Demolition at West Valley to be discussed
By John F. Bonfatti NEWS STAFF REPORTER
Updated: 01/23/08 6:38 AM
The 41-year-old Cattaraugus County building that holds the largest concentration of deadly
radioactive waste in Western New York would be torn down under a plan emerging for the
West Valley Demonstration Project.
The 275 canisters of dangerous waste generated at the project, on the site of a failed nuclear
fuel reprocessing center, would be moved into a new building, according to a plan developed
by an interagency task force of federal and state officials.
The old building and its 2- to 4-foot-thick reinforced concrete walls, once the heart of the
first and only commercial fuel reprocessing center in the country, would be demolished, the
rubble removed and the contaminated soil underneath it excavated to a depth of 40 feet.
That work and a number of other recommendations for cleaning up the 167-acre site will be
detailed at a public meeting at 6:30 p.m. today in the Ashford Office Complex.
The task force, created a little more than a year ago after a long standoff between federal and
state officials over the future of the site’s ongoing cleanup, has identified its preferred
alternative for moving forward.
What has not been identified, however, is where the money will come from to do the work.
The budget for the project, cut nearly in half over the last three years to $54 million this year,
does not cover any of the work.
In the short term, three areas on the site would be addressed:
• Four rotting underground tanks that once held the liquid waste now solidified in the
canisters would be dried out.
• A five-acre federal dump filled with nuclear waste would be capped, and a barrier wall would isolate it further from
the ground water.
• Two permeable barriers, designed to trap highly dangerous strontium-90, now leaking from underneath the
reprocessing building, would be constructed in an attempt to stop a plume of radioactive ground water from further
contaminating creeks in the area.
In the long term — meaning sometime before 2020 — other steps are envisioned:
• Construction of a new storage building for the canisters, which will remain on-site until a federal storage facility is

built.
• Transfer of the canisters to the new building.
• Demolishing the old processing plant and removal of the contaminated rubble, as well as the soil below it.
• Removal of a low-level waste water treatment facility and adjacent lagoons, a remote waste-handling facility and any
other structures not needed to maintain what’s being left behind.
The preferred alternative is the result of negotiations among the numerous federal and state agencies with responsibility
at the site.
But the main parties to the 27-year, $2.2 billion cleanup, the federal Department of Energy and the New York State
Energy Research and Development Authority, still have fundamental disagreements over who is responsible for doing
what at the site.
Resolving those disputes, which have led to the state’s suing the federal government, and determining how future
cleanup activities will be paid for remain obstacles to continued progress.
In general, the U.S. Department of Energy maintains that since the state has title to the site, the waste and the land are
the state’s responsibility.
The state argues that the federal government developed nuclear power and actively encouraged New York to open the
site, which accepted waste from both federal and commercial sources.
“I think the core team alternative is a good first step for getting more cleanup done at the site,” said Tom Attridge of the
state Energy Research and Development Authority. “One of the most positive things about it is the decision to take that
building down and get at the area at the source of the plume.”
Alan J. Steinberg, regional administrator for the Environmental Protection Agency, who helped prompt the
negotiations, said the agency “believes that we must continue progress in cleaning up this site.”
In an e-mail, Steinberg said the EPA supports decommissioning the site — the process of cleaning and closing the site
— in stages.
“Do what we can now, and set an aggressive schedule to complete the remainder in the near future when disposal
solutions become viable,” he said.
Judith Einach, director of the citizen monitor group Coalition on West Valley Wastes, said the group is generally
supportive of the plan, but the federal government must make a commitment to a full cleanup.
“The state will never have the money to do the cleanup job that needs to be done,” she said. “The feds need to step up
and take responsibility.”
jbonfatti@buffnews.com
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Preferred alternative will be unveiled
Updated: 01/22/08 6:48 AM
ASHFORD — A preferred alternative option for decommissioning the West Valley Demonstration
Project site will be unveiled beginning at 6:30 p.m. Wednesday in the Ashford Office Complex on Route
219.
The decommissioning alternative is being offered by members of a “core team” for inclusion in a new
Draft Decommissioning Environmental Impact Statement that could be up for public review next year in
preparation for environmental studies on site closure.
It is the product of 13 months of meetings by the core team, which is made up of representatives of some
of the key agencies that have been working on the project for the past 30 years, including the
Department of Energy, the state Energy Research and Development Authority, the state Department of
Environmental Conservation and the state Department of Health.
The presentation is part of a quarterly public meeting on the Demonstration Project. Long-term
proposals for project facilities and a state-licensed burial ground will be outlined.
The meeting will be followed at 8 p.m. by a West Valley Citizen Task Force discussion of the
alternative. The Task Force is a 16-member citizen advisory committee appointed by the state Energy
Research and Development Authority.
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Ashford Sees the End of an Era
By SUE FELDMAN
Journal Correspondent
Those who were present at the December 26 end-of-year Town of Ashford board meeting at the
Ashford Community Center were witnesses to an end of an era.
Supervisor William T. King presided over his last board meeting as supervisor while Town Clerk
John N. Seltzer attended in his last official capacity as clerk.
When combined, the total number of years in public service, that these two people have given to
their community as town officials, numbers an outstanding 62 years.
Councilman Christopher Gerwitz (supervisor-elect) presented a plaque to King and Seltzer on
behalf of all board members, past and present. Gerwitz shook hands with both men as he thanked
them for their dedication and work throughout the years.
In addition, as Gerwitz gave Seltzer his plaque, noting his 34 years as town clerk, he thanked
Seltzer for the time spent teaching citizenship to the Boy Scouts as they worked toward their award.
"Troop 656 also appreciates the time you gave to us," Gerwitz said.
Seltzer thanked the board and noted his pride in the community, including the fire company and
the number of his former students who have gone on to serve the community in one form or
another, including two current board members (Gerwitz and John Pfeffer) and Highway
Superintendent Tim Engels.
It was noted on King's plaque that he had spent 28 years in service to the community, 17 of those
as supervisor of the town.
King thanked the board and reviewed many of the issues and changes he has dealt with over the years.
A thank you also went to his wife, Carol, "She has been a great help to me over the years."
King reminisced about those he has worked with, "I've had the privilege to work with many
people who are dedicated to the town. . .constables, board members, town clerks. A lot has come
out of this town and a lot more will. The town will get better, you have a good man taking over."
King also remarked, "John (Seltzer) and I have been talking about this day. We just want to walk
quietly out the door. The records speak for themselves."
Gerwitz cited the success that comes from working as a team, which he stated has been proven
over the years under the leadership of King.
"It has been nice working with the both of you the last 18 years," he stated.

