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Meeting on Niagara Falls Storage Site coming up this week

LEWISTON: There are currently four alternatives for clean up at the site.

Posted: Sunday, January 10, 2016 7:35 pm

By Joan McDonough joan.mcdonough@niagara-gazette.com

LEWISTON — Last month, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers released its feasibility study and proposed plan for
 the clean up of Niagara Falls Storage Site, located at the old Lake Ontario Ordnance Works site on Pletcher Road.
 The fate of the site is currently in a period of public comment, lasting until Feb. 6.

A public meeting will be held on the proposed plan will be held Wednesday at the town of Lewiston Senior Center,
 beginning at 6:30 p.m.

This 191-acre site was used to store materials used to create nuclear weapons in the 1940s and 1950s. In the 1980s,
 the waste left behind was consolidated into a 10-acre Interim Waste Containment Structure (IWCS). The
 radioactive materials left behind include K-65 residues and radium-226 which release harmful gas and radiation as
 it decays. The feasibility study revealed four acceptable alternatives to the current structure and the proposed plan
 specified Alternative 4 to be the best choice.

The site is split into Subunits A, B and C. Each subunit was constructed differently and contains different waste,
 according to the proposed plan. Subunit A holds "residues and commingled wastes" including K-65, L-30, L-50 and
 F-52. Subunit B holds "debris and wastes" including "rubble/debris associated with storage, handling and transfer
 of K-65 residues and various demolished building structures, soil surrounding the debris and Middlesex Sands, all
 contaminated with ore processing residual material." Subunit C holds "residues and wastes" and "includes most of
 the soil contaminated with ore processing residual material."

Options for clean-up

• Alternative 1, which was to take no action, was ruled out "since it was determined in the IWCS feasibility study to
 not be protective of human health." All of the following alternatives have been evaluated and were found to
 adequately fulfill the criteria of "overall protection of human health and the environment" and "compliance with
 ARARs(applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements)."

• Alternative 2 is to create more effective ways of containing the radioactive waste in all three subunits and then to
 monitor the site. This option is estimated to cost $67.4 million and leave over 278,000 cubic yards of effected area.
 Alternative 2 is highly and quickly implementable and considered the most effective plan in the short-term, but it
 was determined to be the least effective in terms of reducing the level of toxic materials and would require the most
 amount of maintenance and monitoring. This is estimated to take about two years to complete.

• Alternative 3A would excavate and remove Subunit A but better contain Subunits B and C. This option is
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 estimated to cost $303.6 million and leave more than 211,000 cubic yards of effected area. Alternative 3B would
 excavate and remove Subunits A and B but better contain Subunit C. This option is estimated to cost $362.4 million
 and leave over 181,000 cubic yards of effected area. Both Alternative 3A and 3B were determined to be highly
 effective in the long-term but only moderately effective in terms of reducing the level of toxic materials and both
 would require maintenance and monitoring after the initial work was carried out. These alternatives are estimated to
 take 7.5 and 8 years, respectively, to complete.

• Alternative 4, the proposed option, is to excavate and remove all three subunits for off-site disposal. This option is
 estimated to cost $490.6 million and leave nothing behind. This is considered to be a highly effective option in the
 long-term, moderately implementable and moderately effective in terms of reducing the level of toxic materials but
 would require no maintenance or monitoring after the initial work was carried out. This is considered to be the least
 effective plan in the short-term, however, as it includes the greatest amount and duration of "opening the IWCS cap
 and handling and transporting the IWCS wastes, including the residues." This is estimated to take 8 years to
 complete.

Step-by-step

The process of handling sites like these has five key steps before action is taken. The first step is preliminary
 assessment and site inspection to determine if there is a potential problem. Next is remedial investigation to find out
 what the problem truly is and how dire the situation could be. Then the Corps puts together a feasibility study to
 compile alternative ways to correct the problems left behind by these storage facilities.

After, the Corps will put out a proposed plan in which they express to the public which alternative has been
 determined to be the most effective. Finally, a record of decision is made to finalize the chosen alternative after
 input from the community. Remedial design and remedial action are potential actions following these first steps if
 any alterations need to be made to the proposed plan. After the work has been completed, the area will move into
 site closeout and then long-term management if applicable.

Other local sites

Western New York is home to four other sites with similar situations and stories.

• The Guterl Steel Site in Lockport just recently completed the remedial investigation phase; data and research were
 completed in 2007.

• The Linde Site in Tonawanda received a record of decision for one portion of the site in 2000 and another for the
 other area in 2003; both decisions were to remove all contaminated material.

• The Seaway Site, also in Tonawanda, received its record of decision in 2009; this was to contain some portions of
 the site and remove others.

• The Tonawanda Landfill Vicinity Property received its proposed plan just a few months ago and had a public
 comment period ending Dec. 14, 2015; the proposed plan was "targeted shallow removal and off-site disposal."

The NFSS proposed plan and feasibility study (and all other documentation on the site) is available at
 www.lrb.usace.army.mil/Missions/HTRW/FUSRAP/NiagaraFallsStorageSite.aspx under "Reports" or in hard copy
 at the Town of Lewiston Public Library and the Youngstown Free Library. Any comments or questions may be
 directed by email to fusrap@usace.army.mil or mailed to U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Buffalo District,
 Attention: Environmental Project Management Tear, 1776 Niagara St., Buffalo, NY 14207. For more information,
 community members may also call (800) 833-6390.

IF YOU GO

• WHAT: Niagara Falls Storage Site public meeting

• WHERE: Lewiston Senior Center, 4361 Lower River Road, Lewiston



• TIME: 6:30 p.m. Wednesday




