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TO: Hazel 0'Leary, Secretary, Dept. of Energy
c/o John Michael Japp
Department of Energy
Former Sites Restoration Division
P.0. Box 2001
Oak Ridge, TN 37831~8723

Maywood Property - 1995
EE/CA Comments

August 10, 1995

We, the undersigned residents of Maywood, N.J., refuse to comment on the
Phase I Remediation EE/CA which ignores the Superfund regulations as

shown on the back of this page.

There should be no further action until DOE reveals the proposed plan

for Maywood as required bv a1l wvanw.i-=r
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'BRIEFING ON THE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY’'S
NMAYWOOD SITE

WORK TO BE COMPLETED
(—-\’.——‘_——-———-‘-

/S D3xa)

CLEANUP

e Conduct interim cleanups when immediate health risks are identified to
; minimize impact to families and/or prevent spread of contamination

e Begin final cleanup after DOE/EPA Record of Decision

A——

ap—

SURVEILLANCE AND MAINTENANCE

e Continue site upkeep and environmental monitoring

h ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS

Continue briefings for public and officials

Publish Work Plans

Complete remedial investigation documentation and publish report
Conduct st_ucj_\L_c_)La]m_@_lives and recommend proposed plan

Issue Record of Dggisigp
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Dr. Van Pelt: Lodi famlly is safe

by Chris Neldenberg

MAYWOOD-—Usmg U.S. /uuou opposing thc move an

government guidelines, a Lodi
family — whose home is sla

to be cleaned of thoriump-tain
soil by the U.S. Department o
Energy (DOE) —would not be i
any imminent danger if the di
was kept in place, says May
wood’s thorium consnltant, Dr,
Wesley Van Pelt.

Van Pelt was referring to
standazds the U.S. Department
of Energy (DOE) has adopted
defining ‘‘time critical’’ radia-
tion levels, which the DOE is
using o justify tnucking about 40
cubic yards of thorium tainted
soil from the Avenue C home to
the Maywood Interim Storage
Site (MISS).

James Wagoner, a depanment
official-who oversees the DOE's
Formerly Utilized Sites Re-
medial Action Program in Wash-
ington, said recently that the
DOE still plans to truck the dirt to
the MISS **as’soon as possible,”’

' personally consulted with h

unanimously adopted a resol; cessive dose. There are certain
areas of the country, such as the
MayorJnhn Stevert has vowed to Rocky Mountains, where people
join upset residents in pickeling| are naturally exposed to 200
any such action. Rep. Robert| millirem per year.”

Tomicelli (D-9) has indicated he/  Atthe sametime, Van Pelt said
1s talking with the DOE abouf he is not personally opposed to
finding another site for the mg- (he DOE’s plan to move the
terial, though Wagoner said as of material to the MISS if it makes
two weeks ago he had not the Lodi family feel safer. But

he again suggested it is not
office. hort- -

Van Pelt cited DOE radiation tion. Van Pelt 9 indicated mov-

levels which recommend action jpg~ coptamination- from the
if one is exposed to 100 milliem MISS pile to Utah could be an
a year. DOE officials have eventual.long-term solution.
indicated they wanttoremovethe  ““In terms of solving the
soil which, they claim, could be problem over the next hundreds
hazardous if family members of years,”” he explained, ‘‘then
spend six hours a day mn the’ _Maywood would certainly be
kitchen. Angelica Coss, one ” petter off in designating the Utah
member, has stated she spends no  gjte "
more than half an hour daily in  via a ‘*‘federal facilities
the kitchen, agreement (FFA),’" the U.S. En-
**That (100 millirem) is about yironmental Protection Agency
double what people normally get  (EPA) is now the lead agency in
from natural radiation,”’ Van momtonng DOE's role in clean-
Pelt said in a recent interview. ing thorium-tainted soil. Asked

though the Borough Counc®* e, ‘““It’s not particularly an ex- yhef the DOE exactly de-

termined that the Lodi waste was
“time critical,”’ Robert Wing,
who reviews FFA agreements
for EPA, referred inquirics to
DOE. Wing, with the agency’s
regional New York office, did
say the DOE informed EPA on
March 14 that it intended to move
the matenal. DOE officials
peared in Maywood to infi
the Barough Council of the moye
on March 18.

“If we felt they we
absolutely wrong in doing
(Lodi move), we'd certai
challenge them,”” Wing said.
“But [ couldn’t honestly con
sider this a situation we’d want
challenge, since you have a
potentially hazardous situation
(in Lodi)."”

DOE reports have stated Coss'
kitchen was found to have high-
er-than-normat kitchen radiation
readings in May 1988, when it
was occupied by someone else.
Wagoner conceded DOE was
aware of a problem meriting
attention three years sgo.

*‘I admit, the indications — if
not all the information — were
there sugpesting we had a
preblem,'’ he said. “‘But we
didn't recognize it until we
focused on all of our charac-
fzation repo:

At an April 23 council meet-
ing, Maywood Councilman
Anthony Mapoli urged the U.S.
government to lest the Coss
family to see if it suffers from

radiation-related health\

problems.

“If these people are exam-
ined, and they're OK,’ said
Napoli, ‘“then DOE is full of
baloney.n
Despite possible protests,
Wagoner said the DOE will carry
out its **responsibility’’ for mov-
ing Lodi dirt by mid-June (which
could be any day). Wagoner said
the DOE has already told May-
wood officials of the pending
move, and that he had not con-
sidered whether it will tell them
the exact day.
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Department of Energy

Field Office, Oak Ridge UL‘
P.O Box 201 J !3 9 Ly Ahf 'y
QOak Ridge, Tennessee 37831— 8723 L

October 8, 1992

Mr. William Schuber

Bergen County Executive
Administration Building

Court Plaza South, 21 Main Street
Room 300E

Hackensack, New Jersey 07601-7000

Dear Mr. Schuber:
RESPONSE TO QUESTIONS REGARDING THE MAYWOOD INTERIM STORAGE SITE

The purpose of this letter is to respond to your transmittal of September 15
in which you asked a number of questions related to the Department of
Energy’s (DOE) Maywood Interim Storage Site (MISS). The first question was
to advise the County as to DOE plans for bringing any additional material to
the MISS for storage under an "imminent danger" scenario. In response to
your question, DOE_has no plans for additional storage of material at the
site and has indicated such in its most recent ijg;!ggx_glgg: However,~
Should conditions be Tound to exist such that an individual 1iving or
working in Maywood, Lodi, or Rochelle Park could potentially receive a
radiation dose above DOE guidelines from material originating in Maywood,
DOE would propose removal of this material with storage at the site. It
should be pointed out that DOE_is unaware of any such conditions and thus
tﬁé:ﬁﬁiﬁﬁi%il:fén_gggjtidﬁ§1 storage of material at the MISS is remote.

Your second question regarded the reasoning for earlier plans which called
for removing soil from the Ballod Association property prior to other areas,
such as residential properties in Lodi. The basis for those plans was
dependant on a number of factors, including the following. First, the
Ballod property had some of the highest levels of contamination which were
found beyond the boundaries of the present day MISS and Stepan Company
property and, as a result, DOE wanted to remove and safely contain as much
of this material as possible. The Ballod property was previously owned by
the Maywood Chemical Works (the company which conducted ail of the thorium
processing in Maywood) and was used for the storage of processing residues.
Observations of children playing on the unrestricted contaminated property,
combined with the concentrations of contaminants, confirmed the need to take
quick action. Second, prior to cleaning up the Ballod property, some
residential homes in both Rochelle Park and Maywood had been remediated with.
storage of the contaminated material at the MISS. This previous cleanup
effort included homes on Grove Avenue and Parkway which are located adjacent
to the Ballod property. Without addressing the Ballod property, the
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Mr. William Schuber 2 October 8, 1992

potential existed for movement of the contaminated soil and thus
recontamination of those residential homes. The third reason for the
removal of soil from the Ballod property was the intended use of the
property, specifically its planned use as a home for senior citizens. Given
the Tevels of contamination previously found on this property and its
intended use, it was decided that the contaminated material would be removed
and stored at the MISS. And finally, many of the homes in Lodi that
currently have contamination above DOE cleanup guidelines were not
designated by DOE Headquarters into the FUSRAP program for cleanup until
after the cleanup of the Ballod property was completed. Designation of many
of those properties and the subsequent authority to clean them up did not
occur until 1988-1988, while the cleanup of the Ballod property occurred in

1985,

Your final question asked for the status of various documents being prepared
in support of the site cleanup. Given that DOE has no plans for the cleanup
of properties in the vicinity of FMISS prior o a Record of Decision for the
éntire site, the Engineering Evaluation/Cost Analysis (EE/CA) report, that
you reference in your letter, has been cancelled and is not included in
DOE’s current Five-Year Plan. DOE is on schedule for the compietion of
other documents which will support the Regcord of Decision inciuding a draft
Remedial Investigation report and a Baselitie Risk Assessment report. Public
review of these documents plus the Feasibility Study which evaluates
alternatives for cleanup of the Maywood site is scheduled for June of 1993.

If you have any additional questions or need additional information please
feel free to contact me at (615) 576-5724.

Sincerely,

o M Coye

Susan M. Cange, Site Manager
Former Sites Restoration Division

cc: Jeff Gratz, EPA Region 11
Bob Hayton, NJDEPE
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All the dirt must leave

After 11 years of neglect, Maywood’s frightening
thorium crisis 1s deepening to a point where ques-
tions must now be raised as to what really is
motivating the way certain area elected officials are

ating the community. —

Last week, Rep. Robert Torricelli (D-8) with the
help of some borough officials who found it politically
convenient to criticize his thorium conduct in the
past, wanted residents to make a big deal about the
fact that, after 10 long years, the U.S. Department of
Energy (DOE) will start moving 5,000 cubic yards of
MISS waste out to Utah,

In actuahty, Republican Mayor John Steuert,
Torricell: and the DOE are garnering big headlines
over the fact that they are moving roughly 1/80th of
the total waste (about 395,000 cubic yards) which
must be addressed.

It seems as though the mayor, Torricelli, Re-
publican Bergen County Executive William “Pat”
Schuber and some pobitically-connected contractors
will desperately try to make election year hay over
the fact that U.S, taxpayers have spent at least $41
million since 1984 just to start moving this token
amount — without guaranteeing that the whole mess
will ever be hauled off.

Maywood desperately needs the proper cleanup if
it wants to develop ratables in the area and not be
stuck with a permanent storage dump — which could
be Torricelli’s tragic legacy.,
| No one should rest easy until every ounce of dirt
eaves,
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William P. Schuber
Bergen County Executive
Administration Building, Room 300E
Court Plaza South :
21 Main Street

Hackensack, New Jersey 07601-7000

Dear Mr. Schuber:

Thank you for your letter of March 25, 1994 to Mr. Grumbly
of the Department of Energy (DOE) and to Mr. William J.
Muszynski, of the Environmental Protectlon Agency (EPA),
regarding the dispute over cleanupulevels at the Maywood Chemical
Cor.nany Superfund Site. As you reduested, I have attached a copy
of my "position statement" on the dispute. Based on discussions
with Mr. Grumbly and his staff, it is my understanding that DOE
will not elevate the decision to the EPA Administrator.

I believe that once you read the attached position statement
and final Proposed Plan (currently being redrafted by DOE), you
will agree that the revised cleanup proposal is significantly
different than that initially proposed by DOE. Most importantly,
the revised plan is protective to those living and working on the) >
affected properties as well as those living and working nearby. <

L

To summarize the dispute resolution, DOE has agreed to
remediate all residential properties to a level of 5 picoCuries
per gram (pCi/g) above background at all soil depths. On
commercial, non-residential properties, DOE has agreed to
remediate soil to 5 pCi/g, averaged over the first 15 centimeters
(cm) below the surface, and 15 pCi/g, averaged over 15 cm thick
layers, more than 15 cm below the surface. Furthermoxe, DOE has
agreed to implement a rigorous field program through which it
will also attempt to reach an agreed upon cleanup goal of 5 pCi/g
at all soil depths. With the exception of the MISS property
itself and small portions of Sears and Stepan, we are confident
that DOE, using this "As Low As Reasonably Achievable" (ALARA)
field program, will remediate non-residential properties to 5
pCi/g at all soil depths. Please see the attached position
statement for more details on cleanup levels,

The site-specific cleanup criteria were developed by using,
as a starting point, the "5/15" criteria that is applicable at
sites referred to in the Uranium Mill Tailings Radiation Control
Act (UMTRCA) of 1978. We then utilized standard assumptions that

AINTED ON RECYCLED PAPE .
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Relatlons Branch at (212) 264 -7834.
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are used in all EPA risk assessments as well as site-specific

.information, such as radionuclide type, contamination depth and

extent, to determine cleanup numbers that are protective at
different properties on the Maywood site. The assumptions we use
to,determine risk and derive cleanup numbers are very
conservative. For example, in the residential scenario we assume
that a person spends 17 hours a day, 350 days a year, for 30
years on the property. For the commercial scenario, we assume
that an employee (or visitor) spends 9 hours a day, 250 days a
vear, for 25 years on the property. For both the commercial and
residential scenario, we assume that the residual contamination
after cleanup is a homogeneously thick layer that extends
throughout the entire property.

As you can see, in conjunction with exposure assumptions,
land use considerations are an important factoer in determining
acceptable cleanup levels for a particular property; this is
consistent with EPA policy, nationwide. It is important to note
that DOE will conduct environmental reviews of the site every 5
years (with EPA oversight) to ensure that protectiveness is
maintained into the future. Also, DOE and EPA will work with
officials from Maywood, Lodi, and Rochelle Park in order to be
kept informed of land use changes at the affected properties. If
land use does change from commercial to residential, DOE {again,
with EPA oversight) is committed to evaluating the 31te—spec1flc
risks and performing further remediation if necessary.

In response to your concern regarding a detailed time-1line
for remedial action, DOE is currently developing a schedule for
the removal of the MISS pile. Once the Record of Decision is

51qud\§g£_gggh§1te, DOE will déveIop a comprehensive schedule
for-remediation ©f thé commercidl and residential properties. ;

If you have any gquestions, or wish further assistance from
EPA in this matter, please let me know or have your staff contact
Jeane Rosianski, chief, Congressional and Intergovernmental

- - - ~

Slncerely,

Jeanne M. Fox f(‘
Regional Administrator

Attachment

cc: T. Grumbly, DOE, w/o attach.
Hon. John A. Steuert, Jr., w/attach..~
Hon. Joseph Scarpa, w/attach.
Hon. Phillip V. Toronto, w/attach.
M. Guarino, BCHD, w/attach
Miller, NJDEPE, w/o attach
Marton, NJDEPE, w/attach.
Price, DOE, w/o attach.
Cange, DOE, w/o attach.
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DOE: Waste pact excludes Maywood

By CHRIS HEIDENBERG
0¢ Tha Shoppec hews

MAYWOOD — Despite strong
indications to the contrary in
1991, a U.S. Department of
Energy (DOE) official said re-
cently that a contract with the
Envirocare facihty in Utah, due
by the end of February, will not
apply to removing boraugh con-
tamination.

William Seay, based in the
DQE's Oak Ridge, Tenn. office,
satd two weeks ago that the
department was finahzing
negotations to move 60 barrels
of a different kind of contamina-
tien from a site in Colonie, New
York, near Albany The site is
one of 22 nationwide which
participate in the Formerly
Utalized Sites Remedial Action
Program (FUSRAP). Maywood
18 also a FUSRAP site.

“Thas particular contract will
not pertain to Maywood,” said
Seay. “It pertsing to mixed
waste, which will be coming
from the Albany site.”

Seay’s statements conflict
with numerous proncunce-
ments made by Rep Robert
Torricelli (D-9) and his political
supporters last year. In late
October, Torricelli announced
that he had been assured that
the DOE was negotiating the
contract to store the Maywood
waste, tlassified ag 11E2, and
that the negotiations would
conclude sometime this month.
Torricelli first promised the
contract by the end of Decem-
ber.

The contract, he sad last
year, would be enacted subject
to the granting of & license to
Envirocare to store 11E2 ma-

1
!
1

i

terials by the Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission. Torricelli
had announced the permanent
cleanup would start during
1994, following the record of
decision.

Torricelli, who attended a
Maywood Democratic Club
meeting Feb. 20, did not men-
tionr the latest developments 1n
his address to members. His
actions on the topic since 1983
have heen a focus of con-
troversy.

Republican Mayor John
Steuert voiced anger over the
situation, Steuert said he hopes
that Torricelli will be removed
from Maywood's district duning
the reapportionment of New
Jersey's Congresgional seats, to
be finahzed this month.

“We can see that what was
said last year was all shallow
verbalism,* sad a furious
mayor, “Where is what they had
promised us by the end of 19517
It turned out to be more of the
same smoke and mirrors that
we've been getting all along "

Former Democratic Coun-
‘cilman Thomas Richards
strongly denied Steuert’s sug-
gestion that he intended to
make 1t sound last year as
though the contract would
spectfially apply to Maywood,
deapite various published re-

ports. Richards, a 1991 mayoral
candidate, said Seay told him
the development bodes well for
Maywood since it proves the
DQE 18 willing to slup FUSRAP
waste to an out-of-state com-
mercial site

“It's a major step,” he gaid,

Larry McDongell, Torricelli's
Washington press spokesman,
said on Feb 19 that the con-
gresaman’s office learned there
are other sites with the
capabilities to handle 11E2
radioactive materials McDon-
nell said, subsequent to Tor-
ricelli’s announcement last
year, that the DOE decided to
submit Maywood's program to
competitive bidding.

“The congressman favors .

competition if it will lower the
costs,” McDonnell said “But he
will not tolerate any delays in
removing the waste, and the
DOE has indicated that this
particular development wall not
cause any delays in their time
frames.”

Charles Judd, Envirocare
vice president, said on Feb. 18
that the DOE was still talking
with his site about moving
wastes for FUSRAP and other
projects, though 1t had not
spocflﬁcally mentioned May-
w

Seay said the negotiations

pertaining to Colonie do not
mean that Envirocare 15 a dead
option for Maywood if the 11E2
license is granted.

“At this point in time, [
wouldn’t state any preference
for a permanent gite,” he said.
“We still have to complete the
RIFS (study) process.”

He raised the possibility of
also considering some DOE-
owned sites out west, including
in Nevada.

Michael Nolan and Lowse
Torell, members of Steuert's
advisory committee, rejected
the explanations from Tor-
ricelli's office. Nolan charged
the congressman and his sup-
porters misled the borough last
year, and called on the Borough
Coungil _to_demapd an in-
vesﬁWE’a May-
wood agiizitice by the U S. Gen-
eral Accounting Office.

S i

‘T think it proves that the
work we've been doing to obtan
the true facts denounces the lies
by all those who've deceived us
with these Hes,” Torell said.
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DOE rep: no time frame for rem

By CHRIS NEIDENBERG
01 The Shopper Nows

MAYWO0O0D — Irewocratic
Counciiwoman Joan Winnie 1n-
sisted recently that “half of the
people 1n town don't care” about
the thorium 1ssue, in re-
sponding to complaints from
some Republicans, who urged
the US government to start
quickly moving area tainted
so1l.

At the Borough Council’'s Dec,
15 meeting, Republicans Mayor

_John Steuert_and Councilman
Richard O'Neil blasted the U
Department of Enerngy for,
progress n removing a pile o
about 35,000 cubic yards out of
the communtty.

Steuert offered his comments
the day after he visited the DOE
office on West Pleasant Avenue.
The department copgucted “a
public information availability
session” for three hours on Dec.
14, dunng which 13 people
attended to be briefed on the
latest developments regarding
DOE’s efforts.
—Susan_Cange . the DOE’s
Maywood project manager, told
an annoyed mayor that the
department cannot offer any
time frame as to when it wiil
gtart removing contamination
from the borough, which is par-
tiapating in DOE's Formerly
Utilized Sites Remedial Action
Program (FUSRAP), under
1983 legslation sponsored by
Rep Robert Torricelli (D-9)

- - LY

During the game session,

Cange told The Shopper News
that the DOE infends to finalize

plans for its “preferred cleanup
alternative” somefime_this
year, in_time for the DQE's
announg rd _of decision
due in 1994 The final proposal
15 Subject fo review and possible
change by the U.S. En-
vironmental Protection Agency,
which 15 overseeing DOE oper-
ations under a federal facilities
agreement,

Cange said that while DOE
has the funding to design the
final cleanup option selected, it
does not have the money to
start an actual eleanup, Steuert

et

——— — — — — — ———
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pledge to actually remove the

remedy must be backed with a§
hazard

“They have a lease (for the
office) for five years and still no
date 1n mind, no timetable in
mind, as to when that materal
15 gotng to be moved,” Steuert
complained

“I have to tell you, when you
look at that cancer cluster
(study) as it relates to people
living in that area (near the
Maywood Interim Storage
Site),” the mayor added, “you

have to be saymg, ‘God, I do
know how the people can hve

there.” %

“"The mayor was referring to a
study done by health board
member John Tamburro, whose
West Central Avenue house 13
near the interim site pile In a
recently released DOE

1

pernodical, two epidemiologists
with the Umiversity of Illinois at
Chicago, who exammed the
study in 1991, contended Tam-
burro’s findings are in-
conclugive and cannot be sus-
tained without more evidence

~. December 3g 1997 Sabhon 1 ThE shopper. News.- L-9. .
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Put up or shut up time with thorium
Maywood issue is stuck in political limbo since the early 1980S

While we are desperately trymng to
search for even a ghmmer of hope
indicating that Maywood's thorium
problem is nvaring an end, the (night-
ening political morass engulfing this
1ssue only seems to be worsening

The latest outrage comes in the form of
a proposal from the state senate's en-
vironment coinmittee, chaired by state
Senator Henrv McNamara (R-40), which
apparently waters down an initial non-
binding resolution proposal from state
Senator Matthew Feldman (D-37) by
seeking “remediation of the soil at” the
interim site,

The resolution had demanded “the
excavation and remaval” of dirt. Such
excavations have been done at a radium-
tainted soil site in Montelair — which 1s
using a tougher cleanup standard than
the DOE has sought for Maywood —

without interim storage Feldman, who
initially proposed a much sTFDngFﬁ'ssoi-

_ution, concurred with the change

The language change, deemed 1in-
significant by its framers, has alarmed
residents who fear state legislators may

M #
€ The Republican and
Demacralic politicians who
helped set up and have
perpetuated the Maywood
Inferim Storage site during
these last 10 years have
punished the men, women
and children of Maywood

engugh.

‘_A’._\/‘N\,\/\f-4\/"\/\.z\./\_/\_,\_,‘~ e
v

be trymng to sell out their community by
helping the U.S. Department of Energy
find an out to continue keeping the sail in
the borough as long as possible or even

ong
e s i 4T
——

the commitiee

forever
If only there was a politician (or maybe

Perhaps just as_alarming are recent . -
comments from As:;émblywoman Loret. an environmentallawyer) who would not
be afraid to challenge the establishment

ta Weinberg (D-37) indicating she could
support continued interim storage from
i.odi and Rochelle Parlc — a scenario
alread ected via_ vote by a huge
majority of her berough constituents —
In certain instances

The Republican and Democratic palit)-
cians who helped set up and have
perpetuated the Maywood Intenim
Storage site duning these last ten years
have punished the men, women and
children of Maywood encugh

Is this latest legislative maneuver a
ruse to continue punishing innocent
aitizens who may have exposed the
taxpayer-funded boondoggle the state’s

on this_issue by questioning why the
current situation still exists, .

We have a simple message for the
following: Rep Robert Torricelli, Rep
Marge Bergen County Executive Wil-
ham “Pat” Schuber, US Sens Frank
Lautenberg and Bill Bradley, Gov
James Florio, state Sens Feldman and
Louis Kosco and state assembly mem-
bers Byron Baer, Wemnberg, Pat Roma
and Rose Heck

1)Either show some sensitivity by
moving toward bringang this matler to a
swift and final resolve m a way thal
assures there will be no pohtical dis
crimnation against Maywooad residents
political establishment has imposed \ or 2) Have the involved agencies move
upon a politically weak borough? out of Maywood and leave the three

We hope there are not deeper reasons / affected communities alone until they
behind the [atest example of what seems {are ready to permanently fand
tobe a curious move by Mr Feldman and { thoroughly) clean them up 2{_,
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Ominous signs for
thorium problem

1t appears as though the arrogance of area elected
officials toward the citizens of Maywood and their
longstanding thorium mess will sadly never change.
. The signs are ominous and quite frightening. But
it looks as though officials, including Bergen County
Executive William “Pat” Schuber, Rep. Robert Tor-
ricelli {D-9), and sadly, even Republican Mayor John
Steuert and the Borough Council, seem ready to back
a brokered deal to let the federal government clean
Maywood without using a safe, state-approved
health-based standard.
No matter what happens, these facts can never be

ignored.

