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ston residents still live th Manhattan Project remnants 
Co)ztinucdfrom page 1A 50 vears." said Ronald Kirk earlier 
than $30 million. 

1s lt here to stay? That's a 
4 ~ .  .on that's st111 belng debated. 

Jackson served on a congres- 
sional oversight comm~ttee In the 
1970s under Rep. John J. LaFalce, 
D-Tonawanda. and recalled that. at 

this week from his office in Oak 
Ridge, Tenn. Kirk is the energy 
department's manager for the 
Xiagara Falls Storage Site. "The 
interim cap is working, all of our 
data shows that. This would just 
enhance the performance of the 

the t~rne, the consensus was "to clay cap. 
I e a ~ e  it there, but move ~t eventu- "To excavate the K-6% (3,200 
ally, under safe condlt~ons. But cubic pards of high-level radioac- 
nobc~dy wants it in their back yard. tive waste) - assuming we have a 
Afre don't want it here; ~se ' re  sur- high-level repository in this coun- 
jomded by chemical dumps and try - We're looking at $100 mil- 
Zarbage dumps." lion," Kirk said. 
: For the time being, Jackson said Kirk said the country's first 
$e is "comfortable with the way it's proposed high-level repository, 
pcapsulated. I like the perpetual Yucca Mountain in Nevada, is cur- 
care. I've been over there several rently under environmental scru- 
2imes. It's safe right now, but who tiny, but even ifit passes muster, "it 
k n o w  what it'll be like in the year may bein place by the year2015, but 
2050?" they already havecustomers in line. 
: But the U.S. Department of No other such facility exists in the 
5nergy wants to leave it there for- U.S. or has ever existed." 
~ v e r  with the placement of a "long- Leuiston environmentalist Joan 
?c ap," good for 200 to 1.000 Gipp doesn't buy it. She wants the 
y$ . The estimated cost is 515 waste removed. W ] e  a s&te Uni- 
fmillion. versity at Buffalo study in 1982 
: "i't'ith mainten;inie, even the examining cancer rates irL Leuiston 
jnterim cap u80uld last longer than and Porter foundthat the rates were 

What's buried at the Niagara Falls Storage Site in Lewiston: 
Roughly two pounds of radium, or one-third of the world's mined 

0,000 cubic yards of 
actively contaminated 
rials (soil and sludge). 
,000 cubic yards of high- 
residues from the 

rocessing of uranium ores. 
ost significant of these is 
,200 cubic yards of residues 
ode-name K-65 wastes, with 
half-life of 1,600 years. 
Dead animals used in testing 
arrive at standards for 
ation exposure: 100 hamster 
monkeys, 675 dogs, 
0 rabbis, 20,000 rats, 

rce: ,Yiagara CI~;CIIC. RocI~cs/cr 
not and Ci~mnicie. ER-1 sta~us 

.Yingara Gacrite 

not Out of the norm, the study had its Environmental Protection Agency 
limitations, both Gipp and the per- has documented that," Gipp said. 
son who conducted the study, Dr. ',And we have land there now that 
John Vena, agree. can never be used again. Whatever 

"There's no such thing as a they did back then, we are paying 
secu re  landfill, t he  U.S. the bill for now, and that was prime 

fann!and. It's a travesty." 
Gipp recalled that she could once 

view the infamous "silo" from her 
kitchen window. The structure was 
a 165-foot concrete silo that con- 
tained the highest-level radioactive 
waste at the site. The residue was 
pumped from the silo into a storage 
site there, and the silo was demol- 
ished in 1955. The debris also was 
buried at the site. 

"This was really a dark spot in our 
history," Gipp said. "The govern- 
ment just lied from the get-go. It's 
cost us a lot of money, in health 
dollars and tax dollars, and they still 
haven't done anythmg. My solution 
is to get all of the stuff out of here. 
Put it in steel containers and when 
they have a place to put it, then get 
it out of here." 

Following a DOE letter in May 
1993 to the EPA announcing its 
plans for final capping of the 
Lewiston site, the EPA responded 
that while it is not opposed to long- 
term, on-site management of the 
waste at the site, it is opposed to the 
same solution for radioactive resi- 
dues at the site. The state 

Department of Health and state 
Department of Environmental 
Conservation concur-red with :lie 
EPA. 

The DOE will make the final 
decision in consultation xith the 
EPA, Kirk said, but it is stlil 
awaiting advice from the Xational 
Research Council, which has beeil 
studying the situation for well over 
a year. A report is forthcoming, 
according to agency oiiiciais. 
"f e just had a meeting that 

ended Wednesday and had another 
markup of that report," said Dennis 
DuPree from his Washington, D.C., 
office Friday. DuPree is senior 
project assistant for the agency's 
Committee on Remediation on 
Buried and Tank Waste, n~hich 
specifically is conducting the study. 
"\tTe're probably looking at another 
month before it's complete." 

DuPree ~vould not indicate which 
way the committee was leaning. but 
Jackson is still hopeful the danger- 
ous waste will one day be removed. 

"It'd be nice for us to get rid of it 
-and that's our stand-but ho\vi" 
Jackboo asked. 

That indeed remains the 
quesrion. 
- 
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