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DR. BRUSH1 Ladies and gentlemen, can WC

come to order, please.

tit me begin by apologizing for the need to

Change the location, but these was l nonserious

but, nevertheless, fire at the other school  this

8fternOOfb  and it became necessary to very quickly

find another site. Accordingly, we mov&d  the

starting hour to 7830,  and hopefully everyone vho

vanes  to bc accommodated will be.

My name is George Brush. I’m a resident of

wyrood. I OLL  as deeply concerned about the

problem at hand tonight as anybody in the room.

And vhen I was asked to moderate, my first and most

irwxtant queotion  ~3s why. And f*ve been assured

bl the  pople  fro3  t h e  mpartncnt o f  Energy  that

this  ic a meeting  t h a t ’ s  mandated  b y  the

lcgic.Lature. It must be hel.3,  and t!ae  results  du1y

recorded in  order  for  the  process  to cont inue .

We are dealing with a very sensitive issue.

f don’t think there’6 anybody neutral  about it. We

all want the problem resolved. And your

participation tonig!&  my very well make that

movement a little bit more rapid and mom  certain.

I!opefuliy,  that ’s  what will come  o f  th is . It is a

fact-finding cituatran which vi11 be explained by
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the people from the Department of Energ]  and from

Bechtel,  and it will take about 30 minutes for

their  presentation, after which these will be 813

opportunfty  for comments and questions. If all of

you have filed u card, l verybodyrs in good shape.

Everyone in the room should have filed an

attendance card and that way you’ll be sure of

getting back the infomation  that you need, the

transcri$  from the meting and so forth.

Also,  if  y o u ’ r e  going t o  ax&  a  count,

and literally that should be the process in the

first part of the meeting, you get up to the

microphone in the center of the floor, stipuhte

your nane  and  your address,  and qeok to the co;rrt

reporter who will record the entire ?rocecdingc.

These  proceedings vi31 be available in the locsl

l ibraries after  they have  hen  transcribed. If you

have a qucztion,  We.11  hold the questions perhaps

until after the comment period, and I think we

should limit the  comments to no more than five

minutes. aowcver,  SinCe I don't have 8 StOpwirtCh,

that may be a little bit more than ffver the error

will  be on the side of more than less. Probably

the  rmzt  important nnnounccnent  I have  to make this

even ing  iG th8t i f  YOU Want  t0 US2 thC  rf?Lt rOOXi~t
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the mm’s  r0o.z~  is on the right as you go out the

door Of the auditorium inmedicrtely,  and the ladier’

rooa is on the left. So with that piece of

information, why,  WC  con begin the proccedfngc.

This is regarded and called a scoping

aeetfng and  mu6t  bo held in accordance with the

National Envitomental  Policy Act. NOW, since a

lot of acronyms and names are throvn around here,

x’n going to read it because otherwise X'11 get ~11

fouled  up.

The meeting uat noticed in the Federal

R e g i s t e r  o n  tJovembcr  lfth,  fo i t  is  a n  officisi

part of the government’s operation. AdvcrtiGcncnts

t o o k  p l a c e  i n  t h e  ?ocal  p r e s s . There were

announceincnt~ in the varioor;  brough ha113  and so

f o r t h ,  a n d  EOPC  DO  people  who  h o d  expscsccd

interest  csriicr  r e c e i v e d  direct  not ice .  As  W C

know, the Zwportment  of Energy  is conducting an

environmental study to evaluate what remedfal

action alternatives there are for the Haywood site.

The final product of this study  will  be a Record of

Decision on a wthoc?  for cleaning up thorium

conbmination in Maywood,  Rochclle  Park and Lodi.

The  primary purpose  for  our  get t ing

together  tonight  i s  for  the  D3S,  t h e  &qartraent  of
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Energy, to obtain your comments. It ‘6 your chance

to 90 On record with your views of the conditions

and the circumstances which  will be described in

the present portion of the meeting or which  you

have picked up along the way. ft’o an opportunity

for the DOE to qet  acquainted mote thoroughly with

your concerns and  vice versa.

I mentfon  we have a court reporter.

Cert i f ied copies vi11 be available in due time.

Now,  I mentioned the cards that we need. ff you

want  to bc on the nailing list you must fill out a

card.

Our presenters are going to be two peop:e.

One  frm  the Dcpartnent  of Cmrgp,  whoec nnm  is

Jin Fiorc.  KK.  F i o r e  i s clrrrcntly  acting director

o f  the  Division of Eastern  Arcs  Program in  the

Office of Cnv~ronncntal  RestorJzion  within tiic U.S.

Department of Energy. And the  other presenter  vi11

be Mr. Richard Robertson. Their pedigrees are on

the back of your agenda program. Mr. Robertson is

the Rechtcl  project manager for IIcw  Jersey  FUSRW

oites, and  hc  has  been responsible  for  the

nanagcment o f  the  Nnyvood s i t e  f o r  t h e  l a s t  several

years. Dcchrel  & Company  ir: c cont rac tor  wi th  the

Department of Energy for this  type of operation.
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Tht  other two  gentlemen up here with ae

tonight are Robert Atkin,  who is the DOE manager

for the site. fern going to read this because

otherwise I won’t make it; for the Formerly

Utilized Gftct  Rmcdial  Action Program sites

located in New Jereey. That’s  l n fmpressive  title.

I’ve  known Bob awhile, and he veara veil  under such

a heavy burden of that title.

Xicholas  I&skid  i6 program manager for

FUSR9P  environmental compliance activities at the

Argonne Niltionai  Laboratory. These  are the four

gentlemen that are here with me, two prcscntera  and

two vi11 be available for quectionz  and cozuacntt

after the prcsontntion.

tk’rc del ighted to  RJVe  )‘OU  kiCrCe We hope

that thin mclccing  will  implement  the c?conup rather

than be cf0wa  further. Vc’se  had an awful lo: of

heat about the issue, and perhaps now it’s time to

hove  some  light on the process and the way in which

we con get that process moving ahead at a much more

rapid rate. If you wnnt to talk further with any

of the panel  members, there will be an opportunity

after we close the meeting cubaequcntly,  whatever

tfmc i t  it;, 9:30,  ten o’clock or so forth.

So without further ado, let’s  ask Hr.  Piore
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to make his presentation and carry on fron  there.

Plr.  Piofe,  p l e a s e .

HR.  PIORS: Before ue get started, I want

to introduce several Individualat  Kathy  Callahan,

who.6  uith the u.6. &PA, spokesperson for the U.S.

EPA la here  also. We also have a representative

from the Mew Jersey  Department of Environment61

Protection in the audience also. And a third

individual, Lisa  Voyce,  who is vith  the Agency for

Toxic Subztonces  and Disease  Registry. It’s  one of

the longer agency titles. They’re  also  available

here to anmcr qucnriono  and help provide

information f~i  needed.

Again,  the bsic purpose  o;C the  mectinr;  i;

to describe what we ml1 the rcnedial

invest igation/ feasibi l i ty  study procc;ir;. One of

the things that I’m going to try to do in my

presentation is elisrinate  or at least cxpisin  quite

a bit of the jargon that you see in either OUT

documents or in Some  of our precentations.  I know

I had my parents attend one of these public

meetings up  in New Jersey, and it’s the very first

thing they aofdt We  couldn’t understand most of

what people were saying.. So we’re  going to try to

explain this particular process, translate it into
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acre layman’s terms to help give you some

additional information.

The major purpose is to formally record

your comments. As ue  noted, there is a court

reporter, and any commonto  you make are officially

entered into the record, and the Department

officially responds to those  comments in the

follow-on docuacnts  in the process;.  When I talk

almut  the pfocets, let me try to walk you through

the steps  and again reduce it to eomethfng  that

elinlnates sane of the jargon.

The official title for the first phase of

w!tat  WC do is called the rescdiai investigation, cr

an RI. In  effect , uhat  you’re  doing at that stage

OZ the procccs is your gzithcring information obi~t

the site, like tire Koywood intericl  storage Gite,

a:~3 about the waste  that’s there. (s’hat  type o f

waste is it, chat’s  the quantity of the wasto. SO

that’s, in essenceI  an information-gathering step.

As the process goca along, the next official s&s

is you do a feasibility study. Really what that is

is you take all the information you gathered, you

lay out what are all the alternatives that I should

consider, given the information that I have about

the site and the  waste. And you look at thcoc

-_------------
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things and you make judgments about bow the various 

altcrnativcs could handle the vaste. 

The last step in the procc~t~ vhich is 

OffiCially called the Record of Decision, is 

nothing more than deciding on vhat you’re going to 

dot what’s the final choice, vhat’s the final 

solution. The particular terminology along this 

line is a tercinology that’s part of the suprfund 

process, and 1’11 explain that a little bit. 

That’s the Federal law that established the cleanup 

of hazardous sites, but those are terns officially 

in the regulations. Across the bottom I also put 

the words “Znvironsental Impact Statermnt.* As Dr. 

Drush taerrt ioncd, another Federal reguiation is this 

XationaL Enviromental Policy Act, which ifi a 13v 

that forces Federal agencies to look at the impacts 

of any major actiona they take, and the Federal 

agencies asc requifcd to produce an enviromcntol 

impact statement and, as vi11 bo discussed later on 

by Rick, what ve*vc trfed to do is produce one 

consistent set of documenta that meets both of 

tht?Ee regulations, rather than having tvo 

documents, two sets of hearings and things like 

that, but these are the official documents. 1st 

esscncc, that’s what the I>roccss is when we refer 
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to .tht process.~ 

Let me start through oome of the acronyms 

because AS the night goes on , f’m curt our ansvcrs 

may include those words and ‘I’d like to juot cover 

them briefly. 

CERCLA. What that really is is the Pederal 

law that established how abandoned waste sites 

vouid be cleaned upr and it’s called the superfund 

law. It actually established wi~at is called the 

cugerfund process;. The second line there is RIMS. 

If you remember from the first chart, that was 

remedial invectigation/feasib;:ity study. Again, 

it’s t!v2 proceris, gathering information, looking; at 

choices and making a final decision. I just 

rjcntioned 1?3?R a couple of minutes ago on the 

process of looking at any Fcdcral action. Even if 

somebody’s building a bridge, citing I-IX missiles, 

conttructinq a new highway, those things art al:, 

if they’re done by the Federal government, all 

covered by NSPA and require an environmental 

document. 

If it’s 8 signif icant action it requires an 

environzlental inFact statement, and that again is 

one of the things that we’re trying to address 3s 

ve go through gathering information and prcsducing 

-__---__________-- --_.- 
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documents. 

National Priorities List, or ~JPL. In the 

CERCLA process and in the lawa, the government caid 

Set’s identify the very critical sites in the 

country, the set priorities. The6t are the most 

important one6. The6e are where cleanup6 should be 

done, where the Pederal government or the private 

companies should spend their dollar6 for cleanu~z,” 

and it’s 6 ii6t thnt’6 compiled by the 

Envicorx~cntal Protection Agency. 

FFA, that’6 the Federal Facilities 

Agreexnt. Al60 iis part of the process we’re 

required to sign an agrecncnt vith the CPA that 

says here arc the roles for how we’re going to 

promax?, wilst documents are we going to produce, 

what * 6 the process for having public mectingt, what 

arc the steps that we’re gding to go through and 

what will EPA do, md that's a binding document on 

the Department establishing what our role will bc 

in the process. 