® Anopinion from the DEPE'’s Nichclas Martonin an
April 1993 letter to the DOE that any cleanup of less
than five picocuries per gram for soil above and more
than six inches below the ground “may pose a
significant cancer risk.”"

¢ EPA’s allocating over $200 million to ship radium-
tainted soils from Superfund sites in the Montclair
area via rail directly to Envirocare in Utah, con-
sidered less radioactive than Maywood’s waste by the
EPA’s John Czapor

.« Plans by Kerr-McGee Chemical Corp. to spend at
least $140 million to move to Envirocare — also via
rail — the exact same type of thorium-tainted soil
from a similar residential area in West Chicago 1.,
as forced by that state’

o
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: all of the borough'scserious environ-
+ ply sigm contepnt.%,l,l}eander along
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'I"akef%“cleah-up talks into an open forum

ot ‘ -
While they delude residents into, EPA has already stated, d%n%ﬂgm_ct
thinking something meaningful 15 ) public health and will make Maywood
being done, om__li;le_B]e_rgen County
and Mayweod shameless Lz continue to
give the appearance tha ey are
secretly negotiating behind the scenes
1in a manner which could be detrimen-
tal to the -borough'ss chances” for-a * mnclude Rep Robert Torncelli (D-9),

proper contamination’cleanup. Reﬁublican Bergen County Executive
Tt William “Pat” Schuber, other members

a permanent storage cump

Blame for the current mess trap-

scends political parties. Amang those
whose conduct 15 open for criticism

While using as ig‘uiz‘ae the premse
that removal of the pile at the May-
wood 'Interim Storage Site will solve

"ritm "Coalition,’

Leﬁialatwe Political Action Committee
mental problems, thesesofficials sim-  am tttl;e S%ergen County Department of |
. Health Seryices.

*Yét" sadly, as DOE's prognesis for
Maywood gets worse, the only answers
these officials have is, “Give us more of
the DOE "

After the department took at least 12
years and $40 million to devise a 30-

year Maywood cleapup timetable,
the these officials oddly seem even more

1
o1} ‘,Eera ¢or to embrace the notion of convert-
/-the ‘ff‘ ing Ma into a DOE outpost for-
if: ’ ' L =

t of Energy
: partners 1n

ol dver. .,
Tap i S
& ynry e |

of s Tri-Borough and County The- .
e Maywood govern-* !
ing body, the borough’s Environmental * ©

,.,' L) ’ --
e e sdt b agos

If the stte never was dangerous, then
who allowed DOE and Bechtel to
spend all that money? -

Schuber's coalition, which counts
Maywood’s GOP Mayor John Steuert
as an ally, may be the best example of
the curous secrecy surrounding this
site,

The fact 13, you never hear of any
meeting the group holds with DOE
unt! after the meeling occurs And
while ‘it has us in_pubhe
money fro h hE since it forme
n neither the coalition nor a
comsultant 1i has employed all during
that'‘tune have issued any public
report on ther activities. Numerous
requests by this paper for notices of its
meetings simply

gﬂ_u*mﬂﬁrﬁﬂ by
Schuber and his aides.
Even 5o-called “public availability ses-

sions” related to the site are conducted
1n_secret, A release from the federal
government's Agency for Toxic Sub-
stances and Disease Regstry boasts
that sessions scheduled for this week,
“sre not an open forum for general

. For if residents have nothing to worry i

publie comment ™

W@gﬂ;ﬁ%@“_ﬁm
on_thi 1c? Or_is the mayor an
council of Maywood allowing the
borough’s future to be barfered away

by politicians in “smoke-filled” rooms?

The fact that, no one — ncluding the
state — has already intervened to
stop this behavior, may be indicative
of how deep the probiem is.
Though it ikely wiil never happen,
maybe part of the answer lies 1n hav-
ing the state do a “Project Integrity”
BCUA-type investigation into the cun-
ous conduct displayed by officials at
this gite over the many years. The
Schuber coalition would be an adeal
starting point.

about, why aie al! the important dis-
cussions aboat this sie occurring
behind closed doors, with no record of
what if going on?

Mayﬁéitg?ﬁgamamwrls
are hiding the truth |
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STATUS OF MAYWOOD/LOD1 REMEDIAL ACTION
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At August 5 meeting with Maywood Mayor and Attorney agreed to revise MOU
to more clearly dafine DOE's intention for Maywood remedial action,

2 PRevised MOU will 3ddress the following:

1} State priority of vicinity property cleanup.
2) Define/clarify “"interim™.

3) Define/clarify "originatine™.

¥

4) 1 permaneat disposal site becomes available, DOE will, contingent on
the availability of funds, concurrently transport remaining vicinity
property material and interim-stored material to that site.

o DOE agreed to provide the following:

1} Lodi residential and Sears/Scanel (NUS) radiological survey reports.

2) Letter stating thac3cutrent volume estimate of Lodi residential
material is 300 yd.”. -

3} Radiological assessment of residencés on south side of Central Avenue.
o Mayor and Council to draft revisiom to the MOU on August 8.
Attorney will provide draft of revised MOU to DOE on August 9.

o DOE to respond to draft MOU - date TDB.

o DOE must receive approval to move Lodi material by early September or Led:
work will be delayed until next year.

o Artorney has also requested:
1) That DOE meet with planning board for subdivision of Stepan property.

2) A rebuttal to a "cancer study” done by a Maywood resident.

”

(o —

B

(-\
e

N WS Gu SE B WS S G5 N G5 A PR AN SR - S
1 o
(=S

na



E E S T R A N U an AE B A BN TN BN AN EEm e

Tu-unnnun-ﬁmﬁ-d-uﬁﬁ--ih-ﬁnunuuhnh-i-nu-un-u-I-n.iunniuuHhn-i-ihil-i-i-iiiliiluunlililiiﬁiiﬂ-iiiiiimmﬁﬁhiiliﬁﬂhﬁ

weaAIT,
o .'9,

4

e, . 13380
: DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH & HUMAN SERVICES Public Health Service
m:‘z
viig Agency for Toxic Substances
1
AUG ’8 ” 34 ﬁﬁ 95 and Disease Registry

Atlama GA 30333

AUG 16 1995

Ms. Susan M. Cange

Site Manager

U.S. Department of Energy

Former Sites Restoration Division
Oak Ridge Operations Office

P.0. Box 2001

Oak Ridge, Tennessee 37831-8723

TSSO
Dear Msfiea%§e:

Listed below are ATSDR'’'s comments on the Engineering
Evaluation/Cost Analysis for the Cleanup of Residential and
Municipal Vicinity Properties at the Maywood Site, Bergen
County, New Jersey, dated July 1995.

On page 15, the document states "a site-specific guideline for
total uranium of 100 pCi/g above background has been derived
for the Maywood site (DOE 1994). However, since uranium
contamination at the Maywood properties tends to be co-located
with thorium and at similar or lower concentrations, it is
anticipated that remediation of thorium and radium to the
site-specific criteria will also result in remediation of
uranium contamination to levels well below 100 pCi/g.®

ATSDR believes that a remediation level of 100 pCi/g
(uranium) for residential properties is not protective of
public health. Also, in accordance with 40 CFR Part 185
and 10 CFR Part 20, Subpart E, EPA and NRC (in
coordination with DOE and DOD} are developing compatible
requirements for clean-up levels for sites contaminated
with radionuclides. Their proposals are based on a
maximum exposure of 15 mrem/yr from residual
contamination. Using DOE‘s RESRAD computer code for
residential soils contaminated with uranium, the uranium
concentration that could result in an exposure of 15
mrem/yr from uranium-238 when at least two decay products
are present, is 7.8 pCi/g, and for natural uranium
(total) is 13.3 pCi/g. Also, in accordance with an NRC
Branch Technical Paper, NRC has been using 10 pCi/g for
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August 15, 1995

475 Bergen Avenue

M d, NJ 07607
Secretary Hazel O'Leary aywood,

g?gwood Property EE/CA Comments -1995
John Michael Japp

Department of Energy

Former Sites Restoration Division

P.0. Box 2001 g
Qak Ridge, TN 37831-8723 ™~
Dear Mr. Japp: £

We are resubmitting EE/CA 94 comments, since it appears that Ms. Susan Cangéﬁ
ignored our request for a full investigation of the action and behavior of all
parties involved regarding the cleanup of the MISS, by the U.S. Attorney's qggice.

3]
Further, see letter 3/30/93 Torell to O'Leary. We repeat: O'Leary's subordinates
probably never get her advice or shows our correspondneces to her.

Our goal since the inception of this contamination and upon gaining such knowledge,
is to protect the health of the publice of workers in & chemical plant and of
the people living nearby. Remember, Maywood borough iy one mile square.

We have fought intensely in Washington for the Florio/Lautemberg "Right to know Law™
since 1985 until its passage. The Industrial Union Council praised us for our many
accomplishments for this heaith issue.

Note in the 1994 comments~Issue 17 whexre DDE lacks credibility in Maywood and in DOE's
response DOE intends to seek help from the public to restore their credibility.

Further in 94 comments article (9/21/93) - Agency OKs dump site for contaminated
s50il - Cleaxs the way for clean up in North Jersey --Semator Lautenberg quotes,
"Soon there will be a facility to ship these deadly toxiecs to. This clears a huge
stumbling block in our efforts to get these wastes our of New Jersey".

See Record article (8/10/95 - U.S. to haul Lodi thorium into Maywood. (at a secret mtg
After a leave of absence - Ms. Cange comes to Maywood, meets at the Ramada Inn with
town officials and tells them the Ballod property and Lodi will be cleaned up, with

no guarantee when it will be moved out, THIS IS A DASTARDLY ACT by DOE personnel

as we will not tolerate what we comnsider " a dictatorial country behavior”. We

are America ~ with laws for such a serious health risk subject. Ms. Cange has shut

out the public., This is illegal. DO NOT DUMP ANY MORE CONTAMINATION IN OUR TOWN.

Next thing you know, someone will say "There is no more funding for® this projeet"

and we will have the permanent site!!!Again this calls for a serious full investigatic
by President Clinton or Vice President Gore. Supboena everyone involved.

Enough is Enough!!! Now see attachements revealing vacillation of opinions and
ambiguities.

1. -5
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Pg. 2.

Maywood Property EE/CA Comments 1995
Sty. O'Leary c/o Mr. Japp

Please Note: _ Newsarticles, letters, etc., (Excerpts quoted)

Re: the secret meeting, the newsarticle states DOE gives no guarantees,

2/91 Shopper News - Federal study critical of Energy Dept.
"Project Mgr aware of Maywood situation. DOE ill-equipped to
adequately monitor potential health risks around DOE
operations such -as the MISS.'He recommended ATSDR study
health effects.

Refer to: Congress of U.S. Offcie of Technology Assessment =~

(Complex ) The Envirommental Legacy of Nuclear Weapons Production

2/91 (Cleanup ) = and Summary

(2 separate brochures)

Regarding ATSDR, their staff came to get public input on May 25/95.
Mr. Block of Ny office stated, he would review their notes and
advise. No feedback to date.

8/14 /86  Our Town -Toricelli: "No thorium from outside"

'agsures residents that thorium-contaminated soild will take
place ,..from out of the ground and subsequently to a site
outside of Maywood'.

8/13/86 1tr - Torricelli to Baublitz (DOE) - 'The boro of Maywood and I are
not prepared,nor are we willing to accept any additional
waste at any time in the future.

4/10/91 - Shopper - OPINION -More dirt on the way? and
. 5/1/91 - Maywood Mayor - 'I'1ll join picket line. Qur
re ggdf’e ¢ Boro has been lied to by DOE'.

5/15/91

Shopper — Dr. Van Pelt - 'Lodi family is safe.
CouncilmanNapoli -~ 'urged US Govt. to examine
Ave, C residents and if they're OK, then
DOE is full of baloney'

4/22/91 ler - Schuber, Bergen Cty Executive to Seay (DOE)
"The DOE must not store additiomal soil at the MISS,
and must act in an expeditious manner to remove

the soil to the permanent site in Utah.

8/26/91 ltr - Wagoner (DOE) to Schuber - Par. 2 -~ "site remedy will be selected
in a Record of Decision or ROD. and Par. #4 - "EPA has a large role in the
site remedy and has direct oversight for all activities conducted at

the Maywocd, and, in fact, SIGNS the Site ROD.

10/8/92

ltr ~ Cange to Schuber - Cange states "DOE has no plans for additional
storage at the Site, and the potential for additiomal storage
at the MISS is remote.
Page 2 — 2nd paragraph Cange states - "Given that DOE has no
plans for the cleanup of properties in the vicinity of the
MISS prior to a Record of Decision”

But yet, she decides that Lodi and Bzllod dirt will come to Maywood and
no quarantee of Maywood removel. Does O'Leary and Maywood Mayor agree?????
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Maywood Property EE/CA Comments
Secty O0'Leary c/o Mr. Japp

Excerpts from newsarticles, letters, etc,

Shopper — OPINION - All the dirt must leave (officials criticized).

10/19/94
4/28/94

ltr - Jeanne Fox (EPA) to Schuber - Pg. 2, Par.{3 states,
"Once the Record of Decision is signed for the site,
DOE will develop a schedule for remediation, etc."

3/4/92 Shopper News - DOE: Waste pact excluded Maywood

12/30/92 Shopper News - DOErep: no time frame for removal

Cange could not tell Mayor when contamination would
start being removed and that DOE did not have the money
to start cleanup.

Maywood Mayor stated “that any talk of final remedy must be
backed with a pledge to actually remove the hazard. Also,
he didn't know how the people can live there" (near the MISS)

Shopper - OPINION - Put up or shut up time with thorium -
Maywood issue is stuck in political limbo
since the early 1980s.

Shopper = Opinion - Ominous signs for thorium problem,

11/3/93

3/2/94

5/31/95 Shopper - nmewsarticle - Take clean-up talks into an open forum,

Read carefully regarding "public availability sessions"
conducted in secret, ATSDR boasts that sessions scheduled
"are not an open forum for gemeral public comment”

"if residents are told they have nothing to worry about
why are all the important discussions about this site
occurring behind closed doors, with no record of
what is going on?

Are the politicians hiding the truth???

Note minutes of meeting 8/5/85 - Boro attorney Rupp meets with DOE officials
and requests that they make a rebuttal to a resident's health "cancer study" and
will recommend when DOE should meet with Planning Board on the subdivision,

Who does a boro attorney represent?? Taxpayers' money????

Why should the residents of Maywood be the scapegoats for other towns?

When the Mayor of Wayne said "No more soild will go to the Wayne Site, the
Mayor of Pequannock directed that the contaminated soil in Pequannock be shipped
from the homes right out to Envirocare, Utah.

That's what the plan is for any other towns. Discontinue the deadly charade.

Get an investigation underway and let Janet Reno, U.S. Attorney decide on the
violations, illegalities, etc. against us. Please answer this request.

- ?
ENCS: As stated above Peter T. Torell /%Z,}ﬂf\ - ,;QLL{_£T4EEE

Louise Torell . .
<:92FLLL1_Q_ /j/ é)j;’{fiéﬂ
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June 07, 1994
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i
Susan Cange, Site Manager,

U.S. Department of Energy
Former Sites Restoration Division
P.0., Box 2001

D
- APR W

-

Oak Ridge, Tennessee 37831-8723 ;f

LA
Dear Ms. Cange: yi
3

The DDE lacks credibility in Maywood. See our 11/22/8% letter to R»P;:Whitfield

giving msny reasons for our opinion for comments in DOE FY 1991~1995 brochure-8/89.
Note Comment and DOE Response (1989) o

L)

) DOE Respoﬂse Pg. 247 )
. ! ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION

ISSUE 17
COMMENT: DOE has no credsbility 1 Maywood,
Now Jeney, where DOE officals cannot be trusted DO in dealing with ks ewvi
Maywood has been the victum of Lis atd deceria. Frak dacomions of CHCTEat emviroamneats) problems
. ‘ ~ ' with all intereaiod parties fe & wajor inzradient of the
Five-Year Plaa. 1t is the inteation of tac Deparunent
that through thene discastions, mew svenucs of

—

N m—

RESPONSE: L is the intent of the Five-Year Plan o
eacnurage public comment shout conctins Lo Asssl

would St appreciated sad shookd be ideatied to DOE.
] - . 1.
Flve years later, our opinion is that DOE lacks greater credibilicy. BQE has
not improved relationsnlp with the public In accordance with above Response, and
even despite the establishing of an office in Maywood to improve their public relatiom
image. . L

L
r

See 3/30/33 (Torell to O'Leary) ltr -~ regarding further subterfuge acti:.rity by
DOE personnel, political activity on Tag Grants, lies and deceipt. (copy sttached).

W

Approximately 5 years ago, March 18, DOE personnel met with local offic%als amd the
Envirocare representative, qt which time it was decided that when Envirgcare obtained
the permit to accept mixed waste, it would be shipped to Utah. When thig permit was
received DOE classified the-waste ll(e}2, Envirocare later received a parait to accept
the 1l(e)2.. -

See attached newsarticle (9/21/93) Record = Agency OKs dump site for cortyminated
soil = Clears the way for clean up in North Jersev. Senator F.R. Lautenberg quotes,
"Soon, there will be a facilaity to ship these deadly toxics to. This cleurs a buge
stumbling block in our efforts to get these wastes out of New Jersey."
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Clean up of MISS @

a4

Subsequently to this gé%d news, DOE personnel comes up with a soil

S .
ﬁ;ﬁ REE UL )

(dshing method-
an UNAPPROVED METHOD fog clean up. Such a method DID NOT WORK IN MEIRErCLAIR, but

24 c - -
DOE personnel has the ] to attempt to use it in Maywood and the i e to call

We have asked our officials ! their office of
the office should
E$he soil washing,
We have fought long andfhard in Washington for passage of the Right %§ Know Law,
which was enacted to prgfect the worker in hazardous industries and ptople who live
near toxic waste sites. ; See attached coples of Rachel's Hazardous Waste News #370,
Chemicals and Health - liirt 2 and #371-Chemicals and Health, Part 3,f&tating facts

regarding increased risk.of birth defects and some specific cancers ¥¢ people
living near a hazardous waste sites,

L

o By

"

it

See attached Record newsarticle (6/4/94) W.J. balks at thorium cleahu’_a -~ Asks
U.S. to meet tighter standard and states that cleanup camnot legally .begin without

DEPE approval, and Eo/8/9i;3 newsarticle -EPA cuts price tag for radium‘cleanup -
Essex project also taking less time.

oW

']Z:.j 148di t

1T CAN BE DONE FASTER mﬁicnmm ~ The clean up. THIS SHOULD BE APPL

D TO MAYWOOD TOO!!!}

The DOE should not sacrif:i.ce the health of the public at any expense,
X

i

b g TS

E e G

The original plan for Maywood is “Excavate and ship out cnce there wa

8.4 place to
put the waste". That is wT

' t the public has been fighting for the last 10 years,
s

While Secretary Hazel O'Leary welcomes whistle blowers, DOE personnel mever acknowledged
l our requests for a meeting with her. We therefore have every reason to’believe that
our letters never reached the Secretary, but have been cut off with responses forwarded
by her underlings. B,
l Unless DOE personnel in charge of this project brings our requests to she attention

of Secretary 0'Leary, and ziving her the true facts on this serious heiith issue,

the matter should be forwarded to the Attorney General's office for a full investigation.
. -

4
2L A
.

Sincerely,

eter 1, lore

Louise Torell

.

MR ST PR G
L
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ENCS: As stated above

b

cc: Concerned Citizens of
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1 »Ots your 3 yasar plan).

A?5 Bergen Avenus
Msywood, NI 07607
Noveaber 22,1909

LRR v3s~Yar- 191

Hr. B.P. Whieflald ) s b e en oa
- - . r e
ﬁhggrig. by ,P;fg;’!m' :rv.--é‘)ﬁ“d&» mellags (1 oAb R "
mﬂ ttnt Ftue Year Plan

Papartacnt of Enargy
Washington, D.C. 205435

Dear' He. URLeffelds
Your "Five Yesr Flan™ {3 x 5) fs alacat as bad a9 yeur stetesent that "if DOE s

to msintain credidbility with the comwmnities, claanup must continue. "ROE HAS KD
CREDIBILETY IH HAYWOOD.

All we have sean (3 arrogancs, s, unethical colluslon vith certaln local offictals
tncluding decelving ths public, soliciting Maywood lorough Attorney for his suggese~
fona priog to submitting draft proposal te MHaywood officisls and refusing svan under
the ¥reedom of Information Act te furaleh chelr sttorney solicitatfon letter
alleging ft to be fnteragency.

Lies: (A) R, Atkln gmz! Exscutive Wark Sssslon~ Maywood Hayor/Council, March, 1988
ATEL
L. Did not know vicinity propertieq contained chemicals, (Deepite Fhasce 1987 Report?)

?.  Did not know Yoir Co., & wicinity proparty had allegedly bean cleaned up vis
ECRA [MJ). *

Did sot know RITDES Fermit WJ 0054500 Jtwiced storsge on MISS te 180,068 cu. yds.
cluding contaminated sofil pressnt at site prior te USDOE involvement. (And theca
Thare i# 110,000 cu. yds, stored row.

Hore than once, publicly, fmcluding the Rochelle Park Planning Bosrd thae
Congress had sandated DOT ovnecsbip of tha MISS which Maywood veheatntly opposed.
(Sur James V. Yaughan, Acting Amst. Sscratacy, DOE, June 12, 1986, sxposed that

Jie when he vrote Senaror Bradley sdvising thers has been no Congresafonsl direséfon

concerning the scquisfiton of a partfon of the Stepan Co, for use ax HISS. Even
former Hayor Panca eaid DOE stould agres to a fixed leass).

(") —__QM"“' Grogs, g ﬁ#ﬂl, Holan/Reewx Tovetl - - - T - P o707
r et ARb LITT T M D " smfcal contaminacion 4t the Ballod psoperty™.

1. Joyce Feldman, EPA, (6/12/86) to Hr. R. Atkin, DOE, "DOE is suthorized to
anelyre solls st DOE sites for radiciogfcal chacactaristies only,..Ho suthoEity
exisets for DOE to cercify chemical dicontamination of & property, sccocding so our
discuseions™, Where are Gross’s test rasults???

2. Joyce Feldman, EPA, $/5/B7 te M.1. Holam
"Hr. Trela addressed question you rafsmed inconnection with removal of chemical

oy

contamiuacfon from the Ballod property prior to construction of the nucaing
boas. . 51 sofle resoved by DOE have baen stored at the MiSs™, But J, Wagoner &I,
DOE, fosists rhey axe not in violstiom of the Memo of Uaderstanding with Maywood
that onty sllovs radlological storage. The Stata permit doss not autharizs chemicslf
hesvy uetals sither,

et A=

L A

.
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8.2 = He, wWhicfield, DOT

11/22{83

3. James M. Stanley, Dept, of Labor, OSHA co Feter Torell (5_[.!8[51! -

- . . - t - mip N
"o Ther coy Lugsus o adng: we &jw ‘eg&lﬂlFfw atta {Badind ;.o rppE o
warn not balng svpuned sénhe wlkGonlbings’ [thorium '§ prganic solvents chae
faxs present bafors the ramediaclon”,

4. Duvid Paley (NJDEF) to Schapisf & HcLasughlifn (12/5/85) re: Ballod Propevty

“Resulcs indicated contamination present im southern portfon of property ag
appronimataly 100 parce per milifom ~ groundvater hae not yac been invescigated.
Whew lavestigationis performed theve f¢ atvang possibility of encountering
conteminated groundwater = bacause of kaown radiosctivity, posaibiiicy cannot be
ruled out of radom gaw evestuslly bafngdetected,eapactaily in basement of a future
home (nucsing homal) Ballod snd Rochelie Fark are mot incloded in your Ixk 5 yowr
plan. Whtch 3 yaar plan would they ba in?

5. John J. Tcela (NIDEP) 12/2/86 to Pater Torell *

"Hith regacd to Ballod proparty nursimg howa = The Depe. has monltoced clozely
bock che radfosctive and chemfcal contamination at the site.”

