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11/21/94

Nuclear Regulatory Commiccion - Region 3
Mr. Axelson - Director

Dear Mr. Axelson:

Enclosed with this letter is a copy of the letter we just
received tuday fruw USEPA Headquarters in response to our
November ist letter (which you were copied on last week).

It is a total lie that EPA ever can Lhe week of the 28th by
us, infuct, sss we pleaded to be given a couple dates, but
were never consulted, until they had already chosen Lhe 30th.
we can only assume they are saying this now to cover thelr
belLinds, because pormally they would have run some dates by
us tirst! That is precisely why our suspicions became
aroused, we weren't hearing anything.

Last week I spent a good hour on the phone with Mike McCann
telling him about what EPA was pulling with thie meeting and
the timing of this 12 million § trial. I also faxed several
pagee of material to him for you all to read. He wasn't sure
that he'd seen the material we sent the first week in
September that we'd gotten off the state regarding the ban on
field filtering etc. (about 13 pages). So please check to
make sure that you all received this info and have read it.

It was extremely important.

CCLT is hereby requesting (n light of all that we now know
about this Novembar 30th meeting) that the NRC NOT attend

en the 30th, therely avoiding the appearance that your agancy
is part of a conspiracy to influence the public during a
trial. (Especially since the paper reported that the
compani.s may argue that the publicly alout the radiation nad
an affact!) Sinco that day that you called me, you know thet
we strongly felt that your agency should stand on its own =
meeting with us, anyway, and thie development should
certainly convinco you that it would be best to deal with ue
ceparate from the EPA. If you want it tv be a public mecting,
that's fine with us, in fact we'd prefer it. But, please, if
your people meant what they told us over the monthe that we
communicated, don't help EPA play these games with our
peoples' lives. It ie terribly wrong. Please let ue know
your response as soon as possible and we can set up & new
meeting date, possibly in January.
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Ms. Christine Borello

president , Concerned Citizens of Lake Township
p.0. Box 123

Uniontown, Ohio 44€85

Dear Me. Borello:

Thig ie in reaponse to your letter of November 1, 1¥ué4,
concerning the proposed public meeting for the Industrial kxcess
Londf411 (1EL) Superfund site in Uniontown, Ohio. I regret thal
the final date selected is inconvenient for you. It is my
understanding that EPA Region. V gpent a number of weeks trying to
arrange a mutually acceptable date with the many interested

parties, including the ¢oqcnrniélcgg;g§né”of Lake Township
(ceuT) , the Ecience Advigory Rnazd, che ;Nuclear Regu atory
commiesion, the.State of Ohio, . rhe Agency for Toxic Substances

and Disease Regiotry, and the National ‘Air «nd Radiation
Euvironmental Laboratory. '

IL also is my underotanding that in mid-October both EPA
Headguarie:s staff and the Region V rRemedial Project Manager
tried to hopor your regueat for advance notice nn the possible
datee for this weeting by informing you that it war considering
the week of Novenber 2€ ] regret that now there ie &
misundergtandiny. If ws tried ro change this meeting date now,
we would be forced Lo meve it bask te January of 1086. Thie
could have a neyalive impact on the remediatinn schedule at the
gice. We have deunvustrated that we are eymparnetic to rrheduling
problems, and we have woved or cancelled ceveral meetinqges in the
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1 hope that othor membere of CCLT wi'

inc mvenient for you, bul
ts if you choooe not to attend

be able to represent your laleres
the meeting in uUnjontown.

Your second veguesr 18§ that EPA provide funds for your
expert, Dr. Marvin Resnikol[, tc attend the macting., My staff
contacted the region to explusa thie request. The Region infoyrme
us that all of :he Technical Assistance Grant. (TAG) funde have
been deplcted. Moreovexr, Lhe Region inform  ua that CCLT has
complelLed tne required documenlat icn supporting how those
original tuncs have bean 8pel.. This documentation ie an
integral part ot the 1AG procecs and was regaested by the
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in February of thie year from Herb Xohler, Vice President of
CCLT. As of thie date, it has not been received. We will not
previde additional funde to CCLT without the required
documantation associated with the first two TAGs.

h&' The puvposc of the meating is to provide a forum for the
5}\04 Zeitizens to hear the findingas of previougly published studies

Q carried out »!. IEL by various government agencies. Dr. Resnikoft
bl was very much invelved in commenting on the findings in the past.
— He did attend the Technical Information Comnittee meetings and
.appeared before the Science Advisory Board as a witness during
the information gathering and discussion PLOCEss. He has taken
part in the digcuwsionn during tha developnent of thesc repuris.

In clowing, 1 hope that COCIT and Region can cont.inue to work

“E_ c’togcther toward the remediatinn of thie site. I am pleased to
1 11N sce that we will shortly begin the remediation of this site.

A’f% s

lliott Lawe
Assistant Adminiptragor

E
”‘CO‘Q { 81 rely,

cc: Timothy Fields, Jr.
Linda Kern, EPA Reglon V
senatcy John Glen
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INTERNATIONAL INSTITUTE OF CONCERN FOR PUBLIC HFALIH

830 Bathurst Street, Taronta, Ontario, Canada M5K 3Gl
(410) 533-7361 * Fax (416} 533-7879,
November 1, 1994«

Barrv L. Johnson, Ph.D.

Agency for Toxic Substances and
Disease Registiry

Executive Park, Bullding &

1600 Clifton Road, E-3I
Atlanta, GA 30333

1USA

Near Nr. Johnson.

Your 1aiter of 26 Sept. 1994 did not clarify the “misunderstanding”
relative *n the Industrial Excees landfill (IEL) Superfund Sfitc.