FUSRhP. ft officially stands for Formerly 

Utilizttd Bites Remedial Action Program. What it 

really is, those are 6ite6 that the Federal 

governcent used in the early day6 of dcvcloping 

nuclear weJpon6, and those sites were contaainated 
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13 

and Congress set up a program to go in and clean up 

those sites. hnd the Haywood site, though it was 

not tied to weapons activities or weapons 

production, was a site that was added to that 

program by Congress. So it lo part of the FJJSRAP 

program. 

The MISS. That’6 what UC refer to a6 the 

interim storage site itself. It’6 the DOE-owned 

portion of the ?5aywood Chemical Workt. I’ve 

included in there tire headquarters and the Oak 

Ridge Operations Office. The way the Dcgartmcnt is 

set up, they have a small group of individuals in 

Hoshzngton that handle getting money froa Congress, 

making major budget decisions. TM day-to-day 

msnagenent of the project iz done throug:) a field 

office. In the cast of thicl progran it’s run out 

of the Oak Ridge Operation- Offrce. and that’s the 

office that Do5 Atkins ic a member of. 

We also use contractor6 in our proce66 to 

carry out the work. You’ll 6ee AIlL, which is the li 
Argonne Nat ional Lab. They’re a contractor which 

supportc US in terms of producing them 

environmental documents. They have a great deal of 

expertise in that area. 

Dcchtel !i;ttional, Incorporated 1s the rain 

----------- 
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1 contractor for the FUSRAP program. They do the 

2 field work and they actually manage the overall 

3 day-to-day project activities. 

4 The way we’ve structured our prcoentation, 

5 I’m just going t0 very briefly Covtr the rOl16 Of 

6 the various agencies , then talk a little bit about 

7 the RI/PS EIS process and then turn it over to Rick 

8 where he’ll talk about some of the site tpecific 

3 activities, the history of the site and some of the 

10 scheduled items, and then as Dr. Brush ruentioned, 

11 we’ll go into the question and answer or publfc 

12 statement phase of the agenda. 

13 The roles of the agencies: Fret ty much, 

14 DOS is responsible for carrying out the work. We 

15 have to da the site investigations, we have to do 

15 the anslyscs, we have to produce the documents, and 

17 WC have to pro,xsc a re:ncdy or propose a solution. 

1S And as I mentioned, those roles are explained in 

19 the Federal Facilities Agreencnt, and that’6 

20 Something if anybody want6 a copy of that, again, 

21 you can leave your name with us and we’ll get you a 

22 copy of that document. Those roles are consi6tcnt 

23 with the authority that Congress has given us and 

24 the authority that Congress provided to agencies, 

25 both the EPA and ourstAves, under CSRCLA. 

17 
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The EPA, their job i6 OVerSight. They’re 

lookfng over our shoulder6 to set, art WC 

collecting the data in an accurate nay, art ne 

presenting it correctly, art the conclusfons we're 

dravlng appropriate; and they have final authority 

on the selection of the remedy. And that again is 

a role that they carry out, not just for Waywood 

cleanups but for other cleanups that are on that 

Kational Priorities List. 

The New Jersey DEP, they do have authority 

over the process through various State regulations. 

They are not a 6ignatory to the Federal Facilities 

Agreement. However, the Dcpartnent has Said we 

will provide then information, documents, as tnough 

they were and kec? them intirmtciy involved In the 

process with US. 

Finally, at the loc31 levci, the town 

council docan’t have rcguiatory authority the way 

EPA doto or DEP. However, we have, through Bob and 

some of hi6 people, maintained regular -v '_ 
communications with the town council on what 

activitico we want to do, what activities are 

ongoing. 

In the Federal Facilities Agreement, 

because it is really the contract that WC have with 
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EPA, there are a numbet of things that I felt worth 

noting here. They do concur in everything we do as 

the process goes along. Xt’s l guin a double-check 

to set uhethcr or not we’re proposing the correct 

type of scientific York, the correct l lttrnatfvco 

or uhatevtr. 

This .functfonel equivalence,” what that 

really means is ve’ve alrczay done some activities 

where we’ve gathered som mterial at the site, 

we’ve already gathered informtion about the site 

through wells that WC put down or samples of the 

air. Those thinga were done prior to the Federal 

IZacilities Agreement being signed, but in effect, 

what EPA necdc tu do is say, Yxiay, even though 

they were done prior to the ffA, we’ll accept that 

information as valid data or we’ll say that’s 

functionally equivalent to the requirements that 

are in the laws, and what you did does meet those 

reguirements.o 

What f want to do is just briefly mmtion 

what ETISRAP waste is, becauoe we’re located next to 

the Maywood Chelaical Works and that particular site 

is going through a separate process for the cleanup 

of chemicals at that site, what I wiintcd to do is 

erplain the distinction between the two. we’re 
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responsible for any radioactive waste that was 

generated through the processing of the thorium, 

even if it’s mixed with hazardous waste that we 

weft not reeponslblt for. In essence. if there’s 

radioactive material there and there’s 8ome oil 

that got spilled on it subsequently, we’re 

rtsponoible for picking up both the radioactive 

waste and the hazardous waster any chemical waste 

that was generated as part of processing the 

thorium. Again, if it’s tied back to the thorfun, 

it’s our responsibility; and then any contamination 

thst has noged off the XJZ-owned property, if 

anything hali washed ol’E oc whatever. 

What wc are not responsible for is the 

chemical wastes that are unrclnted tc the thorium 

that arc not mixed with our rzterial. The bottom 

bullet there is something that is part of the 

Pc-dcral regulations, and that simply says that in 

terms of some interim actions, the way we moved 

some material back to the storage pile already, we 

do have wthority to do those actions prior to the 

final cleanup which EPA has the final authority on. 

And the last chart is t;omcwhat repititious, 

but I again wanted to emphasize the regulations 

that we’re forced to meet. This is the supcrfund 
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law that I talked about, CERCLA. Congress passed 

some mendslent or changes to that superfund law in 

1986, and again, we’re required to comply with 

those, and the major part of that was that the 

Federal facilities were now treated much aort the 

way a private facflity would be. 

In the past it was almost a special 

privilege for the Federal agencies. When SARA was 

passed, the rules changed and said we’re, in 

effect, going to treat you almost like you were a 

private company. I mentioned the National 

Environmental Policy Act, and the bottom line 

there, ,thc applicable ot rcievnnt and appropriotc 

requirei2ent3.m Wnst that really means is if thcce 

are other regulations, particularly State 

regulations, that seem to be relevant for the type 

of mterial we have, we need to consider those in 

the proces; and those are the kinds of things we 

worked very closely with the State to identify what 

those are and to tailor our cleanup plans and 

cleanup decisions to meet those requirencnts. 

What I’d like to do now is turn it over to 

Rick, and he’ll give you more of the history of the 

actual site itself and Gone details on the process. 

HR. ROBSRTSO!:t AG Jim said, we went 



through, real briefly, sort of what the overall 

ptoCe6s is, generically addressed what we have to 

go through to make a final decision on this site. 

What I want to do now is gibe you a little bit more 

site specific information and tell you how we’re 

applying this prows8 to the Xaywood site 80 that 

it will help you to understand what ft is that 

we’re going through and how the process is beincj 

applied. 

As WC do that, I’m going to go through this 

fairly briefly so WC can get to the question and 

answer session BS quickly as possible. All of the 

information which I’n covering tonight is available 

for y%r review in the Work Plan and the other 

docuncnts that arc out for public review. Those 

wcrc railed out to people that we knew were 

intcreoted in the process. They’re also avJilob2.e 

in the local libraries and through the borough 

clerks. And the other part of this meeting, other 

than explaining the process and where we are, is to 

encourage you to review those documents and subit 

comncntr to us 80 that we can include your comments 

and your concerns into those documents a6 WC g0 

through the remedial investigation process. 

Before WC actually get into that, I wanted 
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to take just a couple of minutes to real briefly 

review the site history. I think most of you are 

probably familiar with a lot of this, but I thought 

it would be helpful if we just 8ort of go through 

it to make sure ue all rrort of have a comzon 

understanding of what happened at the Xaywood 

Chemical Works site. 

We refer to thie now as the Uaywood site, 

and though we’re responsible for only a portion of 

the overall Maywood site -- CPA is responsible for 

the oversight of the entire cleanup of everything; 

that includes the PUSRAP part where we’re dealing 

with the radioactive waste, and it also deals with 

the Stepan part where they’re dealing with che;lical 

waste pccscnt on the site. so there are two 

different portions of the study Going on. 

The purt that we*Lc involved in dealt with 

the radioactive materials that were processed by 

Maywood Chemical Works. Beginning in 1916 and 

going until about 1956, Haywood Chemical Works 

extracted radiobctive thoriua from orec and 

monazite sand. That thorium was then used in 

various commercial products. When they did that 

operation they had a liquid waste which was left 

over from that processing, and it was pmpcd into 

-- __-. - 
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on-site settling ponds, and that waste then was 

allowed to stay in those settling ponds and dry. 

So that only the dry rtciduct weft left behind. 

Those ponds wcfe created just by placing 

dikes across natural drainages, and those ponds arc 

present on the utstcrnmost portion of the Sttpan 

company property which is now owned by DOE, wry 

close to Route 17 as it goes right by the site 

there. I’n cure most all of you have seen the 

interim storage pile which is there. 

1~ow* some of the waste, in the early days 

after it was placed in those on-site settling 

lagoons, migrated frocr there. Those lagoons were 

Pretty mch at the headwaters of the Lodi Brook, 

and a lot of thnt waste got carried along that 

brook all the way down through vhat’s now the Sears 

property, some of the properties along Route 17 

that beck up to the Stars property, the Sears 

distribution warehouse theret it goes underneath of 

Esacx Strtett it goes underneath of Route 80 or 

Interstate 80, and it goes down through Lodi all . . 
the way dam to the Interstate Highway 46. 

SO there’s contamination all along the cld 

Lodi Brook as it goes down those streets. That 

brook is no longer an open drainage. It’s been 
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placed in culverts and It is buried. So there ic 

SurfaCt contamination along some of that area and 

there’s subsurface contamination too. Wocte WPB 

also taken away from the old ktyvood Chemical Works 

as fill and mulch, and placed on properties for 

leveling the properties, and that resulted in some 

contamination of properties up along Daviaon and 

Lstham Streets and also some properties in Lodi. 

end then the other way the properties 

became contaminated was before Route 17 was placed 

through that waste, the Flaywood Chemical Works 

property included the property which is now on the 

east of that Route 17 and also the property which 

is west of that, and we refer to that as the B;lllod 

property because of the owners that had that 

property at the time we began work there. 

That property has since been clconcd up and 

reltaEed, and now there’s a nursing home that’s 

been built on that property. There were also 

properties that were contaminated along Grove and 

Parkway as a result of washoff of contamination 

from that Ballod property. Finally, Raywood 

Chemical Works went out of business and the 

property was bought about three years after they 

went out of business by Stepan Chemical CORpany 
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which i6 now referred to 8s Stepan Company. And 

a180 in 1983 the site was evaluated and placed on 

the Rational Priorities List by EPA. 

Also in 1983 Congress took 8 look at the 

rite and decided that it should be assigned to the 

Department of Energy for cleanup of the radioactive 

mattrlala. So in late 1983 that happened. 

Congress directly assigned the site to the 

Departraent of Energy for cleanup, ond along with 

that assignment were instructions that the 032 

should place it in their existing PUSRAP program 

because FUSRA? had the specialty in dealing with 

radioactive contamination. 