Would you say your Mc. Crose was sore than grossly Im error? Why hide the presence
ol chesfcalafhsary metals that EPA knev were presenc io 1981, What was his reason?

6. Then thers vee F. Bresanaki. USEPA, to MYU Campbell, USHAC (1981) with test
resulte showing areenic. chromfum,copper, lead, hydrocarbons, rte.

DECEIT: K. Atkin {DOE) mesting with Maywood Hayor and Attorney - August 5, 1985

Vhereln DOE Is asked to furnish letter stating thet current volume estiaste of Lodf
reaidencial (s 300 ydad, Estimate vas scrwally much higher. But & amall volume
vaald %e easier to sell to Maywood residents. N

In a lettar of August 26, 1985, E,L. Keller, DOE, not only complies but {acludes
& draft press release for Meyor to use atating 350 cu. yda would be woved. Thia
£igure was used in the local newspaper but DOE slready had approval (see B8/26/R5
lecter) befors the fasue came before the Mayar & Council. In Hew Jerscy there i3

something known ap th . Lod 3
m:q“ :5" ‘ao“ zs.n&s;stgfm Act. Lodi ascimete for 1985 actually vas 1000 yd

0o you expect us to trust the DOE! and espacially
leane 25 yescs?

E—_

your [lcst 5 yr plag of az |
S Y i I T 4 "

For a Einsle, cafer to Ceorge 8. Brexnay (DOE)} letter of Apcil 13, 1987 ¢o
Peter Torell and vead his Decisfon and Order. It fa enclosed. Pages 1.2, and 3
should Se enough. He sémirs be consulted vith Borough®s Attoznsy for his comments
before making & settlement proposal fw finsl form to the Sorcugh which would be

an attempt to end litigatfon challenging DOE's titls to the property. Wss not the DOE
using the attorney hoping to sell the Borough whose interests should be the
atcornay*s concarm?

To top 1t off ~ Mr. Breenay had the gall to call &t an inter agency communication?
Then wa wara dealed copy of R.3, Wittenauvee's (DOE sttoTney) 124786 molicicacion
leccer te Maywood atcorney in vhich he subaftted the draft seeking any comments,

changes, etc. chat tha Larough sttorney may have,

Finally wa recuived a copy of the July 24, 1988 latter ahowing the first two
pacagraphs acd the vest, blank, (copy emclesed). -

s arin s
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Mr. WVhitfleld
Pg.3 - 11/22/8%

H

i
Ak Mr, htuu“-u ha approves of thesas subaliavable actformof DOL officlals
or will ha callsfor & GAD imvastigatiea?
In a letter of 3 11 25, 1989 to ma, Gordon Eindar, Chiesf of Staff, USEPA,
stazed, quota = ™1 wigh I could have brokan through all cbatacles im one Inll
avoop but this jdatter is mew interagency which seans we'va got te work with
DOE." &

b
Cectainly this jhould ba changed, The USEPA and MIDEP should handls the
Uteh Disposal ?n with proper anforcament againat the responsible parcy/
parties. E

-1

Sincerely,

-

v RTA
Tovtecar, u’/&k{{q

Louise Torell, Secretsly
Concerned Citizans

Incs.
cet Admiral J.D. Matkine, Sacy (DOE)
Congresssan Florio
Congresamsn Courter
Congresaman Roe
Senator Lawtenberg
Hayor & Cogneil, Ma
W, Railly, Adwiniscrater (USEFA
Senater radley
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*March 30, 1993

Hazel O'Leary, Secretary
Deparctment _of Energy

1000 Independence Avenue, S§.W.
Hashing:on% DC 20585

i R
PN T R PR

[

'
) t

|
Dear Ms. Og,Leary: ! |
!

These are E: comments on the DOE Five Year Plan 19%4-1 , sent to assure-
inclusion A the comments and responses, ;

First, the  Site Manager and personnel involved at the HLE “information® offi
in Maywood have carefully managed to keep the 1994-1998, flan out of the hands
Maywood residents, There has been no copy at the office,and, as late as Marc,
the site manager said, "Oh, they are updating the 1994-%§98 Plan".

Yes, there is a general lack of trust of DOE hem and at the site in Wayne, N..
Such an Iinformation office 1s a waste of taxpayers money,* This is what DOE te:
a Community Relations Program to educate the public, Seq the first attachmen:
showing pickets and the cost for the unnecessary office, -

Iy

(NO MDRE THORIUM, PROTESTORS DEMAND = 4/24/92) és
And the second attachment = (Why Bave They Lied to You'#b You Have the
Right~to-Know!!! ) This quotes Mr. William Seay and Jameb Wagoner (both DOE)
saying more funding to start a Utah (disposal) move wou;d be available if EPA
reassumed dontrol of the Maywood Project through its Supa*fund Mr. Wagonex
is quoted aaying EPA has a pot of money called Superfunq ﬁnd DOE dees not bec:
they have té request the money. Why shouldn't EPA reasaume controel of the Pr«
It was & Superfund Site since 1983 and never was a Fusrep: Site, | Proof of this
is readily available.

)
l:‘_ ¥
'r'x

The third attachment is an August 25, 1992 memorandum from Concerned Citizens

Maywood, N.J. to Bergen County Executive, Wm. Pat Schuber.on the subject: Leg
FPA TAG Grant va, DOE Illegal TAG Grants? .

While Page I-172 of the 5 Year 1994-1998 DOE Plan says tne cleanup process mus
not be polirically controlled but must be a joint effort setween municipalitie
and the government for the benefit of the public ~ the mewo shows use/missuse
8 $50,000.00 carrot.to set up a local politicians coalition to work toward

DOE's goal of overcoming the public's objections teo and gjstrust of DOE persor
and activities - especially DOE's intent to continue to Fipre wastes in Maywoc
from other towns about which they lied. After 10 years Njywood has 35,000 morx

cu. yards from outside. %5
* 1 ]
We certalnly expect some investigative action, not just ghe usual curt respons
"summary". : ;}
. Sincerely, 't )
b 5}
g - .!
Toulse Torell ¢
ce: President Bill Clinton (201-845-8394) &°

P.5. See atr:erhed for list
of enclcsures

o gemmadmem mmmmei e g .
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I'mission on Monday granted #key approv;
clean up

‘al in the long-mnni:s.oﬂ’o

thorium-contamina

S"

Clears the way |
for cleanu ni ]

North Jersey

By GHRISTBPHEI MIIIIHA i
M\ﬁlu b fi:ﬂ# 1"IF
* The federal N

‘and Wayne, allowing for

%mmum
i

. In approving the 4-year-old application '
‘by Envirocare of Clive, Utsh, tga NRC P
eatablished the firat oqmnmmanv k- H

;'!"I

N

for cont: mm

i-} l
Y.!' ”I

nndthomlmatarﬁnoteutem\

' ’f"!.-: g
ated s01lt
‘ ‘ ‘ i_i:’
*§
eenledfamhtyintheUmtodSta t‘ort.he gt
disposal of low elradmuchv:’.mltarml, e»g
t : hkethonum.Formalappmdﬁomthe kit
fodemlEnvuonmontalProtechnqucy 5
iy m XL g
'\.» Thorzium, & byprodlwtofthqmmuhc
.,.; ‘turé of gas lanterns:at the
" Chemical Works between 1916 1966,
¥
g
¥
3
*

owned by the Stepan Co. Thorium is a

radioactive element that breaks down inte  ;

udon,amlinhdtohmguneor’ 'E i %‘
D ok

soil quoéd Bythauﬁmulofthofednnl

of mntofEmrgythmmabwuooooo Ey
cl:bécﬁyutkofthorinm-eontnmmaud soil %
A in Maywood, Rochelle
l Pnrk, and i. About 85,600 yards of soil
: il
» He Seo THORIUM Poge B2
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TUESDAY, SEPTEMEER 21, 1993,

THORIUM

, From Page B- vt g
.id stored under tarpauln}a 1in

| Maywood.

The Wayns site, formerly éwned
by the W.R. Grace Co., a chemical
, and shipping firm, contains ibout
" 40,000 cubic yards of contardhnat-
ed soil, alt of which is being s;brod.
Soil from that site was co
nated when the firm &
element and rare materials fiir

. in gas lamps and optical le

Both sites are on the EPA’}.\ Su-

perfund list.

The DOE, which has been in
charge of the cleanup since .1985,
was expected to release a cl
plan for the Maywood site mQuly
That plan, which could cost up to
* $416 million, called for the dujpos-
alcfsomepartofthemﬂm}]tah

X ¢
L ’

e 04 et L DD o st gl 20T

. for Washington. No timetabls for

iy

EPA approval exp ected-

mote location Mt 100 m:lea-
west of Salt Lah City. Just oﬂ’.
Interstate 80 in ‘tae Great Sa]t.
Lake Desert, Clive ;8 home to two !

large hnnrdouizwaste duposal
tion of contaminated soil has de- ﬁm md not mnqn

layed the release of the plan. De-

spite the delay, New Jersoy Sen] square-mil

the removal of the soil hu been
tabluhed. i
. Buta dizagreement between the
DOE and the EPA over the defini-

Frank R. Lautenberg welcomed
e approval by federal regulators.

“Thin is great news for the citi- 8T located, said. dyron Lee;. a

zens of Wayne and Maywood,” }i, ublic educatioa Bpecmhst in,
Lautenberg said in a statement.
“S_oon there wﬂl be g to

oelle County, Utan. !
“It's not reelly.a town,” Lee‘
said. “It’s kind of . &eamﬂepoatm*
the road. It’s ov miles frpm
nothin’.” et

.H r‘

The Uah site to which the soil
will be taken lllnuninhnblted ro.

b

Staff writer Collests Irandno contrib-
uted to thls repo ; 1

—————— v - -

e
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By MICHAEL MOORE
St Wriker

3
The state Department of Envi-
ronmental Protection and Egergy
is refusing to approve the federal
government’s plan to remove dhor-
ium-tainted soil spread through-
out Maywood and Wayne, a #hove
that could further delay a clestup
first promised more than a dd_i;ade
¥

ago. .

Cailing the federal Departsjent
of Energy’s cleanup plan*for
510,000 cubic yards of radicastive
soil “dangerous to the public,”#he
DEPE is withholding its n
approval until the federal cy
agrees to meet stricter standaigs.

“We don’t believe the DOE's
cleanup plan either complies with
state law or affords an acceptable

Asks U.S. to meet
tighter standards

level of protection to the public,”
said Nick Martone, DEPE man-
ager for the Maywood and Wayne
sites, "“We're not going to go along
with this and give residents a false
sense of security.”

Trumpeted as one of the final
obstacles to solving the radicac-
tive soil woes of North Jersey, the
DOE's long-anticipated cleanup
propaosal, hammered out with the
federal Environmental Protection
Agency, calls for contaminated

dirt to be cleaned to a level of 5 has

picocuries of radiation per gram of
soil in residential areas and 15 pi-

cocuries per
districts, e
But DEPE officials believe 15

picocuries is figh and want the
b picocurie stanfard applied to
both residentiaf §nd commercial

properties. Markone #aid cleanup
cannot legally: begin without
DEPE approval;

A picocurie ia,: #1nit of radioac-
tivity. Thoriumi§ a radioactive
element that breaks down into ra-
don, a gas prover to cause lung
cancer and otheisidments.

Area officialb¥support the
DEPE’» dem.md;f r & uniform 5

P standarg
Wayne Mayor Dayid Waks, who
been writing go}t.he DEPE to

push for siricter”#tandards, ap-

Soe THORIUM Page A-8
e

»

- B W W5 B W W

From Page A-1 I
plauded the agency's decision. "]
hail the DEPE,” he said. “They
iare starting Lo see the light of
”

“At least the DEPE has taken a
tough, protective stance. The fed-
eral agencies should get in line
'with the atate’s directive 8o we can

[lclean this up quickly and safely,”
waid Bergen County Executive
Wilham *Pat” Schuber. “I will be

garressing Governor Whitman to in-

rvene and push the federal agen-

nes to adopt the atandards of the
DEPE.”

. Whitman spokesman Carl Gold-

In said the governor is aware of

1
4

.
w

North Jersey’s thorium dilemma
. ll:d is walling to intervene.

he governor knows residents’

have a good causs for concern,” he

said, “TBis has to be cleaned up

and, siter consuiting with DEPE
commissioner [Robert Shinn}, she
will get ‘things moving with the
federal agencies,” .
But tifs DOE said New Jersey's
apparentijrefusal to approve the
plan cogld further delay the
cleanup, Rrst proposed in 1083,
“1 don't-know what will happen
next and¥'m not sure what the
DOE or #PA's positien is now,”
said Susar Cange, DOE site man-
ager for Maywood and Wayne.

-1 e

=3

P

THORIUM:;%State balks at U.S.

“It's too early to say what we'll do.
We'te still waiting to get the
state’s g;nition in writing.”

‘The EPA, which originally sup-
ported & uniform & picocurie
cleanup standard but later backed
. off after grappling with the DOE

for a year, said the {ederal agencies
may have to reconsider their posi-
tio:

ns.
“It's understandsble why the
stato has misgivings,” said Jeff
Gratz, EPA site manager in
Maywood and Wayne, "Our as-
sumption of 156 picocuries being
protective may have to be resva-
luated. We may have to look at a
- lower criteria,”

L
-

"

proposal

1 ﬁia thorum is a byproduct of
thé manufacture of gas lanterns at
ths 8id Maywood Chemical Works
beiwsen 1916 and 1958, and at the
forher W. R. Grace & Co. piant in
Wayhe between 1948 and 1971,

cials fear that the process of
_developing new standards, coupled

. +Witht the possibility of disagree-

méh} negotiating a compromese,
ifurther delay the cleanup of
i, just as the DOE snd EPA
le delaysd the sxisting plan

_for 3% months,
. “Shope this doesn’t turn out hke
it drdp year ago between DOE and
EPA,* Cange said. “But Ican't say

for g‘u,ra that it won't.”

LR
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CHEMICALS AKD HEALTH-Pert 3

Several studies of industrial dumps and contam-
inated water supplies during the last decade have
reported adverse health effests among exposed human
populations.! The principal heaith findings include:

® Significantly reduced stature (height) for a given
age among children who lived near Love Caml, the
chemical waste dump in Niagara Falls, N.Y., compared
‘tio a ogntrol group of children living further from the

ump, -
® A higher prevalence of birth defects and liver
disease among persons living near a thorium waste
disposal site in Wayne, New Jersey, compared. to
persons living further away from the site,’ (Thorium

is a naturally-occurring radioactive element processed *

on this site by a private firn under contract to the old
Atomic Energy Commission, now called the Depart-

ment of Energy.)
® Low birth weight and birth defects in California

c_hild{en born in census tracts having waste disposal
sites.

e Enjlargement of the liver (hepatomegaly) and
abnormal liver function tests reported in residents
exposed to solvents from a ioxic waste dump in
Hardemana County, Tenn.?

& Dermaritis, respiratory imritation, nevrologic
symptoms and pancreatic cancer at 7 waste disposal
sites.
® Significantly elevated rates of illness, including
chronic kidney disease, stroke, hypertension [high
blood pressure], heart disease, anemia, and skin cancer
in a population exposed to toxic metais (cadmium and
lead) from mine wastes in Galena, Kansas.”

@ Leukemia (cancer of the blood-forming cells)
among a group of children drinking water contamina-
ted wath industnal solvents in Woburn, Mass. In
addition, a study of 4936 pregnancies and 5018 resi-
dents of Woburn aged 18 or younger revealed signiii-
cant positive associations berveen intake of contami.
nated water and birth defects of the central nervous
system, eye, ear, and face (e.g, cleft palate), as well as
abnormalities of the chromosomes.”

e In Lowell, Mass,, a group of 1049 peopie living
1200 feet from a large chemical waste dump was
higher in self-reported compiaints of wheezing, short-
ness of breath, cough, and persistent colds; irregular
beart beat; constant fatigue and bowel dysfunction,
compared to people living 2 and 3 times as far from
the dump.® This study examined the possibility of
recall bias (people seiectively remembering health
problems, or chemical exposures) and concluded that
recall bias did not explain the findings.

¢ In Hamilton, Ontatio, 2 study of people who
lived and/or worked near an industrial dump revealed
significantly elevated rates of the following conditions:
bronchitis; difficulty breathing: cough; skin rash;

ina [chest pain], and

v in arms and legs;
i headaches; dizziness;
wand mood symptoms
3rritability, and restless.
jving further from the
d and rejected a3 the

in 606 households
Pits in Riverside

arthritis; heart problems
heart attacks); muscle
tremors, cramps, and
lethargy; balance probl
{anxiety, depression,

3% skin rashes; blurred

vision; pain in the ears; dailf gough for more than a
g:onth:mns&l:ﬁ" ?E&:lﬂ Eea; gm&.ang
equent urination.”.. was emmined an

rejected as the cause of thesé problems,

¢ In Tucson, Arizons, a of 707 children born
with heart defects revealed shit 35% of them were
born o parents living in a of the city where the
water supply was contamy, #ith industrial solvents
(trichloroethylene {TCE), andidichloroethylene). The
rate of birth defects of the hdrt was three times as

asthma; angina [chest

high among peopie drinking thé contaminated water,
compared to upeopic in T ot drinking contam-
pated water. % )

¢ A study of 296 women x9eriencing a spontan-
eous sbortion during the first 27 weeks of pregnancy,

compared 1o 1391 women having live births, revealed
an association between spomitaneous abortion and
drinking water contaminants® (detectable levels of
memg’. or high of #rsenic, potassium and
silica 8

® Residents of Bynum, North Carolina, drinking
raw river water contaminated by industrial and agricul-
tural chemicals, have developed cancers 2.4 to 2.5
times more often than expecteil.?*

To summarize: Epidemioiogical studies cannot
prove a cause and efect relanopship. Nevertheless,
available information indicatex that hacardous waste
dumps can hanin, and have Banmed, humarns living
nearby. Likewise, contaminated water supplies have
barmed people. £ )

The probiem of waste dump¥ & continuing to grow.
As the National Research Council of the National
Academy of Sciences said in 199} "A limited number
of epidemiplogic studies indi i t

iologic studfes indicateithat increased rates
of birth_defects, spontaneous: sbortion, pevrologic
impairment, and cancer have degurred in some resi-
dential popuiations exposed to M us wastes, we
are concerned that other populsions at risk might not

uately identifiéd,® And the Council
pftious materials are

have been adeq
said, "Millions of tons of
slowly migrating into groundwatéf in areas where they
could pose problems in the ¥uture, even though
current risks could be negligiblg™? .
There is 2 move afoot now if;Washington, and in
the mass media, to divert attenfion away from the
problem of toxic wastes. The gol seems to be to cut
funding for the federal Superfard program of toxc
waste cleanup. It seems ciear tnat such a move, if
successful, wall result in increased health costs for the

American people. .

“

[
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CHEMICALS AND HEALTH--Part 2
™ The Assistans Surgeon General of the U.S, Public
Health Service, Barry L. Johpson, told Congress in
May 1993 that living pear & hazardous waste site
“scems [to be] associated with a small to moderate

ac Agency for Toxic
Substances and Disease Regﬂ [ATSDR], the unit of
the Public Health Service Congress created to

deal with bazardous waste hedlih issues.

Johnson told Con@ that "bealth investigations of
communities arou SOmMe... . Ous wasie sites

Ve roun eases 1o

e NSX O

ngress Jump sites
on the official Superfund list, as of last May, He said
industrial solvents are present at 87% of the sites;
inorganic compounds (such as | at 87%, and
pesticides at 50% of the sites; He said 41 million
Americans live within 4 miles of 1134 Superfund sites
that were studied. On average, 3325 people live within
one mile of each site; since there are 1331 listed sites,
this means a total of 4.6 million ' Americans live within
a mile of an official Superfund site today.
Johnson said a typical site contains more than 100

different chemicals; "such mixtures may be much more .

toxic than any of the individual chemicals,” he told
Congress, [The situation is actually soinewhat worse
than Johnson described. U.S, Environmental Protec-
tion Agency (EPA) analyzed leachate at 13 representa.
tive bazardous waste sites from across the country.
Only 4% of the organic chemicals in the leachate were
jdentificd by gas chromatography/mass spectroscopy
[CC/MS], but this 4% included 200 individual chemicat
compounds, including 13 metals. *The unidentified
96%" of the organic chernicals I8 *of unknown toxicity,”
the National Research Council said when it reported
EPA’s findings in 1991.3) ¥

To iHlustrate the point that even & single chemical
can cause real problems, Johnson discussed the
industrial solvent trichloroethylene (the second-most
common chemical found at Superfund sites after
lead), He said, "An increasing body of scientific
evidence indicates past exposutés to hazardous sub-
stances can cause latent {delayed] adverse health
effects, Recent findings from the ATSDR exposure
tegistry of approximately 5000 persons exposed in the
past to trichlorocthylene (TCE) in drinking wates
showed registrants reporting elevated rates of diabetes,
stroke, elevated blood pressure, and neurologic
problems." ‘

Johnson then described two large cancer studies
that compared the health of people in counties with

)

l HAZARDQUS WASTE SITES l
HEALTH RISKS

]

-y
bazardous waste sites to lhi&edth of people in
counties without hazardous sites, Both studies
found an increased frequ ¢f cancers in counties
with hazardous waste sitcs, 1983 study reported
that age-adjusted gastro Al (GI) camcer death
rates were higher than aation# § i
Jersey’s 21 counties (for the
environmental variables that
with elevated deathd rates
urbanizstion, and presence
s§tcs.’ A 1989 study looked

in "countier with
hazardous waste sites compargd to counties without
hazardous waste sites for the>following .kinds of
cancers: lung, bladder, esophajus, stomach, large
intestine, and rectum for white fales; and cancers of
the lung, breast, bladder, stom#z}, large intestine, and
rectum for white females, o-whites were not
studied. - :

Johnson described a study; by the New Jersey
Department of Health of reproductive effects associa-
ted with contaminated drinkingwater’ Public drink-
ing water systems were evalpaied in 75 towns in

northern New Jersey. The looked at all live
births and stillbirths (excludin osomal defects -
d plural births g the period 1985-1988 in the

an d

75 towns, 'I‘he)75 towns “not know 10 have
excessive health problems. Alhough some water
systems had levels of certaid;gontaminants shove
federal standards at the time of the study, contamina-
tion levels in the 75 towns are thopght to be typical of
U.S. water supplies, Johnson tofl;Congress.

In the 75 towns, statistically fighificant associations
were found for the following: Hatal trihalomethanes
[the chemicals formed in drinkizgg#ater supplies when
chlorine is added te kili germsk-were assoclated with
low term birth weight, intrautenize growth retardation,
central nervous system defects, and major heart
defects. Trichloroethylene (TCE)was associated with
neural tube defects [defects of the spinal cord and
brain] and oral cleft defects [for piample, cleft palate].
Carbon tetrachloride was jated with low term
birth weight, intrauterine growti fetardation, central
nervous system defects, and nr;i%ﬁ defects, Dichlo-

roethane was associated with heart defects, and
dichioroethylenes were associated with central nervous
system defects. i
Johnson then described a mige study of birth
defects among children whosdzsothers lived near
waste dumps In New York stitg. °A particularly
important study® examined theZlajsociation between
congenital malformations in children and maternal
glroﬁmity to hazardous waste siték in the state of New
ork," Johnson told Congress, # Researchers at the
Yale University School of Medicine and the New York

State Department of Health (NYDOH) studied 27,115
births and concluded that, overali, women living within
a mile of an inactive dump have 4 $2% greater chance
of bearing a child with a major birih defect, compared
to women living further than a-file from a dump.
(See RHWN #313.) ¥
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US to haul
Lodi thorlum

into May_wood

aind i

Declines to guarant;qc

its immediate remov
By MATTHEW MOSK L w, -;,ﬁux
Stalf Writer o

Despite local referendum results? 6p-
posing the storage of any more contami-
nated soil in Maywood, federal officials
plan to move thousands of cubic yards of
thorium-laced dirt from Lodi into the
Maywood dump site. - A

The scil will be held in Maywood for an
ungpecified time - possibly as short as
48 hours — until 1t can be loaded onto
trains bound for Utah, a U.S, Depﬁrﬁ-
ment of Energy official said.

But residents who have long oppoaed
the use of Maywoed as a tsmporary stor-
age site for tainted soil said they were

outraged by the decision.

