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FRID AY M A ILING 
INCLUDED IN THIS MAILING ARE: 

0 
c3 
c3 
c3 
c3 Newsclippings 

Minutes from 1/29/97 Natural Resources Committee Meeting 

Natural Resource Impact Assessment Chart 

Memo from John Applegate on upcoming Task Force Meeting 

Memo from John Applegate to Silos Independent Review Team - 
ANNOUNCEMENTS: 

Please note the following upcoming meetings: 

0 WASTE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE: The Waste Management 
Committee will meet Wednesday, March 12, 1997, at 7:OO p.m. in the 
Uno Building. 

Please Note ! c3 TASK FORCE MEETING: There will be a full Task Force Meeting on 
Saturday, March 15,1997, at 8:30 a.m. in the Alpha Building. 

Note: FRESH c3 FRESH MEETING: FRESH will hold a meeting on Thursday, March 20, 
1997, at Venice Presbyterian Church on Layhigh Road in Ross. All are 
welcome to attend! 

Meeting ! 

QUEsTroNs: c3 Please call John at or Doug at  with questions or concerns, 
or fax or e-mail us at: 

John FAX: 281-3331 E-MAIL: john.applegate @ law.uc.edu 

Doug FAX: 648-3629 E-MAIL: 

00000 I 
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IN ATTENDANCI 

DISCUSSION ITEM: 

ACTION ITEMS 

NATURAL RESOURCES 
M E ~ G  JANUARY 29,1997 

James Bierer Task Force Tisha Patton Fluor Daniel Fernald 
Marvin Clawson Task Force Tom Schneider Ohio EPA 
John Honer Fluor Daniel Fernald Doug Sarno Task Force 
Tim Hull Ohio EPA Eric Woods Fluor Daniel Fernald 

0 

0 

a 

a 

0 

a 

a 

a 

Reviewed Natural Resource Impact Assessment - Looks at past impacts from 
site activities and future impacts expected from remediation activities. 
Document attempts to identify the extent of injury of natural resources at 
the site, getting comments from Trustees, will form the baseline for use 
by Trustees in determining restoration requirements. The Natural Resource 
Impact Assessment Chart provides an overview of the findings of the report. 

Reviewed Draft Natural Resource Restoration Plan, will be part of 
site-wide excavation plan due in draft in early March. Included some ideas 
for early action. 

Discussed "white paper" that has been put together to evaluate purchase 
of property east of site. Committee asked to get a copy. 

Habitat Equivalency Analysis was presented as a system to calculate the size of 
the natural resource restoration required to make up for damage from the site. 

Native American Remains - basic agreement for burial on DOE property, 
moving forward to ID location, west side of Paddy's Run - needs to be 
certified clean. NEPA process needs to be completed first, then logistics 
will be arranged. Tribes pushing for resolution as soon as possible. 

There is a lot going on and more will happen with spring. Committee needs 
to take some quick action. 

Recommendation letter from committee: 
DOE needs to provide fact sheets on "What's happening at the site?" 
Task Force strongly supports early action ideas in restoration plan 

Next Meeting: Late March meeting to review excavation plan 

James Bierer, chair 6 Marvin Clawson 6 Pam Dunn 6 Guy Guckenberger 6 Robert Tabor 

oooooa 
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CHAIR 
John S. Applegate 

lvLGUB&Rs 

James C. Bierer 
Marvin W. Clawson 
Lisa Crawford 
Pamela Dunn 
Constance Fox, M.D. 
Guy C. Guckenberger 
Darryl D. Huff 
Gloria J. McKinley 
Jerry Monahan 
Thomas 8. Rentschler 
Robert G. Tabor 
Warren E. Strunk 
Dr. Thomas E. Wagner 
Dr. Gene E. Willeke 

Ex Omcro 
L. French Bell 
J. Phillip Hamric 
Gene Jablonowsk 
Graham Mitchell 

MEMORANDUM 
TO: Task Force Members 

FROM: John S. Applegate 

SUBJECT: 3/15/97 Meeting of the Fernald Citizens Task Force 

DATE: February 14, 1997 

The Fernald Citizens Task Force will meet on Saturday, March 15,1997, from 
8:30 a.m. to 12:30 p.m. at the Alpha Building, 10967 Hamilton Cleves Highway, 
Harrison, OH. 

The agenda will be as follows: 

8:OO a.m. 
8:30 a.m. 
8 :30-8 145 
8145-9: 15 
9: 15-10: 15 
10: 15-10130 
10~30- 1 1130 
1 1 130- 12: 15 
12:15-12:30 
12:30 p.m. 