Beginning right after the site was 

assigned, WC did begin the cleanup of vicinity 

propeltics. Currently there are 112 vicinfty 

pro;xrtfes. -Vicinity property. means any property 

which is not the DOE-owned property but around It 

or in the vicinity. That includes all of those 

Lodl propertitst it include6 properties in Rochclle 

Park and properties in naywood also. So there are 

82 properties, 25 of which have been completely 

cleaned up, and the vast@ fron those cleanup6 io 

vhat’s now in the interim storage pile which is 

present on the D3E-owned portion. 

--_-__-------------------we- --------- 
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So DOE 8cquirtd access to 12 acres of that 

property, the former Naywood Chemical Works 

property, in order to be able to build that interim 

storage site 60 that they could immediately 

initiate those cleanups of the vicinity properties. 

The goal was to get the waste out of the people’s 

yard& and off of the businesses and into controlled 

ctorage. And that began in 1984 and continued 

through 1995. So that’s a little bit of the site 

history. 

Now I’d like to try and explain to you 

where we stand in the RI/FS Cr.9 process. Right now 

we're at what we call the scoping stage, and the 

scoping stage is the very preliminary stage to 

starting the formal RI/FS process, and the scoping 

stage is designed to collect all known information 

iabout the site. That included 011 the vork that 

DOE had done to date, all‘the work that had been 

done by EPA, NJDEP and other private consultants 

who had studied the sites before. Ne collected all 

of that information and ft’r; summarized In what we 

call a Work Plan. The Work Plan is a large 

document which covers virtually everything that’s 

known about the site. It covers the known, 

existing information. Uased on that, it identifies 

-______ -________________----_____- -_- 
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what information Is not known yet and ue call those 

data gaps or gaps In our understanding of the rite. 

Then it lay8 out the procesft how do we go about 

filling in those data gaps , and that’s the remedial 

investigation phase that Jim mentioned. And then 

the feasibility study phase, which is bow do you 

evaluate all of your different alternatives for 

cleaning up that waste. 

So the Work Plan that describes this whole 

process and lays it out and gives us a sunnary of 

what’s knwn about the site was issued for public 

review at the very end of October. And we’re here 

to collect some of your coimcnts verbally tonight. 

W?‘il alto take written cozmcnts through Decenbcr 

l’lth, and all of those conncnts then will be 

evaluated, a responsive sunn3ty vi11 be prepared, 

and we’ll address those comments bcforc the Work 

Plans are formSly published. 

NOW, along with that we did go ahead and 

start the remedial investigation work. So there ir; 

investigation work going on at the site and the 

vicinity properties. The data gaps that are 

identified in the Work Plan art addressed through 

ccparate properties. The first is the Stepan 

property itself. The Stcpan property had never 
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been radiologically characterized to date. It had 

never inten investigated to see where the pockets of 

radioactivaty or radioactive contamination were. 

So as part of this fall’s effort we’ve been uorking 

on that, and we.11 uork on that through December. 

So we’ll review the Sttpan property to find 

radioactive contamination. He.11 do limited work 

on the Stepnn property to identify chemical 

contamination. Full-blown chemical investigation 

of Stepan is their rcsponbibility, and that’s the 

other part of the &PA process that EPA is watching 

over? the Gtepan remedial investigation. 

The other data gap that WC had was out of 

those 32 vicinity properties, about ten of then had 

not been investigated yet. So those ten remaining 

vicinity proaertico are being investigated again to 

find out whcrc the radioactive contaiiination it. 

The third and final was we did not have all 

of the information we needed to satisfy New Jersey 

Dcpartmcnt of Environnental Protection, Haywood 

town council and soue of the public comments that 

we received in the past concerning chemical 

contsaination of the DOE-owned portion of the 

property and the interim storage pile. So as part 

of this fall’s effort we’ve gone back to those 
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properties, the DOE-owned Maywood interim storage 

rite and the pile that’s there, and we’ve taken 

samples from both of those and ue’re analyzing 

tbooa to got a better understanding of all the 

chemical contamination that may be there. When 

that data’s complete It will be turned over to 

NJDEP in order for them to evaluate vhetbtr there 

is hazardous waste on site mixed in with the 

radioactive waste or not. So vhcn those 

investigations are complete, that should fill in 

all of the data gaps or gaps in our knowledge of 

the site that ve’ve identified to date. 

Wow, part of this meeting and part of tile 

scoring process is for you all to review the Work 

Plans and help us to identify if there are data 

gaps we have missed. So if there is anything that 

you’re aware of, anywhere that contamination from < 
Stepan orT’:fzom the Haywood Chesical Works may have 

been taken that we’re not aware of, lf there are 

any eyewitnecs accounts of what went on there that 

could be helpful to us in identifying the extensive 

contamination, this i6 your opportunity to give us 

that input so that we can, OS part of our field 

investigation, go and find out where that 

contamination is. 

--_-_--------------__-----___--- 
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So this is a vital part that the public can 

play in the process. With the vork that we have 

ecbedulcd right novt our remedial investigation 

Vi11 continue through December, and if there*9 

anything else that’s identified from public 

Coamnt, we’ll continue that work 4s long a8 it 

takes to resolve those data concern& 

One of the parts of the Work Plan which 

will gain a lot of attention, T’m suzer will be the 

feasibility study alternatives. The alternatives 

arc preliminarily identified in the Work Plan, and 

all it is is a conceptual idea at this point of 

what things could be done to clean up the Maywood 
, 

site. And again, we’re addressing it fros the 

rndiologicsl pezqx-ctfve. The Wozk Plan has G lot 

Pore detail on thirj, but just in mmrdry, we’ll be 

looking first at no action, and that’s not 

something the DOE intends ‘to implermnt. It’s 

required by the law that we look at a no action 

alternative. %o action. mans that the waste - 

would stay just where it ie now. 

We’re required to look at it because it 

sets the base line by which the other things, the 

other alternatives can be judged and evaluated, by 

looking at the no action alternative. During that, 

---- __---- ~~~-___----~~___-_~~~-_ 
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the otudy will identify uhat the risks are of 

leaving the Contamination where it is now. And 

then in looking at the other alternatives, the 

alternatives which take OOIPC form of action, you 

can say .Well, these are note risky OK Zest risky 

than looking at a no action alternatfvcrm and it 

helps to evaluate co that you can do an objcctivc 

evaluation of your alternatives. 

The one that most everybody in town hat 

been discussing and is aware of is the excavation 

alternative, followed bjr disposal of that waste; 

and for radioactive waste, thio seem like it*& one 

of the very fe% things that’s really possible. 

There arc not. 9 lot of t:catnent alternatives that 

work on radioactivity becauoc it can’t be 

dcctroyed. So about the only thing we can do iz to 

dig it up, pol;sib:y reduce volunt with treutmnt, 

and dispose of the waste. So under disposal we’ve 

identified several aabalternatlvcc or various means 

of disposing of that waste. 

The first one we’ll be looking at is to 

dispose of it at an existing conoercial facility, 

and that would be that we would look all across the 

country and try to find existing commercial 

disposal cites that would take this vaste. The one 
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that’s been discussed the most here in town would 

be the Utah option, where it would go to a facility 

like an Envirocare in Utah. That will be evaluated 

as one of the feasibility study options. That’s a 

wide open alternative right nowI and that’o 

something we’ll look at to make sure it’s viable 

and it can really uork. 

We’ll look at the safety of doing that and 

we’ll look at the cost and we’ll corngate it with 

the other alternatives and with risk; and another 

factor that has to be considered in evaluating 

these slternativec is the acceptability of that 

alternative to the public an5 to the State. So 

tbst’s another place where your input c;n really 

factor into the process. 

For dlcposal, another altcrna:ive would be 

to dispose of it at an existing i302 facility, anrj 

there ate several 035 facilities that could 

potentially take this Waste across tfJe Country. 

Those will be evaluated again the cost, the risk, 

and the public acceptability of those alternatives 

would be considered. 

And then the last is that it vould be 

diqosed of at a yet-to-be-dcternined facility or 

to-be-constructed facility, and that would mean 

--- ---------.----- --__. -- - 
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that before the waste could be moved ue vould have 

to find an existing or suitable location to 

construct a facility and naturally build a 

facility, and then the uaste would be aant to that 

new facility. 

The other altarnativcs are treatment with 

disposal, and any other alternative that the public 

or the regulatory agencies who are reviewing this 

process cm identify for us. We’re not saying that 

these %re the only alternatives that we’ll look at. 

If the public can think of altcrnatfvcs which we 

may have missed, they’ll be factored into the 

feasibility study. They’ll be evaluated uith the 

other olternativeo. 

Just going back to the documents that are 

currently up for review, the major document that I 

think you’ll be probably most interested in is that 

Work Plan, because it covers the entire RI/P-S 

processr and that’s under review now. There are 

other plans which we did not make a mass mailing of 

to individual people, but they are available for 

review at the borough clerk’s and at the library, 

and those plans are a Field Sampling Plan, a 

Quality Assurance Project Plan, and a Health and 

Safety Plan. 
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These are very detailed plans which 

describe very specifically how the work is going to 

be uxornplished. The Work Plan would say we need 

to get information about Stepan. And then the 

lield &mpling Plan uould ray we’ze going to get to 

Stepan, we’re going to drill 34 holes, thuy*rt 

going to be so deep, we're doing to take to many 

6i3mplt6, and it tells the people how to actually 

accoopli6h the work in the field. All these plans 

are available. 

And then there’6 one other plan that vi11 

srobably be of a lot of fntete6t to youI which is 

also available from the borough clcrk’s. That’s 

called the Conmnity Relations Plan. This plan 

describes vhcre the public fits in and hov the 

pubiic prticipatts in the RI/FS &IS process. And 

there are several points where there are formal 

rtyuircnent6 .that the public reviews and comncnts 

on documents, and thO6e cements then vould be 

incorporated. 
i. 

Other thing6 that are planned for the 

Haywood area to try and encourage the public to 

participate are the6C le6t few bullets here at the 

bottom. DOS does intend to 6tart a newslcttcr, 

tonething probably on a quarterly basis, where it 
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would be a short nevaletttr that would receive uide 

distribution to httrtsted partfw, and in tbosc 

ntusletters would be a way that we could keep you 

updated on the progress of remedial investigation 

md the progrtse of the feasibility study, becau6c 

this i6 going to be rort of a long proce6sr and we 

want to bt able to keep you up to opttd on what’s 

going on. 

WC also are intending to hire and have a 

full-time Bcchtel person on site at Naywood. The 

lntent of that is to be able to open up that site 

and make it more acceptable by member6 of the 

pub1 ic. We would plan on having oaen house6 there, 

plan on encouraging the public to come by and vinrt 

the site. We’re not in a particularly accessible 

location, but it f3 okay for the public to corm by. 

It’s DDE-owned property and ue’d be glad to 6hov 

you the interim storage pile, to explain how it’s 

constructed, explain where the contamination is and 

keep you up to speed on what’s going on on the rest 

of the remedial invc6tigation process. We’ll al60 

make 6peirkCrS available to any local organization6 

who would iike to be up3etcd on the progress of the 

study. 

Field like to increase the frequency of the 
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arcetings that we have with the town council, and UC 

will be owking a technical assistmct grant 

8vailablc if there'6 a qualified or interested 

group of people at the Waywood site vho need some 

additional funding to bt able to hire expertise. 

Pinally, thit it the schedule for the RI/FS 

Efs, and ts Jim pointed out, it is a long process. 

It’s a difficult process. There are a lot of steps 

that we have to go through, and there are a lot of 

reviews that are built into this. The DOB has 

internal reviews before the documents are isoucd. 

