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CANIT, State reinforce opposition
to DOE’s local waste storage plan

by PATRICK KEYES

The message from residenis of
the Town of Tonawanda to the
U.5. Department of Energy is a
familiar refrain: get out of town.

{See editorial on page four)

The message was echoed by a
gmall but enthusiastic crowd at a
public hearing Wedneaday spon-
gored by the Coalition Against
Nuclear Materials in Tonawanda.
The meeting was held to add to
the already growing public com-
.ment against the DOE's plan to
atore radioactive waste from four
Tonnwonda sites in one newly
eonstructed cell near the Niagara
River. i

While the DOE has said it will
weigh all commants aqually, one
comment that came in that day
cortainly will carry a lot of
weight. Thomas C. Jorling, head
of the state’s Department of Envi-
ronmental Consarvation, gave the
state's position on the matter by
saying they want to see the waste
removed and sent to an out-of-
state site.

“That’s just great news and it
couldn't have come at a better
Hime,” said Richard Tobe, head of

Erie County’s Department of En-
virpnmant and Planning and
¢hairman of CANIT, “This group's
position is to hopefully alter the
decision of the DOE and so far
we've felt there has not been
enough chance to offer comment
from vur perspective.”

Tube cited several reasons for
last week’s meeting following a
publi¢c hearing set by the DOE on
Dac, 1 of last year. He mentioned
that thera wasw't adequate time
for review of the proposal ta store
waste from four radicactive waste
sites in the town into one newly
constructed clay-rapped ceil on
what is known as the Ashland 1
site, adjacent to the Niagara Riv-
er,

“There also wasn't enough time
for people to speak at the meet-
ing,” Tobe added, explaining that
CANIT's position had to be sub-
mitted in writing because it was
too long to be read aloud, “We
want to see all of the material
excavated and we want to gee it
taken out of Tonawanda,”

At thiz meeting, Tobe said a
similar sitoation in the Chicago
area was resolved in favor of local

opponents to the DOEs plan to
gtore the waste in a pew cell
there. That gives officialg here
hope for a change of heart hy the
federal officials.

The DOEs cost estimates for
transporting the waste was ques-
tioned. Federal officials say it will
cost more than $200 million,
while Erie County Legislator
Charles Swanick, a CANIT mem-
ber, said his discussions with
Conrail officials cut that cost esti-
mate by nearly $13 million,

Tobe gaid the DOE's current
plan calls for 2 percent of the
total cleanup funding available to
tako care of 18 percent of the
wasta hy volume from across the
nation located here,

Several remidentz spoke out
againgt the DOE proposal, with
aome people with technical exper-
tige citing the volatile nature of
the material in Tonawanda and
the dangera of the faedeval plan.

The comment period on the
proposal cloges Feb. 10, with a
final record of decision set for
later this summer by the DOE's
Washington directors.
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DOE should move waste out of town

the opinion that the U.S. Department of
Energy was acting in what it felt was the
best interests of the people of the Town of
Tonawanda in its long range planning aystem
for the radioactive weste left in the town after

Several weeks ago in this space, we gave

Linde's invelvement in the Manhattan District -

Engineering project of the 1340s. At that time,
we said that unless its decision showed other-
wise, the DOE had to be listened to due to its
expertise in the subject aren.

Almost immediately after the decision was
anngunced, that opinion changed. In this week
of losing foolball anabgies, it's safe to say that
while the DOE may have picked up its own
fumble, it iz clearly yunning the wrong way.

Thers are more than 350,000 cubic yards of
contaminated waste in the town at four sites.
The DOE wants to put as much of that as is

easily accessible into one new comtainment cell
on what it calls the Ashland I property, a small
parcel adjrcent to the BFI landfill off River
Road. That would put waste of a truly unknewn
danger quotient {despite what scientists might
believe, there’s no abgolute quality o anything
that volatile} within a conple hundred yards of
orie of the great fresh water resources in North
America.

Te say that is ridiculous is understating
things, The DOE geems ready to stick by its
guns, citing cost figures, the dangers of nioving
such material a great distance and other fac-
tors. Federal engineers and scientists claim the
protection of the storage cell they propose would
be mare than adequate to meet any standards.
However, that is in a perfect world. As was
mentioned at last week's public hearing, the cell
itself would become contaminated, thereby

making the site more dangerous; the fact that
we live in a unstable seismological area makes
such a prospect even more unsafe. .

Perhaps the greatest concern over all of this is
niot the immediate health concerns but the effect
of such a sterage facility on the plans for the
waterfront and how any potential danger so
close to the scene would affect those plans. A
major portion of this area’s economic future lies
in the possibilities Tor the waterfront. Putting
radioactive waste in close proximity to }and that
is prajected for major residential and commer-
cial development is a major mistake. )

I short, what seemed like a prudent course of
following the DOE's lead turned out to be a
white-knuckle txip. The waste in Tonawanda
does not belong here where there are remote
desert areas licensed to handle such matertal.
Spend the money that is available and get the
material cut of here. We shouldn’t have to pay
for past government mistakes.
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