“It shouldn't even be m town for one
hour,” said Richard O'Neil, a former bor-
ough councilman who campaigned for
the borough’s 1991 thorium ban, “Once it
geta dumped in Maywood, history tells us
there's no guarantee it will ever leave,”

The site manager for the U.8 Depart-
ment of Energy said three properties in
Lod: would be excavated this fall, There
are 34 properties in Lodi, twe in
Maywood, and one in Rochelle Park from
which 25,000 cubic yards of soil laced
with the radioactive substance will be
collected, taken by truck to the Maywood
dump site, and eventually loaded onto
trains.

“QOur plan is that the soil will not be on

See THORIUM Paga NJ-2
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the Maywood property any longer

thhn it has to,” raid Susan Cangs,

the agency's Maywood site man-

ager. “But we have not said how

- Jopg that would be, The time will

ba.contmgant on the avmlebxhty of
'ca.rs

od on edg
nt dirt should be going
ttnught from the contaminated
apot to Uiah,” said Bergen Avenus
resident Louise Torell. “We've had
too many problems with DOE in
the_past to trust them now.”
'orell is ome of dorens of resi-
dlntl ‘who fought for decades to
uade lawmakers to remove the
contaminated dirt. Thorium, a ra-
d!gpctwa element that breaks
dayn into radon, a gas linked to
luhg cancer and other ailments, is
a byproduct of the menufacture of
gas lanterns

lp 1891, when officials planned
to move more of the tainted durt
intg town, a non-binding referen-
dum opposing new thorium im-
parts won the support of mare
than 90 percent of thoss who vot-
ed’'It alao called on the federal
government to begin removing the
hazardous dirt.

JFederal officials responded by
funding the cleanup through 1996.
After the referendum was passed,
a spokesman for Rep. Robert G.
Totricelli, D-Englewood, promised
that he would take action to pre-
venii more thorium from being
shipped into Maywood,

Already contractors have begun
carting away significant portions
of a 36,000-cubic-yard pile of dirt

% ’[‘hat uncertnmty has people in

—_

-at the DOE’s Maywood storage
.site near Route 17. But as much as
400,000 more cubic yards remain
‘underground on the site.
1 For some lotal leaders, the deci-
sion to carry truckloads of dirt
"from Lodi into Maywood does not
violate the spirit of the referen-
dum.

*As long es they're moving the
dirt through Maywood and not éo
:Maywood, I'm satisfied,” said
‘Councilman Timothy Eustace, “I
think we all feel certain that
Maywood should be finished as &
storage site,”
' A npokeaman for Torricelli
agreed saying the congressman
'will monitor the process closely to
:ensure that thorium-tainted soil
does not linger in Maywood.

Mayor John A. Steuert Jr. said
he and other council members mat
with Cange last week and fought
hard for assurances that the soil
will be out of Maywood in less
than 48 hours.

*At this point I have every rea-
son to belisve that they will live up
to that time period,” Steuert said,
“As far as ] can tell, the worst-case
scenario would mean the thorium
might remain in Maywood over-
night”

But in interviews this week,
Cange fell short of that guarantee,

“Our intention 13 to have the
rail cara ready and waiting, so that _
the soil will be on its way to Utah
n 24 to 48 hours,” she said. “But
the use of the ra11 cars requires
some flexibility.

“The Department of Energy is
committed to not developing any
more piles,” she said.
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Federal study critical of

by Chris Neidenberg

MAYWQOOD — Problems-
withun the U S, Dcpanmem of
Energy (DOE) shoatd cause Can-
gress to remove 1t from handling
cleanups at nuclear waste sites —
including the borough's — 2a
federal study concludes.’

The report, 1ssued last week by
Congress’ Qffice “of Techno-
logical Assessment (OTA), criti-
cizes the DOE for handhng such
cleanups m a way which lacks
public accountability and credi-
bility It recommends that Con-
gress transfer the nattonal effort
to exther the federal Enviommen-
tal Protection Agency (EPA) or
an independent commission It
also urges that Congress set up

.““independent citizens boards'’ at

the various sites to momtor DOE
projects,— - -

The report fouches upon what
OTA percetves are  internal
" problems with the department’s
- structure, and suggests the DOE
lacks enough gualified people to
assess cleanup problems and
potential health nsks U.S Sec-
retary of Energy Adm. James
Watkins has conceded the DOE
has problems and is working to
address them

Though the report studied U.S
facilities compnstng the nation's
Nuclear Weapons Complex,
high-level radioactive and
chemical waste sites involved 1n
weapons production, OTA
analyst Pete Johnson said the
same’ crlicisms apply to low-

R
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_Energ;

.—-‘....

fevel sites suth as M.Lywund s In

«the early 80s Maywood was
eventually ncorporated Into the
DOE's Formerly Utlrzed Sites
Remedial Action Program
(FUSRAP) via u legislative man-
cuver.

“Pm aware of the situation in
Maywood,”" said Johnson, the
study's project manager, based in
Washington *‘This 15 a senious
problem at DOE facilities all
over the place. The problem 13
that cleaning up the environment
is an entircly new mission for the
department "’

Johnson clmmed the makeup
of the DOE's orgasmzation
makes 11 1il-equpped 0 ade-
quately momtor poteanal healih
risks around DOL operatons

ik 2 12 s 2 vE 4] U"F“’i’l“gmmm

such as the Maywoad Interim
Storage Site. "He suggested
providing more resources to beef
up the government’s Agency for
Toxic Substances and Disease
Regustry ATSDR}, which studies
health etfects. ATSDR has been
reviewmng the Maywood site

“The -DOE's management
structure has been around o long
time, '’ Johnson said **Managers
have been in the weapons produc-
uon business. They don't believe
they have created scrious risks to
the public, and therefore, don’t
seem to spand a lot of ime trying
to look for problems ™

In a DOE press release,
Watkins conceded the-OT-A=re-
port is on the mark. Many find-
tngs, he” said;—arc-identical to

tho:.e the dupanmcnt has inade in
its five-year plan for cleaning up
sites T

“The"OTA report 2dds Jinde-
pendent confirmation 8f (h fact
that this- 15 a problem of
enormous proportions, and will
require ~ yet unavailable tech-
nology “and trained=persannel 1o
resolve’it,”” stated Watkins.—

Johnsan‘s report suggests the
DOE has no way of sehably
estunating costs for ws 30-year
plan to clean up alf weapans
sites.

Leo Duffy, the DOE’s en-
NWironmental restoration and
waste manager, cited DOE ef-
forts to make the department
more sepsitive 10 environmental
<oncerms.
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Meywood that 1yde
thonum will be brought mio
Ma¥YWwood cver 1 2in" was
held"m'ﬁmaﬁul:. As
evideTE, Telerence was made

to & letter from the Deparnt.
ment of Energy, indicating
¢ that the federal agency want-
ed to bring more thonum-
tamted soil nto the site at
Stepan Company {which
halds more than 15,000 cubic
yards of soil extracted from
beneath Maywood aod
Rochelle Park homes, plut a
small emount from Lodi)
Torricelll saad Oatly, "My
WP siatement at the 1 w
‘ mTEL Tourale

He continued, “'We do not
work for the DOE The de-
partsnent has been told that
there is no money available
for the bringing of thornum
into Mayweod, only to ex-
tract i,

All funding for thorium
% removal, Torricelll seid, must
b be allocated by the House of
'! Representatives® Science and

Technology Commitiee, of
1 which he It & member, The
DOE, he 3aid, may disagree
with Congress's decisions but
it must abide by them.

Torricells  was  tghly
cnitica! of the political parties
in Maeywood for pernutling
the thorium situation lo
become a campaign 1stue,

-
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rds, who served as acting
ayor on Tucsday night, sad
hat he had spoken with
Congressman Torneells on
Wednesday Richards said
that he has alwzys supported
the congiessman i his hand-
ling  of the thernum
situation and he 1s certamn
that hus Democratie
colleagues on the council fee}
the same way
The counell, which 15 1n. -

volved 1n negonialions with
the DOE, 15 holding & specia)
meeting on Tuesdny [Augun
19 at 815 pm, to discuss
lars for dealing with the
cderal ngency al this pas-
weular tinie, The bornW
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/ Thursday, August 14, 1986 \ 25 cents . ’_ﬂj/
: ~ ! f
. hY
Torxigelli: -
a
- 1
“No Thorium — ©
| . :
From Qutside”
L}
Uutsl |
' i
Congressman Robert "10r-  greater responsibilizy' than  filed & court swit to voud the
ricelh has expressed ROEEr thar polnical considerations,  transfer of land on which the '
at & report that at Tuesday’s heyad soil Is stored from Stepan to
meeting of the Maywood  Torncelli has  alreadv | DOE since the company did 3
l Mayor and Council & communicated with DOE of-{ not apply to the planning }
discussion was held 1n regerd  fleialdom in regurd Lo the let- | board for the necessary sb- I
to the possibabity ef more rer, He ly also preparing & division {
thorfum-contarmunated 011 newsletter tc be sent o The meeting, which does i
. bang broysht mnto Maywood Maywood residents, assuring  involve htigation, wall in all 1'1
l from outside communilies.  them the situatlon has nol  probabilty be closed to the !
- At that ume, as reporied in changed snd that the removal  public 1
Wednesday's Record, astale- of thorium-contamynated soil The counci] will also be ‘.“
ment made by Torncell &t & wilt take place - dealing with the subject of o
July 26 town mecling 11t ghe pround and subsequently garbage collection, A new
0 a site cutside of Maywpo coniract must be signed prior
] Counciiman 1om vR:cE- to Seplember 7.
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i Congress of the Lnited States 33700
Wouse of Represemtativgs :
l Washington, BE 20515
' Aucust 13, 1986 -
Mr. John E. Baublitz, Deputy Director
This is in recard to your recert letter to the Borough Council of
i

‘ashington, D.C. 20545

Office of Remedial Action ané Waste Technology
lﬁnited States Department of Energy
@&r Mr. Baublitz:
'glaywood, New Jersey advising that the DOE intends to bring addition-
1 thorium-tainted soil from outside the borough to an interdim '
storage site in town. The DOE's position her been and continues to
¢ completely unacceptable to the borouch and mysalf,
Throughout our negotiatiens in this matter, it has been my unyield-
I[ng positior that Mavwood will not accept additional waste from oute
ide itz berders. I have continvally etated this point in the strong-

est possible terms to the DOE. Last yezr, the borough was gracious
‘nough to accept waste from ten homes in neighboring Lodl becauss
f the imvediacy ©f the health he2ard., This was done af a gesture
of good will, however, there wae 2 specific understanding that it
ould only be these ten homes. The Boroush of Maywood and I ar t
Tephy T willinc to accent any additional wasie &L any

t.me in the future,

! have made n

osition known to the DOE in ne uncertain terms. 1I.
5 i & n:iEEEﬁfEEEEIE:Eiiﬁ our stand in
is voluntary compliance is net forthcoming, it is
ursue thig matter en the floor cncress by in-
epartment of Energy
vwthorization bi n either case, I suggest that you be prepared,

ith an alternative plan for storage of this waste. The Borgugh-of . ..
Maywood and I do not intend to retreat from our position. '

ere are currently seven towns in the United States confronted w%tqt . p
& thorium contamination problem. Only one town has succeeded ip ) -
itiating action for the removal of this hazardous materiale==that .. .
s the Borough of Maywood, New Jerssy. Every BuUCCess wolh by Maywooa .
‘has been due to amendments that I have.had included in the DOE .. | i .
]Ftho:iznticn bill. I have no qualms about pursuing this legislatiye. .
ute. vt . :

Enclosure 2
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The residents ©f Maywood have every right to be akle to stop worrying
about this additional inijustice being heaped upon them, They deserve
to have the confidence that the Federal government and thelr elected
officials will act together to prevent additional hszards to their
health., I await your immediate response on this issuve of crucial
importance to the health of my constituente in Naywood.

1

ROBERT G. TORRICELLI
Member of Congress
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Mayor Steuert: I'll join picket line
Says he is ‘sick’ of DOE’s handling of tainted Lodi soil

by Chris Neidenberg
MAYWOOD —— Republican
Mayor John Steuert has vowed to
stand on the picket line with any
resident who protests actions
taken by the U.S. Department of
Energy (DOE) to truck about 40
cubic yards of thorium-tainted
sotl from Lodi to the Maywoed
Interim Storage Site (MISS).
**I'm sick and tired of how the
DOE_has handled this entire
matter,” said an angry Stetiert,
who has been in office for much
of the time the department has
handled the project. *‘1 will stand
behind those residents, who, like
me just fed up with what
DOE is doing to our town.”
Stevert was refemmng to the
department’s continued efforts
to truck dit from Lodi into
Maywood. Steuert cast a tie-

breaking vote in 1989 to block
the DOE from taking soil from
several Lodi residences to the
MISS. Though the newest house,
on Avenue C, was listed as
having higher than normal
kitchen radiation readings even
before the 1989 vote, the DOE
has decided contamination there
is now ‘‘time cnitical” and must
be moved to protect a famly
living there. The counctl has
unanimously adopted a resol-
ution opposing the move, and
members of Concemed Citizens
of Maywood have vowed to
protest any DOE action.
Stevert’s mayoral opponent,
Democratic Councilman Thomas
Richards, belittled the mayor’s
picket threat. Richards, a consis-
tent DOE supporter, suggested
Steuert made the statement to

coincide with his re-election ef-
fort. -

“John's just looking to get a
headline,”” Richards charged.
*‘He's hoping to pick up votes. |
believe that one of the reasons
we’re two years behind schedule
1s because, m 1989, the mayor
saw it was politically popular to
vote ‘no ' Now he’s doing some-
thing that seems to be politically
popular agam.”

- An infuriated Steuert counter-
ed that it is Richards who has
politicized the thorium issue by
charging the councilman has con-
stantly shifted positions on the
topic. Richards has maintained
that he sees nothing wrong with
helping Lodi residents, so long as
the DOE agrees to clean May-
wood properties at the same time.
“If Commissioner Richards

would stop vacillating on his
position, I think Maywood would
be better off,” the mayor said.
“One moment he’s against it
(Lodi soil) and the next moment
he’s for it. Now he’s against it
again. But my position since
1981 has been very clear — I
want no more outside soil coming
into Maywood.”

Richards cited property near a
borough car wash, off Essex
Street, close to an arca where
children play, as an example of
land which would have been
cleaned two years ago had the
council majonty backed the
DOQE. This year, Richards said,
he opposed any Lodi move be-
cause Maywood properties were
not placed on the cleanup sched-
ule. Steuert rejected Richards’
logic in justifying support for the

department. He said he has never
detected a DOE willingness to
link cleanup projects in both
boroughs.

“We'v&muﬂmalggrgngﬂd
I'm geting sick of it,” Stevert
complained. *‘Our borough has

been lied to (by DOE) every
time, and 1 think we’ve been lied

to enough.”™
'l_sf&%l_f he would ever agree

to join the picket line, Richards
said he wants to see what the
DOE decides to do first. He
urged the council to take a
reasoned approach by giving
Borough Attorney William Rupp
a chance to see if Maywood can
actually block the move.

*‘Once DOEB decidesto act, we
should have our attorney look at
all the legal means available to
enforce our resolution,”’ he said.
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William P. Schuber

unty Execueive

Mr. Bill Seay, Deputy Director

CUUNLY U BERGEN

s

Department of Energy
Former Sites Restoration Division

Oak

Ridge Operations

P.0O,., Box 2001

Oak

Ridge, Tennessee 37831

Dear Mr. Seay:

Administration Building * Court Plaza South # 21 Main St. « Room 300E ¢ Hackensack, N.J. 07601-7000
(201) 646-3630

April 22, 1991

RE: Maywood Interim
Storage Site (MISS)

I write to inform you of my strong support of the
Resolution # 57-91, adopted April 9, 1991, by the Maywood
Mayor and Council to block the DOE's proposal to store
additional radiologically contaminated soil upon the MISS
from outside of the Borough of Maywood.

The unanimous vote for this Resolution indicates a
strong unified position in preventing the importation of

this additional soil.

DOE

to ignore this revolution.

It would be irresponsible for the

I am asking you to

acknowledge the Resolution and consider the alternatives
mentioned in the Resclution.
Vehicle or the Federal Army Reserve Facility should be
given first consideration for disposal.

plan.

The Lodi Division of Motor

I must advise you of my continued support of the
Envirocare - Utah proposal.

the DOE has not stepped up its efforts to implement the

It is my understanding that

As I have said time and time again, the "Utah

Plan" must be vigorously pursued. Envirocare appears to
be the best option since it will be more cost effective,

more timely and will have a higher degree of public
acceptance.

permanent location.

It has been a long seven years without a finalized
plan to remove the contaminated soil to a suitable

Remedying a site outside of the

Borough and bringing the soil to the MISS will be a slap
in the face to the residents of Maywood. The DOE must
first act in the best interest of the Maywood residents
and address the identified contaminated premises within
the Borough.

position quite clear.

o

I call upon you to adhere to Resolution # 57~91. The
local government and residents of Maywood have made thair

soil at the MISS and must _act in a

remove

The DOE must not store additional ™
t t i n*ex9Editigns—%EEE§§;§3,77fi—

WPS:as

cCce

Borocugh of Maywood Mayor
and Council
Mr. Michael Nnlan

he soil to the permanent site in Utah.

Sincerely,

W, 2 qﬂybﬁl&\
William P. Schuber

County Executive




Department of Energy :
Washington, DC 20585 Y

AUG 2 6 1991

Mr. William P. Schuber

County Executive -
County of Bergen

21 Main Street

Hackensack, New Jersey 07601-7000

,
.~

Dear Mr. Schuber:

I am writing in response to your August 5, 1991, letter toc the Department of
Energy (DOE) regarding our plans for the Maywood, New Jersey, Site in DOE’s
Formerly UtiTized Sites Remedial Action Program (FUSRAP).

DOE is currently in the process of conducting the required Remedial
Investigation/Feasibility Study - Environmental Impact Statement (RI/FS-EIS)
for the Maywood Site. When completed, these comprehensive environmental
review and analysis documents will identify all feasible alternatives for the
Maywood wastes, compare these alternatives and form the basis upon which the
Site remedy will be selected in a Record of Decision or ROD. One of the
options that DOE has committed to évaluate in the RI/FS-EIS is the use of a
commercial disposal facility such as Envirocare of Utah.

In examining potential obstacles to implementing a commercial disposal option,
it was quickly recognized that one serious drawback was the Tength of time
that could be_required to negotiate and award a contract following the ROD.

I was also recognized that this potential obstacle could be remcved F DOE
were able to initiate the contracting process at an early stage and in a
manner that did not pre-judge the outcome of the required review and analysis
in the RI/FS-EIS. Although the availabitity of such a contract will not, in
itself, accelerate the RI/FS-EIS, it would speed up the time necessary to get
started should this option be selected in the ROD.

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has a large role .in the Site
remedy selection process.  Under the terms of the Federal Facility Agreement
(FFA) signed by DOE and EPA, EPA has a direct oversight role for all
activities conducted at the Maywood Site and, in fact, signs the Site ROD.

The exact schedules for the Maywood Site are not fixed at this time. DOE and
EPA are currently in the process of negotiating the schedules under the
provisions of the FFA. We share your concerns about the length of the
schedules required to carry out the environmental review process. We will
continue to work with EPA to identify ways to expedite the process while stiil
thoroughly considering eggjronmentai impacts of various alternatives.

1 hope this response has clarified matters for you relative to the Maywood
Site status.

Sincerely,
- )

-

- ! /
d S v L . L{ﬁzjuw~faﬁz-——

L .
James W. Wagoner 11

Acting Chief

0ff-Site Branch

Division of Eastern Area Programs
Office of Environmental Restoration




]

' /3352/

Page 2 - Ms., Susan M. Cange

natural uranium (with daughter products), 30 pCi/g for
enriched uranium, and 35 pCi/g for depleted uranium as
maximum limits for residual contamination for several
years. We algo believe that concentrations well below
100 pCi/g are easily obtainable at this site.

On page 36, the document states "All samples will be
analyzed to determine that the site-specific cleanup
criteria for thorium-232 and radium-226 (the primary
radioactive contaminants) have been achieved - i.e.,
residual concentrations may not exceed 5 pCi/g above
background for thorium-232 and radium-226 combined,
averaged over any area of 100 m? and any 15-cm depth
interval. Selected samples will also be analyzed for a
broader spectrum of potential contaminants of concexn.®

ATSDR believes that uranium is also a radicactive
contaminant at this site. Confirmatory samples should ke
analyzed for uranium-238. This would document that the
clean-up c¢riteria have been met.

Also, any statements about the maximum or average
uranium-238 analyzed in the soil samples on the
residential properties should be qualified since three of
the residential properties with the highest thorium-232
concentrations were not analyzed for uranium-238.

Thank you for consideration of these comments. Please contact
me at (404)639-6060 if clarification of the above information
is required or if you should have any questions.

Sincerely yours,

QA

Carol Connell
Senior Health Physicist
Energy Section B
Federal Facilities Asgsessment Branch
Divigion of Health Agsgezoment
and Consultation

Yurasevecz, ORNL
Carpenter, EPA RII
Gratz, EPA RII
Jones, ATSDR RII

nLypprnna
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COUNTY OF BERGEN
Adnunustracvion Dullding * Court Plaza South » 21 Main St Room 300E # Hackensack, N J 07601-7000
(201) 646-3630

==

William P. Schuber =]
County Executive P
[

August 11, 1995 c
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Ms. Susan M. Cange, Site Manager
Former Sites Restoration Division
Department of Energy

P.O Box 2001

Oak Ridge, Tennessee 37831

RE: Engineering Evaluation/Cost Analysis, Cleanup of Residential and Municipality Vicinity
Properties at the Maywood Site, Bergen County, NJ

Dear Ms. Cange’

I take this opportunity to offer my comments on the above-mentioned report. I first want to underline
my desire for the DOE to take every possible avenue to educate the public on how this Plan will
impact on their lives. Removing the contaminated soil is a difficult task It is further complicated as
families and businesses will be directly impacted. All efforts must be made to involve the community
and elected officials as much as possible concerning the extent of the cleanup

In my review of the Plan, T must commend the DOE for its analysis of the many alternatives I believe
the soil should be removed as detailed in the report and transported to an off site permanent disposal
area. I am pleased that the DOE has listened to the many requests for the excavation and removal
of the contaminated soil ~ While this has met our requirements to protect human health and the
environment, I do have concerns regarding the Phased Removal Action and Staging at the MISS.
I firmly believe that the Tri-Borough and County Thorium Coalition should have the opportunity to
review and comment on the DOE’s plans for removing the soil from the various properties. The
EE/CA does not provide actual details of the phase approach which will be taken. It is important to
maximize the operations to ensure the greatest benefit to the taxpayers and the communities involved
Conceming the cleanup standards to be used, a concise policy must be implemented for the cleanup
levels. Assurances must be made that a 5 pCi/g or better standard is adhered to Coordination with
the EPA and the NJDEP is imperative,

Concerning the Staging at the MISS, it is extremely important for the DOE to operate in the most
expeditious manner when transferring soil to the MISS for consolidation and loading into rail cars
for shipment to the disposal site A streamlined process must be instituted which assures that soil
does not remain at the MISS for more than 48 hours. It is important that the DOE adheres to the
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Ms Susan M. Cange, Site Manager
Page 2
August 11, 1995

allowable 1000 yd? limit of material which can temporarily stay on-site at the MISS until transport.
This will provide for the removal of the soil in a timely manner.

The last area of concern involves the follow-up survey of the properties which are remedied. How
will this be accomplished? What is the expected time frame to monitor these sites?

Thank you for this opportunity to provide my comments to your EE/CA report. I look forward to
continuing our dialogue with the DOE.