You repeat your seaking “indcpendent expertise tco review 1EL
groundwater manfitaoring data for public health signifl.2nce.” You
slale furzher that your "purpose was not to determiv: #hather or
ot persars had heen exposed tn radiation, but rather to gain (my)
opinion es to whether exposurc to radiation at tha levels detected
in the graundwater could lead to health co sequences.”

From @ public health point of view such en jirpartant quosiion
cannot cthically be answered in the way yvou poseé % Ag A
soinntint I nocd a time frame. ¢ource potential, pathways analys’s,
population at risk and other cesential piecec of informetion befare

gimply diesmieaing any possibility oif huwan exposure Oncewa=vear
groundwoier samples aro not an accepluble bagis for decision-
making. Mureover, eince TFl. wagc neover Jlicensed to accept

redivactive wes ¢, finding any contaminaticn sheald reice sarfons
alddftiona!l guestions. Tor example, what potential exposures were
iuvolved wheo the radioactive meteriel wos trucknd in and dumped.

Charitaule Rugoao o so 0718045.89.10

313



FROM

FAMY Howv=-17~94 Thu 121131 PNEE !

I quection your credentiels for the pusiliun you seem to be in as
Aceistant to the Surgeon General, and will send this to him/her
together with your letter. I awm anased Lhat you call demand or a
roasonable amount of infourwation “Lies”. Perhaps engineers are out
of place et o public liwallli agency. We conaider a decision that
there is no threal (o the public health basss on inadequate
information to Le uwnethical. Certainly “bias" lies in refusing to
look! Oune wonders what you wish to hige.

Sincerely,

e / oy 2 Q‘ Ve 24

Rosalie Bertell, Ph.D.,GNSH

¢c. Surgeon General
0ot the US
Marvin Resnikoff
Christine Borello




CCLT .
~oneerned Citizens of Lake Tounship P.0.Box 123 Uniontown, OH 44685

10/1/%4
USEPA Headquarters
Mr. Elliot Laws
401 M Street S.W.
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr. Laws:

Because you were designated to be the top nfficial in charge
of overseeing the Uniontown IEL case, we felt that it was
appropriate to call to your attention the following concern
and request regarding USEPA's plans for the "SAB" meeting to
be hsld in Uniontown on November 30th on the radiation at IEL,

Pirst of all, we were very Aleturbed that our request
previously made to both the Region and Headguarters

last month that FPA f , (as
once was tha normal procedure in the past), but for some
reason this process was ignored thic time. Instead, lLegion 9
called us last week with a final datc, one that had
apparantly already mot the approval of other government
aganciees and select individuals invelved. Unfortunately, I
have a major conflict, in that T am auppose to ke at an
imp-riant meaeting with you on that date in Atlanta with Dr.
Satcner, head of CDC, regarding the sericus health concerns
at our Superfund Site and others around the country. This
date had already been confirmed weeks before and EPA should
bhave known about this, at least at Headguarters. (I have not
decided yet whioch meeting to attend. EPA refused to change
the meeting when informed of this confllict, saying the date
had alrecady been worked out for the ulher parties involved).

Aleo, I was informed by EPA Meadyuarters that there will be a
"panel discuasion" on the radia'lon on the 30th and that
USEPA has invited reprcsentatives of NAREL, ATSDR, NRC, SAB
and the Ohic EPA to be involved in about IEL's tate. We are
upset and ocncerned that our own expert was not asked to
participete! Wwe feel that &s it stands, the scenario
described here is very much “stacked" against us by design.
Therefore, we requ~nit that USEPA pay to !11 in CCLT's expert
te at least allow ior some semblance of fairness and balance!
As you may be aware, we are out of TAG funding, so that we
are unable to bring experts into the discussicns at public
meetings in the future. Pecause ¢f the controversial nsture
of this meeting, weé sincerely hope that EPA will honor this
reguest., Please contact us with your decision as soon as
nossible. Thank you.

Yours truly,
Christine Borelle DIPresident #
Concerred Citizens of Lake

ecs
i | JTwp./ TFL Su fund

Region 5 « Linda Kern ; 7 z r7%p ;Site

Senator Glenn é‘Q«V Na b K 2 -~

Mr. Toby clark / Clean site
Mr. Tom Crumbly ; DOE

Dr., Marvin Resnikoff

Mick Herriszon / GAP

Linda King / EHN
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Landfill case seeks
increase in awards ~/%</

- Three firms already
- found to be liable

By MAAK FERENCHIK
Repooitary otaff writer

CANTON -~ Three rohbher eampan es
said o jury should award pcople who
heve owned property near the
Industrin! Excess Land{ill only $068,081
1 OAMUEes

The property owners gre 100king for
$12 r.ullon

Those are the financial battle lines
drown o & clags-ection laweuil 10
decide how maech property owners
should recenve from the rubber compa-
nies. Jury sclection for the trin! begins
on Nov 28

A jury i March 1893 found the three
compenias - Goondyesr Tire & Rubber
o0, RF Goudrich "Cu and
Ilr‘-drr-'mw *irestone — liable for
propert: value losses The three had
dnm w4 wakte al the industrial waste
| xdul just south of Uniontown in Like

Towmr in more than 20 ycars ago

Rut the jury awarded dm‘.mges af nniy
l 800 (I0K) for owners of 1,740 properties
i near the lananil the property owners
{
|

pehed Stk County Commoen ey
Judge John G. Tlass far & new trial on
the diu whieh he grurted

aych

- 4 fﬁ?s |
i «Jor/{/fbf
for TAL

Whit wowld a different verdict on the
award mcan for property owners” As it
stands now, they would each receive
about $300 in d..mdgm If o jury were to
award the $:2 million, each would' get
uboul $6.500, with those daimaged nost
recciving more bascd on o plan that
would be subm tted Lo the court, said
Trhomus Theudn the gtlarney roprn
senting Lhe ¢luss, The class — which
now numbers aboul 2,500 people,
Treado suid - orlgma]h usked for 828
million

ot

— (LT

The rubber companies, 'n a frial
hriof flled Tucsday, angucd the cost (&
nat shont contaminption or potantinl
harm from the landfill hut iz ahont the
stizma placed on the propertics
because of whet the rubbes companies
did.