Breakfast (optional) 
Call to Order 
Chair’s Remarks and New Business 
Report of Transportation and Natural Resources Committees 
Update on Silos, Results of the Independent Review Team 
Break 
Budget and Schedule Issues Planning 
Discussion of GAO Report 
Opportunity for Public Input 
Adjourn 
Lunch (optional) 

We look forward to seeing you at the meeting. 

A U. S. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY SITE-SPECIFIC ADVISORY BOARD 
P. 0. Box 544 Ross, OHIO 45061 5 13-648-6478 

0 0 ~ 0 0 ~  
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TO: 
FROM: John Applegate, chair 

DATE: February 10,1997 

RE: Key Vitrification Questions 

Members of the Silos Independent Review Team 

As you approach the final evaluation and reporting point of your activities, I would 
like to take this opportunity to share with you some of the sigruficant concerns of 
the Fernald Citizens Task Force with regard to the silos remediation decisions. The 
full Task Force met on January 11 and the Waste Management Committee met on 
February 5 to discuss the IRT results to date and other issues surrounding silos 
remediation. As you know, the conclusions of the IRT will be used to help decide 
how to remediate the silos, and its conclusions wdl undoubtedly carry great weight. 
It is therefore of great importance that the IRT have sufficient time and information 
to reach its conclusions, and that it address the questions that will affect the decision. 

Prior to seating of the IRT, the main concern of the Task Force and other local 
stakeholders was the pending decision regarding the treatment of silo 3 materials. 
In October, the Task Force’s Waste Management Committee sent a request to DOE 
identdying some important information that would be required to conduct a 
fundamental assessment of the change of remedy for silo 3. This request outlined 
six major concerns: 

1. the effectiveness of vitrification; 
2. the legal and administrative rarmfications of the change; 
3. the impact of the change on total waste volumes; 
4. the impact of the change on transportation and disposal risks; 
5. the acceptability of the change to the stakeholders at the waste disposal facility; 
6. the need for review by an independent panel of experts. 

Since then, we have become increasingly concerned with the treatment option for 
silos 1 and 2 and want to be sure that the ultimate decision is based on as complete 
and accurate a set of information as possible. I have identified the additional 
information that we believe is necessary to reach this decision below. 

Issue 1: Vitrification of Silos 1 and 2 
What is the best technical approach to vitrification? 
How much will it cost? 
How long will it take? 
How confident are we in our estimates and the ultimate success of vitrification? 
What impact will the resource requirements for vitnfication have on other 

remediation projects on site? 

000005 
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Issue 2: Alternatives to Vitrification of Silos 1 and 2 
Are there bona fide alternatives to vitrification? 
If so, what are they? 
How do alternatives compare with vitrification in terms of cost, schedule, and 

How confident are we in the information we have available for the alternatives? 
How significant are the regulatory barriers associated with changing the selected 

overall protection of the public, workers, and the environment? 

remedy? 

We recognize that not all of these issues are areas in which you will provide input, 
but we ask that you (a) answer as many as you can with as much certainty as 
possible, (b) clearly identlfy in your final report the issues that you have addressed 
and those you have not, and (c) identdy issues on which more time or information 
is required. 

I hope that these questions help you to understand some of the concerns and the 
perspective of the stakeholder community at Fernald. We are grateful for the work 
you are doing to help in this challenging decision. 
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February 14,1997 
Journal News 
Fmnl Page 
"Broader Research Requested" 
Nicholas G. Jonson 

2 
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fournnl News 
Front Pnge 
''Authms defend Fernrrkfl FIu(IY" 
Nichrrlfrf G. Jnnsnn Authors defend 

Fernald study 
Some health risks exaggerated, but 
conclusion stands, scientists say 
By Nicholas G. Jonson' 
Journd-N.rrr 
R R N A L O  

Scientists who studied Fer- 
mid-area health risks said Tues- 
day that they overestimated 
rieb in a report. 

But they said criticism by a 
peer-mvicw committee will prob- 
ably not change their b;LBic con- 
clusion that nearby residents 
face a higher risk of developing 
lung cancer. 

A report released Mon& by 
the National Research Council. 
un nrm of the National Acnderny 
of Sciences. said the Fernald 
Doaimetry Reconstruction Pro- 
ject omitted several key factors. 
euch as cigarette smoking, in 
determining the health risk to 
Fernald-area residents. 

The lemernber review panel 
said lhe initial study leaned 
'toward overestirnahng dove and 
risk." 

The dosimetry pyect cnnclud- 
ed that residenb L a g  closest to 
the former Ferndd uranium-pro- 
ceasing plant theoretically faced 
an elevated risk of cancer from 
the inhalation of radon gns emit- 
ted tkom the K-65 storage silos. 
Researchers a t  Radiological 
Assesemente COT. .announced 
the findings in August in con- 
junction wth the federal Centers 
for Disease Contml. 