Sincerely yours,

U (S

William “Pat” Schuber
County Executive

WPS/as

cc'  Borough of Maywood
Borough of Lodi
Borough of Rochelle Park

Bergen County Department of Health Services
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State of Neto Jersey Ao [§ [ il 195

Christine Todd Whitman Department of Environmental Protection Rebert C Shunn, Jr.
Commissioner
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Ms. Susan Cange, Site Manager
Former Sites Restoration Division
bepartment of Energy

Field Office, Oak Ridge

P.O. Box 2001

Oak Ridge, Tenn. 37831-8723

Dear Ms. Cange:

Re: Public Draft Engineering Evaluation/Cost Analysis for the Cleanup of the
Residential and Municipal Vicinity Properties at the Maywood Site, Bergen
County, New Jersey, July 1995

The New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection Energy (NJDEP} has
completed its review of the subject document. The NIDEP appreciates the efforts
by the United States Department cf Energy (USDOE)} in nearing a compromise
relative to the January 17, 1995 NJDEP proposed cleanup criteria for the Maywood
site. Specifically and as indicated on page 15 of the subject report, "For the
properties considered under the proposed removal action, DOE and EPA have
establighed a more restrictive site-specific cleanup criterion of 5 pCi/g above
background at all depths for radium - 226 and thorium - 232 combined.” Table 2-1
indicates that Commercial, Municipal and Residential properties are included in
the proposed removal action. However this table does not currently include
details concerning thickness of soil cover or caps for excavated areas. As you
recall, the NJDEP has concluded that suitable soil cover is integral to effective
remediation of contaminated =zones. The NJDEP looks forward to concluding
discusszions resulting in a mutually acceptable cleanup strategy for the Maywood
site.

As an aside and pursuant to our previous discussions, you indicated USDOE's
intention to comply with the substantiative requirements of all applicable or
relevant and appropriate requirements (ARARs) in accordance with CERCLA and the
NCP. The NJDEP maintains that the New Jersey Industrial Site Recovery Act,
N.J.S.A. 58:10B et. seq., is an ARAR and should be identified as such.
Furthermore, application of the regquirements of N.J.S.A. 58:10B et. seq. must be
accounted for.

Finally, a definite schedule for staging of soils designated for offsite
placement should be included as part of +the remediation/construction
specifications for the proposed removal action. Limiting such storage will
address community concerns.

New Jersey 15 an Equal Opportunity Employer
Recy cled Paper
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Cnce again, I look forward to the successful completion of this vicinity property
remediation. If you have any questions concerning the above please call me at

{609) 633 - 1455.
Sincerely,

X e

Nicholas L. Marton, ;;é*"‘"‘"‘““~————

Research Scientist II/Case Manager
Bureau of Federal Case Management

[+}] Robert Stern, BRP
Steven Byrnes, BEERA
Angela Carpenter, USEPA, Region II

RPCE\PANMISEECAZ .NLM
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Ms. Susan Cange, Site Manager
Former Sites Restordtion Division
Department of Ene1 gy

Oak Ridge Operauons Field Office
P O Box 2001

Oak Ridge, TN 37831-8723

Re* Engmeering Evaluation/Cost Analysts - Maywood Vicunity Propernies
Dewr Ms Cange

The Enviionmental Protection Agency (EPA} 15 1n receipt of the Departnient of Energy's (DOE)
Engineermng Evaluanon/Cost Analvsis for the Cleunup of Residennal and Munrcpal Vianiy Properties ar
the Maywood Sue, Bergen County, New Jersey (July, 1995)  Based vn our review ot this document and
the tnformation provided n the Remedial Investiganion Repore (R and Buseline Risk Assessment, the
proposed removal action (1emoval of contaminated soils and tanspoitation w an ott-site commercial
cisposal facihty) appears that it should be consistent with the overall strategy tor iemediation at the Wayne
site We do, however, have several comments.

Generatl

The terms "gunidelines, standutds, action levels and cotenion” aze used interchangeably in the document
This gives the appeatance ot DOE applying varytng clean-up pumbets to the site, the use ot one i two
termsy would avoid confuston on the part of the 1eviener

The site hachgiound indicates that propei ies may have becums contaminated thiough wasies moving ott-
site through the Lodi Biook  Since not all the properties assoctated with the Brook will be iemediated 1n
the propused action, some discussion shoubd be provided explarming why uniemediaied properties would
nut det as o source o contamindtion fur dow nstredm propeities

Chapter 2:

page 9 The discussion on why the Ballod property, which 1s curiently commereial, js going o be
remediated to residental levels i thes action should be expanded  There are muluple
commercial properties associated with the site, why this partcular property differs trom
any of these othes should be cleatly explame:l

page 10 Table 2-1  The R report wentified two reswdential properves 9 Hancock Street and 19
Redstong Lane, as charactetized bui not designated at the tme ot the Rl complenon
These propetties are not included in the canrent action, the rativnale tor their eaclusion
should be presented  Sinmlarly, 200 Brookdale SE, 1s wientified as requinmg iemediation
n the proposed action, this propeily was not idenutied in the R, the ratonate for 1
inuson should be provided

Racycled/Recyclable « Prinled with Vegetable Ol Based Inks on 100% Recycled Paper (40% Poslconsumer)




page 15

Chapter 3

page 18

page 19

Chapter 5§

page 28

page 28

page 29

page 32

Chapter 6

page 38

/335 /

§1- Some of the soil concentrations hsted in this paragraph are 1n excess of 2000 pCi/g,
contradicting the statement made 1in Chapter 6, page 38, "...excavated materials are not
expected to be classified as radicactive under DOT guidelines, hecause the activity
concentrations are expected to be well below 2,000 pCi/g...".

§2: EPA requests a copy of the BNI 1995 Technical Memorandum. Results of Maywood
Vicinity Property Data Gap Characterization

ist bullet. The removal action objectives include certification of properties for
unrestricted use  Some properties may have soils above 5 pCi/g remaining after
remediation, for these properiies DOE will complete a hazard assessment. How these
“hazard assessments” will tulfill this objecuve should be discussed

§2. The fourth sentence is irrelevant to the discussion i this paragraph and should be
removed

Table 5-1, This table indicates that there 15 a greater risk to a member of the public post
remediation than exists during remediation; the reasons for this should be discussed in the
text to alleviate any potential concern or confusion.

{2 Compliance with the provisions of 40 CFR 61 should be demonstrated through use of
an EPA approved code (e.g COMPLY, AIRDOS). Actions may require a submttal ot
an application to construct or modity as stipulated in 40 CFR 61 Subpart H

§2. The Borough of Maywood has vbjected to wastes being brought onto the MISS from
the surrounding townships DOE should indicate whether or not the Borough will allow
the MISS 10 become a staging point tdr the consolidation and shipping of the wastes from
other communities during the proposed action

Technical feasibility should discuss what, 1t any, methods will be used to protect existing
structures during remedianon,

Adminstrative feasibility should discuss property acvess as a possible 1ssue, as well as
objections that may be raised by the Borough of Maywood (see comment on Page 29)

{1. Clarify why these soils would not be considered radioactive by DOT (see discussion
of page 15, §1).
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Appendix C

page 63 Table C-2: The effective dose equivalent for Unit 1 and Unit 2 appear to have been
transposed from the original data in the RI.

page 64 {3: The use of the term "average soil concentrations” in the third sentence 1s misleading

since the values listed are ULy values
If you have any questions, please call me at (212) 637-4433,
Sincerely yours,

' ’

Angela Carpenter, Project Manager
Federal Facilities Section

cc N. Marton, NJDEP
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COUNTY OF BERGEN -
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERVICE§ys 7] 3 03 il '3
327 Ridgewood Ave. « Paramus, NJ, 07652 5
(201) 599 - 6100
FAX (201) 986-1068

Mark A. Guarino, M.P.H., HC.

William P. Schuber
Director

County Executive

August 15, 1995

John Michae! Japp
Department of Energy
Former Sites Restoration Division

P O Box 2001
Oak Ridge. TN 37831

Dear Mr Japp

Enclosed are the comments of the Tri-Borough and County Thorium Committee on the
cleanup of residential properties at the Maywood site

Sincerely,

Stephen C Tiffinger
Environmental Program Coordinator

SCT bh
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BROWN ENGINEERING
August 15, 1995 Environmental Services

50 VAN BUREN AVENUE

PO BOX 1235

WESTWOOD, NEW JERSEY 076751295
(201) 864 7070 FAX (201) 884-5586

Mr. Mark Guarino

Bergen County Health Department
327 Ridgewood Avenue

Paramus, New Jerscy 07652-4895

Re: Comments on the Engineering Evaluation/Cost Analysis
for the Cleanup of Residential Properties at the
Maywood Site, Bergen County, NJ
Dear Mr. Guarino:

After reviewing the above referenced document, 1 have the following comments:

Item 1: General: - The DOE’s assessment of the alternatives appears to be complete and accurate.
In my opinion the soil should be removed as detailed in the report and sent for final disposal.

Item 2: Phased Removal Action - The Tri-Borough & County Thorium Coalition should be able
to actively parricipate in the “Phased Approach” that the DOE plans to utilize in removing the soil
from the various properties. The actual details of the approach were not discussed in the EE/CA
and therefore we cannot comment on them at this rime bur we should request thar the TBCTC
be part of the selection process.

Item 3: Staging at the MISS - I agree thar this is the best approach to the final removal of the
contaminants. The 1000 yd3 limit is a reasonable amount of soil/debris. I understand that some

people are concerned with the time period that the material can stay on-site at the MISS. By
keeping the DOE to the 1000 yd3 limit, you are in effect forcing the removal in a timely manner.

Our official comments should be sent to Susan Cange (see page 40) roday.
If you have any questions, please contact me.
Sincerely,

TELEDYNE BROWN ENGINEERING

Environmental Services

TES

Steven A. Black, Manager
Radiological Services Department
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69 Lenox Avenue.
Maywcod, N.J. 07t07
Tel; (201) 845-5992
Fax: (201) 845-0987
August 15th, 1995.

Ms. Hazel O'Leary, Secretary, U.S.D.C.E.,
Maywood Property EE/CA Comments,

c/o John Michael Japp,

Department cof Energy,

FKormer Sites Restoration Division,

P.O. Box 2001,

Oak Ridge, Tn- 37831-8723.

NI

Dear Secretary O'Leary:

Maywood residents (whose previous comments have been 1gnored)
have ne deslre to comment on the DOE Phase I Remediation
EE/Ca that is in deliberate defiance and non compliance with
the Federal Facility Agreement (FFA) and Superfund
CERCLA/hEP} Regulations mandating the feasibility. study

roposed plan - Record of Decision Process. As spelled out
in your enclosed "FUSRAP activities at Maywood, N.J." flyers
of October 1991 and April 1993.

July 1&8th, 1995, replying to letters to Ms. Q'Leary and Vice
President Gore, would have you believe that DOE activities at
Maywocd site are in strict compliance and that removals are

a proper part of CERCLA regulatory framework. Your flyers
abova prove this 1s not so at the Maywood site. In
additicn, we understand our Mayor says your Mr. T. Grumbly
said an ROD 1s not really necessary?

Ms. Angela Carpenter (EPA) letter (October 12th, 1994) that
DOE does not need “approval" for remedial action. That DQE
submitted the draft proposed plan to EPA, delayed by clean-up
levels dispute, was resolved and will work to set revised
schedules, On January 23rd 1995 she repeated DOE does not
need removal approval.

Cn June 22, 1995 Ms. Kathleen Callahan, EPA director ERRD,
also yrote DOE has unilateral authority for removals and that
"DOE 1s presently evaluating alternatives for the remediation
of the site. Apparently Ms. Carpenter did not show the
proposed plan to Ms. Callahan. It has been on hold since J.
Gratz (EPA) letter of May 21st, 1993, on the April 1993 draft
final proposed plan and fea51b111ty study.

Ms. Callahan also said NJDEP submitted "clean up" levels and

l DOE's James V. Vagoner II's enclosed letters June 8th and
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was attempting to set numerical criteria in support of the
recently enacted ISRA law, which was enacted in 1993, in
compliance with ISRA's one in a million risk and PCI/g
numbers for residential and commercial sites,

Is DOE/EPA stonewalling the NJDEP as DOE stonewalled EPA
(with some help) to cave in andraway from their own health
based standard?

Please refer to the Maywood Site FFA Quarterly Report of
October 17, 1994 - the draft final feasibility study/proposed
plan is delayed because of state concerns about cleanup
criteria for commercial properties and community concerns
over s0il washing.

The FS-PP-ROD should be issued immediately and reflect the
state's cleanup criteria. If not the state, counties and
affected communities should take legal action against DOE and
EPA unless a full scale congressiocnal investigation is
ordered without delay.

There are more reasons for such action. Page 5 of the FFA
shows definitions. Removals are for immediate health risks
or threats. Remedial action is a permanent remedy in a
Record of Decision. Remedlal design follows the selection of
the remedy in an RCD. Operable units will be addressed
through an ROD.

On page 3-26 of the Work Plan -~ Implementation Plan (November
1992) - Maywoed has four operable units - which will be
addressed through an ROD. ©Cne RI/FS - EIS will be prepared
to address clean up of wastes from all areas of Maywood site.
How can this be ignored?

Susan Cange's meno of December 6th, 1994 for Maywood/Wayne
sites - ROD's or EE/CA's. DOE is doing remedial design

before issuing the ROD regardless of documentation that is
prepared because there are no issues between EPA/DOE/NJDEP?

Now Carpenter to Cange; on the residential properties (Dec.
21, 19%4), "EPA comments will be contingent on a ROD being
signed for the designed remedy." This should include both
Phase 1 and Phase 2. Why was the ROD cancelled?

FUSRAP update (January 1993) says MISS pile is part of Phase
l. Page 2 (February 1%, 1993) Cange to Nolan - "The correct
Phase I action would include removing the MISS pile"-- ®“DOE
unaware of any scenario that requires an emergency removal
action." Senator Lautenberg's release (March 24, 94) - Phase
1 involves cleanup of the MISS and residential properties and
what he called strict cleanup guidelines??

From Cange to Guarino letter (January 9, 1995) page 2 - DOE
i1s no. doing remedial design, "DOE working with the EPA and
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NJIDEP to reach a Record of Decision, which is reguired before
cleanup can begin. Why then another EE/CA? Could you please
let us know why the pile (Phase 1) was addressed without an
ROD? Would you still dare to issue a ROD that does not
address clean-up of all waste areas of the Maywood site.

Since the EPA selects the remedy for NPL sites, we ask them
the same question via copy of this letter.

To date you have not provided the closure plan required under
the conditions of the NJPDES permit NJOO54500 issued in 1984
(which your Ms. Cange wrote never happened), the NJDEP should
expect a complete ROD, the closure if you will?

Would you please address all the issues herein and enter this
letter into the Administrative Record.

Yol ) hplonn

Michael J. NoZan
Env. Committée Chairman.

cc Vice President Gore
Sen. Frank Lautenberg (D=-NJ)
Sen Bradley (D-NJ)
Rep. Todd Tishrt (R-Kansas~4th)
Rep. Dick Zimmer (R-NJ-12th)
Concerned Citizens of Wayne
Carol Browner *(EPA)
Robert Schinn, Commissioner NJDEP
Governor Christie Whitman.
Congressman William Mantini (Wayne)
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13 Lucas Lane
Wayne,N.J.07170-5209
Aag S11,1985

John Michael Japp

Depli. of Energy

Former Sites Restoration Div.
P.0O. Box 2001

Oak Ridge, TN 37831-8723

Dear Mr. Japp.

Enclosed :s coriespondence lhal! the DOL has published ui
18 11 .tetler Foraw. D'wmystrfaed by :is tranclat:on.d
would appreciate joun clarafyran lhe slatement. ande.

Publication DOE/EM-0083P states,"Another law that DOE must
comply with is CERCLA or Superfund. Its goals are to
identify and cleanup sites contaminated with hazardous
waste and see that the responsible party pay for damage
and cleanup." Note that it says,"must comply with." As
thorium, lead and chemicals are listed by NJDEPE in its
hazardous waste list and EPA has also stated the fact that
hazardous waste are present, knowing this why has the DOE
not complied? Does comply mean obey? Is this just some-
thing that was written in jest?

Refer to the enclosed June 16,1994 letter from Ms. Cange,
"Cost recovery is another issue where the DOE's new
administration is taking a hard look. Also, a mechanism
must be available for DOE to collect dollars that are
recovered. DOE does not currently have a revolving fund
mechanism which would allow it to accept money from
responsible party.” After all these years of existance
the DOE does not have a mechanism for collecting or
accepting money? Askh yourself lLiow easy 1t 13 to accept
money especially when the reason this site wall take
forever luv cleanup since there’'s no funding. The letter
continues,"™I also understand that Mr. Grumbly has re-
quested General Counsel at DOE to make a recommendation
on what DOE should do to recover cost from W.R.Grace."
Over a year has passed has Mr.Grumbly recieved an answer?
Is anyone in the agency aware of the answer? If not, does
it require another 12 yrs? We know that DOL and Bechtel
would then be able to clean up thais si1te 1n a shorter
period of time which would not be in their best interest.

Feb.19,1993 letter from Ms. Cange,"Any potential cost re--
covery action would have to be based on cost estimates
generated by these studies. In any event, the issue of
cost recovery will be evaluated and resolved by DOE Head-
quarters once the cost of cleanup is established." Cost
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estimates have been established for the removal of the
contamination by Envirocare for the top and undermneath.

It is now time to resolve this matter and not at any
future date. The funds that would be available would than
outweigh the cost of litipation if neccesary. DOE has was-
ted 13 to 17 wmillion on this site when :t could have re-
moved it at the cutse!. Congress with its budget cuts can-
not be counted upon and the taxpayer should not bear the
burden for the indicretion of W.R.Grace. The time is now!!

In Nov. 1993 at a meeting held with residents a DOE re-
sponse was,"Permanent cleanup actions cannot be initiated
without an approved plan known as the Record of Decision.”
FUSRAP brochure,"After data are collected and analyzed,
options for cleaning up the site are evaluated using cri-
teria developed by EPA in the Superfund program plan for
¢leaning up the site. The proposed plan is issued for pub-
lic comment. DOE reviews the comments and issues a Record
of Decision stating what remedial action will be taken.
Only after this process is complete can the site be clean-
up.

July 18,1995 letter from Mr. Japp,"A schedule of release
of the Feasibility Study, Proposed Plan, and ROD for the
entire Wayne site has not been established.” Along comes
EE/CA and now there 1s no need for all the procedures
that Ms. Cange said that was mandated by Congress. Il1's
incredible how the DOL can be so i1nconsistent. This 1s not
a game that 1s enjoyable by those who are most effected by
these ambiguous pronouncements.

At ihe beginning 1 asked for a clarification of these
statements made by your Agency, I am looking foerward for
your reply, specifically the cos!l recovery action or in-
action the DPCL will undertake.

Sincerely,

AN\

Andrew Drol

£C: Governor ¥Whitwan

Carol Browner, LCPA

Hazel O'Leary, DOL

Congressman Martin:

Senator Bradley

Si. Semator Bubba

Wayne Mayor and Counc:il

Mayors Advisory Comm.

Media

Enclosure
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materiak until permanent disposition of the waste could be
agreed upon. DOE developed an anvironmental monitoring
program for the Maywood Interim Storage Site that moni-
tors the air, surface water, and groundhwater 1o ensure that
stored materials do not affect the environment.

Approximately 35,000 yd of contaminated material was
removed from private properties in Maywood and Rochelle
Park during 1984 and 1985, and almost 500y was removed
from properties in Lodi. This material was placed ot the
Maywood interim Storage Site.

Cinnupofpropeniesmsmppedimnsmw
tion of concerns expresed by Maywood Borough Council
regarding bringing contaminated material from other
communities to the Maywood interim Storage Site. How-
ever, DOE and its subcontractors have continued to identify
and survey properties DOE has also continued to maintain
and monitor the environment of the Maywood interim
Storage Site and has published annual environmental
gonhorr:sng reports discussing the monitoring program snd
results.

Currently, 82 properties have beenidentified as contaminated
with waste from Maywood Chemxal Works  Of these, 25
have been fully cleaned and the contaminated material has
been stored at the Maywood interim Storage Site.

Actvities conducted by DOE at Maywood are being coordi-
EPA Region |l according 1o reque of

wood will Tollow the strict regulation of these

which ons willbe

conductedio how alternatives for corrective action areto be
chosen and how decisions will be made. The process, known
85 the CERCLA/NEPA, process, also includes activities to keep
the public informed and involved in decision-making

The work at Maywood will be conducted in nce

the federal failiti ment entered inte
EPA. mﬁ%ﬁum Moonsibi
andthe chedute forthe actvitits at Maywood, The i

cpnGuCted thro: investigationfegehy
-environmentalimpact

11 INVESTIGation, the reMaining contaminated prop-
erties st Maywood will be studiad to determine the amount
of contamination present and to idemtify the possible path-
ways through which contamination could spread of pose &
risk to the public or the environment.

2550/
octren’ 7677

s Mywood, p. 7.

tives for addressing the contaminsted properties, asesses
tha risks of the alternatives, evalustes the trastment tech.

up immadiately a!
m.nymmbnmuld aiso be avaluated and

erties may be ¢

.
The information repository and the administrative record
file for the site are available in the DOE informa-
tion Center at 43 West Pleasant Avenue in Maywood, and at
the Maywood Publx Library, 459 Maywood Avenue

A oll-free public access number i available for use in arsas
where there are FUSRAP sites. The pubht access number s
ardwered & Dak Ridge, Tennesses, By an antwehng ma-
chine, which records calls and takes messages The answer-
ing machine is checked frequently and calls are returned.
The public access number & one of the ways DOE provides
opportunities for the publiC 10 receive site Information. To
make comments or ask questions, leave 3 message on the
srswering machine by caliing 1-800-253-9759.

Aconyms Used
Atomic Energy Commission

Comprehensive Environment Response,
Compensation, and Liabilrty Act

U.S. Department of Energy
Environmental Protection Agency

Formerly Utilized Sites Remadial
Action Program

Nationa! Environmental Policy Act

New rtment of
wm“mmm and Energy

Nuclear Regulstory Commission
Nationa! Priorities List

¥

ActIop.

For more information please visit or call
Department of Energy information Center
43 West Pleasant Avenue
Maywood, New Jersey 07607
Q01)843-7466
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U.B. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
Fermarty Btilized Sites Remedinl Action Program
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FUSRAP Activities a¥~
Maywood, New Jersey

April 1953

This fact sheet has been prepared to address community outreach requirements set by the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) and the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA). Fact sheets are one part of an effort to provide public information on environmenital restoration

and waste management

The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE), under the For-
merly Utilized Sites Remedial Action Program (FUSRAP),
is conducting a comprehensve study that will lead to
the selection of a remedy for the Maywood, New Jer
sey, site. The site is made up of vanous residential,
commercial, state, municipal, and federal properties in
Maywood, Rochelie Park, and Lodi, New Jersey. The
properties are contaminated to varying degrees with
radioactive materials. The primary contaminant present
at the Maywood site 1s radicactive thorium.

To select the remedy for the properties, DOE is working
closely with the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
and the New Jersey Department of Environmental Pro-
tection and Energy (NJDEPE). DOE and EPA have devel-
oped a federal facilities agreement, which defines the
specific responsibilities of the agencies and the environ-
mental review process The public will be directly in-
volved in the decision-making process

The radioactive materials at Maywood are of very low
concentrations. When these materials are stored safely,
they are not dangerous to human health or the env-
ronment. However, because these low-level radicactive
materials have been spread to residential and business
properties, where they are uncontrolled, they could im-
pact human health and the environment under certain
iand uses,

Site History

The situation currently affecting Maywood and its neigh-
boring communities began more than 70 years ago.
From 1916 to 1959, the Maywood Chemical Works ex-
tracted radioactive thorium from monazite sand to use
in manufacturing gas lantern manties. Thorium wastes
from that process were pumped into settling ponds in
an area west of the Maywood Chemical Works plant.

Over the years, some of the waste material migrated
off the site ontc neighboring properties The wastes
spread in a vanety of ways. Some area residents took
loads of dirt from the waste area to use as fili around
homes and businesses. Some of the waste was covered
up and separated from the main plant when New
Jersey Route 17 was built, The waste matenals also

spread through water runoff along the course of the
oid Lodi Brook.

The Maywood Chemical Works stopped the thorium-
producing process in 1959 and Stepan Chemical bought
the property that same year. Stepan began ceaning
up the waste disposal area west of Route 17; to accom-
plish this, Stepan obtained a radioactive materials -
cense from the Atomic Energy Commission (AEQ), a pre-
decessor of DOE. About 19,000 cubic yards of waste
material was removed from the Route 17 area and
buried in three locations on the Stepan property. AEC
surveyed the areas that Stepan had cleaned and re-
leased thern for use with no radiological restrictions
under the standards of 1969. At the time, neither AEC
nor Stepan knew that additional radicactive material
was present in another, unsurveyed area on the north-
east corner of the property. Stepan sold the remainder
of the property to Ballod Associates in the early 1970s.