EPA, uho has the total oversight for this, has a 

review cycle, and then there are reviw? cycLe3 for 

that public document and public input on the 

process. So this is hou it sort of breaks down 

with the major milestones over the next rcvcral 

years. 

The public meeting is newt that’s what this 

forum is. The RI field work should be completed 

this year. It can go longer if there are things 

identified that we need to take a look at. The 

Work Plana then get published, after ~the responsive 

sunmary and conments are evaluated and 

incorporated, in May of this co;ning spring. And 

then the Rf/FS EIS process is culminated when that 
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draft RI report is issued to the EPA l d NJDEP. At 

that point there would bt a pttferrtd rtmtditl 

action alternative rendered by the DUE, EPA and the 

State, for their concurrence8 and the rest of the 

time thtre art review cycles, comments we 

incorporated, public review, public comments, 

vorking vfth everybody to make mart that that 

Record of Decision, which is the formal selection 

of that reiiledy, is what everybody vants and vhat 

tvcrybody can live with. 

And then in weary, or just again to 

remind you where your cornnew &Y can be. sent, we do 

have one mistake on here. This process will 

CWtinUC Until Deceznbct 13th. Written comentc 

should be submitted to Let nrice, vho is the 

director of the Former Sites Restoration Division, 

which is the division of DOE Oak Ridge Operations 

responsible for the day-to-day operation of the 

formerly utilized sites, remedial action program 

and FUSIUP. 

With that, then, I’ll turn it back over to 

Dr. Brush for the questions and answets and he’ll 

help us to coordinate all those. 

DR. BROW : Thank you. Is there anyone who 

has not yet filled out a card? If not, there will 
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bt people available from vhom you can get the card 

and You should be on that mailing list if you want 

f 01 low-up. We have a ftw comments that have been 

scheduled that vet11 call for. f think in view of 

the amafl number of coamtnts to date, we can extend 

that five minutes to tight or ten. We'll go in the 

order that they vet@ given, and some of these came 

in prior to the meeting. 

The first one is Mr. John Tamburro of 

Haywood. When you speak, would you please go to 

the microphone in the center of the floor, identify 

yourself as to name and address, for the record, 

and be sure that we have Gufficient volume that WC 

can pick it up hero with the reporter. Thank you. 

I”.R. JOB:: TAfSBllRRO- . &?I name is John 

Taclbur fo. I live in Fsaywood at 142 IJest Central 

Avenue. I’m aloo on the Board of !lealth in 

Mayvood. I’m very concerned about the radiological 

problems. I have performed a cancer cluster study 

which the State Health Departmtnt rebutted. What 

the State did vas compare todi, Rochello Park, 

Saddle Brook and Haywood to the rest of Ntu Jersey. 

what I did vas compatc Ecclestone Place and West 

Centrsl Avenue to the rent of Hayvood. They did 

not ask us any questions. They did not coze to us 

- ~--__----__-----~~--- 
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or -- they did on cancer incidencts. They have 

started recording cancer incfdences in 1979. Woct 

of the resident6 in the Werzt Central 

Avtnue/Ecc~cetonc Place area contracted cancer or 

died from cancer prior to that date. I took into 

consideration a lot of factors that are left out of 

the cancer studies btcautt they're hard to get. 

Like for oneI none of the cancers involved 

cigarette smoking; the residents didn’t smoke. All 

involved residents who lived in the area at least 

IS years. Some homes had several owner sI and those 

residents living tflere more than IS years have had 

lncidcnccz of ctinccr in their fa;slilics. The 

afflicted residents had safe jobc with rcs:pecL to 

e;r~oziufc to carcinogens, anti many were housewives 

who stayed at home. 

Pcoplc exposed to carcinogenic chcmicolt 

and low-level radiation in their younger years do 

not develop adverse health effects until their 

later years0 depending on the strength of the 

carcinogen or radiation. The people I studied 

moved into the area between the ages of 20 and 4C 

and developed their cancers in their late fifties 

and early sixties. Also, genetic damage caused by 

radiation does not have to occur in the first child 
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born to one of the people exposed to canctrD It 

can occur in children of the children. 

Other radiologically induced afflictions 

such as tntmia, cataracts and l botttntd lift span 

were not included, but it did exist in ooze of the 

ttsidtnts. Out of the 36 residents I rtudird, 17 

developed cancer while living in the arear 31 died 

and six art in rtmist;ion or cur&l. The control 

group I used va6 taking deirta certificates from 

1978 to 1933 and recording who had cancer or died 

fron cancer during that time, and the figure I come 

up with it 24.7 percent for all of ~aywood, wfiicb 

agrees with the State Health Department’s figure of 

2d.4 percent throughout al: of Bergen County, which 

mean6 I agree with their health studies. 

Dcfinitcly the four cornmnitits have the same rate 

a3 the rest of New Jersey. 

I don’t agree that my area of Maywood has 

the Same rate aEi the rest of the State. Nine of 

the afflicted were housewives with nonhazardouo or 

no occupations. They remained home most of the 

time. The men did not have any added cancer risks 

fron their jobs. 

All were hcalthjt people until they 

devclo?ed the cancer. hll cancer6 developed could 
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have been caused by my type of radiation. It’s 

known that the railroad embankment bordering the 

homes on the south eide of West Central Avenue is 

highly radioactive. This is m&own in the 

radiological studies ptrformtd on my home and other 

radiological etudits performed on the Stepan and 

nxss site. 

When f had the hones studied bf Hr. Jay 

Davis of the Cbcrline Analytical Corporation, these 

are the reeulte he came up with: Eight feet obme 

ground level he wao receiving radiation of 227.3 

millirem per ycsr. The Federally teconuscndcd 

dotage is 1001 Tho outside ground level was 175.2 

miliirexiit per year. Ilalfwsy up the railroad 

enbnkmcnt it was SOS.1 millirem per year8 and 

inr;lde mjr house it wac 157.7 rcilliremc per year. 

Haywood*E; background is 7C.l. So we’re all Ming 

exposed to very high levels of radiation for a long 

time. 

There’s a building 76 that they talked 

about, and this is from the Work Plan for the 

remedial investigation/feasibility study 

environmental impact Etateclent for the Hayw~od 

site, Ftiywood, New Jersey. Along the northern 

fence of the MISS oite the amount of radiation 
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being released lo 200 ricrorotntgens per hour. 

That railroad embankment is a continuation of my 

property as well as my neighbor’& Xn the building 

ltatlf, around the building they had readings 

ranging from three to 400 microrotntgtna per hour.’ 

Don’t forget, the guide lo 100. All of US 

residents also live fn a high water area that 

f loads. 1 know you’re not concerned with chemical 

contaminationo, but it doe; exist. And they have 

found bcnzenc and ethyl acetate on my property, and 

they have found wells contaxinated with 

tetrachlorocthane and trichioroethylene and 

chloroform to West mgnolia Avenue, which is all 

the Game water base. All along the railroad 

enbankncnt there is a gully which will fill up when 

it rains very hard, and our yards flood, which 

could bring theoc cheinicalc to the surface. 

Wy main concernr however, is the fact that 

these chemicals can emanate from the groundwater 

into our basements and beconc trapped there. Water 
: 

level is about one foot under my house. I have a 

sump pump with a tank and it’s usually half full. 

When it rain6 hard the water comes within one inch 

of KIY bace,mnt floor. So wfi are in very close 

proximity to this dangeroils groundwatcr. 
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Since the radiation is 80 high, I ask that 

they please do not bring any more radiation to the 

HISS site. If those plans art to be, if they’re 

going to use those plans and put everything at the 

WISS titer then tither, one, enclose it in Atad, or 

two, buy out our homes. f don’t vant to live here. 

I want to live. I donet want to die, and I’m very 

scared. 

My next door neighbor, two peo#c devcioped 

cancer . The first man died fro3 total metastasis, 

the second one had bladder cancer was you. In iny 

ho;3o, nay mother died from ovarian cancer which was 

not inherited; s!y father has tkin cancer and died 

frm a rare dioordcr called -- X don’t eveh know 

the name of it, it’s so rare. Fly dog developed 

bone cancer . 

In the house next to me the womn developed 

colon cancer, her brother developed skin cancer. 

In the house next to her, the woman developed 

breast cancer. Skip a house, and the next hOUSe, 

the woman developed breast cancer; two houses up 

from there the man developed brain cancer. Across 

the street a woman developed breast cancer -- two 

women developed breast cancer. Next house, one 

person developed intestinal cancer. 
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A woman on Ecclestone Place developed 

41 

ftomach cancer. Going down Ecclrstone Place, the 

next house, the man died frozn throat cancer. The 

next house, the woxm died from bladder cancer. 

Next house, the uoman died from stomach cancer, and 

next, a woman died from brain cancer. It'0 very 

scary to me. 

X don’t like it at all. f’m 011 for the 

cleanup and everything, but this high level 

radiation is going to exist in the ares and the 

contaminated chemicals is going to remain in the 

ground water for 15 more years. I’ll be dead. 

i've probably gotten exposed to enough radia=lon. 

I’ll get cancer in ten or 15 years. I’d like to 

get out as fast us 1 cun, and nobody will buy my 

house when they see the dun? bock there. It’s 

clearly visible. It’s just like building 7C. 

Those arc all the conmento X have. 1 i36k 

you to please take into consideration the people 

that live on Gcclestone Place and West Central 

Avenue and on Wer;t Magnolia Avenue where the wells 

are contaminated, because we all suffer from health 

problems. Now I have a disease where I have too 

many blood cells a6 opposcd‘to leukemia. I have 

another chemical imbalance, and I’ve developed 
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Cy6ts anil my Sisters have developed tunbrs and 

cysts. So this problem is very aetious. 

If thty.cen’t find a resolution, I do a&k 

to buy us out for true market value of our honest 

and I have a copy I would like to submit to you. 

It’s my rough draft. I’a almost finished with it. 

It has everything referenced. You can find all the 

infomation in your records, the Bechtel record=, 

the records in borough hall, from Ebasco, that 

would state that we’re living in a very dangerous 

area. The PSEXG substation iu right next to ny 

house and that enits electromagnetic radiation 

which they are studying &ccau;c they’re afraid it 

Causes cancer . So once again, pieasc help us. 

DR. BROS Ii 1 Thank you, IJr. Tanhurro. 

Next speaker is Louise Ponce. 

I*!S . L03IS1: PGXE: Louis-e Ponce, 534 Ean 

Street in Maywood, and I have a question. I would 

like to know why this study is going to go on now 

until 1994. 

FIR. PXORE: f realize that it is a very 

long process but as you look through it, 

unfortunately, what we need to do is each step 

along the way produce information thnt firct of all 

gets approved by other groups like EPA and the 1:~ 
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Jersey Department of Environmental Protaction, and 

then ie provided to the public. And then the 

public gets to comment on that and we have to 

respond to the comments, and that process occur6 

three or four thee, and each time a8 It occurs8 

unfortunately It.6 a many-month cycle to do that. 

MS. POZCEr Eleven years? 

MR. FIOREt I realize the total amount of 

time that would be, and I think one of the things 

that we’re trying to do, we are trying to work with 

the EPA to do it quicker than that amount of tine, 

and let mc give you one cxasale. The ten&i al 

investigation work that Rick talked about, if you 

follow the exact letter of the law, WC should put 

oat 411 of our Work Plans firsta then begin to 

coilect ali the information on the site. ‘Unat 

we’ve done i6, 6ince we had a lot of information 

already and felt that we should try to nuwe this 

along a6,quickly as we could, even though the Work 

Plans have not been approved, we kept going, 

gathering information. 