The property owners hive said the
stigma 18 permanent and tnal they ary
entitied Lo dumeges Dut the compunics
said the owners cannot prove the mig
ma will remain forever

The (mm gries pleo will argue tha

some of the stignae was caused by pub
licity about allogations that redioaciy
materials may Lave beer buried at L
landiiil A US  Env.oroamenjul
Irotection Agencey boaurd said . syn
mer it souid find no radiaticon coaiagn)
nution at the landfill A ritizens grou
has culled that report u

ml”.
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ater. While ;ome are

near nuclear facilit.es, others are aot. Somparirg the -adioactivity levels i0 tho
residentiel wells around the |EL site 10 the 'ave's observed in ERAMS, ‘here is no
evidence of unusuel soncentrations in the regguniial wells. There gra occasional
slightly elevated reacings, in monitoring wells maost often in the gross beta enunts at
shaliow depths. However, the average of all gross hetd counts at shallow monitoring
weils is 10 pCiL., which is not cut of range relalive ‘o the ERAMS data. In comparing
EIAMS data to (EL data, it 16 important to rote that 1ne ERAME figuree are averages
of data aver four quarners. Therefore, they ard 185§ likely ¢ ShOw vccasional high
salues than the measurements on single samples cuch as available at 1EL. One well,
#14S, goes have somewhat slavated beta counts during all ‘our rounids, altrough the
ebservad levels are not at all alarming as the counts are not high relative to possibie

background levels.

nrovides an extensive data base on radioactivity in drinking w

M

Tne Information provided by EPA does not acddress radioactivity \n suspended
sadiment, so it is more ditficult to address ~he'her or not the |evels observed in the
qirate are within background evels. There is one high reading at monitoring weill #4E
duting the May 1902 round of measurements. The gress beta reading is 358
oC/sample or a 187 pClgrem, which in either case makes It ihe highost obsarvad
value. With the informatior at hand, enc canrot say whether or not these values
should be considered unusual. Cerainly they are not evidence of supstanuai
radicactive cuntamination (ia . a consistent patern, continuous in time and space, °f
eancentrations that are well (>2 standard caviations) ebove the getection limit of

regional packground, whichever |s nigher).

- Tnera was one extremeoly high tritium reading cf 1 X 10* pCIL reported once at
4 resigential well, which is S0 imes the currert Federal grinking water stengerd.! This
reading, { correct, could not clausbly be due 10 packgrourd ragiation. However,
repeated retesing of the water from this well nas falled '© produce any high tritium

ovals, which suggests that this anomalous measurement was faulty.

While no other tritium measurements were above he drinking water standard,
. ere wers_Seygral oiner - mepgurements ihat were somewnat elevated, and while not
direct evidence for harmful lovels of radiation, could be viewed as avidence of past
- amination. When consicenng whether the necasional slevated
measurements provide evicence of racioactive cumping, it s essential 10 consider Now
aften such measurements would be cbtained f there had peenro radloactive SuMPING
ot the site. Many hundreds of raciation measurements nave peen made on IEL voater,

3
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GOVERNMENT COVER-UP AT IEL REGARDING RADIATION? TIME-LINE:

+ Long-time residents reported secing the radiation symbol on
trucks coming in night after night for twvo years, 1969 & '70.

« Concernad Citizens repeatedly regquested EPA t0 perform
rediation testing on gases, soils & water during the site's

R.I.investigations (from 1985 -89). EPA refused. :

* AUGUST 1990 =~ USEPA finally agrees to testing groundwater
for radiaticn, although this 18 A¥[ER the vritical legal
signing off on the Record of Decision in ‘6% on the clean-up
remedies! EPA reneges on doing doing deep gases for all typcc

nf radiation.

* NOV. 1990 - USEPA throwe out the August round, declaring it
winvalid, " citing 3 or 4 reasons, one being that EPA'S owu
contractor, PRC, didn't use the right xind of jars (plastic
inctead <f glass) for Tritium analysis. CCLT qgquestioned WHY
ETA otill paid its enntractor, PRC, but admitted that it
didn't st the same time pay the comnercial lab!

+ DICEMBER 1990 - USEPA resamples groundwater, claiming it
will make surc that the new 1ah does a better job and
promises tc keop ©Loee contact with the lab.

o JANUARY 1991 - Ohio EPA tells °CT/M that it believes that
e Feds found radiation in the earlier August round and that
the sLale was now going to do "split samples® ir yctempting
to catch thie Feds.