Previous Cleanup Actions

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission {NRC) and NJDEPE
were notified when radioactivity was detected in 1980.
These agencies conducted several radiological surveys
over the next several months. The surveys confirmed
that contamination existed near the old waste disposal
area and on the Stepan property, in areas 10 the north
and south, and on several residential and commercial
properties.

EPA began investigating the areas in 1982. During Sep-
tember 1983, the Maywood site and its other proper-
ties were listed on the EPA National Priorities List (NPL).
The NPL lists sites that EPA has declared in top-priority
need of characterization (study) and remedial action

In 1983, Congress authorized DOE to clean up waste
associated with thorium processing at the Maywood
site. DOE gave r sibility for Ma d to FUSRAP.
FUSRAFP en establishe ¥

sites that were used by the government or its contrac-
tors in the early years of the nation's atomic energy
program, to study and determine whether they were
contaminated, and to ensure that those sites were
cleaned to meet current environmental standards.
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FUSRAP currently includes mofe than 40 sites in 14
states. Because FUSRAP was already successfully oper-
ating, work at Maywood began almost immediately.

A number of radiological surveys were performed by
DOE contractors beginning in 1984 to find all contami-
nated properties. These surveys identified several con-
taminated properties in Maywood, Rochelle Park, and
Lodi. When a contarmnated property was located, it
was studied to identify the locations, types, and degree
of contaminated materials present

DOE negotiated with Stepan to get access to approxi-
mately 12 acres of fand to use as a temporary storage
site so that the contaminated material could be re-
moved from the properties. This storage area, referred
to as the Maywood Intenm Storage Site, was acquired
from Stepan in 1985. The storage site was designed to
safely hold the radioactive materials until permanent
disposition of the waste could be agreed upon. DOE
developed an environmenta! monitoring program for
the Maywood Interim Storage Site that monrtors the
air, surface water, and groundwater to ensure that
stored materials do not affect the environment.

Approximately 35,000 cubic yards of contaminated ma-
terial was removed from private properties in Maywood,
Rochelle Park and Lodi during 1984 and 1985 This ma-
terial was placed at the Maywood Interim Storage Site

Cleanup of properties was stopped in 1986 pending
resoiution of concerns expressed by the Maywood Bor-
ough Councii regarding bringing contaminated mate-
rial from other communities to the Maywood Intenm
Storage Site. However, DOE and its subcontractors have
continued to identify and survey properties. DOE has
also continued to maintain and monitor the environ-
ment of the Maywood Interim Storage Site and has
published annual environmental monitoring reports
discussing the results of the momitonng program.

Over B0 properties have been identified as contam-
hated with waste from Maywood Chemical Works, Of
these, 25 have been fully cleaned and the contami-
nated material has been stored at the Maywood In-
terim Storage Site.

Environmental Review Process

Activities conducted H pQL.at Mi!ﬁﬂﬂﬂ are_being
codTthing ion rding to reguire-

ments o performed
at Ma will Tollow the strict regulation of these

e Which C es-
tigations will be conducted to how alernatives for

/3552/ //"

remedial action are to be evaluated and chosen. This
process also includes activities to keep the public in-
formed and involved in decision-making.

The M ill be conducted in accorda

e tfederal facilities a &Nt enter y

DOt a agreament de e steps, the
ies, and the schedule for the activities at

Maywood. ivities will rough 3
remedial i vironmental
impa . ial Inves-
tigation, ing contaminated properties at

Maywood have been studied to determine the amount
of contamination present and to identify the possible
pathways through which contamination could spread
or pose a risk to the public or the environment Copies
of the Remedial Investigation Report and the Baseline
Risk Assessment are available in the administrative
record file located at the Maywood Public Library »r-
the DOE Public information Center.

of the remedial investigation wil:_n_u;ﬂ to

prepare a feasibility study/environmental impact state-
ment. Tﬁrwm%'umpnmmmﬁ%m:—
fion alternatives and assesses the impacts of each of
the alternatives. The Fublic will have an mngnunl% to
help decide what will be done at Maywood. A public
meeting SRS TBNINERT period will be conducted on the

RUFS-EIS a nup plan in the summer of
1993, After evaluating public Q%Ements, a femedy i

% in a Record o ision. Design of the
r y a implementation will follow. Remedial

action must be in comphance with
regﬂﬁioﬁsr.

ral and state
T S

For More Information

The information repository, which gives general infor-
mation about the Maywood site, and the administra-
tive record file are available in the DOE Public Informa-
tion Center, which is located at 43 West Pleasant Av-
enue. These documents can also be found In the
Maywood Public Library located at 459 Maywood Av-
enue. The information center also contains video pre-
sentations, site fact sheets, site displays, and maps of
surveyed areas The center can be used for workshops,
availability sessions, and town meetings with project
staff. Speakers for schools and civic organizations can
also be arranged through the center. The DOE Public
Information Center is open Monday, Wednesday, and
Friday from 9:00 a.m. until 4:30 p.m. Evening appoint-
ments are available upon request. To reach the Infor-
mation Center, dial (201) 843-7466.

For more information please visit or call
Department of Energy Pubhc information Center
. 43 West Pleasant Avenue
Maywood, New Jersey 07607
(201) 843-7466
1-800-253-9759

@ Printed on recycied paper
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Department of Energy
wastungton. DC 20585

JUK 0 8 1985

Mr. Michae! Molan
69 Lenox Avenue
Maywood, New Jersey 07607

Dear Mr, Nolan:

This letter responds to your letter to Secretary Hazel O’Leary
dated May 1, 1995, regarding the Department of Energy’s cleanup
activities at the Maywood and Wayne, New Jersey, sites.

The c¢leanup activities underway at each of our Formerly Utilized
Site Remedial Action Program sites, including the Waywood and
Wayne, Y, €5 are conducted in strict compliance with
the applicable regulatory requirements and protocols. Specific
details of individual projects and responsibility for their
day-to-day operations, are delegated by senior management to the
project staff. However,-I can assure you that each project is
implemented within the policy and program guidance provided by
senior management.

Your Jetter questions whether it is aBgropriate to allow remedial
action to occur prior to a Record of Decision being issued. The
activities underway at Maywood and Wayne do not circumvent the
regulatory process. Removal actions and interim actions are an
appropriate and integral par € regu )Y
estabTished under the Lomprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensal Act. ese activities are
sggsequently incorporated into the Record ©Ff Decision for the
site.

Included with your letter were a number of attachments which
appear to indicate that you are not completely satisfied with the
public participation process established at the New Jersey sites.
As you are aware, multiple activities are already underway to
infors and involve the public, we recognize that these efforts
have not completely satisfied the needs of all stakeholders. It
1s_clear that public involvement in the decision-making process is
8 key issue. cord ontinue to pursue additional
opportunities to involve all interested parties In this process.

® Prined with 50y ik on recycied pape!




-"-J!

L EE R R M) B B

- N e .

-

/ 3350/

Thank you for your continued interest in our remedial action
program at Maywood. Should you have any further questions, please
feel free to contact me at (301) 903-2531.

Sincerely,

i

ames W.
Director
Off-Site/Savannah River Program Division
Office of Eastern Area Programs
Office of Environmental Restoration

cc:
J. Japp, DOE/OR
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Department of Energy
Germantown, MD 20874-1290

18 w85

Mr. Michael Nolan
69 Lenox Avenue
Maywood, New Jersey 07607

Dear Mr. Nolan:

This letter responds to your letter to Vice President Albert Gore,
dated April 26, 1995, regarding the Department of Energy’s cleanup
activities at the Maywood, New %;rsey, site.

The cleanup activities underway at each of our Formeriy Utilized
Site Remedial Action Program sites, including the Maywood, New
Jersey, site, are conducted in strict compliance with the
applicable regulatory requirements and protocols.

The Department is committed to satisfying the spirit and intent of
the public participation process. Our policies and practices
provide assurance that affected citizens are not excluded.
Included with your letter to Vice President Gore were a number of
attachments which indicate that you are not completely satisfied
with the public participation process established at the New
Jersey sites. While multiple activities are already underway to
inform and involve the public, we recognize that these efforts
have not completely satisfied the needs of all stakeholders. It
is clear that public involvement in the decision-making process is
a key issue. Accordingly, we will continue to pursue additional
opportunities to involve all interested parties in this process.

Thank you for your continued interest in our remedial action
program. Should you have any further questions, please feel free
to contact me at (301) 903-2531.

Sincerely,

<< James W. Wago
Director
Off-Site/Savannah River Program Division
Office of Eastern Area Programs

Office of Environmental Restoration

@ Printed with 8oy ink on recycied paper




N N e NE BN B e

D It S vis R WE N 0 M I T W .

pep—

S 3350/

S0 S,
. \\‘:3 % UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
?"‘;Jj§3 REGION i
¢ sacrt® JACOB K JAVITS FEDERAL BUILDING

NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10278-0012

00T 12 5%

Mr. Michael Nolan
Environmental Chairman
Concerned Citizens of Maywood
69 Lenox Avenue

Maywcod, New Jersey 07607

Dear Mr. Nolan:

Thank you for your letter dated August 4, 1984 and your fax of
October 3, 1994, The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
reviewed the Baseline Risk Assessment for the Maywood Site during
its preparation. Our comments were satisfactorily addressed by
the DOE. However, I will be reviewing both the report issued by
Radioactive Waste Management Associates (RWMA) and the response
issued by the Department of Energy (DOE}. Until such a time as
my review is complete I will defer commenting on these reports.

Your request to have RWMA's review placed in the DOE Maywood
administrative record should be directed to Susan Cange of the
DOE who is responsible for making the determination as to what is
to be included in the record. It is my understanding from your
letter that you have already requested that this be done.

As you are aware, the DOE is scheduled to begin removal of the
AIS8S pile on October 10, 1994. EPA reviewed the Engineering
Evaluation/Cost Analysis (EE/CA) prepared by the DOE, and
supportq‘gai_ésggx%%xgi_sgg_gi%%. Please note however, that the
DOE degs IO need E approva to conduct removal actiong,
Executive Order 12580 delegates to’Mﬁfé‘e’Wﬁ'ﬁty for
DOE sites. A responsiveness summary to the many public comments
received is published in the final EE/CA. This document is
available in the administrative record file located at the

Maywood Public Library and_at the DOE Public Information Center
in Maywood. '
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Another issue you raise in your letter is whether or not the
schedules in the Federal Facility Agreement have been met. The
DOE submitted the draft Proposed Plan to EPA aﬁrééiggéggggaéstpe
published schedules. However, DOE and EPA ente into a dispute
regarding cleahtp levels for the site, resolution was reqguired
prior to proceeding. Now that resolution has been reached EPA
will work with the DOE to establish appropria evi
schedules, -
e

Thank you for your continuing interest in this site. I can be
:eached at (212) 264-3032, my fax number is (212) 264-6607.

Sincerely,

,’44L5Pt4€;./é?.Qa;%flaqiéik

Angela B. Carpenter, Project Manager
.ederal Facilities Section

cc: N. Marton, NJDEP
S. Cange, DOE




3250/

T,
£r ’% UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
d&, REGION I
JACOR X JAVITS FEDERAL BUILDING
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Mr. Michael Nolan
Environmental Chairman
Concerned Citizens of Maywood
69 Leanox Avenue

Maywood, NI 07607

Daay Mr. Nclan:

This is in response to your fax of January 3, 1855. I have
reviewed the critique prepared by Radiocactive Waste Management
Associates (RWMA), the Departrent of Energy's (DOE) rebuttal and
RWMA subsequent commentary. Based on a review of the information
contained in the various documents EPA balieves that
modifications to the Baseline Risk Assessment for the Maywood

Site are not required.

Regarding the measurerment of thoron in the outdoor environment,
if thoron is produced at a depth of mors than a few inches below
ground surface, it will radicactively decay to a solid element
and cease moving through the scil before reaching the surface.
If a sufficiently large encugh source exists close to the surface
some gas may be able to escape. As with most gases in an open,
unconfined area, thoron will dissipate quickly. These were among
scne of the principle reasons that outdoor thoron measuramant was
not selected as an action criteria at the West Chicago Site.
Furthernmore, measurezents taken in areas lixely to be occupied
for a substantial period of tize (e.g. indoors) will provide a
more conservative sstimate wvhen svaluating dose than would areas
of infregquent use. A review of the RESRAD (Version 4.6) outputs
show that radon=-220 and its' progeny are included. The
inhalation slope factors used by RESRAD to calculate risk
attributable to the various decay products ars identical to those
found in EPA's "Health Effects Assessment Summary Tables®. —
As noted in my letter of Octobar 12, 1994, EPA revisved the ’
Engineering Evaluation/Cost Analysis prepared by the DOE for the
removal of the MISS pile. let me rejiterate that while EPA
supports the removal of the pile, DOE doss not need XFA __J
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'apprg}%uaxwm DOE has unilateral
authority to conduc§ removal actions at DOE sites under Executiv

Order 12580.

Sincerely,

}2¢:?Ju‘; /éa;A/Lc~j;AJ
Angela Carpenter, Project Manager
Federa) Facilities Section

cc: D. Adler, DOE
N. Marton, DEP
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Mr. Michael J. Nolan
Environmental Chairman
Concerned Citizens of Maywood
69 Lenox Avenue

Maywood, New Jersey 07607

Dear Mr. Nolan:

This letter is in response to your facsimile of May 16, 1995 to
Administrator Carol Browner concerning the Maywecod Chemical
Superfund Site; specifically you question: (1) additional thoron
testing, (2) New Jersey Department of Envircnment.:: Protection's
"cleanup criteria", (3) the "elimination" of the Feasibility
Study/Proposed Plan for the Maywood Site.

The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) is the lead felderal agency
for radicactive contamination at the Maywood Site. As such, DOE
prepared a baseline risk assessment for the Site, .he primary
purpose of which is to assess the need for remedial action and to
provide a baseline against which cleanup alternatives can be
evaluated. As the baseline risk assessment establishes the need
for remedial action further revisions are unwarraned.

The baseline risk assessment included modelling that accounted
for the inhalation of several radiocactive elements including
thoron. DOE alsc measured radon and thoron flux lavels at the
Site in July, 1990 and May, 1991. “Fdditional measurements were
performed in March, 1694; results of these measurements did not
exceed either the DOE guideline of 3 pCi/l above bickground or
the ICavironmental Protecticn Ageney'c {(EPR) and Siate of Mey

Jersey action levels of 4.0 pCi/l including backy:ound.

EPA has not been a party to discussions between Dr. Reshnikoff
and the DOE concerning further thoron testing, if iny, that may
be performed. Information concerning these discussions should be
obtained directly from the involved parties.
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The "cleanup" levels you refer to were submitted to the DOE by
the New Jersey Department of Environmental Protect.on (NJ DEP) in

January, 1995. These reflect the most recent position of the NJ

support o

specific criterla 5y EFA #hd DOE == ﬂ',

(ISRA). Si
for remedial actions to be undertaken at this site. —

EPA_Region II has_pot allowed DOE, as you contend, to "eliminate"

thé Feasibility Study, Proposed Plan or Record of Decision lor
this sitéT'"BU%’ﬁ% resentE Tevaluating alternativas he
remediation of e site. interim e 18 chosen to

us ncn-time critical removal action (the currenc removal of
the storage pile) to address components of the sit: that would
eventually Téquire remediation. Under Executive O.-der 12580
"superfund Implementation” DOE has unilateral authority to
conduct removal actions at DOE sites. Removal actions should
contribute to e elficient performance of any long term remedial
action. Off-site disposal of the Maywood Interim !torage Site
pile permanently removes this contamination thus centributes to
Eha effici®ncy ©f future remedial action. Since aiy remedy
selected would require a phased implementation, addressing
components through non-time critical removals will not affect
overall remedy selection.

If you have any further guestions on this Site, pl:ase refer them
directly to Angela Carpenter, Remedial Project Manager, at (212)
637-4433.

Sincerely,

Ok |
«V*athlee C\ Callahan, Director '

Emergency and Remedial Response Division

cc: L. Price, DOE
R. Gimello, DEP
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Flsld OMce, Ok Rigge
P.O. Box 2001
Oak Rigge, TN 378518723

Re:  EPA Comments on DOE's drah nal Proposed Plan and ¢
Ebvianmantalimpact Statement for thy Mavwood Site, Maywood, New Jersey (Apri,
1833)

Daar M5, Cango:

in acoordance with Chapter XIV of the Federal Faciitiss Agreement (FFA) batwesn the
Environmental Protecton Agency (EPA} ana the Depariment of Energy (DOE), EPA has
reviewed the April, 1893 dratt final Propgaesd Pigr and

lmpact Stetenent for the Mavwoog S4a

y - Eqvironmantal
(FS), Maywood, New Jersay. As written, EPA cannot

v

concur with DOE's propcsed aiternative: Phased Action and Offste Disposal  Ona iczus that
) has been substantively been rescived through discussions has baen an agresment to

addiess groundwater nontamination ir;_m*,amlo_mmmonu Angther issye, which
is ons that we have not ralsed in pravidus commant istiere bist has becoma g very significant
concarn o the Agency, o ons of aisanup levels.

in the drah final proposed piwn and PS, DOE igenufiss the 10tiowing remedial action
objectives for residual soll contamination taken from 40 CFR 192;

18 pCl/g avereqed over 15 cm thick layers mora Shan 15 om below the
suffaca.

These numbers wers developed 1o suppon

Act®). Tie | of tho Act specifies stangards fq‘ﬁiﬁ!‘ (Subpart A of 40 CFR Pan 192) ang
cleanup {Subpart B) of uranium mill taliings ot

dis
s designated under Section 102(a)(1) of the
AL Titip | specines standeras tor disposst (not cloarip) of uranium (Subpan D) and
thorium (Subpan E) tallings at NRC licorsad disposal sites. Sinos the Maywoed shs Is
nalthar & dasignatag site under Title { nor proposad to be an NRC Hicensed disposal gite,
r the THeT nor the Titls 1l sTandsrds are dire

‘ar_m_mwmd. Hnwavaer, the
concentration limit for surlace soll (8 pCi/g rdBlum 228) In Subpart B is a health-bazed

stangard and can be reasonably appliec as & ratovant and appropriate requiremant for
radium 228 of combinad radium 226 and ragium 228

becausa theas mutorials precemt similar health 1iske

the Uranium MIll Tallings Control Act of 1978 (the

(a daughter product of thorlum 233),
(wctarnal gamma exposure).

UNTED ON ART YELED Pisgn

l 5 pCi/g averajad over the f’gt 15 centimeters {cm) balow the surface. and

£ )
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The concantration limk for subsurface soll {16 pCl/g radium 226) In Subpan 8 is not & heafin:

basec standard and cannot be applied in situations for which it was nat intende »
distinciion & documentsd Fﬁ:mia erals accompenying Ihe promulgaton of Subpar B,
This criterion s only sultable as 8 MEABUTEMEN: Criterion for use in IKCATNE GIRCTEIE cAThes
of high activity tallings &t uranium mill sliige that were depositsd In subsuriace locations, It i
EPéansEon that, i mo_jmmwgp;%poud remedial gction i 10 AlOW UNTASTICISC
accaks (o the ste, sither In the current or fulure Lise gcanario, then the appropnale 8o
concantration cloanup cTaTa snoutd be 8 pCi/g through all soll laysrs regardiess of depth.
Consistant with Section XVi (Dispute Resaiution), Paragraph B, of the FFA, we consider the
time period beginning with your raceipt of these commaents 10 bs one of *Informal dispinte

resoiution.’ Wa arg willing to meaet with you 1o discuss our concerns and possibly rescive
this Iszue during this Ihirly day timsitame

It you have any questiong, please Call Me At (212) 264-8587.

Sincarely youre.

Joéay Grstz, Froject Manuger

Fodora! Faslities Seation

'y 4
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- ._:,::“ QUARTERLY REPORT FOR THE MAYWOOD SITE
? FEDERAL FACILITY AGREEMENT REQUIREMENT XX (A)

Repo-ting Peryod: 7/1/94 - 9/3C:94 x::;ﬁ )
Report Date: Dctober 17, 1994

N —

L GENERAL INFORMATION

A meating with EPA and NJOEP was held on August 18 to discuss cleanup criteria.
This is discussed further in Sectyron VI, ISSUES/RESOLUTIONS

An information session was held on Septevzer 19 to address comr.:nity questions
due to media reports of concerns regarding the baselin ssessment. Thirty-
eight persons aitended. Anotner injormation session covering DOE's plans for
pile removal activities was held on Septerber 28, it was attendec by 17 people.

On September 29, the DOE site manager addressed the Maywoud Women's Club
regarding progress being made at the site

11, FFA COMPLIANCE

+

The quarterly repert was sent to EPA or July 22 °n accordance with Section XX(A)
of the FFA

The bi-monthly project manzgers meet ng w2t helg on Octcber 3 1r accordance with

Section XIV(E) of the FFA,

Environmental monitoring was perfermed for radon, thoron, anc direct gamma
—

———— p—

radiatyon during July
—— —

On-site preparations began 1nlAucust|for the removal of the storage pile to
Envirocare of Utah. Activities performed during the quarter included upgrading

the rayviroad spur and coastruct ng haul rcads and staging/decontamination areas.
Finalization cf the contracts for excavaticn, transportation, and disposal were

also completed.

1y,  ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

The draft final Feasability Study/Proposed Plan 15 on hgld. Approval to release
the “documents has been deiaye ause of state concerns resarging ni
mmercial

criteria for co properties (see section VI, ISSUES/RESOLUTIONS) and

bécause o1 community concerns over the use of so1l washing, which is a component
of the proposed’ 'rﬁ‘v"ei'ys__—_"'_—“. » __wag——
L——-T o

The NESHAPS Subpzrt Q report of radon flux was submitted to EP/ on July 13.

The artipo. memorandum for the removal of the storage pile was issu€d on
eptember 15) At the same time the EE/CA was finalyvzed, yncluding a summary of

Ré ponses to pug;;cdconmeq;s. 1Over 140 comments wer 1y n jle ¢:
povAl LELCA. ocuments related TO pfe remo

the adminISTrative record by Septemoer 363 val @CTIVITIES were placea i1n

-~

l J11. ON-SITE ACTIVITIES

- - _LEZ35a/
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§ final report of the results from the radon and gamma radiation measurements
;' wades3t 19 cormercial propemﬁmm. A meeting
"/ was held with the property owners oh September 28 to discuss the results. These

/' measyrements were requested by EPA 1in their comments on the Remedial
£ Investjgation Report in order to gather additional information to justify a
phased,approach to the remedial action. Results indicate that no properties have
rado ft‘}r gamma radiation above EPA or DOE standards. -

~

Y. = PLANNED SIGNIFICANT EVENTS
o]

IET
,r.\wironmenta'l monitoring of sediment at MISS will be performed durin

October/November 1994.
A

Pile,’grexiﬁval activities are scheduled to begin the second week of October,
Approximately 5000 cubic yards are planned to be removed before December 1994.
Actiyjties will be suspended during the winter; the remainder of the pile will

be removed guring 1995 and 1996.

::-1?!‘
A letter will be sent to EPA requesting a suspension of next quarter's planned
ptle raden flux monitoring due to pile removal activities

v
Demonstration tests of the_soil washing_machine will be performed at DOE's
facility in Oak Ridge, Tennessee during The fall/winter. Tests usino clean soil
willstart durina October. The revised draft Project ODTTADQIS T iZT"and

Sampling_and_Analysis Plan for soi] was wiil be ssued to EPA during
November, 8BoUT 10t WeE - prior 1o tesis using confamnated sovis o

1;‘"’ —
Y1 # ISSUES/RESOLUTIONS
9

Discussions with NJOEP have yielded agreement on & residential cleanup standard
for thorium and ragium of 5 p€1/g. Discussion is continuing regarding commercial
cleanup standards. o= e e———

™

Community concerns over proposed cleanup criterya for commercial
the P OF S0V1 washing are high 00 S rantingana 1o oy
Ve TTIURs ThLiTe oy ciedryp criteria  In addition, DOE 3 currently going
thr8ugh a procurément process 10 colTect bona fide byds on grsposal.  This
{nformation will be used to help determiné whether_treatrent has the potential
to be cost effective When compared 0 disposai.
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Zhen #e %/5‘7; /flﬁa‘zafnsﬂ%
ﬁy&:wﬂ ) Ve, M. T S, fes

specific thorium manufacturing or processing activities
at the Maywood Chemical wWorks site which resulted in
the radiological contamination.