It didn’t cave 8 lot of time, I think, in 

the grand scheme of things, but I would guest on 

the order of maybe three to oix months* worth of 

time by doing things that way. That doesn’t make 
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it any earlier than 1994, but we’re goirqto 

continue to 2ook at the process to see ways we can 

bring it back a little bit shorter. 

But unfortunately, the lavs say to involve 

the public, involve other agencies, don’t make the 

decision by yourself in a quick and hasty way. go 

through it very systematically, and that'6 about 

the best I can say. It f6 a long PPOCeSSp end the 

fieyuood pr ocezs 56 no longer than what vc’re using 

at other sites. We’re following the same proceu6 

with the 6ame 6ort of multiyle cycles. 

MS. POICE: : There was an article in the 

paper today that said that within LWO years there's 

going to bz legislation pa~zed, and it is now under 

consideration, that rcixcd waste will not be 

acceptable in any other tit+. Is there any 

validity to that, or wao that 6omthing that is 6 

tumor or vas incorrect in this article? It vas in 

today'6 issue of the Our Tovn. It’s the diocu66ion 

of a ban on moving mixed waete. It'6 w 

understanding that there is mixed waste at this 

site, in spite of vhat some of our Council people 

think. 

MR. R3BlZRT33Xr Well, you’ve got a couple 

of different issues there that WC' need to talk 
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about. First, I think that vhat you’& talking 

about on the mixed uaste, and I didn’t see the Our 

Town issue today, deals with that there is an EPA 

land tan, 16 what it’s called, and the cast ia 

there vi11 be certain classes of waste which art 

restricted from being disposed of in land 

imPpOUndaKnt6 like an on-site SbOVt grade landfill 

or a buried landfill or anything like that. 

And there is a two-year variance. The rule 

becaae effective thiG last spring but there vas a 

variance granted for the next two years? I think, 

because thCrc”S no cegacity, thcce’c no other wa;r 

to handie that acrosG the nation. 

So yet, in two years IancJ disposal of mixed 

waste will bc prohibited unless that waste mccto 

very rcztrictive EPF, standards for doing a land 

disposal. 

HZ. POKES Your plan was August, 1994 when 

you will complete reviewing this. 

HR. ROBERTBOiJt That’s right, but vhat that 

SOYS is, if our wart@ 16 going to bc dfcposed Of 

after that period of time, then it vi11 have to be 

trected first, if there are cheaicals present in it 

that fall under the land ban. Then they vould have 

to be treated first to reduce thoGe, destroy then, 
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immobi l i ze  th e m , or  d o  s o m e th i n g  b e fo re  y o u  cou ld  

cons ider  us ing  l a n d  d isposa l  as  your  d isposa l  

a l ternat ive.  

M S . P O X E : S o  w o u l d  I cons t rue  th a t to  

m e a n  th a t tim e  m a y  b e  o f th e  e s s e n c e  n o w  b e c a u s e  it 

m a y  b e  m o r e  diff icult as  tim e  passes  to  reso lve  th e  

p r o b l e m  in  M a y w o o d ?  

P lR. R O B E R T S O !Jt Y e s  a n d  n o . It w ill g e t 

sno re  d i fficu l ty. 

M S . P O X C D r L e t’s d o  th e  l n o n  a n 3  th e n  

1 e t”s d o  th e  ‘yc~ .~ . 

. 

M R . R O B E R T S O N : It will b e  m o r e  d i fficu l t 

to  d i spose  o f n i xed  w a s te  a fte r  th e  n e x t two years.  

H o w e v e r , th a t *E  n o t necessar i ly  b a d  b e c a u s e  w h a t it 

m a n s  is th e  w a s te , b e fo re  it g o e s  in to  l a n d  

d isposa l , h a s  to  b e  m o r e  sta b l e  a n d  h a s  to  b e  m o r e  

c o n tro l led  a n d  sect m o r e  strin g e n t sta n d a r d s  th a n  

it d o e s  n o w . R igh t n o w  w e  cou ld  ta k e  w a s te  wi th 

chemica ls  in  it a n d  th e o r e tical ly p u t th a t in to 

l a n d  d isposa l . In  ‘two years  th a t 6 s m e  th i n g  w o n 't 

b e  poss ib le . S o  w h a t y o u ’re  real ly  say ing  is if 

y o u  d o  it quick,  th e z e  m a y  real ly  b e  a  lesser  

d e g r e e  o f p ro tec tio n  a t th a t l a n d fill th a n  th e r e  

w ill b e  in  tw o  years  f ron n o w . In  two years  th o s e  

s a m e  chemica ls  th a t y o u  cou ld  d ispose  o f r igh t n o w  
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will have to be more otabilired than dkposal right 

now. 
?lS. PWCE: Dfd you read 19343 That was a 

perfect l waaple of double speaking. Xf you remove 

the waste from this site, vhat does it matter to 

the residents of Maywood and people that live there 

if it is treated before It leaves or treated after 

it leaves or any treatment of this process 

ubatcoever. I don’t understand why what you said 

has any relevance to this particuiar situation, and 

I’m not expert in this area so I may hove raissed 

sorncrhincj. 

)1X . RDBCRTSO:; : I probably did a poor .job 

of explaining it, and it’c a difficult subject to 

explain because it gets into a lot of legs1 terns 

of the cnviromcntal laws that are out. ;Jhat’s 

going on is the 6tandards for disposal of mixed 

vsstc arc going to get more stringent. 

HS. PONZEa Specifically for the people of 

Haywood, for the areas that are contaminated, thst; 

are very tctiously contaminated, if there is a bn, 

how would that be beneficial to the people of 

Maywood on moving nixed vsstc? Now would that 

benefit the community? 

MR. RXXRTSO’?: If the waste is going to 

. 



------ -----_- ---A--------- 
7r 

I 
i -.1 -I 1 
1 
! 
.i 
1 / 1 
! . 7 s --l 
1 
1 
. 1 
s 
1 
1 
1 ‘2 i 
i 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

3 

10 

11 

12 

33 

14 

13 

1C 

17 

13 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

2r, 

25 

- ---_ 

leave, go out of town, be disposed of aonevhere 

else, then the ban does not benefit Hayvood at all. 

The ban benefits the recipients of that waste by 

making sure that the watt, before it goes into 

diopooal, wherever that*5 going to be, that that 

waste &E IBore ttcure or more stable. If that waste 

uts going to bt dieposed of in New Jersey or if it 

waLo possible to dicpost of it on-eitt, then that 

would benefit Hayvood or the Nev Jersey residents 

bj, sgoin making sure that that waste which is going 

to be disposed is more secure. 

?9S. P3:EEt I think vhat you my be saying 

is if it goci; it benefits the people where it gocG; 

if it doe.2 not gor you bring raort waste into this 

particular site, it’c going to be safer for the 

people that live by the site. Do I translate that 

correctiy? 

MR. R3DERTS~X: I think so. If waste vas 

going to be brought into the site -- and the site 

is not large enough to handle all of the waste. 

that’s present In Haywood, 80 we’re talking very 

hypothetically here -- but if that vactt vas going 

to come in, then it could not bt diepootd of 

on-site without meeting those newI more stringent 

standards. 
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Ms. PoYCf : It's also my understandfng that 

Envirocart in Utah would accept this particular 

waste as it is now; that moving this particular 

waste Out of the community io acceptable to them. 

In f&et, they have urged the Department of Baergy 

to ect. Why won’t you? Let me qualify that. 

Every other meeting that I ever l ttendtd, everyone 

from the DOE, Mr.’ Atkin, ue know each other over 

the year&# has always commented that Off we could 

find a place to move it, WC would.. And that was 

stated manjj times. Now that you have ia place to 

move it, someone wants it, vhy don't you want it to 

907 

NR. FLORE: Let me comment on that. A 

minor point on that is it’s not cicar vhether, and 

WC will talk to the Envirocarc folks on the 

specifics, whether or not their facility is 

licensed Epecifically to handle the thorium type 

waste, and in particular any mixed waste, hazardous 

mixed waste with the thorium. 

MS. PONCE: The Our Town said it was. 

MR. PIORE: That is not the major point. 

The major point is that it’s not within our 

authority to make a unilateral decision today 

without going through this process, and cay 'That's 

__--__- ______-___-_____--------__ 
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the solution.o Let me tell you whjr, and 3: 

understand fton the Maywood point of view that all 

you really care about is that it moves out of 

Naywood. 

MS. PO:EE: No, that’s not correct. That 

Is not correct. 

MR. FXORE: I ehouldn’t sake that 

a6slmption. One important consideration, and we’ve 

seen it when we tried to move waste across the 

country fro3 one oitc to another, is both the State 

receiving the material and also the States along 

the way turn to the Department of Energy and tom 

to the Env:ronsucntaI Protection Agency and say, 

Why are you sending this material through my State 

and sending it there? Prove to me that that waste 

cannot stay where it in or could not stay in the 

State Were it came from,. and in many casts folks 

have taken XX to court, and I think where we’re 

coming from is, we see that same sort of risk; 

where If we try to do something that, in effect, 

was a shortcut, didn’t go through all the steps, 

didn’t look at all the choices, somebody then 

raises these questions, takes us to court. We 

could be back to square one, but three years from 

now after a long and lengthy court process. 
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So the burden’s on usI not just to satisfy 

the concerns of the people in Haywood but to 

satisfy the concerns of folks in States along the 

way: if Utah is the State, to satisfy the folks in 

Utah that we have done a thorough job on a11 the 

opt ions. And unfortunately to do that, 

thoroughness is measured by EPA and folks like that 

signing off on the documents. 

So we can’t make a decision that looks like 

it’s beneficial to one segment of the population 

like Maywood when there are other segmnts that 

would say l Follou the process. fit pass these laws 

for that reason.. So I think that’s really the 

bind that we’re in. &von if there is an option out 

there, we are subject to criticitn, legal action, 

whatever, thJ: you didn’t follow the process. And 
I 

that’s where we’re coming fros. 

MS. P3XfZi I take very strong exception 

with what you just said. If that was said in 1903, 

if that was said in 1984, if that was said in 1985, 

that would be acceptable, but people sitting at 

that table had clearly stated that we.will move 

this material out of this community if there was a 

site. They never qualified it in the past, and it 

seem to me that it is very very very insidious 

--- ---_-- ------------------------. 
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that nou, when there is something available, there 

are these excuses. 

Listening here this evening, I am starting 

to think that the people outside picketing had more 

sense then those of UE who chose to come inside, 

because it stems to mt that this problem - really, 

you have been there seven years and you do not know 

the answers to these questions. Am I going to come 

back in ‘94 and you’re still not going to know the 

answers to these questions? 

I[ understand that this is a process, but if you art 

a professional agency@ I cannot understand why you 

could not have the answer to questions and cone up 

with these alternatives that, when they’re 

presented to youI you can respond and say, yes, WC 

can or no, WC can’t, and this is why. 

KR. FIORE: I don’t knoit. Would you like a 

response or a cosnent? 

HS. POUCEt I would really like to 

understand why it’s going to take 11 years just to 

figure ok what you’d like to do. Are these 

meetings just to appease people, to say what we 

want to hear? I mean every time we’re here it is 

BOmething different, and nothing has been done 

except there has been material broog!lt into the 
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town of ciaywood that wag a different type of 

contaainat ion. So it has added to the problem of 

the Borough of Maywood. 

Wow, in reading the reports it.8 my 

understanding that the contamination in the other 

communities, particularly Lodi, is below the DOE 

guidelines for contamination, and yet that has 

alWaY been t priority to the Depattmtnt of Energy. 