* MARCHE 1991 = The state LPA informe CCLT +hat the USFPA has
daropged ALL radialiun testing (se now the gplits wil) not be
able to creck up on the Feds), but OEF. proceeds o do
approx. o residentlia. wells offsite. (They had wanted to do
the monitoring wells onsite, but they gaid they couldn't
afford ©o ¢o su, without voFPA priming the welle with water).
The state EPA official involved s2id that thecy were now very

e o P s "5u&F1cioU3" ot the reds dropp.iy the rad testing. .

i POV I O e e 1w ¢ SR WS STV RS o e o101 s PPN B, W et 4 £ L

“ﬁ,AUGU8T~l991_=~The.State-hHA~hABaCCLT-5um&.tO IRNER B s
Yoder's &nd shows citizens test results of a sesidential well
located coathwest that was high 2n peta radiativn. OEFA reps
tell CCLT thut the Ohio Dept. of Henlth threw the readind
out, calling it "turbid" - the “LFA rep said, however, that
the sample "was NOT turbid." }e went on to casi sellous
aspersicns on ODH, saying that it appeared that iliey were
throwino out readings “like +he Feds were", when they wel®

OVER
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high!. These two whistle-blowers from OFPA also eaid

they wanted to talk to the senators' office and wanted us to
gseek such help tor them. We agreed to do 0. They also
brought out an aerial photo Lhat had been ancnymously sent to
OEPA regarding the Northeast ocoruer of the Aump near the
stream and tcld us how they wanted to force the Feds to Aril)
down to bedrock in that location. Tuey suggested that the
Federal EPA had deliberately ignored this part of the dump
during the entire Remedial Investigation, aud evern said that
{f the Feds wouldn't drill there, the state would go in and
de it themselves! (This move would have been unprecedented
put ultimately they 4id get USEPA to do the work) .

e AUGUST ‘91 - USBEPA calls CCLT in a conference call to Lell
us *hat UBEPA ot high levels of radiocactive Tritium in some
of the wells in the Dec.'90 round, but "didn't vant to panic
tho people,"” and falt that these readings wouléd be proven to
be “faloe positives', anyvay.

4 OCTODBR 1991 - CCLT & their expert, Dr. Henry Cole, write a
letter to EPA Administrator William Reilly, asking that
Headguarters take over the IPL rite out of Region S's hands,
thal it had zero ceredibility. In resporse, Reilily asks then
pres.dent of Clean Eitec,Inc., Thomas Grumbly, to do an
investigalion of the '"management" of Region 5 - not the
radiation as we had asked.

% NOVEMBLK 1991 = The state DPA informe QCLT about an
vastronomically high reading" of radiation - over 2 millien
pico curies cof nuclear Tiitium that OEPA found in a
residential well, this time Lu ihe southeast, out from
Metzger's Ditch. Agair the readiny wes declarcd invalid by
someone in ODPA in Colunbug, who we anderstand wasn't a
radiation expert ~ even though the lab stoed behind tho
QA/QC! The whigtleblower who told us about this reeding and
te earlier rcading at lunch in Aug. was Lhen removed off the
I1EL case soon aftcr this conversation took plale concerning
the Tritium in November.

- UG, e Lk el b e e G ———— " - . - et bt | GENS . .
FMARCH 1997 - Atter in-orviewing approx. ot pecple (mostTy
governmenL-£ypes)~Crumb\y-lssucs-hr=~rapcrt tn keilly e Heelioow
extremely supportive of Concerned Cit)zens' conrcerns

regimrdirg IEL's site investigation and all ot tne data gaps
and makes ceveral recommendations. Amorg these, Grumbly
suggests that an ad hoc panel to study the radiation beé set

up by USE2A's Science Advisory Panel. Grurbly also Lrges

that USFPA release the December 1990 round it haad

invalidated - which EPA had refused to ¢give us.

ot
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SEPTENPER '92 - EDPA etalls all summer long in not giving the
public the data (Scnator Mot zenbaum even discussed this at 2
nearing in D.C.) Finally it is released with a deliberately
very shori Lurn-around time for public review. citizens find
reason to be concerned by the data package's csontents,
especially internal memos from the emeared lah that
guestioned strange procedures EPA roquired it to use on Qur
samples that caused 1uss of material in the sanples! We
qguestionea if this was scientific sabotage.

* OCTOBER 1992 =~ lom Grumbly v, aks personally teo CCLT
president, Chris Borello, and he i.nfzoms her upon learning
about Plutoniums showing up o ith the Tritaums in the invalid
data of 12/90, that his original idea about using the ad hec
BAB panel,'WAg NCT ENOUGKE" and that he wanted *"SUDPOENA
POWER". He said that he was going to go for a Congressional
investigation via Congressman Joha pingell's vffice of
oversight & investigations., (Wa later confirmed this through
the Congressman's office that Tom did indeed seek such au

investigation.)

« Fall 192 - USEPA's radiation expert calls CCLT from
Alatana and acknowledges that the pPlutoniun 239 found in the
borehole down 92 feat on tcp of bedrock (the same borehole
tho state forced the Feds to drill into the N.E. corner)

was 8 "valid" finding of Plutonium and he said that "“they
wers concerned' because it shouldn't be there and admitted it
was one of the most dangerous substances known to man. This
sare boreholo revealed a reading of 450 gross alpha and 445
beta at & shallowor depth of 32! near the floor of the dunp.
This valid reading, found by the state Auring "split samples"

was considered "upholdable in eourt". (Nota: most groundwater
sanples in & J.-county area are legs than 1 nwgg_guL;g§4)

% 1993 - Ohic EPA ecknowlcdgee that tha firet twa rounds

taken as spit samples with UEFPA (the Xay ¢ August 92 rounds)

were elevated, (vver 100 pico curico to 419 found offsite),
s around ju mid-strcam ‘ng ghanges & major sampling

procedure nalf way thiouyll the "§ consecutive rounds and
oo e QR_Ilﬂﬂanﬁiﬂxilﬁiﬂlna;}hOmaanplg!.:g_n:‘.ld filtering'. . -
CCLT and its experts cried foul and physiciast, Dr. Marvin

Resnikoff and Dr. uenry cole declared the four rounds taken
by USEPA te be Anvalid, citing that Lhis procedure would biao
the readings Jow. i.e., 1ndecd Lhere was a discrepancy in

one sample batween tha state & the Feds where the state got a
reading ol 2295 RACQ gurjies and the vauw ranple filtered by
USEPA registered only b.% 24c0 curles.