K. "MISS" shall mean the Maywood Interim Storage Site located in
Maywood, New Jersey as identified in Part V (Site Description).
L. ®National Contingency Plan" or "NCP" shall msan the National
0ii and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan, 40

¢.F.R. Part 300, and any amendments thareof. )
M. “NJIDEP" shall mean the New Jersey Department of Environmental
Protecticn, its employees and Authorized Representatives.

N. GEEégable Unit“) shall mean any discrete elexment of the Site
Remedia c mplenented prior to the selection of all
Renedial Actions for the Site. Remedial Actions for Operable

Unitsg
: ; . el or complete
op Tesse roug ions dﬁng'the
>jurisdiction of DOE, Operable Units will be addressed through a
m

RacoWn .

0. "Quality Assured Data™ means the data which have undergone
quality assurance as set forth in the approved Quality Assurance
Project Plan.

P. or "RA" shall mean thoge actions consistent
vith the permanent renedy, as specified in a Keco cision,
taken to PYCTTRT-SYEinize the rETIEET T FXTYPERTE-TURFrE cos

s0 that they do not migrate to cause substantial danger to
present or future public health or welfare or the environment.

@Remedial Design" or "RD")shall mean the technical analysis

and procedures w he selection of remedy, as sEe;“ied
in a Record of Decision, for a a detalled se

of pl¥ns a'zfa'r'p':i'f_'“c tions for implementation of the Remedial
Action.

R. “Renmedial Investigation” or “RI" means that investigation
conducted to fully deterrmine the nature and axtent of the rslease
or threat of release of hazardous substances, pollutants or
contaninants and to gather necessary data to support the
corresponding Feasibility Study and the risk assessment.

s. GE." moval Actions") orﬁ{ﬁemoval;a shall lnlan those actions
taken, i 10T written notification pursuant to Part X, in
the svent of release or threat of releass of hazardoug
subf¥INEeY, poﬂmm"ﬁa inante “that poses & threat to

human healt':h or welfare or the environment in accerdance with
. Section 300.415(b) of the NCP.

®,
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3.4.4 On-site Treatment with On-site Disposal

R . - - BN I S B e aE TS B I B O me. m
:

On-site treatment with on-site disposal would reduce the mobility and could reduce
the taxicity and/or volume of contaminated materials. This alternative would involve issues
similar to those identified for the on-site disposal alternative (Section 3.4.2), in addition to
fssues related to the design, construction, and operation of various treatment systems 10
accommodate the site’s contaminated materials. On-site treatment and disposal could be
conducted in situ (e.g., using vitrification or cementation and capping/grouting
technologics). Conversely, treatment could be conducted in an engineered facility following
removal of the contaminated materials. Either method would require the implementation
of institutional controls during treatment operstions. With extensive treatment, it is
estimated that the total waste volume could be reduced significantly.

3.4.5 On-site Treatment with Off-site Disposal

On-site treatment with off-site disposal would reduce the mobility and could reduce
the toxicity and/or volume of contaminated materials. This aliernative would involve issues
related to on-site treatment following excavation (similar to those identified in
Section 3.4.4) and issues related to off-site disposal (similar to those jdentified in

Section 3.4.3).
3.4.6 Off-site Treatment with Off-site Disposal

4
\

Off-site treatment with off-site disposal would reduce the mobility and could reduce
the toxicity and/or volume of the contaminated maiterials. This alternative would involve
general issues related to treatment (simiar 1o those identified in Section 3.4.4) and issues
related to off-site disposal (similar to those identified in Section 3.4.3). Siting, design,
construction, and operation of off-site treatment systems would be required if existing
facilities were unavailable to treat all of the site’s contaminated materials (e.g., radioactive
and mixed wastes).

G.S OPERABLE UNITS AND REMOVAL ACTIONS
Under the [EEA magc\_gﬂ with EPA Region JI, DOE is to identify operable units in

» this work plan, Hence, the Maywood site has been divided into four opergble vnits, as ~N
follm (1L MISS, (zc)l t(l;; St =2 , (3) Tc;mmerq&l‘ and Euvemmental
vicini Hies, an residential vicipity properties. This grouping enables DOE to
lddre'slsﬁear problems that likely have similar solutions. It mayub’; ngemmy. however,
1o modify these operable units sometime in the future to better manage the cleanip
activities. Although portions of or complese opersble units ipay be addressed through -

ts may be addressed

rem
thro 3 i
--_l p B -

in each ROD. Ong RI/FS-E ?nmgnﬂ]g! I gem

Le resultant wastes I an__arm of the Maﬁood ::i ;;: :]fe.: “%gg !?a:,:nes;o;;%:!’:fty ..J
— D, Jeprar Ges?’ (%) Caseof
8,000 cnan; MR E‘({&?ﬂ) A ﬂlﬁ Y 2 TN o/ ﬂ{
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'United States Government Department of Energy

fmemorandum :

' D December 6, 1994

QOak Ridge Operations

File

7N

2.

REPLY TO
e EW-93:Cange

¥ SUBJECT: MAYWOOD AND WAYNE SITES - OCTOBER BI-MONTHLY PROJECT MANAGERS’ MEETING

The purpose of this memorandum is to document the Bi-monthly Project Managers’
meeting that was held between Angela Carpenter and myself on October 3, 1394.
Angela and . spoke via telephone on the following topics-

FY95 plans for Maywcod and Wayne

VORCE

RO E/CAs - 1 explained DOE’s preference to write RODs for
both of the sites this fiscal year rather than carving out removal
actions and writing EE/CAs
Moving forward with remedial design work - [ explained that DOE is
moving aheag with preparatioh of %ﬁe RRIP and {Eq_Ep for the
resident1al properties that comprise The Maywood site. Later this
fiscal year we will begin similar activities for remov3l of the
Wayne pile. OQur_assumption is that we can move forward with these
act1vi¥1és (regardless oF the environmental documentation that is
prepared) because TRers are Mo BUTItanding ssues to be vesoived

between EPA, DOE, and NJDEP.

Conference call - We discussed getting all the players on a

conference call to discuss our strategy for moving forward and

getting RODs signed. o
H‘_-'-_Fh‘

—

update

Clean soil tests - I provided an update on the clean soils test,
describing why we are performing these tests before testing
Maywood or Wayne soils.

Hot tests - 1 explained that we are still planning to test Maywood
and Wayne soils and hope to do the testing here in Qak Ridge
during the winter. I explained that we do not yet have regulator
buy-in to bring the soils to Tennessee, but we have initiated
informal discussions with the state.

-

e
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File -2- srcember 6, 1994
.
3. Maywood Pile Removal Actrvatres
a. Status - 1 provaded 2 s;ptus of pile removal activilies, includin <:7
the planned media event®at the site plannec vor Cctober 10) and ¢3}92
he curre 0 tivities
4. Meetings o+
7TV
a. Status - | described the meetings that were held 1 Maywood during
the week of September 26 ({September 26 open ho 3 er
questicn 1th rigks, Septemper sntormatiar session on

pile removal activities, and September 29 meeting w:th the Maywood
women’s club)

v

A A

) !
Qo /1~ -
Susan M Cange, Si.te Manae
Former Sites Res-zrwatior © .1s5100
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTICHCARENG 03 Ml '3y

REGION I}
JACOB K JAVITS FEDERAL BUILDING
NEW YORK NEW YORX 10278-0012

pEC 7 ) 1%

Ms. Susan (Cange

New Jersey Site Manager

Former Sites Restoration Davision
U.s. Department of Energy

P.0. Box 2001

oak Ridge, TN 37831-8273

WiEeg pzay

sumptions for Remedial Design&ork
______.._.—-—-E-—'

Re: Maywcod Site - Planning as

Dear Ms. Cange:

e te confirm that the Environmental

-

The purpose %I this levzer
{EPX) concurs with the review process for

Protection *3ency

remedral design docurpents as outlined in your letter of December
B, 19%4, fTor the Maywcod Site residential propirties and parﬁs.
EPR—aTso agress tO Lhe recut.ion Of review cyc.es and assBciated
times for comment and revision.

a Record of

As _you note, EPA's comments will be contingent on
Decision being signed for the designed remedy. pIease feel free
ere are any guestions or

td contact me at (212) 264-3032 1
comments.

Sincerely,
/S=*§f7¢4ﬂ" }z;afoggwén

Angela Carpenter, Project Manager
Federal Facilities Section
NJDEF

cec: N. Marton,

[
o 1L
IO TIW PECYCLED PAPER
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' jetermined to be protective of * All alternatives comply with s Phase 1 of the phased action
auman health and the environ- ' appropriate requirements, alternative (Alternative 6) and -
and is not considered in the Cleanup standards may need to partial excavation provide the
l Jiff .lon below. be developed for waste in inac- highest degree of effectiveness
cessible locations, such as be- in the short term, or while the
neath State Route 17, cleanup is being conducted,
l EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVES Complete excavation (Alterna- primarily because they require
ARthough the evaluation is not tive 5) provides the highest the shortest time to implement.
complete, comparisons between degree of effectiveness in the » Only treatment (Alternatives 3
I the options still being considered  long term, or once cleanup and 4) would reduce the volume
can be made, For example: activities are complete, followed  of waste.
* All alternatives are protective of by the partial excavation alterna- © Phase 1 of agtion
l human health and the environ- tives. Phased action (Alternative ernative §) is the
ment. All routes of potential 6) is considered effective in the easiest action to implement on
exposure are eliminated or long term after Phase 2 actions the basis of technical and
I controlled. are complete, administrative feasibility, =

| o

Assemble Technologies into Alternatives

b

Alternative Description Disposal Option Description
1 No Azon Proades besaling, reuared A Now Faclty A pom n-maw dapowal incilty dscicaed
by fdcal roqdazons inHow dasey 2 de Ll
2 Partial Excvanon and Compiais ecavalion of MISS, A New Faclly Oucl- A now incily dacicated ty RUSRAP
Ofxis Oigponal readanhyl propared, and pars San—ExwmyUs :?.'m“‘""‘
bl savaion of accassibie ey
S0t o Der roparsae:; Q New Facilty Ous-ob A how dechcamd iy RUSRAP
» patitiet Saw—teamUS | e e o
A Partial Excarvaion, Treagnertt | Same &5 2 real ol Ib recuce 0 Ouc-Sam Exsirg FUSAAP waste shoond W 9 DOE
and Oftzie eaoomal voune dsponl oftws DOE Fachty ckér scch 20 2 cr 2 Harkirt
4 Patal Excavation, Trearment | Simier 1 2, bue with Sepasel E OuciSum Emewy | Movecod wems Ll
and Ore Disgoms S Cammarrial Faciy mﬁﬁ"'
£ Complew Excrvadon Sirvlar 1o AL 2 all scd 1o be axce Ronne of v 0 & postve e
il Oite veind axcec banesth St A% 17 F. Banelcal Rause that benelis P racyeaniy of e
»
€. Phaped Action and Catruip in W) phasts = MISS Anow wd icillry
Oftzias Dlapossl phe. retxiontial proparses, parke, [ 6. Oree Rty nwh DO s pacat
wnd Baded procarty are Phase | . ='-':’
cm—

R ——— A | e | A | M

Tatlopty (993

|
|
]
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I
I
I
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2830 14- 04~ W" FUSRAP-FSRDT - , . U N\pom

. - cmiét ) zc.'lﬁﬁ ?) .
) i . fpn J"O(A'J@ Uj ' - Johj
Mr. Michael Nolan 2 CFebruary 19, ‘1993

initiated prelimin ry discussions with DOE facilities,
particularly the B-nford facility in Richland, Washington, about
the disposal requiiements for the Maywood material, but no
decisions have been made to date. For these large volumes of
wastae, DOE facilities must also work with their state and
regional EPA regul tory officials to determine the viability of
accepting this matirial for disposal.

: In the eviluation of the New Jersey (in state) disposal
option in tha FS, 't is assumed that DOE would have to acdquire
property to constrict such a disposal facility. No property
within the state o' New Jersey has yet been identified nor will
any property withi: the state betidentified unless this is the
gelacted alternative for cleanup.

Item 6: All alternatives, including alternative 6, are still
under develepment ina as such, costs have been finalized.
DOE 15 curréntly working with EPA to 1ze Lo and select

the most _appropriz:e ¢ up alternative for the Maywood site.
Timeframeg for comdleti selected dy will be developed
with EPA aft e ROD is signed, as described in the response to

items 1 and Plage IT cleanup ontions, under the appreoach for
- ' rpative &, hav: not been finalized but may include other
opLions (or combinitlons ol options] desecribed in tho FUSRAP
Information Update, An example would be the use of treatment

technologies. Corts for Phase IY cannot be develoved in detgil

until) cleanup optiSns are identiried and evaluated. As nentioned
preﬁ%ﬁﬁ?f§?=%ﬂfﬁ'fg'an ongoing task which will be completed

before release to the public this summer, tgf//

Item 7: See response to items 1 and 2.

S

Item 8: There is an error in the FUSRAP Information Update and

s

the briefing packige is not complete. The correct-Phase I action
would include rew, and re_mWal
pr_g@!‘e‘s, parks. an eWty. would like to
thank you for peirting out THIS inconsistency; we have revised
the FUSRAP Inferm-tion Update to be moré accurate.

e g— P
Item 9: The prev ous agraement referred to in the briefing
package prepar or th: ’ri-Borough and County Thorium Coalitien
is, as stated, .o to bring waste from other sites to MISs. It
is important to r:member th:t the Maywood site consists of
properties in the horoughs of Maywood and Lodi and the township
©f Rochelle :ar} This -reement can therefore be interpreted as
meaning ths- DOE 1", 11.r pring wastes from other FUSRAP sites to

MISS. Otner agresments that we have in place, as you know,
include not bring'ng additional material to MISS for storage

unless it is the resu € Y cleanup. At this time,
E is unaware of'any scenario that requires an emergenc ova.l
ac . 885 for further Mstorage however EROU not be Lf’/

tonfused with use cof the s.te for
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For Imnmediate Relsase For Further Information
Thursday, March 24, 31954 leigh Leventhal (202)224-5704

J— Cuidelines to be Eat EPA !qnmh:q .“Mp
z) Action, says Wayne, Inyvgz; n:‘ Oon sanup

WASHINGTON -~ Son. Frank R. Lautenborg (D—R.‘JA announced today
that the Environmental Protection Agency (EFA) and the Department
of Ener iDOE) are now in agreement on tleanup guidelines for the
Wayne Thorium and Meywood superfund sites.

*This &s, f£inally, geod news for the residents of Maywood and
Wayne. ¥Now wé can move forward with tha €cleanupa, Por ten lon
Q yeoazrs, Eoople nave boen living with toxins and contaminated soil. ¢ ¢

WW. which means r"
'y e&Il Now, at Jlong last, make the cleanupd Lappan,” sald 'S

Lauvtenberg. y
In a letter from William Musgynski, the Acting Regional M
Adninistrator for the EPA‘'s Region 1I, H\!u{nlki tells the DOE, ﬂ
"+,.1t 15 my understanding that EPA’s position ias acceptable to
POE, and that DOE will not elevate the dispute....I commend our
:elgactive stalls for their efforts in resclving this dispute and
look forward to finalising the Proposed Plen without further undue

delay.*
TIn April 1593, DOE submitted @ dzaft proposed plan for {lemnup
of the Maywood site. EPA disputed DOB’s proposad clesnup standards

for radicnuclide contamination and the agencles bagan negotpations.
The dispute stalled al) olsanup activity. Nuszynski‘’s deciffion will
ro

be incorporated vised

1 take place in two phiases., Phpze olves
and antial e to 5 &
I, :h!.c 8 nup ol the rcisl an

' ? 4 T the
to 19 above background with an “as low as
brr"—aﬁﬁ'{'gf 5 ptilg. g =

As Chairman of the Supsrfund subecmmittee, lLautenb has baen
working with eammunity groups in wayne to try to
axpadite the process, and has b Tging an A to agree on
P clegnup standpypds and alternatives. - \—- " ——
, %f ARl 176 hen, ? y.
W g 1y : lowiurels
- BEPIPRY 70 - S
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Department of Energy

Qak Ridge Operations
P.0. Box 2001 B ’_E_m“ﬂ F
Oak Ridge, Tennessee 37831— 8723 |, ! 7 ”
Ly, JAN 17 055
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Janvary 9, 1995

/ MAYWOOD )
‘/Wm_
viC
Mr. Mark Guarino, Chairman )77
Tri-Borough and County Thorium Coalition ,C:ZQ£PQE7(.

Bergen County Department of Health Services

327 Ridgewood Avenue
Paramus, New Jersey 07652

IS | (D ———

L

Dear Mr. Guarino:

MAYWOOD SITE - PHASE I VICINITY PROPERTY REMEDIAL ACTION

I was gisa—to hear at our meeting on December 13, 1994, that the Tri-Borough
and County Thorium Coalition (the Coaliti vide important elements
of direction for remedial action of the Maywood Site i

———— et

properties, prifarily sequencing of the properties to be cleaned.
iy, ——

At the December meeting, 1 presented drawings for conceptual groupings of the
properties into manageable work units, or "clusters.® This letter is to
confirm, per our discussion at the meeting, that the Coalition is diligently
working to place priority on remediation of the clusters, 1.6., which cluster
should comé TIFPST, second, third and so on. In the best interest of all, and
if work is to be started as soon as possible, we need your input.

- A NS e B

Enclosed are copies of drawings showing the vicinity properties grouped into
what DOE considers the clusters of choice. These preferred groupings are

based on considerations such as fmpact on the community, construction demands,
proximity of properties to one another, cost, land use, and location of
contamination within the properties. However, DOE invites comment from the «

Coalition on the preferred groupings if there is concern. S——
]

Most important now is that the Coalition advise DOE on the sequence in which
the properties should be remediated based on your understanding of and {nput
z ~ from the community. Please consider, “when placTng priorities on cleaning the
. properties, that the potential for “"re-contamination® should be minimized.
Also in your planning, please assess whether municipal improvements, such as

to parks, sidewalks or storm sewers, are scheduled for areas within or near
areas that are now contaminated. -

You may recall that the Phase I remedial action fncludes 31 residential

properties, three " ation, an _undeveloped 1o}, and
possibly an 1-80 right-of-way. The action calls for excavation of all

materials contaminated at a level above five (5) picocuries per gram, with
transportation of the waste to an off-site, out-of-state disposal facility.

-

- S ay W B W e
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Mr. Nark Guarino 2 January 9, 1995

DOE is now ng and planning the remedial action for the Phasa I
p es, 1ncluding preparing SubcoNlrdCls kplement the remedial action.
We are working with the Enviroﬂnmenﬂa Protection Agency (EPA) and the

New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection to reach a Record of e

Decision for the site, which is required before c1éIhup ¢3h Begin.. Dur
current prans call for rmmmﬂ'gm Thus, DOE

needs the Coalition’s comments on the clusters and their priority for cleanup

by February 10, 1995, in order to meet scheduled submittal dates for work

design packages and plans to EPA. The Coalition’s prompt input will also

allow us to continue plans to meet the earliest possible start date for the .
c:leanup. - 5

Although DOE is still in the planning phases of this action, our current -~ p[ﬂ’:'f
approach calls for the excavated materials to be returned to the DOE-owned f H
Maywood Interim Storage Site (MISS) for consolidation and loading onto rail

cars for shipment to the disposal site. Note that the excavated materials ¢
will not be placed in interim storage at the MISS, but will be there only for m.fa/"
the time needed to accrue and Yoad rail cars; the actual amount of time will 2 -
depend on the amount of material required to fill a rail car and the »;
availability of the cars, but is not expected to exceed two weeks for any

portion of the waste. This approach is by far the most cost-effective, and

using the MISS, with its already developed railroad siding, will expedite the

remedial action considerably.

Also, I understand that Mayor Torﬁ\ghas appointed Joe Dominic, municipal
wanager, to serve on the Coalition as a Lodi representative. If you could
confirm this, and would forward to me an updated list of Coalition members, I
would appreciate it, My fax number is 615-576-0956. .

¢
The addition of insightful representatives to the Coalition can only benefit
our mutual progress. I believe that this is an opportune time to make such
additions to the group in 1ight of the fact that we are nearing the start of
vicinity property cleanups. 1 think it would be helpful if Mayors Steuert and
LoCascio would appoint representatives, too.

Lastly, as I have mentioned before, I will be on a special assignment within
DOE over the Wext 3TX Wonths. During my absence, Mr. Dave Adler will serve as
the DOE site manager for the New Jersey Sites. His phone number in Oak Ridge
is 615-576-9634. If you should wish to contact Mike Redmon, Bechtel Project
Manager for New Jersey, his number is 615-576-4718. Both gentlemen will
maintain contact with you and the Coalition during the coming months as we
progress toward initiating cleanup at the vicinity properties in Lodi, * -
Maywood, and Rochelle Park. ’

L4

7//0
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Mr, Mark Guarino 3 i January §; 1995

Please do not hesitate to contact Dave or Mike with any qdistions or concerns
as you review the clusters and place priority on their cleanup, and

 thereafter.
Sincerely,
A M Copr
Susan Cange, Site Manager
Former Sites Restoration Division
Enclosure : ' ,

LAY

cc; Adam Strobel, Bergen County
Mayor Steuert, Maywood
Mayor LoCascic, Rochelle Park
Mayor Toronto, Ledi

P/
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NCITIZENS =58>
yof MAYWOOD FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

August 13, 1995

John Michael Japp (DOE) RE: Maywood Property — 1995
Former Sites Restoration Div, EE/CA Corments

P.0. Box 2001
Ozk Ridge, TN 37831-8723

Dear Mr. Japp:
Please record the attached petitions with 59 residents names who maintain

that eleanup begins AFTER the RECORD OF DECISION, and that DOE should
reveal the proposed plan for Maywcod as required by all regulations, into
the 1995 EE/CA Comment document,

Thank you.

Louise Torell, Secty.
{CCM)
Enc: as stated above.

1230

86, 11195 ¢
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RE: Maywood Property - 1995
EE/CA Comments

August 10, 1995

Bazel 0O'Leary, Secretary, Dept. of Energy
cfo John Michael Japp

Department of Energy

Former Sites Restoration Division

P.0. Box 2001

Oak Ridge, TN 37831-8723

We, the undersigned residents of Maywood, N.J., refuse to comment on the
Phase T Remediation EE/CA which ignores the Superfund regulations as
shown on _the back of this page.

There should be mo further action until DOE reveals the proposed plan
for Maywood as required by all regulations,

Read the back again. Cleanup begins AFTER the Record of Decision. And
all shipments should go direct to Utah - NOT to the Maywood Storage Site,
as Maywood residents VOTED for overwhelmingly.

ADDRESS PHONE

NAME
SO N 1 S N Ry g,
N Y Doyesd W O




LAIEFING ON THE DEPARTMIENT OF ENERGY’C
MAYWQOOD SITE

WORK TO BE COMPLETED
’——V‘W

CLEANUP

P e ]

e Conduct interim cleanups when immediate health risks are identified to
minimize impact to families and/or prevent spread of contamination
» Begin final cleanup after DOE/EPA Record of Decision

e

SURVEILLANCE AND MAINTENANCE
* Continue site upkeep and environmental monitoring
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS

Continue briefings for public and officials

Publish Work Plans
Complete remedial investigation documentation and publish report

Conduct study of alternatives and recommend proposed plan

Issue Record of Dggisigg
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RE: Maywood Property - 1995 //E:>

4

EE/CA Comments

August 10, 1995

TO: Hazel 0'Leary, Secretary, Dept. of Energy
¢fo John Michael Japp
Department of Energy
Former Sites Restoration Division
P.0, Box 2001
Oak Ridge, TN 37831-8723

We, the undersigned resadents of Maywood, N.J., refuse to comment on the
Phase I Remediation EE/CA which ignores the Superfund regulations as
shown on the back of this page.