The radioactive problem right in the area 

protecting the pcoyic has not been. W ill the bOE 

consider buying the hones on Central Avenue that 

are contaminated and solve the problem once and for 

~113 XG that a consideration? Or will it be a 

consideration if the problem cannot bc solved 

within two years? 

KR. FICJRS: I don’t think that’s a 

considerazion if the probien can be t;olved. 

MS. ?O!K!iZr Why is it no: a consideration? 

Hii. PIORES Again, we would have to look 

and set8 is there 8 health hazard that warrants 

acting in two years instead of four years or &ix 

yearr; or whatever the case might be. 

HS. POHCEt You're telling me in ttvtn 

years you don’t eiren know if there is a health 

problem? 
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HR. PIORR: What we have done, uhen ue’ve 

looked at tho housing -- again I might defer to 

Rick -- for individual hourm6 we tried to address 

the houses of greatest concern initially, l d 

brought the raatetlal back to the site, and I think 

that in general, the contamination that exists out 

there right now is not contamination such that it 

needs to be cleaned up within two years from a 

health and safety point of view. 

Again, I can’t talk on every single 

prosrty, but in general, we brought the most 

urgefit things back to the site. And 1 agree, it 

would be gocd if it was done in two years. If the 

process takes four years, I think that vould bc the 

point where we’d make the decision on it would go 

to Utah, it would go sozeploce else, the house has 

to be bought out because it can’t be cieaned up. 

That’s when those decisions would be mde. I 

realize that’s an unacceptable time period. 

WS. PONCEr It’s unacceptable because it’s 

&en going on for 6evcn years. We’re seven years. 

What’s DOE been doing? .Wtll, we’re going to get 

around to this and some day vet11 make a dtcision.8 

I don’t understand why this process ha8 been so 

long and we’re here nod and you’re not saying to us 

~~--____----___-~~~~~~~~~---_~~ 

: I.... 
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wWetvt reviewed it, we understand it, this is vhat 

we can do and this Is vhat ue can’t do., Either 

you know and you don‘t want to tell us or the 

8gcncy is generally inept, because thtrt art reams 

and reams and file cabinets full of information 

that apparently you can’t sift through and say this 

is what ve*rt going to do. 

HR. PIORE: Again, we can say what vc 

think, and we have said in the past and YC hove it 

in documents that from  the information we kncm 

about the site, that that site will not be 8 

peririancnt disposal site. So you may view that ac 

not Jxing terribly significant, but in the 

hazardous waste area, the first priority or the 

firct place where folks should look to put the 

waste is right on site. That is where the emphasis 

is; don’t transport the waste all over the place. 

If you can solve the problcn on site, do it. so I 

think even though it’s been seven years and you can 

argue it should have been done faster, ve have _ 

gathered data so that we believe vc cannot use the 

cur rent sf te. That is a major step. 

The second thing we’ve done is we’ve 

cleaned ua vicinity properties, vicinity properties 

that were the major health problem. I view that 
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86 oignif icant. We alao have otarttd a process 

with the EPA to gtt to the final tolution. ft’E 

going to take t long time. But those art step 
that happen. It wasn’t like we’re in the ume 

siturtlon now thrt we were in 1983. I think it’s 

tigtiificantly different. 

165. PONCE: People on Ctntrtl Avenue and 

people in Haywood art in exactly the tame position 

that they were in 1983. There has been no change 

except that now that you have moved in aoil fros 

other areaa, the radiation that emits from that 

area f~ higher. So you have put theo more at risk. 

By adding more it eltits more radiation. I would 

thirik that the more contanination you add to that 

pile, the Pore radiation that emits and the more 

people you’re putting at risk. 

MR. FIORE~ Again, it’s a situation of what 

did the waste look at like in 1983 when it was just 

laying on the ground versus the situation it’s in 

right nw. 

MS. PONCtr Shouldn’t you know the antwcr 

to that? 

HR. PIORE, I would 6ay right now the 

hazard is 1030. We have coabined the waste, put it 

into a storage facility, and I: think the monitoring 
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information that WC have around, and we’ve ohated 

with the EPA and we’ve shared with the State, shows 

that the tmiscions at the edge of the site or the 

l mfosions in the water are well within oaftty 

limits. So I think we have improvad the 8ftuation, 

and I tgrte with you, if there'8 9,000 tons there 

nw and you bring in another ton, yesl thtrt’t more 

radiation there; but 18 it over the acceptable 

limit? No, because it’s being monitored and it’s 

being 8tOred appropriately. So I think again, the 

situation is not solved, but at least we’ve got a 

site where it’s being monitored and it’s being 

covered an6 it’s being ctorcd. 

MS. POfJCE I IE there anything under that 

pile, by the way? 

HR. RODERTSOLJt Yes, the waste that’s 

present in the pile is totaliy encapsulated. TiJCKC 

is a bottom liner which is inpermeable. On to;, of 

that there is sand and then the waste is placed. 

Leachate from that collects and drain8 to a sump. 

That’s the only exit from that pile. The bottom 

liner is tied to the top liner, 80 itls a total 

pillow type of design 80 thst the things in the 

pile cannot migrate out. 

MS. POXCE : One final question: You are 
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telling me that the people that live on Central 

Avenue art not tXpO8td to more radiation when you 

bring in additional aoil. And that is something 

that right aw you will ahaoluttly gutrtntet it 

corrtctr that if you bring in more aoil, add it to 

that site, the people that live on West Central 

Avenue art not put tt.mrt risk and the radiation 

does not increase. Yes or no. 

MR. PfOREr ES] answer was just the answer. 

f would say yes8 they will be exposed to more 

radiation. every spoonful of dirt that we bring in 

that isn’t there now that has radiation in it does 

give them aore radiation, but X will say that any 

dirt vc bring in will keep their doac below the 

safety lCVei&. But you are right, any ounce Of 

dirt WC bring in creates aore radiation to the 

folks off site. 

KS. P3!JC&a So now f ffiay be incorrect 

because f.read thC8e documents about six wnths 

agoI but there is an area that 18 cleared to hold 

approximately 176,000 tons or equal to the pile 

that 18 there. There.8 room nw cleared to add 

another pile just about the same size? 

MR. ROBZRTSOh‘t There is an area of the 

site that was cleared in, I think, 1986 in 
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preparation for bringing in additional uaate. And 

that waste uas scheduled to come in from Lo& but 

at the time, because of the Haywood concernsI fn 

working with the tom council, the plans for tbat 

additional pile were cancelled. So that pile is 

now overgrown and is ISO longer usable, or the base 

that was p.laced there. The atudfea say that the 

8mcimum amount of waste that could ever be placed 

at that site is the 176,000 number that you recall. 

But there are no plans right nov or there 

are no plans to expand that pile in this fiscal 

year. If we would discover in the remedial 

investigation process that there are properties 

that necci to be addressed, then again, ve would 

like to do additional removal action to, my, bring 

additional waste in there so that we can get it out 

of the pcople’~ yardc. 

MS. ?O:!CEt And then add to the increased 

radiation that the people on Central Avenue are 

exposed to. So you’re saying Well, okay. Let me 

decrease the radiation for this group and increase 

the radiation for this grou?. So in fact, by 

moving it from point A to point 8, you really are 

not making it safer for anyone. You just have less 

people to address this issue. 
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WR. ROBERTSOXr No, that’s not true. It’s 

not that you’re moving the risk from one area to 

another. The major concern or the major risk from 

this material is not the direct exposure that you 

get from just standing on top of it. The major 

risk is either inhalation or ingestion of that 

nattrial. That gives the major doses. So when you 

remove the possibility that someone would actually 

become contaminated vith that, then you are 

improving that situation. Wnen it’s brought 

on-site and it then goes from an uncontrolled 

Qnvironment to a controlled area vhere it’s in the 

total encapsulation, that’s o a;uch safer situation 

than having it in somebody’s yard where they can 

becoac exposed. 

MS. P013CE: Doesn’t that have to be open to 

add it? Doesn’t the vind blow? Isn’t that 

inhalatioti if :‘a; in mj, backyard? 

tld. RCBERTSORt No. 

US. PONCE: Ho? 

MR. ROBERTSON: No. When the pile is 

opened, then there are duct control measures that 

are used and ambiQnt air monitoring statfom that 

are placed all around the opened pile to make sure 

there is no windblown contxination from that pile 
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while it’s opened. 

Now, going back to your other point. The 

radiation level, because there is more radioactive 

material there, will go up slightly, but because of 

the distance to the properties, that will not 

increase the doses that the people on Central 

Avenue 8re receiving. Hr. Tamburro, f agree with 

most everything that he said. There was a small 

error he mde in converting micro to nillire;3, 

which is a thousand times different, but other than 

that, he’s correct that there are elevated ekposure 

rates on come of those Centrai Avenue properties. 

!&*s also correct that those exposure rates arc 

Corning Lr0:3 the contamination which ia uncontrolicd 

on the raiiroad tracks, It’s not increased bccsusc 

of the additional waste that’s been ploccd on the 

f.aywood inter iiii btoragc site. 

KS. POXE: Uhy -- 

DR. BRUSH; Excuse me. He’re running a 

little behind. If you have anything further, \;‘e*il 

get back to you after some of the other people have 

had a chance. It’s very interesting, so hang on to 

what you had, but let’s bring somebody else up 

here. That next person is Gregory nllcn. 
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RR. GREZORY ALLE!ii My name i 6 Greg Allen 

with D.T. Allen Contracting in Franklin Lakes, Neu 

Jersey. We were a subcontractor on the site in 

1986. We imported some impemeablc fill that was 

put in Carolina at that tine. I’d like to thank 

you for the opportunity to speak this evening. 

I’ve got several questions. Some arc related, 603~ 

are not related. The first question is, have you 

reseisrchcd trcatmnt and dicposcll of mterial 

ovcrseoc? 

MR. ATKX?I: Cou?d you repeat the question, 

pieasc. 

MR. ALLS’Z: i;;lve you rescxc!led treatment 

and disposal of the materiel ovcrocsc? 

K?. ATXIY: Ovcrsezs, no, WC haven’t. 7.2 

far as any treotwn: and technology, it will bc 

1 ooked Pt during the fcmibiilty study. WC hGv?n * t 

looked at it. 

MR. ALLEN: Will that be a consideration? 

HR. ROBERTSON: Arc you talking about 

actuolIy shipping the material ovcrscas to be 

treated? 

MR. ALSC:I: Yes. Will you conoider 

shipping the natcrlal outside of the United Stakes, 

cqorting the material to, nunbcr one, a Facility 
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in 8 foreign country* or nusbcr two, will you 

consider constructing a facility in a foreign 

count r y? 

HR. ROBERTSM~r X don’t know that we would 

not look at that. If there was some dramatic 

incentive to do that, something that couldn’t be 

done here, then I guess that that would be 

acceptable to look at. However, the transportation 

ovcr~ea~ of 350,000 cubic yards of waste would be 

an enormous undertaking and would require a 

coordination with J good mny countries to pazs 

that waste througil. 

xl. ALLBIJ: If WC’KC speaking frou a cost 

effcctivc point of view, I’m sure it’c obvloua that 

you cnn transport a larger volume ovcrscos rather 

thm trancgort individual loads to a designated 

facility. we have deployed several members of our 

company just these pas; couple of wceko to West 

Africa to explore this option; not particularly for 

this material but for some chromium waste, and 

we’ve gotten positive respomes to that. I guess 

the next question L6, is there any funding that is 

currently allocated for the treatment and/or 

disposal of the material? 