UVER
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* July, Bept. & Dec. 'S3 - CCLT attends cach of the 3 SAB
panel hearings (one held ir. D.C.) and repeated'y tells USFPA
and i3 hand-picked panel of scientists that thie filtering
i{s underestimating the radiation here = that sur residents DO
NOT DRINK filtered water trom thelr wells! We also
repeatedly tell them what Tom Grumbly said about the panel
not being enough, that their powars to investigate aro teoo
1imited end how Grumbly sought subpoena power. pespite thcoe
significant revelations, EPA continued over this year and
into 1994 to shove the panel down our throats and to promote
them ms the final say on the radiaticn. One congressivnal aid
said to us that they all knew "on the hill" that this SaAB
panel "was a crock"... ( We told this personally to EPA
Administrator Carol Browner this June in a neeting in D.C.)

« FEBRUARY 1994 = T'» Nuclear Regulatory conmission contacts
CCLT aftcer learnin from A citizens'group involved with the
nearby "Wingfoot" iite in quffield Twp. that uranium was
found at Uniontown. NRC grilled us at length, calling 3
different times in a short time period. The 3rd call's
purpose, the NRC investigator eaid, was to read a meno he had
wiitten to his "“superioxs" regarding the reconmendations he
was making cencerning IEL. This NRC investigator said that he
was reconncnding that the NRC take over the IEL site from EPA
u Ll

Anﬂ_Q___jsilajdsuuLjiglsﬂxsgéigzl"Lhnl_xnnln_innlnﬂz.CoRESL
GASES and the STRDAM. Iie said more than onze that "he wou.d

be in here tomusrow, if he could," and told of how our Beta
readings were much higher than what he typically saw at
“their own (nuclear) facilities, quocting §9 pico curies as
typical, whereas IEL hed :eadings of 250, ¢45 cto.

* MAY/ JUNE 'S4 - The NRC continues to communicate with CCLT
and informs us that while they were wtill deciding whother
they could ‘''come in" or not, they told us that they had
infact gone ahead anpd contacted the EFA's Inspector Genoral
about possible wrong-doing by EFA at Unloalown and gent us
supporting documants that contirmed suzh action had been

_ _taken. 'Alsgo,  the NRC investjgator agreed with & and vur

expert, Dr. Resnikoff, about field filtering, telling us Lhat

et RO =NRC-DOES NOT- FIELD-FILTER THEIR - OWN-BAMPLES i~ WHE-NIC raluo-

told us that it DOEB CORLS in site investigations regarding
radiation - which EPA strangaly refuses to do at Uniontowi..

* MAY 1954 - Presidert Clainton had appointed ‘TOom Grumbly Lo
head up the Dept. of Cnergy's (DOE) nuclear waste clean-ups
in the winter of 1933, sc Tom was now in a better position to
help us. In May of this year ve were informed by his opriice
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that Mz, Orumbly had personally in the spring qone %o the
poena power at Uniontown.
Through our dealings with the NRC, we came to learn about the
nearby “Wingfoot" sitec that involved Goodyear Aercspace and
DOE. %his was a "top secret" activity where they enriched
radicactive uranium in a deep pit onsite for reactor fuel.
NRC told ue thie went on from 1974 -'84. NRC supplied CCLT
with documents showing Goodyear's rad license etc. They
admitted that all the rad material could not be tracked that
left Wingfoot - leading us to wonder if it came here to IEL.
currently "six cubic feet of top secret data"

. .at Oakridge (DOE) that we want to sc¢g,
that is now being declassified. (We are not only concerned
about radiation, but research chemicale poseibly used at
Goodyear Aerospace for government contracts.

* August 1994 - The NRC now backe away from its statements to
CCLT, citing some pathetic / bogus reasans in a letter from
the NRC director and claiming the NRC can't come in now
because of an intaragency agreement between NRC & EPA. The
director parsonally calls CCLT and suggests a meeting with
citizans. This was eonn reneged upon. NRC then esaid it
would only come in if EPA was with them! Alse, NRC failed to
respond in writing to a list of technical questions it had
psked COLT to put together regarding NRC testing procadures.
(We strongly believe they now refuse to answer bocause they
sided with us about doing cores and against “field
filtering," making EPA look very bad.)

¢ BEPT./ OCTOBER 1994 - EPA ie desperately tryiny Lo walk out
cf here, ucing the highly questionable SAB ceport and ATSDK
consult - which has just been shot down by L.e 3eptember
relence of information from OLPA/ UBELA councerning fleld
filtering, which ctates that for rish assessmeutl, Lilterirg
should NOT BE USED. This ir what we've said for 2 years, but
ATSDR failed to incorpeorate thisVits comments, conveniently.
ﬁiﬁttt'ttitiit'itt&&&tﬁ-oaﬁwqttuﬁa‘tAAAAaoaan-tnﬁttata-laaltt
It is critical to understand the nature of the contaminants
burlied at YEL sc that the proper remvdies are implemented ana
‘that futura generaticns are alev pProteCted. . J.i@e, ORIOWEPA e . - rmmomm s
w~toldd us that~if-man-made™iddiatli®n 1s 1dentilied, the pump
__and treat may be scrapped. (The.state found & ‘mean—orf 2,000
pPico curies of man=made Tritium In the so called *valid”
round, which is 20 (imes over background. This alone should
warrant the cure samples.) _Wa are also gxtremely concorned
about the raden and oitlier yukpewn radiation 5 C
Present AL the gases. Siuce the NRC told ue about wingfoot
waing a gas celled uranium hexarflouride (U I 6), we want that
also tested . There are 150 tons of toxioc gases generatcd o
yesar. EFA is currently trying to push the clay cap and gas
system on us and we fear what they may exposz¢ residents to,

CCLY
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congeriied Citizens of Lake Townsaip PO Box 123 Uniontown, OH 44685

70t Dr. Batocher = Auinistrateor CDC/ATEDR

FROM: Concerned Citisens of Lake Twp./Uniontown IEL Superfund
gite, Uniontown, Ohle

RE: 8ite backgroupd info, health concerns &k needs

."...'..‘...00.0.0!"10.000'.-0'00.0!...0-.0.--00't‘.t..‘o:.