There should be no further action until DOE reveals the proposed plan
for Maywood ag required by all regulations,

Read the back again. Cleanup begins AFTER the Record of Decisaon. And
all shipments should go direct to Utah - NOT to the Maywood Storage 8ite,
as Maywood residents VOTED for overwhelmingly.
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BRIEFING ON THE DEPARTIVIENT OF ENERGY’S
MAYWOOD SITE

WORK TO BE COMPLETED
’—'M—'-w

CLEANUP

* Conduct interim_cleanups when immediate health risks are identified to
; minimize impact to families and/or prevent spread of contamination

e Begin final cleanup arfter DOE/EPA Record of Decision

w—
——

SURVEILLANCE AND MAINTENANCE
‘ * Continue site upkeep and environmental monitoring
A ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS

Continue briefings for public and officials

Publish Work Plans
Complete remedial investigation documentation and publish report

Conduct study of alfernatives and recommend proposed plan

Issue Record of Dggisigr_\

® #® ° @ @

jos5s,

0582 - rtn

L
D IS N N B D Mk A S M O TE e nh Wy G Bl aw DA O




D i it i s i i e |

/3350
RE: Maywood Property - 1995 c;; '
EE/CA Comments

August 10, 1995

T0: Hazel O'Leary, Secretary, Dept. of Energy
c¢/o John Michael Japp
Department of Energy
Former Sites Restoration Division
P.0. Box 2001
Oak Ridge, TN 37831-8723

We, the undersigned residents of Maywood, N.J., refuse to comment on the
Phase I Remediation EE/CA which ignores the Superfund regulations as
shown on the back of this page.

There should be no further action until DOE reveals the proposed plan
for Maywood as required by all regulations.

Read the back again. Cleanup begins AFTER the Record of Decision. And
all shipments should go direct to Utah ~ NOT to the Maywood Storage Site,
as Maywood residents VOTED for overwhelmingly.
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'BRIEFING ON THE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY'S

v MAYWOOD SITE
)
Dc)
N\ WORK TO BE COMPLETED
N—‘_—————-
CLEANUP

* Conduct interim cleanups when immediate health risks are identified to
minimize impact to families and/or prevent spread of contamination
» Begin final cleanup after DOE/EPA Record of Decision

oy Eem—
——

SURVEILLANCE AND MAINTENANCE

* Continue site upkeep and environmental monitoring

A ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS

Continue briefings for public and officials

Publish Work Plans

Complete remedial invesrigation documentation and publish report
Conduct study of altematives and recommsﬂd proposg_ctl_plan

Issue Record of Dggisign
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133 80 IRE: Maywood Property - 1995
EE/CA Comments

August 10, 1995

TO: Hazel O'Leary, Secretary, Dept. of Energy
c/o John Michael Japp
Department of Energy
Former Sites Restoration Division
P.0. Box 2001
Oak Ridge, TN 37831-8723

We, the undersigned residents of Maywood, N.J., refuse to comment on the
Phase I Remediation EE/CA which ignores the Superfund regulations as
shown on _the back of this page.

There should be no further action until DOE reveals the proposed plan
for Maywood as required by all regulations.

Read the back again. Cleanup begins AFTER the Record of Decision. And
all shipments should go darect to Utah - NOT to the Maywood Storage Site,
as Maywood residents VOTED for overwhelmingly.
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PRIEFING ON THE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY'S
MAYWOOD SITE

A35350/ -

WORK TO BE COMPLETED
l‘.‘-—-'-h-._——-..———---------"---Iﬁ

CLEANUP

[ ]

e Conduct interim cleanups when immediate health risks are identified to -
; minimize impact to families and/or prevent spread of contamination

e Begin final cleanup ?jter DOE/EPA Record of Decision

SURVEILLANCE AND MAINTENANCE

e Continue site upkeep and environmental monitoring

N

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS

Continue briefings for public and officials
Publish Work Plans

Complete remedial investigation documentation and publish report
Conduct study of alternatives and recommend proposed plan
S s

Issue Record of Dggisigp
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- ' RE: Maywood Property - 1995
FE/CA Comments

August 10, 1995

TO: Hazel 0'Leary, Secretary, Dept. of Energy
c/o John Michael Japp
Department of Energy
Former Sites Restoration Division
P.0. Box 2001
Oak Ridge, TN 37831-8723

We, the undersigned residents of Maywood, N.J., refuse to comment on the
Phase I Remediation EE/CA which ignores the Superfund regulatioms as
shown on _the back of this page.

There should be no further action until DOE reveals the proposed plan
for Maywood as required by all regulations.

Read the back again. Cleanup begins AFTER the Record of Deecision. And
all shipments should go direct to Utah - NOT to the Maywood Storage Site,
as Maywood residents VOTED for overwhelmingly.
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'BRIEFING ON THE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY'’S
MAYWOOD SITE

WORK TO BE COMPLETED
\lF-'—-—-"'-—---_---.--------.'

/5 3 574/ |

CLEANUP

* Conduct interim cleanups when immediate health risks are identified to
; minimize impact to families and/or prevent spread of contamination

* Begin final cleanup after DOE/EPA Record of Decision

SURVEILLANCE AND MAINTENANCE

* Continue site upkeep and environmental monitoring

* ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS

* Continue briefings for public and officials

e Publish Work Plans

» Complete remedial investigation documentation and publish report
* Conduct study of alternatives and recommend proposed plan

* Issue Record of Decisi -
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RE: Maywood Property - 1995
EE/CA Comments

August 10, 1995

TO: Hazel ('Leary, Secretary, Dept. of Energy
c/o John Michael Japp
Department of Energy
Former Sites Restoration Division
P.0. Box 2001
Oak Ridge, TN 37831-8723

We, the undersigned residents of Maywocod, N.J., refuse to comment on the
Phase I Remedration EE/CA which 1gnores the Superfund regulations as
shown on _the back of this page.

There should be no further action until DOE reveals the proposed plan
for Maywood as required by all regulations.

Read the back again. Cleanup begins AFTER the Record of Decision. And
all shipments should go direct to Utah - NOT to the Maywood Storage Site,
as Maywood residents VOTED for overwhelmingly.
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BRIEFING ON THE UEPARTMENT OF ENERGY'S
MAYWOOD SITE

WORK TO BE COMPLETED
M

CLEANUP

M

* Conduct interim cleangps when immediate health risks are identified to
minimize impact to families and/or prevent spread of contamination

a o Begin final cleanup after DOE/EPA Record of Decision

g
Ll

SURVEILLANCE AND MAINTENANCE

» Continue site upkeep and environmental monitoring

4\ ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS

Continue briefings for public and officials

Publish Work Plans
Complete remedial investigation documentation and publish report

Conduct study of tives and recommend proposed plan

Issue Record of Dgcisigg
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RE:Maywood Property EE/CA Comments - 1995 8/10/95
NAME ADDRESS PHONE
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' 133801 “/_7
RE: Maywood Property — 1995

EE/CA Comments

August 10, 1995

Hazel O'Leary, Secretary, Dept. of Energy
c¢/o John Michael Japp

Department of Energy

Former Sites Restoration Division

P.0. Box 2001

0ak Radge, TN 37831-8723

We, the undersigned residents of Maywood, N.J., refuse to comment on the
Phase I Remediation EE/CA which ignores the Superfund regulations as
shown on the back of this page.

There should be no further action until DOE reveals the proposed plan
for Maywood as required by sll regulations.

Read the back again. Cleanup begins AFTER the Record of Decasiom. And
all shipments should go direct to Utah - NOT to the Maywood Storage Site,
as Maywood residents VOTED for overwhelmingly.
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LAlEFINGT I A ~RAR A ENT OF FYSRGY'S
MAYWOOD SITE|

WORK TO BE COMPLETED
MW

CLEANUP

e Conduct interim cleanups when immediate health risks are identified to
minimize impact to families and/or prevent spread of contamination
a e Begin final cleanup after DOE/EPA Record of Decision

m—
om—

SURVEILLANCE AND MAINTENANCE

e Continue site upkeep and environmental monitoring

| N ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS

Continue briefings for public and officials

Publish Work Plans

Complete remedial investigation documentation and publish report
Conduct study of alfernatives and recommend proposed plan

Issue Record of Dggisigp
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/33501 G)
RE: Maywood Property - 1995
EE/CA Comments

August 10, 1995

TO: Hazel O'Leary, Secretary, Dept. of Energy
c/o John Michael Japp
Department of Energy
Former Sites Restoration Division
P.0. Box 2001
Oak Ridge, TN 37831-8723

We, the undersigned residents of Maywood, N.J., refuse to comment on the
Phase I Remediation EE/CA which ignores the Superfund regulations as
shown on the back of this page.

There should be no further action until DOE reveals the proposed plan
for Maywood as required by all regulations.

Read the back again. Cleanup begins AFTER the Record of Decision. And
all shipments should go direct to Utah - NOT to the Maywood Storage Site,
as Maywood residents VOTED for overwhelmingly.
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BRIEFING ON THE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY’ S
MAYWOOD SITE

=
N
i‘m; WORK TO BE COMPLETED
M
N
CLEANUP

* Conduct interim cleanups when immediate health risks are identified to
minimize impact to families and/or prevent spread of contamination
o Begin final cleanup after DOE/EPA Record of Decision
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SURVEILLANCE AND MAINTENANCE

¢ Continue site upkeep and environmental monitoring

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS

Continue briefings for public and officials

Publish Work Plans

Complete remedial invesrigation documentation and publish report
Conduct study of glternatives and recommend proposgg plan

Issue Record of Dggisigp
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RabpiocacTive WASTE MANAGEMENT ASSOCIATES

August 15, 1995

SusanM Cange, Site Manager

U S Department of Energy
Former Sites Restoration Division
Oak Ridge Operations Office

P O.Box 2001

Oak Ridge, TN 37831-8723

gy 12

Dear Ms Cange

Please find enclosed our comments on the draft Engineering Evaluation/Cost
Analysis for the Cleanup of Residential and Municipal Properties at the Maywood Site.
These comments were prepared on behalf of Concerned Citizens of Maywood Please
include them in the administrative record If you have any questions, please feel free to
call Thank you

Sincerely,

Phyllis Fuchsman

5rf wide 2600 SIKEEL RM. 3V
NEW YORK, ¥Y 1000)
TEL 212 620-0526 FAX 212 820-058€

Marvin Resnikoff, Ph.D. ¢ Senior Associate

FoE-Wese 3Bt Street Room- 16T New-York M-10018-4 Telephone(212)6259-5612-¢ Fax {212}:239-8373- -
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RADIOACTIVE WASTE MANAGEMENT ASSOCIATES

Comments on
“Engineering Evaluation/Cost Analysis for the Cleanup
of Residential and Municipal Vicinity Properties at the
Maywood Site, Bergen County, New Jersey”

by
Marvin Resnikoff, Kim Knowlton
Radioactive Waste Management Associates

August 11, 1995

on behalf of
Concerned Citizens of Maywood

Radioactive Waste Management Associates
526 W. 26th St., Rm. 517

New York, NY 10001

212/620-0526

Marvin Resnikoff, Ph D ¢ Senior Assoctate

306-West 38th Street, Room 1601 ¢ New York, NY 10018 ¢ Telephone (212)629-5612 ¢ Fax (212) 239-8373
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Comments on EE/CA Assoctated Properties Page 1
Radioactive Waste Management Associates

Summary

The Department of Energy’s Engineering Evaluation/Cost Evaluation (EE/CA) in
support of the cleanup of residentiat and municipal properties in Maywood, New Jersey
does not satisfy basic regulatory and legal requirements and should be withdrawn A
previous EE/CA was issued prior to the removal of the storage pile at the MISS, a
relatively uncontroverstal operation The cleanup of Lodi and Maywood residential and
municipal properties is fundamentally different from the MISS removal and is not served
by this totally inadequate EE/CA document and process The EE/CA document has been
written in haste, is quite sloppy in reascning and calculations and could lead to a cleanup
that is, in the end, more expensive and disruptive to the Maywood community For the
cleanup of residential and municipal properties, it should be replaced with the more
deliberative RI/FS process

As much as the local residents, we want these contaminated properties cleaned up
soon It is therefore with great reluctance we say the process should be halted until the
Department of Energy has completed the RI/FS, held public hearings and incorporated
public comments nto the final Record of Decision Unless this is done, the Department of
Energy’s cleanup of the residential and municipal properties is very likely to be ultimately
inadequate, a cruel hoax on the residents of Maywood and Lodi

In our opinion, cleanup cannot begin until the basic cleanup criteria, that is,
Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate Requirements (ARAR’s), are established The
money will not be there to do two cleanups, once to the proposed criteria suggested by
the DOE, and another to the State’s more restrictive, health-based criteria, unless the
DOE takes a more aggressive stance against Stepan Chemical Co In addition,
background measurements reported in the Baseline Risk Assessment have been used
improperly; as employed, they will lead to an inadequate cleanup Further, some crucial
radioactive and chemical measurements have not been done at all, others have been done
with instruments with uncertain calibration and are therefore unreliable. A look at the
economiic costs of delay reinforces our support for cleaning up the properties as soon as
possible, but speediness must not become an excuse for an inadequate cleanup operation.

Background

The properties addressed 1n the current EE/CA contain radioactive contamination
from thorium-processing operations at the Maywood Chemical Works (MCW) from




Comments on EE/CA Associated Properties Page 2
Radioactive Waste Management Associates

1916-1959 Radioactive and possibly chemical contamination has been carried almost 1.5
miles downstream (south) of the plant site by Lodi Brook, which today runs in
underground culverts. Westerly Brook has also carried some contamination west of
MCW, into the Saddle River, During flood periods, thorium that was attached to stream
sediments settled onto properties in the flood plain along the brooks’ banks, This
deposition, along with the use of material from MCW as mulch and fill, contaminated the
properties now planned for cleanup

Phase I of the cleanup is to involve remediation of the MISS pile, now underway,
and contaminated residential and munictpal properties Later efforts are to address
commercial and government properties. The EE/CA discusses the remediation of the
following properties 31 residential properties (29 i Lodi, 2 in Maywood); one
undeveloped, privately-owned tract (the unremediated part of the Ballod Property, in
Rochelle Park--the other part was remediated in 1984-86'); an 1-80 right-of-way, 3
municipal parks, and a fire station It’s estimated that almost 29,000 cubic yards will be
excavated from the sites. Allowing for expansion, over 37,000 cubic yards are to be
transported for off-site disposal, No soil~washing treatment is planned

Cleanup Criteria and State Regulations

Though Appendix B of the EE/CA lists the regulatory requirements for the
proposed action, the New Jersey state law, S-1070, that requires the establishment of site
specific residential and non-residential criteria such that the site is restored to background
conditions or the excess cancer risk is 1 in 1 million, is omitted from the list of ARAR’s
A potential risk factor of 1 1n 1 million is more restrictive than DOE’s proposed criteria of
5 pCi/g above background for thorium-232 and radium-226 combined and 100 pCi/g for
total uranium, at any depth (EE/CA p. 62) It is also stricter than the cleanup criteria used
at Montclair. 5 pCi/g for radium-226, radium-228, thorium-230 and thorium-232 and 10
pCi/g for uranium-238, again at any depth. Enacted after these criteria were finalized for
Montclair, 8-1070 sets the following standards

For residential land use as defined by NJSA 58 10B-124d(1),

Thorium + Radium Combined in picocuries per gram (pCi/g) resulting in
concentrations of material remaining on-site’

Between 1984-86, 9 resideniial properties in Rochelle Park, 8 1n Maywood, and 8 in Lodi were
remediated, along with the partial remediation of the Ballod site  All the wastes were sent to the MISS
site
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Comments on EE/CA Associated Properties Page 3
Radioactive Waste Management Associates

4 pCi/g with one foot of “clean cover” over site
5 pCi/g with two feet of “clean cover” over site

These criteria hold where no new construction and resultant soil excavation of any kind
take place and existing site use is maintained

For non-residential land use, NJDEP requirements are the following

Thorium + Radium Combined in picocuries per gram (pCv/g) resulting in
concentrations of material remaining on-site.

12 pCi/g with one foot of “clean cover” over site
15 pCi/g with two feet of “clean cover” over site

Lands cleaned up to these non-residential critenia would require the placement of a
“Notice of Environmental Restriction” A change of land use involving a change of risk
would require additional remedial considerations

To summarize, the differences between the DOE and State criteria lie in which
radionuclides are combined and whether a clean cover is required, For the residential and
municipal properties in question, the DOE would combine thorium-232 and radium-226
for a total of 5 pCv/g above background, whereas the State would combine thorium-232,
thorium-230, radium-228 and radium-226 for a total of 4 or 5 pCi/g The State would
require a clean cover, but the DOE would not

According to a legal opinion by attorneys for the Town of Wayne, “a federal
agency must incorporate state remediation cleanup standards which are more stringent
than federal standards when conducting a cleanup at a site pursuant to CERCLA."*

Background Concentrations in Soil

Any cleanup criteria will apply to radiological contamination “above background,”
since the Maywood Chemical Works® past thorium processing activities are not
responsible for the fraction of cancers and other ailments that can be attributed to naturally
occurring background radiation. However, in its Baseline Risk Assessment for the
Maywood Site, the DOE makes a serious error in estimating these background levels

% Letter from M Gerrard, Arnold & Porter, to M Japp, DOE, June 1, 1995 Copies available on request




3350/

Comments on EE/CA Associated Properties Page 4
Radioactive Waste Management Assoclates

Their analytical measurements, presented in Table 2-1, were insufficiently precise
to actually measure the concentrations, but instead reveal only the sensitivity of the
instrumentation, as clearly presented in, for example, the datum that the Rochelle Park
radium-226 contamination is "<0.7", that is, less than 0.7 pCi/g. In its calculations,
however, DOE uses a background value of 0.7 pCi/g  If all one knows is that the
concentration lies between zere and 0 7 pCi/g, then all values between 0 and 0.7 pCi/g
have equal probability of occurring, and the most appropriate background value is the
average of these, 0 35 pCi/g This procedure is used correctly by the DOE in evaluating
background levels of chemicals,’ but it is ignored for radiological concentrations in the
Baseline Risk Assessment. At the low concentrations that are the goal of cleanup
operations, a difference of 0 35 pCi/g can substantially affect the radiation dose to
humans

Problems in Measuring Radioactive and Chemical Contamination

In order to do a proper cleanup, the Department of Energy must know the levels
of radioactive and chemical contamination at the residential and municipal properties in
relation to background On several occasions we have pointed out deficiencies in the
DOE’s monitoring program Despite the fact these deficiencies were discussed with DOE,
they have not been remedied Communication with DOE has become a one-way street.

Thoron

In memos and letters,* we pointed out that DOE was not properly measuring
thoron and its daughters in air at residential and municipal properties In West Chicago,
Tllinois, thoron emissions above the regulatory limits have been measured at Reed-Keppler
Park and at the Kerr-McGee facility Thoron decays to lead-212, and inhalation of lead-
212 increases radiation exposures and the probability of cancer. While DOE contractors
called to discuss the issue, and agreed that thoron had not been measured, to our
knowledge no further action was taken. To our knowledge, no additional measurements
were taken for thoron Thus, radiation exposures due to lead-212 inhalation are not
properly evaluated in the Baseline Risk Assessment and the EE/CA

Monitoring at the MISS has been done with different measurement techniques At
a meeting with DOE at MISS June 21, 1995, we requested additional information on E-

® BRA, p 2-18.
4 Memo from M Resmkoff, RWMA, 1o M Nolan, Concerned Citizens of Maywaood, December 7, 1994
and letter from M Resnikoff, RWMA to A Carpenter, US EPA, February 8, 1995
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Comments on EE/CA Associated Properties Page 5
Radioactive Waste Management Associates

Perm monitors, the type of monitors that are used at Maywood This information arrived
recently and has not yet been reviewed

Radium-228

Since the Safe Drinking Water Act regulations require that combined radium-226
plus radium-228 in groundwater be below 5 pCi/L, we were quite surprised that radium-
228 was not even being measured at the MISS or associated and residential properties.
Unlike the monitoring report for the WISS, the Maywood site evaluation report contains
no measurements for radium-228 Indeed, the monitoring results for 1994 do not even
discuss the safe drinking water standards,’ instead referring to DOE’s guide of 100 pCi/L
for radium-226 and radium-228, individually 'We have pointed this out to DOE, but have
received no response to date

Chemical Contamination at Residential Properties

Cleanup at Maywood is complicated by the division of responsibility between the
DOE and the EPA  The DOE is responsible for all radioactive waste at the site, but it is
responsible for chemical contamination only if it is mixed with radioactive contamination,
resulted from thorium processing, or occurs on DOE-owned land  All other chemical
contamination is the responsibility of the EPA, but cleanup is supposed to be coordinated
The current EE/CA shows no evidence of any such coordination

The EE/CA does not discuss chemical contamination at residential and municipal
properties This apparently will be addressed in a separate RI/FS® or EE/CA We are at a
loss how DOE can plan an effective cleanup of residential properties without a complete
characterization of chemical contamination By bifurcating the process and addressing
first radioactive then chemical contaminants, DOE or EPA may have to return later to
complete the removal of chemical contaminants It is quite possible that the hydraulic
conductivity of specific chemicals is different than that for thorium and radium
compounds That is, soil may be contaminated with different contaminants at different
depths Only a complete characterization of the residential and municipal properties and a
full discussion in one document can come to grips with this problem

It is not clear that chemical contamination of the properties considered in the
EE/CA has been carried out The DOE'’s Remedial Investigation included very limited
sampling (3 properties), and the EPA’s Remedial Investigation did not include any analysis

* JC McCague, Bechtel, “Environmental Surveillance Results for 1994 for the Maywood Interim Storage
Site,” June i, 1995
 EE/CA,p 2
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of residential or municipal properties However, chemical contamination at the Stepan
property is severe and can be expected to have affected the residential and municipal
properties under consideration. Various metals were present at high levels in Stepan soils
and water, including lead, chromium (one soil sample was 11,7% chromium), copper and
lithium Chemical contamination includes ammonium hydroxide, ammonium oxalate,
nitric acid and sulfuric acid and many other compounds.

Economic Costs

In Table 5-2 of the EE/CA, the DOE compares the cost of no action versus
alternative 2, expeditious removal of contaminated material from the Maywood vicinity
properties, The estimated cost of expeditious removal is $45 million, while the no action
alternative has no direct cost This is not a true comparison of the economic costs and
could lead the uncritical reader to the wrong conclusion, that it is less expensive to do
nothing in the short term

The “no action” alternative is not a true “no action ” The EE/CA’s analysis of “no
action” is intended to compare the costs of delaying removal with the costs of the
proposed expedited removal Since it is the intent of DOE to eventually cleanup the
residential and commercial properties, “‘no action” in the short term will eventually cost
$45 million, adjusted for inflation Further, if radioactive and chemical contamination is
spread (the purpose of near term removal actions is to halt this spread), the eventual costs
would be greater than $45 million, since a greater volume of contaminated materials
would have to be shipped There is reason to believe this has already occurred Following
the unrestricted release of the Baliod property, radioactive matertals were hauled off by a
developer, Barsi, and in 1977 by Kramer Associates, contractors from Fort Lee, We
assume this led to two or more additional locations which are now radioactively
contaminated 7 Spreading of contamination could continue in case of flooding, given that
several of the contaminated properties lie within the 100-year floodplain of the Saddle
River

Further, the increased costs of doing a cleanup twice has not been factored into the
economic cost calculations. In cleaning up residential and municipal properties to criteria
less strict than is required by State law, the DOE risks the possibility that it may have to
further clean up radioactive contaminants The lack of attention to chemical
contamination could also lead to the need for a second cleanup. Doing a cleanup twice
would be extremely inefficient and costly.

7 RWMA Comments on BRA, p 5
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Finally, another cost never factored into economic calculations is the
administrative cost of DOE’s continued presence at Maywood. Clearly the sooner the
Maywood area is cleaned up, the sooner DOE can reduce administrative costs in the
Maywood area. It is also important to point out that the health impacts of “no action,”
such as potential cancer fatalities and sicknesses, have associated economic costs In sum,
cleaning up the Maywood area as soon as possible will save money and protect the
public’s health, but only if it is done right

Need for RI/FS, Public Hearing and ROD

In bifurcating the RI/FS process into many EE/CA’s, the larger cleanup picture
and meaningful public participation are being lost The pieces have been broken into
meaningless segments For example, the cleanup of radioactive contaminants and
chemical contaminants has been placed into separate documents. Since these documents
are addressed to the cleanup of the same sites, it is logical to put these into the same
document.

The DOE has curbed public input into remediation alternatives by avoiding a full-
blown RI/FS process But public hearings serve important public purposes in forming a
community consensus, a process that is important for Maywood Simply responding to a
document and having these comments incorporated into the record is a hollow shell in
comparison Community residents need to hear the questions, need to hear DOE
responses and need to arrive at a common understanding This can only be done in a
group process, not one on one with a DOE official through the comment/response format.
While the process may be painful for DOE bureaucrats, it serves an important public
function. And in our (non-legal) opinion, it is required by law.
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