Councilman Charles Davis said, "The greatest gift one person can give is their time and effort.
You have proven this over and over. Remember how it was when you took over, compared to
how it is now. Thank you very much."
Board business for the evening also included the official resignation of Gerwitz as councilman.
His duties in that position ended Dec. 31.
On that note, the board moved to appoint William Heim to fill the vacancy on the board. Heim
will finish the term of Gerwitz, which runs for one more year.
When asked by Gerwitz if he would consider the position, Heim said he would "help the town
out wherever they feel I'll do the most good." Heim is currently on the planning board but will
leave that post when he moves to the town board position.
King told the board that he agrees with the decision to appoint Heim, "You are fortunate to have
a man of that caliber to accept the appointment."
In other matters, the water committee met on Dec. 19. King, Gerwitz, Bob Potter and Dick
Conrad met to discuss any updates. They also decided, on the recommendation of Gerwitz, to
appoint Jim Boberg to the water committee. It was the consensus of the group that it would be an
added benefit to the town if they had a member of the school board included to get their input
and work with them.
In other news:
•The town will purchase a tractor with a boom mower. This will be used to cut brush along the
banks on the side of the town roads.

Springville Journal, Thursday, December 27, 2007

Year in Review (2007)
July 5
•
West Valley Environmental Services Company, LLC will conduct the next phase of cleanup at
the West Valley Demonstration Project. The approximately $159.3 million Interim End State
Completion contract with a period of performance through June 30, 2011 was awarded by the
United States Department of Energy on June 29.
July 26
•
The West Valley Demonstration Project has a poster that says, “What a Difference a Year
Makes.” It is filled with marking of where infrastructure has been reduced or demolished and
larger points of where various materials have been processed, decontaminated or shipped to
disposal in the past year.
“It aligns beautifully with the vision that we have for the site,” said Al Konetzni, president of
West Valley Nuclear Services Company and West Valley Environmental Services, adding his
vision is to at least reach the point where the only remaining items at the site are two disposal
area and four dried tanks.
August 2
•
At the nature of cleanup work changes and in a move that he deemed good for everyone, Al
Konetzni, with the approval of the government, decided to offer the West Valley Demonstration
Project’s workforce the opportunity to voluntarily leave the company and receive full separation
benefits.
Konetzni said Tuesday he’d like to see the program limited to less that 50 people.
August 16
•
The Journal sat down this week with officials from the West Valley Demonstration Project to set
the record straight on the spreading radioactive plume of groundwater at the WVDP site in
Ashford.
August 30
•
Additional work force reductions at the West Valley Demonstration Project were announced by
West Valley Nuclear Services Company on Friday, August 24.
September 20
•
This opinion piece is sent by the West Valley Citizen Task Force (CTF) in response to the article
that appeared in the August 16 edition of the Springville Journal entitled, “Radioactive Plume at
the WVDP not a Health or Safety Threat.” The CTF has significant concerns about the federal
government’s inaction regarding the constantly spreading radioactive North Plateau groundwater
Plume.
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Bush's Nuclear 'Reprocessing' Plan Under Fire
Haider Rizvi OneWorld US