The Unicntown IEL is a 30 acre landfill that ie located just
3/10ths of & mile trome the square of town (1/2 mile from our
grade school) in & glaciated ares that wac formerly used for
the excavation ot sand & gravel. According to Ohic EPA, over
780,000 tons of “"hazardous substances" werc depesited into
this site that sits just a few feet apove the sole-source
aguifer that is depended upon by hundreds of thousands of
pecple. EPA stated that there are 20,000 residents
potentially affected in a thre¢ wil: rediue. The local health
dept. in charge of monitoring this site during ite operation
during the years between 1ve6 - 1978, stated that up te 11
thousand gallons per day were dumped (usually straight onto
the ground into chemical lagocng). ryevitnesses saw the
nuclear signs on trucks coming in during 1969 and 1970 on a
daily basis. This site was listed as fourth in the country
sut of 244 sites on the proposed NPL in Oct. 1984.

nuring the EPA's Remedial Investigation and Design Phane
testing, virtually nearly every toxic chemical found un the
Priority Pellutant List has been found at this site in the
air, soil, gases or water. Such poisons as PCP, PCP,
Benzene, Toluene, VC, carbon tet, Chlorodane,
Tetrachloroethene, etc. have been found, along with high
levels of nuclear Tritium, uranium, radium 226, radon in hiyh
levels in vent gases and traces of Plutonium 238 & 239.
Kowevar, MOBT of the compounds found in the water are found
via "library search' and show up AS nrIiCcs', or tentatively
{dentifieds and are NOT svern found on these normal scans! We
have good reason to believe that these unknowns are Irrom
goverrnmant resoarch and top secret facilities that were under
o.ntraect. Our major pclluters are Goodyear, Goodyear
Asrospace, Firestone and Goodrich., The US Army was on the
site's manifest as having dumped here in 1969 & 1970.

via 2 tag grants we have hired sone top experts (including
Dr. Warren Muir & John Voung toxicologists; Dr. Henry Cole.
Dr. Ben Ross, Dr. Kurt Brown and Dr. Marvin Resnikoff. These
exparts elong witn citizens, pelit:cians and media have
raiced extrenely serious concerns apout the guality of the
technical data at this rite over the last eleven years of

our fight and the heliaf is thut the remedies eselected by EPA
{in 1989 in the ROD may actually cause mere health Xigks.
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' Plans of a clay cap &

pump and treat may spew poisone downetream through the
community once again, becausc they refuse to address the
radiation and unknowns. (How will they know that their
treatment is working, IF they don't know what they are
treating?) Likewise, experte have calculated that this site
generates 150 TONS of toxic gases per year and these experts
fear that EPA's clay cap may force gases out laterally and
into nearby homes in the sand & gravel or they will be sent
out via the gas vent inte the air over this heavily populated
area. EPA's proposed “gas extraction system" is very
quastionable and may create dioxins, furans and will not
remove the radon and other possible radiation contaminants.
Their contractors are not health experts and we do not trust
their slick "models" and promises of a 99 § burn, when we
aran't evan getting an incinerator and the contractor's
background axparienca does not show experience with a toxic
waste site, but maraly on municipal landfills.
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HEALTH PROBLEMS

Almost from the beginning of our fight which began in 16&3 we
vere told of strange clusters of miscarriages, cancers,
neurclogical disesses, hirth defects and rarae diseases. W«
fought off health studies ir 1986 and 87 because not enough
info wae known about the pathways of exposure and kinds of
toxine. Inctead, CCLT acked ATSDR to support our battle to
ebtain thc proper tecting from EPA to addreee eorious data
gape. ATEDR agrced to do co - to a point., Ultimately, we
wore teold by Barry Johncon 3 ycare ago that "ATSDR wae
punished for helping Uniontown" to the tune +f a 15 million
dollar funding cut by EPA. From there after, ATSDR hae worked
againet ue, including the most reoent health coneult on the
radiation - which is totally outrageous and in our opinien,
unethical. ATSDR failed to follow guidelines for risk
ussesement which calle for ypfiltered samples for the
radiation, ( or at least brtu filtered and unfiltered) and it
made health-based judgenments on bad data that our experte
invalidated! Dr. Eleine Panitz from Princetcn hes told us
thot it is her professional cpinicn as an MD that there is a
“serjicus oun=going public health threat from radiation" at
this slle, 24 houwrs a day and fzum woie Lhan vne pathway (nol
Just the water, she said). Dr. Panitz reportedly told her
concerns to Thowmas Grunbkly, Dr. Johnson, Governwent Affairs
and EPA. She was lgnured. We Liave also been Lold Lhal 1L was
eblimated thal the Canver rate lece is 7 Lo @ times the

1
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national average. Another private study involving pulled
death certificates indicated that the primary brain cancers
vere at least twice the national average, in young and old
alike, It is our strong belief that each time that we have
called attention to these very serious health problems in our
community, the "oppesition" has made sure that further
testing was dropped -so that no concrete linkage could be
cntabl?shod. In a recent instance, a wrongful death suit
stemaning from a youth dying of bone cancer on the southern
bordar (when filed 2 years ago they asked 25 million
dollars), this case settled out of court based strictly on
radjation last March., However, the public wee not informed
of these circumstances and rad teets were dropped while the
case was pending - after high levels of radiation were found
in IEL landfill's xonitoring welle located near thie
residence in Aug. '92! Therefore, many innocent families
were punished and remain vulnerable. No further testing is
planned and many do not have alternate water, with soil gas
migration a serious concern. Note: Rate of flow of
groundwater is very fast - up tn 6 ' per day, according to
USCS. Since the dumping occurrad 20 years ago, we belleve
large numbers of people have bean exposed to deadly toxins.