MR. FIORE: We receive our budget annually 
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you have to get it approved; but have you

considered beginning removal procedures whiie  port

one is in opcrat  ion?

HR.  FIOREt  We are  looking at removal

actions but again, you heve to identify what Is the

purpose of the removal action and uhat  it’s

accomplishing, and like the actions of just

bringing the materials to the pile are removal

actrons. WC  arc not at this time  concfciering

removal  options beyond bringing material to the

pi le .

r.R.  ALLC!:: I also understand that there

has been Federal ltgioiation  passed that.  each State

must have a hazardous waste facility by either 1993

o r  1996. I)oco  the I)epsrtment  of Energy consider

waiting until that facility ia constructed in

accordance wit!>  tlic Federal regulationGO

GR.  FIORE: The  reason X hesitated, I think

what you’re referring to art the low-level nuclear

waste  compacts.

MR. ALLE:?;  Yes, that’s right. Al& in

addition to that, each State is requited to have a

hazardous var;tc facility within the State itself.

HR. FfOREr  Right. What ve have done is,

in particular with NW  Jersey, talked to the State
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about their plans for riti’ng  hazardous facilities

and nuclear  wa8te  facilities to try to see if there

is any possibility of coordinating those

act iv it ies . So ytGr  ve are looking at that, but it

j6 the type of situation that the State controls

what  9063  - - each State or each CoDpact  controls

what  waste it  chooses to take. So it’6 not

BODething  we  can say l We are going to send  it to

you.’ They have the discretionary authority to

decide  what they  want.

DR. DRUSEIr Hr. Allen, if I myI  I think

we’re digressing sosewhot from the concerns of

Mtywood  hem. Would you mind  meeting with the

people from DE 16tcr  on and address your questions

privately to thc;J at thst point?

!iit. ALLEII: sure. That's  no problm.

DR. BRX::  : Thank ycu.

The next speaker Senator Paul Contillo.

SE!;ATOR  PAUL COUTTfLLOt  Let me identify

myself. I'm Senator Paul Contillo. I'm the

chairman of the Land 06e  and Region61 Affair6 of

the State of New  Jersey. 1 receive all the bill6

that deal with the solid vactc and hazardous waste,

and I'll  be very brief.

I guess I've  been  workinc,  with the
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of this  letter is to 6et  forth DOE’s position on

thl6 matter,  and  carrying it  down, without reading

the  ent i re  le t ter ,  %he  l i s t  of  recponsible

8ltermtivts  will include considering sending the

New  Jersey  FUSRAP  waste  t0 a COmmerCial  disposal

facility such 16 the one operated by Envfrocere in

Utah. l

I’ve listened to all of the dates here

tonight, gentleman. I can  tel l  you  that  if  a

program is ever to Occur in Utah, if WC  mutt wait

till 1994, the  project will die. It will die long

before 1994 because the  perffiits  that Gnvirocare  has

only carry on for two years8  but  the monies then

rCqUired  to do it, to move  this stuff to Utah

there’s just no telling what  kind of funds would be

expected  to do ttri6. In Sovenber of 1989  I had an

opportunity to spend an entire day in Trenton with

the Executive of Dergen County, Asoenblyman  Pat

Schuber,  myself, our borough attorney, to listen to

a presentation by then Dew  Jersey DEP comnissioncr

Chris Daggett, which set forth what f was 60

enthused and 60 excited about,  and that wa6  the

plan developed by KIDEP  to clean  up  the Borough of

Haywood.

And we came bsck to the Borough of Neywood
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and set forth all sorts of’planst  we met with our

8i8ter  commnities; we  met with Lodi; we met with

Rochelle Park. We convened a number of public

rPCttingsr  and it ua8  l program that generally met

with great approval. We cubseguently  mtt  with

ceprcotntative8  from Envirocate and that 6ame

enthU8iaSm  carried over.

NOW, it would oecm  to me that the State of

!fcw  Jersey,  through its bepartmcnt  of Environmental

Protection, the conmunitieo 811  involved in this

matter a8 it relate3 to Haywood*s  8iter  have  been,

in fact, pushing the stone in the sme  direction,

and uhen I listen to all that goes on*  and it’s

been  wing  on and on, and that’s been alluded to by

Senator Contilio,  by several speakers  &fort P;e,  to

the point where you can’t help but becone

disturbed.

I have penned -- you can’t read it, I knOwI

from uhere you are -- j us t  a little note to myself

on this letter, and it wan  to discuss thi8 matter

before our council, and ny notes to myself sayer

:Thi8  i8 jUSt  the EOtt  Of 6tUff  that disgusts me

because it is just another delaying tactic..

t?ow, you’vt  listened to dotes here tonight,

19841  1983. This probicm  goes back to 1981 when  it
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s tar ted . We vese put  on a Federal list in 1982.

We were  17th in the State of New Jersey. We were

62nd in the United States. And these years just go

by and roll one 8fter  another and nothing is

happening. WC sit at meetings like thiat  we  listen

to all of this dialogue, and it  would appear to me

that the only thing thot we’re  really told 5s that

it’s going to take longer, it’s going to take

longer.

When  I came in tonight I sew a group of my

rcsidcnts out front, solilc  of whom I had ap?ointcd

to a comfttce,  a mayor’s advisory committee,  to

hcip UC  push that stone in the saizc direction, and

at times I have  to tell you that I’ve been

disappointed with  their efforts  because I have felt

that  they  hove  been at  odds,  i f  you will,  at  the

efforts and direct ion by which the council and the

Borough of Hayvood is attempting to go.

Howevct, there was  one sign outside tonight

that I stopped and I comcnted to the gentleman

carrying it, who probably lives as close to this

oite as any resident, and I said l Those two words

as i t  relates  to  John Steucrt  says  i t  all.. I t

Slid, Wtah Now..

Now, WC  have a vice-president in charge of
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operations with  Envirocare’  present here tonight.

Gentlemen, I uou3d  like you to listen  to SOW  of

hi5 comments,  8ome  of the things that that conpsny

has done, I think In a positive way, to help

RayWOOd. And when  I say l htlp XaywoodrD  It helps

Rochcllt Park, It helps Lodi, because a lot of the

aoil  that’s on that site  fan’t only ftom Haywood;

there was a cleanup of the Ballad property and that

pcopertjr  is not in Maywood, it's in Roc!%?llt  Park.

But to clean up that site, Envirocare doer

have a program and a proposition, and 505e  of the

positions thst they may bc  in this evening, 5one  of

you my not even be aware of because they hove just

occutrcd. I’ve received connent  from oar  United

States Congressnan who's indicated a number  of

times over the years that one of the alternatives

that you pointed out here tonight was to leave the

material in position or on-site, and Congressman

Toricelli has  indicated t imes  overr  no way*  Dtvcr

will that ever occur.

But to carry it further, f think he’s  been

sort of excited over certain information 85 It

relates to Bnvirocare,  whether or not Envirocace

has the necessary licen5cs  to move this, but he bat

made overtures to the Haywood  Council  that tariY
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next year he would be willing to tr8vel  to Utah.

As a matter of fact, he's  invited the  aayor  or a

menber  of the council of ltaywood  to travel with  him

btcrust he uould  like to come back with the

necessary approvals to move  this eitc.

The vice-president of Envirocatt has

indicated to me that if we  go much beyond 1991,

much into 1992, that the program, that the monies

necessary, the licenses may not even carry beyond

that. So it’s  an alternative. I f ,  in  fact,  it  i s

to becom a viable alternative, that will have to

be looked at hard and fact and ctudied.  The Ccw

Jersey DE?  thought it was. The municipalities

involved thought it wasI and I would urge you that

you afford the representative of Envirocare an

opportunity tonight, perhaps his name is on the

list to speak and f’a;  not sure,  but if it  isn’t, at

Atast  have hin make the same infornation  available

to you that he has  made to me. That will  end lay

comments on that.

I have one nort question. We have 6 tax

assessment map in the  Borough of Moywood  that

provides for values, land values of all properties.

Rent-producing income, induftrial,  commercial,  X-l*

A-2 residential. All those properties, save very
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few such a~ fcdet8lly tax’exempt property, churches

and 60 Zorth, all pay taxes to the Borough of

Uayvood.

The Pedcral  govttnment wnn seven acres  of

property in tbe &rough of Waywood  and we  receive

no taxes for that property. I have a +enfor

citizen house in ?Iayvood,  probably the only patccl

that pays a percentage of thelt  qrosc  annual income

over to the Borough of Mayrood,  and that’s done by

a special act of the legislature, and that’s done

in lieu 0: taxes. Can anyone tell me,  we’ve lost

these  taxes on this Federally-owned property now

for a qooc!?y  number of years. IS it possible that

w e  my be ab le  to  rctricve taxes  on  that  parcel of

property in wt:;ttcvcE  my, fashion, may be possible?

Can anyone amwer  that for ize?

HR. PIORP;  : Let me go ahczd and cozuzent  on

that. I think the chart  ans;s’er ic; it may be

posoible. We will take back your message and see

i f  i t  i s  poss ib le . What f’d say is ve would be

more  than glad to meet  with you and the council and

tslk about the specific6 of that. Since it.6  not

direct ly -- the taxation issue not a direct issue

on the decision proceos,  I’d  like to discuss that

separately with youI  but vc’ll  be glad to do that.
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MAYOR  STEUERTr  Thank you, Mr.  Piort.

Thank youI  nr. Moderator.

DR. BRUSflt  Thank youI Hr. Sttuctt. f

think ubat  we’ll  do first,  we bavt only one more

pttoon  uho has requested to bt beard, and  then

ut’ll have a qutetion end answer ptriod,  at Which

tiae I believe we can hear the representative from

Envirocare, i f  that  s t i l l  i s  the  dtslrt.

Ns.  or Mrs. Ruth Bahto.

MS.  RUTH BATiTOr  Ruth Bahto, 178  East

Central Avcnuc in Raywood.  What I’ve heard about

West Central  ia basically about the same as East

Central, and I just want you to think a little bit

note  about the people that are concerned about this

and that arc living in this fear every day of their

l i f e . I have two children, and I live in fear

every day for them. And I didn’t want to get upset

but I can’t help it.

I hear uhat you propoot  and it just  makes

art sick. Uy  kidor 1’~ afraid to let them go in the

cellar because I’m afraid that the air in there

from what  has gone on over the years is still in

there and I’m afraid of my own house. Homes aren’t

seliing  In our town. f don’t know where to go. f

don’t know what*6 even any better than where  I a!nr

___-  -- -.-  - -- -
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but you keep  talking about time and al l  these

technical i t ies . You never Once think  *bout the

people who art suffering now of cancer*  who by the

the  YOU  dccidt what you’re  going to do won’t  even

bt here to tee  the xtaults,  and the people who  bavc

already lost  the ir  l ives  becauoe of  it.

You don’t once think of that. You’re  just

thinking of technicalities and all the processes

that you have to do. but you bcttcr  start thinking

about the people that ate  suffering every day in

this town. I 6ee  there aren’t a lot of pCOple here

because they just gave up, and 1.n:  starting to too.

I just want to put my house or? the market and

leave, biat  from  what I hear, it’s not too safe

anywhere In New  Jersey. Whcce  do I go? Just rnovc

congletcly out of State?

