to 
arguments against the department's accelerated cleanup plan, the source says. 

The department launched an expedited cleanup program in January 2002 as an 
incentive for site managers to fast-track cleanups in order to address criticisms that EM 
program cleanups are often too slow and ineffective. Under the program, the department 
will distribute a total of $1 .I billion among site managers if they can reach cleanup 
agreements what accelerate cleanup completions. Critics, however, argue that a key 
component of these new agreements would involve leaving more wastes onsite. 

Anti-nuclear groups, including the Alliance for Nuclear Accountability (ANA), will soon 
submit documents to Congress that lay out the type and amounts of waste to be left 
behind under the accelerated cleanup plan. And in the fall, ANA and other groups will 
issue a report on the threat to groundwater presented by these wastes. 

According to a NAS source, one problem is that the department is focusing only on 
complying with current waste regulations, which do not provide sufficient requirements 
for long-term planning. "DOE is trying so hard to comply with regulations that they are 

. . .  
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not looking down the road to what might happen in the future," the source says. "DOE 
needs to look at the whole picture." 

"DOE is not planning yet for LTS," the NAS source says, adding that for the department 
the issue is "an afterthought." "We have not seen them do anything other than declare 
that it is an important problem," the source says. 

A community source agrees, arguing that DOE needs to understand who the entities are 
that would do the LTS, if they have the money to do the work, and if the proposed long- 
term remedy complies with applicable local and state laws. Without considering these 
issues, the potential LTS work could be jeopardized by a lack of funds, personnel or 
legal authority, the source concluded. 

The NAS source adds that as DOE moves toward leaving more wastes onsite, the risks 
posed by failures in its LTS efforts grow larger. NAS concludes in its report that "[llf 
greater reliance on LTS is chosen over contaminant reduction, the consequences and in 
turn the risks of LTS failures may increase." The report adds that the failure of 
department to link LTS to cleanup increases skepticism among interested 
parties "that a hollow promise of stewardship is being imposed as a 
substitute for more costly and complete near-term cleanup." 

In the report NAS recommends that the department look past current regulatory 
requirements, establishing a national dialogue to determine what actions are necessary 
to ensure that LTS becomes a central consideration in making cleanup decisions at a 
site. The report urges DOE to involve interested parties, including community members 
in the decision-making process from the start so that their concerns are addressed in 
choosing a remedy. 

DOE should plan for problems with the remedy in making long-term decisions, 
considering the consequences of remedy failure and changing environmental conditions 
in choosing their cleanup strategy, the report says. And the department should tailor LTS 
monitoring to the specific risks and circumstances at a site, while developing guidance 
for reporting formats and record-preservation protocols, which would ensure 
that reliable information about each site is available over the long term. 

However, DOE sources reject the criticism as inaccurate. In a May 8 presentation to a 
nuclear waste board at NAS, Dave Geiser, the director of the department's Office of 
Long-Term Stewardship, responded that the department works to establish the best 
available tools and resources to ensure that LTS is effective from generation to 
generation through a approach known as "rolling stewardship." 

For example, the department already considers remedies that are flexible and develops 
contingency plans in the event of future failure and works with its regulators to monitor 
the performance of land use controls to detect problems and make modifications. And 
the department has led a national dialogue with other federal agencies and citizen 
advisory boards on LTS issues. 

Source: Superfund Report via InsideEPA.com 
Date: May 26, 2003 
Issue: Vol. 17, No. 11 
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