Ae stated, in the earlier years, during the mid to late 80's,
ATSDR made some attempts (after we clubbed tham over the head
with our refusal to cooperate with them in atudying us like
rate) to werk with citizens. Other groups have auggastaed
that we were just a "token" gesture. While we tried hard for
years not to believe that this was the case, ATSDR's conduct
here in the 90's leaves us little room to think otherwise.
ATGDR'e Dr. Johnsen and Mr. Bob Williame have hoth raiced the
ire of internationally kreown radiation health expert, Dr.
Rosalie DBertell, becausa of their terrible responses to the
radiation concern at IEL. Cn November firet, Dr. Bertall
wrote & letter te Dr. Johncen reflecting euch disgust with
ATSDR that she cc'd ths UE EBurgcon Cenerall Please require
Dr. Johnsen to provide to you all corraespondence between Dr.
Pertell and Williams and Johnson regarding Unientown....
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THINGS THAT ATBLDR MUST DO AT THIG OITE 70 RIGHT A BERIOUVE
WRONG:

1. ATSDR has recommended that in~home aixr monitoring be done
in N. west Unlontown because coutamination in water end
soils. The buzden of proof is once again on the ecitisens to
prove it is coming from the site (EPA insiete that it don't
the scurce). ATADR should demand that EPA test thoroughly all
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pathways that citigens & experts have repeatedly pointed out
a8 possible conduits for gas migration ( i.e., storm

sewers, leteral shafts into the hill and other preferentcial
pathvays~- knowing full well that scientifically speaking,
gasep .

2. ATBDR must insist that wells north and northvest already
shown to be contaminated with tetrachloroethene be tested for
the same list of contaminants as perforued oo the site's
monitoring wells, inoluding radiation. To rule the landfill
out before such analysis is oconducted is highly suspeot,
given the proximity of this Superfund site.

3. ATSDR sbould retract entiiely its "health consult" on the
radiation dated April Sth, 1994, because of the agency's
complete ignorance regarding guidelines for risk/ health
ascesoment and the use of field filtering vs. unfiltered
samples ~ whioh proved to dramatically lower high levels of
gress alpha and beta readings down to "acceptable" levels.
Example: Unfiltered the state EPA got a alphe reading of
235. The same sample split with UBEPA only registered ¢.s
pPico curies and therefore, 'no cause for cencern"... BUT our
residents only drink UNfiltered water from their private
vells and ATEDR knows this!

4. 1IN 1987, ATEDR's Mark Bashor suggested with proper
testing (which still has yet to be done) there ray be & need
for a large evaciation like at Times Reach. ATEDR muat new,
bafore things progress with the clay cap any further beyond
this design stage, demand that the EPA perform core samples
for radiation (including transuranics and fission preduets)
in the upper third of the site. PPA and ATBDR both suggested
in the past that {f man-made rad was found in any samples
that they wvould consider changing their pesitien against
cores. Well, the nuclear Tritium found hera in groundvataer
(over a awillion pico curies) as well as other readings that
vars averaging 20 times OVER background SHOULD warrant such

action {mmediaztely.

6. ATSEDR should eit down in the near future and reascess
IEL's 1969 Hoalth Assessment with our citizen's group, CCLT.
The agency left us hanging back then because of

the fact that the agoncy suggested that it really couldn't
say much about the extent of the health Lhreat posed by the
site (although ATBDR clearly staled that there indeed

WAE a threat at this site - albeit this was based on a
terriblo data base), because of the EFA's poor data base.
Dr. Johnson told us that he wanted to testify to Congress

regarding the pressure placed on ATSDR for helping us. It is
long over due that he speak out about such coercion. NRC and
DOE have both gone to the EPA I.G. regarding the radiaticn
and possible wrong-doing by EPA. W¥hy not ATBDR?
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INTERNATIONAL INSTITUTE OF CONCERN FOR PUBLIC HFALTH

830 Bathurst Street, Tarnnto, Ontano, Canada MSK 4Gl
(410) 533-7361 * Fax (416) 533-7879
November 1, 1994«

Barry L. Johnson, Ph.D.

Agency for Toxic Substances and
Disease Registry

Executive Park, Building 4

1600 Clifton Road, E-3!
Atlanta, GA 30333

1ISA

Near NDr. Johnson.

Your 1wifwr of 26 Sept. 1994 did not clarify the "misunderstanding”
relative tn the Industrial Excess landfill (IEL) Superfund Sitc.

You repeat your smmexing “indcpendent expartise to review I1EL
groundwater moanfitaring data for public health significance.” You
state further that your "purpose was not to determine whather or
not persons had heen exposed tn radiation, but rather to gain (my)
opinion 86 to whether esxposurc to radiation at tha levels detcected
in the groundwater could lead to health consequencar.”