Xt’s ridiculous, but you guys just talk and

push us off, and years  have gone by and more years

are going to go by, and in the meqntlane  f don’t

ever  want to bear that there  is something wrong

vith ray kids because you guys sot on your ass for

too long; and you think of that because I’m sure

you all  have children or families, and you think

what it’s like to think every day you don’t  vant  to

plant a vegetable garden in your ovn yard. You
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don’t  uant  tht  kids to get the dirt in their mouth

btCau8e you’re not cure if it ‘6 safe, and everybody

tells you you’re  safe. Bullshit .

My mother die8 a year ago because of

cancer. She livtd in thin house, never worked

l nyvhert clue,  has lived in this house for 37

years. We used to get water In our cellar. We

pushed it out in our bare feet. I uas  right with

her. I guess I got maybe 30 years left and 3’1:

get the SCIIEC  results. I’ll get cancer and put ny

family through the hell my family vent through last

year.

It ‘f horrible. I don’t know if you’ve ever

experienced it, but it’s a terrible thing to go

through, and the way  you guys are talking, like you

don’t even  care, because you haven’t lived it; and

sure,  more people turn out who have iived it

becaueo they can’t stand it and don’t ever want to

see it again. So I would advise that maybe -- 1

don’t care who you have to we8  if it’s the

Governor or the  President even. Bas  anyone tver

contacted him? Be may not be in Jtt6ty  but ha does

have a say in this. Haybe you could get him to

move it  a little bit quicker.

Sosebody else  has got to get in on this and
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aove the process because the QaItagc  has been done

and it’8  getting worse8  it’s spreading, it’s in the

ground, it’s all over. You keep telling everybody

Wt’re  Safer  put little envelopes to have our ground

t t8ttd. That*8  for one thing. You’re talking

about the  thorium. What &out  all the other

chemicals in there that art leaking out, that art

all over  the ground, that are in the groundwaters?

Xnnoccnt children and peopie who have

nothing  to do *rith this or don’t even  know this

exists in this town are being hurt, and  I an fed

upp  and so are a lot more  people,  and I have a lot

of  people  on ny b lock  that  j u s t  hove  ncdborn

babies,  anal I yell  a t  t h e n  01; the tine,  ‘Get

involved. Listen, don’t YOU  know what  you’re

l i v ing  &,  ” and it’o not  fa ir .

I BCC  :t ‘S  ail turning  over . Ail iily

parents’ f fiends, they’ve  passed away. Two doors

down a woman died of cancer; a man up the street I

grew up with now has colon cancer.  While my m&her

was dying, my  aunt who lives  on Haywood  Avenue had

to have a breast removed from cancer. f4y  uncle who

l ives  wi th  then  has  skin  cancer .  lh&n i s  th is

going to sto2?  How many  families are you going to

have to destroy before  you realize it’s a SerfouG
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problem?

You may be laughinp  and saying it’6 not a

ser ious  health  problem. wh3t  t0 YOU  i6 6 6CKiOUS

health problem, more than a hundred thousand deaths

or 6Om@thfng?  Thi6  town to a little town. ft’6 0

668611  town. We know  everybody, and I roally  hate

to leave it and I think you are forcing the people

to leaVet  and it86  not fair. All you have to do is

move  i t ;  ge t  th i s  j unk  ou t  of  here.

You guys  have somconc  who  wants to take it.

Let then take  it, but all  I can say is think of the

people ,  not  jus t  the  s i te ,  grdund  and dir t ;  birt

t h e i r  bodies. Tncrc are hucm being6 who are

suffering,  going through cheznotheropy. Lives  have

bocn ruined. People have been  destroyed; not just

the people  who have  suffered with the cancer, bLtt

their families who had to live  with it;

mi scar riage6, dcforncd babies. God Almighty, it’s

disgus t ing ,  and  you  guy6  sit there .  It’s going to

take four imore  years. We don’t have four more‘

years. we don’t have two years. We don’t have a

year .

Too many people have already died, and I

don’ t  th ink  i t ’ s fair and I can’t see any more of

these meting6 going on unless you coze  here to
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te l l  u& WC have  a  s i te ,  we’re taking  i t  out,. and

that’6  the  end. gacause th is  is  juet  a  bunch of

bull that you’re trying to pacify everybody in the

CorParunftits,  which it isn’t  doing because we’re

getting on to these little things you’re trying to

do to just make us happy, which  you’re  not Praking

u6 happy. It.8  making us nmre  aggravated and it’s

chasing everybody out, and you811  get a ntu group

in  and i t  wi l l  take  f ive  or  s ix  ymrs bcforc  they

realize what’s  going on, bot it’s  going to kee?

going on. Eut  th ink  of  people .  That ’ s  a l l  I  aok.

DR. DKJSH: Thank  y o u ,  Krs.  Bahto.

Now let’s open it up to qubr:tions. Anycne

h a v e  one thejf wo;rld  like  t o  ask? Hculd you please

go  to  the  tiicro@onc,  ident i fy  yourself  as to  nanc

and address for the record, speak loud and clear

lrnd let UG  have your question; an3  the pcoplc on

the panel will decide W~O’E  best able  to anwer  it.

MR. ROBERT  BRfSLfN:  My name is Bob

Breslin, 30 West Central Avenue in M~yvood,  and I

believe that the people outside had the right idea.

Coning in here and listening to this bull about

1994 is r id iculous . You people up there, as far a6

I’m  concerned, are all tncompetent  and yo;r  all

should be fired. You’re not doing anything but
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collecting your paycheck. ‘This  thing about 1994,

it'6 ridiculous. We  have a place that wants to

accept it and you want to study it some mire. You

sound like politicians; you’re going to study ft.

Why not have a committee and we811 put home

prominent people on it und  we’ll study it,  and then

we’ll get a report and then we’ll let that oft

there for awhile and then maybe another year  later

we’ll have another co.mittec and study it then.

There’s no rtaon  for this  contamination to

stay in  Naywood. It’s  been here  for too long. I

made  a statement a few years ago that that thoriua

pile would  bc hcrc to the  year 2,000, an+3  now I’d

like to update that probably to 2,020 or 2,030, and

nest OF  the Ijcople here -- and there’s not too many

people becauce most ot-’  the people in the town don’t

give a damn  what you do. You’re going to do what

you want to do anyway.

You Bee  how mny  people art here. There’s

no interest. They have more important things they

have to do like  decorate their ChriStI’M  trms,

watch Cheers tonight or something. They’re not

interested, but I’m interested and f say get off

your duff, move the soil, and I don’t wont  anymore

s t u d i e s  on w h a t  i t  is. We know what it is. WC
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want it moved out of town.. If it wasn’t a hazard

when you moved it, you should have left it uhere  it

was; and If it was a hazard, you should never  have

moved it to another pile. Roving it ffoia  pile  A to

pile 8 ic just a waL;tt  of taxpayer dollars, and I

think the Attorney General of the United  States

should investigate all the parties involved with

this to find out who’s going to profit from all

these moveo and who’s going to get rich by it,

because that's the only thing that’6  happening

around here.

Somebody’s going to ntakc  some money on it,

and they’re not making it yet but they’re going  to

mske it,  and I think we should find out who’8 going

to bc  t!lc big winner in ttris toon. $7,000 a cubic

yard to oend  dirt to Utah is a disgrace. It’6 8

waste of taxpayer dollars, and I think that the

Departrtent  of Energy and whatever you people

represent over there, I think it.6 a big sham and a

disgrace, and I think you all should be looking for

new jobs tomorrow. If it was  up to me I’d fire you

a l l .

DR. BRUSUt  Are there  any questions? The

gentleman from Envirocare would like to make a

comment.
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HR. CHARLES JUDDI  My name is Charles Judd.

I’m fron Salt Lake City, Utah, and vim-president

of opctationc for Envirocare of Utah. I 8pprcciate

the opportunity to speak for a few  rinutao  8nd  I

appreciate the Mayor  voicing that desire. I’d also

like to say I appreciate othcre  that have contacted

Envirocara  interested in this project. Congressman

Toricelli,  his office, Senator Contillo and others

have contacted us and have chown  interest in coaing

to Envirocare, and I appreciate that.

A couple of things that I think the Mayor

wanted me to say are things that I mentioned  in a

meeting that I met with then  on Tuesday night, and

as I say, Maywood  t8at  been very good to contact us

and ask us to do mat we can to assist them in

removing the waste fron  their city. We were

contacted about a yeor  ago and have tried to work

with then the  best that we can.

Initially, they informed us that the rcljor

concern was  that there was vaote containing mixed

waste,  and  at that time we were  pursuing a license

to dispose of mixed waste, and as the Mayor

indicated, in the last week, as of Friday, November

30th,  we received a liccnee’from  the State of Utah

to accept mixed waste and dispose of it in our
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facility.

It’s ala0 been mentioned, the land ban and

the concern that we only have two years in which WC

can dispose of ua6te  at certain concentrations, and

that is a concern that we have at  Envirocarei  ie

that we do have the next two years in uhich that

waste can be disposed of ln a triple-lined facility

like we  have planned. After that period of time,

again, we would not be able to do that without

further tfeatznent,  which of course is costly, and

we’re  not really sure  where that would go. Go we

ace concerned about that.

We’re also concerned about the fact that

we’re trying to do everything that UC cm to make

sure that our facility is liccnoed properly.

There’s been 8ome  indications today and tonight

that there  are still soix concerns about our

facility, and we how at so;De  point in time  that we

can meat  with the DOE to discuss that specifically

and find out vhat things, because ve have done all

that we ihink ve can and all that’s necessary that

we can take thic waste. We hope that ve can do

that .

l&my of you are aware that we are currently

taking waste fro;l  throughout the country. We are

.-
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expedited, absolutely nothing. There 1s nothing

that can’t  be moved if the Federal  government wants

to do it. They sure as bell did veil vhen they

wanted to get  250,000 men over to Saudi Arabia like

that. I’d say thot to usI in this town, involved

uorking  on l weral project’s, one out of Denver.

Currently we are just accepting waste from

klontcleir  in Neu  38reey,  a ptojact  that aany of you

are probably aware  of. So ue l re able to handle

this waste safely, and feel good about  that.

A g a i n ,  ue epprectate  the.opportunity.  I

don’t want to take any more time tonight, except to

say that we are interested in participating and

doing uhat we can to help out. If ue can help out

with the  DQB  or Bechtel  or whoever is involved,

we’d appreciate the opportunity to meet and try and

rcsolvc  the problem as we can. Thank you.

DR. BR’JSR: Thank you. Do  ve have any

ot!tcr  further comments  or qUCStiOnS?

Before we draw the meeting to a close, I.

would like to remove myself from the seat as

moclerator  and Epeak  as a citizen, and what I have

to say is very simple.

You gentlemen have heard the feelings of

this’ community. There is nothing that can’t b6
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uith  that thorium heap 56 ju6t  86 dmn rignificant

80 It.  Saddam  Hussein  ie to Smdi  Arabia. You can

expedi te  it. If you can’t* damn it* find 6umebedy

in Washington who will.

But a6 ue uere told by Ws. Bahto,  get that

junk out of town before we  have more sick people.

It isn’t  6 ques t ion  of f a i rness .  ft'e nw a

quc6tfon  of bontst to God real honesty. Don’t

treat the little community with  less than 11,000

people  60 shabbily. It’s not a good policy and it

certainly goes beyond fairness. You can get It

expedited, gentlemen, and you know it. rJOW &Et'6

do it.

Thank you all for coming. We’ve got it on

the record. The ball i6 back in the park of the

Feds. !:ow let’s see if they will pick up the ball

and run with it and help  to solve the problen

instead of exacerbating it. Thank you very zwch.

Good evening.

(The hearing is concluded at 9230  p.m.1
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