RAC'a John Till aaid Tuesday 
that some peer-recommended 
changes, such as the inclusion of 
tobacco consumption as a health 
factor, should be comidered fix- 
ther. But these factars could bo 
eaeily accounted for without 
changing the besic conclusion, he 
mid. 

We're now ping to examine 
their recommended techniques _._ 
and issue a reaponie sometune in 
the n e  two month.' Till said. 

Owen DeVine. head of the risk- 
asaessmenc group in the CDC's 
radiation stuhes btmch, said 
saenbstrr commonly a h a r e  data 

' 1 t's really unfair to d o  ' 
this to this community 
without preparation - 
to be told in August that 
you're at higher risk to 
develop cancer, but then 
suddenly be told you're 
at lesser risk.' 

Lisa Crawford 
Fernald Residents for 
Environmental Safety and Health 
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nnd amve at difiiirent conclu- 
xions. 

"What was unusual in this 
case is that we released the 
report to the public and media at  
the same time we released it for 
peer review." he eaid. We did 
that because we wanted the citi- 
zens' committees to be mvolved 
in every ste of the procesB." 

The CDE will review both 
reports aa it considers whether to 
spend several million dollars on 
an  epidemiological study to 
determine if Fernald's neighbors 
have suffered a higher-than- 
average cancer rate. 

Lisa Crawford, president of the 
Femald Reeidents for Envirun- 
mental Safety and Health, said 
she was *a little stunned " at the 
sudden release of the NRC peer- 
review report. 

We knew the Academy of Sci- 
ences was doing a peer review," 
Crawford said. 'But none of UB 
had heard nor seen anything 
about the NRC. It's really unfair 
to do th~e to the  mmrnwty with- 
out preparation - k~ be told in 

er rbk 

denly be told you're at lesser xi& 
'I j u t  dont think that'e haw 

you should do peer review." 

(The Associated Press con- 
tributed to this story.) 

t that you're at h AuY to welop cancer. but Bh en sud- 
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nupin science team 
advances to nationals 
BY CHRISTTNE WOLFP 
The Clndnnrrl Fjlqulrcr 
ANDERSON TOWNSHIP - 

Four Turpin High Schocl students 
vriil head to the Nnlionol Saencc 
8owl in Wirhinflon. DE,, in May, 

to cclllunue thew come- 
EmEhiPd winning w e a k  

The T w  team earned the 
r u d d  dot reeenrly by yinning 
the rnnual Greater CinCinnrU Rc- 
p i 0 1 4  Sclence Bowl, Twin k a t  
31 t e a m  from Ohlo, Kentucky and 
Indiana schools, talrinp al l  but one 
match and emerging from rho 10s- 
er'm )rockt to win the contest. 

Turpin'r only lobs - by one 
question - v u 8  to S m t  C o q -  
tsy Day School,  Hvds Park. Turpln 

then won three garnee - over 
Dixie Height8 High School. Edge- 
w d ;  MoeUer High School, Syca- 
more Townehip; and Cincinnati 
c4untry D a y  School. Indian Hill - 
before meeting Summit again. 

Twin defeated Summit, twice, 
[or rhe title. 
"We beat them with vena- 

emce," p k c d  Wdt Cdmstotk. a 
Turpin biology icacher and team 
coach. 

Ln the end, Summit took second 
pbce, Maeller fwshed third. and 
Cincinnati Country Day WE founh. 

The uir-show style  Science 
&wl is L fun and taxin@, Bald 
Andy Cessldy, B Turpln scder and 
team captain. 

"It's kind of nerve-racking, bur 
--.. 

)IoYRTOWw/ 
when it's fubhed. whcthcr yw Spin 
Or not. it's k e n  fun," he mid. 
''Some of the questlonr were r a l l y  
obtuse. and you just had to take a 
shot in the dark." 

The conteat tests students'  
knowkdge of a r t h  Bcience, b o b  
gy, chermstv. physics, astronomy, 
math and computers. 

11'8 !he srcond Turpin team to 
go to the Science Bowl nationals. 
Turpin won the regional contest in 
1994 bur l a t  Ln the first round at 
the notional level, Mr. Cornscock 
said. 

The other three members of 
this year's team are Jason Schla- 
beck, sophomore: Nathan Cullen, 
senior: and Nick Anderson. pnior. 

"The last time we wenr. the 
team wa9 all specialists. This time, 
there is a tot more overlap (an 
subject erpcrtlse). I t  mvcs us more 
back-up and more challenge in 
practice." MI. Cornstock said. 
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"Level of cancei risk near FernaId disputed" 
Repofler: Tim Bnnfleld 
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