From & public health point of view such an fmpartant quosiion
cannot othically be answered in the way you pose 't As A
sniantiat T nocd a time frame. ecurce potantial, pathways analya s,
population at risk and other cssential picces of information befanre
simply diemisaing any possibility of human exposure. Once-a=vear
groundwoler samplem aro nov an aceeoplable barisx for decision~
making. Mureover, eince IFl. wac never Jlicensed {0 accept
redicactive weste, finding any contaminaticn should reise carious
allitional guestions. Tlor example, what potential expreures were
luvolved w' wn the radicactive meteriel wes truckad in and dumped.

Charttaule Fogaaaon No 0716048 6913
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I quection your credentials for the pusiliovn you seem to be in as
Accietant to the Surgeon Genevel, and will send this to him/her
together with your letter. T am auazed Lhal vou call demand of a
reananahle amount of inforwation "Lias . Pcrhaps engineers are out
of place at o public hwallli agency. We consider a decislon that
there is no tlureal (o the public heaith based on inadequate
information tu Le uwunethical. Certainly "bias’ lies in refusing to
look! Oue wunders whait you wish to hide.

Sincerely,

g R

Rosalie Bertell, Ph.D.,GNSH

¢c. Surgeon General
ot the US
Marvin Resnikoff _
ycnrisune Borello
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Congerned Citizens of Lake Tounship P.O.Box 123 Uniontown, O 44685
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11/1/94
USEPA Headquarters
Mr. Elliot Laws
401 M Street S.w,
Washington, D.C.

Jear Mr. Laws:

Because you were designated to be the top official in charge
of overseeing the Uniontown IEL case, we felt that ic was
appropriate to call to your attention the following concern
and request regarding USEPA's plans for the "SaAB® meeting to
be held in Uniontown on November 30th on the radiation at IgL.

Pirst of all, we were very Aisturbed that our request
previously made to both the Region and Headguartere
last month that FPA , (as
ance was tha normal procedure in the past), but for some
reason this process was ignored thic time. Inatead, Region 9
called us last veek with a final datc, one that had
apparantly already met the approval of other governument
agancies and seleot ‘ndividuale involved. Unfortunately, I
hava a major conflict, in that I am suppcae to be at an
impartant meeting with you on that date in Atlanta with Dr.
Satcher, head of CDC, regurding the sericus health concerns
at our Superfund Site and cthers around the country. This
date had already becn confirmed weeks before and EPA should
a2, at least at Headguarters. (I have not
decided yet whioh meeting to attend. EPA 1efused to rhange
the meeting when informed of this confllct, saying ti.e date
had already been worked out for the olher parties involved).

Aleo, I was informed by EPA Meadquarters that there will be a
"panel discussion" on the radiallun on the 30th and that
USEDPA has invited reprecsentatives of NAREL, ATSDR, NRC, SAB
and the Ohiec EPA to be invulved in about IEL's tate. We are
Upset and ocncerned that our own expert was not asked teo
participate! WwWe feel that as it stande, the scenario
described here is very much “stacked" against us by design.
Therefore, we request that USEPA pay to fly in CCLT's expert
o &t least allov for some semblance of fairness and balance!
As you may be aware, we are out of TAG funding, so that we
are unable to bring experts into the discussicons at public
meetings in the ruture. Because of the controversial nature
of this meeting, wve sincerely hope that EPA will honor this
request. Please contact us with your decision as soon as
possible. Thank you.

Yours truly,

"Christine Borelio DIresident
cc- Concerned Citizens of Lake
: Twp./ TFL Superfund Eite

Region 5 =« Linda Kern 20
Senator Glenn [ 65&49/ Lho”
Mr. Toby clark / Clean Sites

Mr. Tom Grumbly / DCE

Dr. Marvin Resnikoff

Mick Marrison / GAP

Linda King / EHN

vl 'y
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11/21/91

Nuclear Regulatory Commiccion - Region 3
Mr. Axelson - Director

Dear Mr. Axelson:

Enclused with thie letter is a copy of the letter we just
received today fruw USEPA Headquarters in response to our
November i1st letter (which yvu were copied on last week).

It is a total l1lie that EPA eves ran the week of the 28th by
us, infact, ss ve pleaded to be given a vouple dates, but
were never consulted, until they had already chosen Lhe 30th.
we can only assume they are saying this now to cover thelr
behinde, because pormally they would have run snme dates by
us tirst! That is precisely why our suspicions became
aroused, we weren't hearing anything.

Last week I spent a good hour on the phone with Mike McCann
telling him about what EPA was pulling with thie meetirg #nd
the timing of this 12 million § trial. I also faxed several
pages of material to him for you all to read. He wasn't sure
that he'd seen the material we sent the first wveek in
September that we'd gotten off the state regarding the ban on
field filtering etc. (about 13 pages). So please check to
make sure that you all received this info and have read it.
It was extremely important.

CCLT is herceby reguesting (n light of all that we now know
about this Novembar 30th meeting) that the NRC NOT attend

on the 30th, thereby aveiding the appearance that your agency
is part of a oconspirasoy to influence the public during a
trial. (Especially since the paper reported that the
companies may argue that the publicly about the radiation had
an affact!) Eince that Jay that you called me, you know that
we strongly felt that your agency should stand on its own in
mesting with us, anyway, and thie development should
certainly convince you that it would be beet to deal with ue
ceparate from the EPA. If you want it to ke e publia mecting,
that's fine with us, in fact we'd prefer it. But, please, if
your people meant what they told us over the monthe that we
communicated, don't help EPA play these games with our
peoples' lives. It is terribly wrong. Please let ue know
your response as soon a: possible and we can set up & new
meeting date, possibly in January.

Bincerely,

, /’Ab i il W‘j ‘
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