NEW YORK, Nov 26 (OneWorld) - The Bush administration is pushing for plans to
reuse spent nuclear fuel in power reactors across the United States, but key
senators and nuclear analysts have raised economic and security concerns about
reusing the weapons-grade fuel.
"We have serious concerns about the implications of current plans for commercial
spent fuel reprocessing," a group of seven Democratic and one Republican senators
told Byron Dorgan (D-ND), chairman of the Senate Subcommittee on Energy and
Water Development Appropriations, in a letter last week.
The letter urged Dorgan and Ranking Member Pete Domenici (R-NM) to cut funding
for spent fuel reprocessing in an energy appropriations bill that is expected to be
considered along with many other spending plans next month.
The reprocessing is being promoted as part of the administration's Global Nuclear
Energy Partnership (GNEP), a plan to form an international partnership to
reprocess spent nuclear fuel in a way that renders the plutonium in it usable for
nuclear energy but not for nuclear weapons.
The energy and water development appropriations bill currently before the Senate
would provide $243 million for the initiative, whereas the House version would
commit $120 million.
Those who signed the letter include Senators Russ Feingold (D-WI), Ron Wyden (DOR), John Sununu (R-NH), Tom Harkin (D-IA), Bernard Sanders (D-VT), John Kerry
(D-MA), Daniel Akaka (D-HI), and Edward Kennedy (D-MA).
The eight senators said reprocessing is "not a solution" to the problem of nuclear
waste and held that it could weaken U.S. efforts to halt global nuclear proliferation.
In addition, they argued that the Energy Department's plans could cost taxpayers
at least $200 billion.
Arms control activists have welcomed the senators' call for funding cuts and said
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their letter reflects a growing skepticism in Congress about the administration's
reprocessing initiative.
"There are a variety of concerns about the program ranging from cost, to nuclear
proliferation risks, to past failures in this area," said Leonor Tomero, director for
nuclear nonproliferation at the Washington, DC-based Center for Arms Control and
nonproliferation.
In her view, the Energy Department's request for hundreds of millions of dollars is
not reasonable because its initiative and the GNEP "will not provide a viable
solution" to the nuclear waste problem.
The Senate Committee on Energy and Natural Resources recently held a hearing on
GNEP where many of its members expressed their concerns and raised serious
questions about the Energy Department's plans.
In addition to the senators' objections, the administration's current proposal has
also been criticized by the National Academy of Sciences (NAS), a pro bono
committee of experts that advises the federal government on scientific issues. In
its annual report this year, the NAS described the Energy Department's plan as an
"unwise" effort that lacked "economic justification."
Although the administration has failed to provide an official cost analysis of the
entire program, critics say it is clear that reprocessing is drastically more expensive
than the current practice of "once through" fuel cycle systems.
In 1996, for example, the NAS estimated reprocessing and transmutation could
easily cost $100 billion to deal only with the current spent fuel, and said technical
challenges likely will result in GNEP costing -- rather than saving -- money.
And the nuclear power industry has expressed no interest in cost sharing, almost
ensuring that the entire burden would fall on taxpayers.
At the recent hearing NAS scientists said there was no need for GNEP and held that
the administration's accelerated timetable and efforts to initiate commercial-scale
facilities "will create significant technical and financial risks."
Noting that previous efforts to reprocess and reuse spent fuel had failed, the
senators recalled in their letter how, in 1983, Congress canceled the Clinch River
Breeder Reactor, initially estimated to cost $400 million, when GAO cost estimates
reached $8.8 billion.
In 1972, the West Valley, New York reprocessing facility was shut down as well,
after only reprocessing in its six years of operation the equivalent of four months of
spent fuel produced by the current fleet of U.S . reactors, whose $5.3 billion
cleanup effort is still ongoing.
"The GNEP has morphed into a large-scale construction project well beyond
research and development, they said, even though the technologies that GNEP
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proposes are not available.
Since first unveiling GNEP in February 2006, the administration has changed its
plans "at least four times," the senators stated in the letter, explaining that much
of the essential technology "will not be viable for 40-50 years."
"The GNEP hinges on the development and deployment of dozens of fast-neutron
reactors," the senators said, but added that not one has been commercialized
anywhere, "despite 50 years of U.S. and international research."
According to the recently released Keystone Center report, which is the product of
a federal, industry, academic, and nonprofit collaboration, "reprocessing of spent
nuclear fuel does not eliminate the need for a geologic repository, because there is
residual high level waste from the reprocessing stream that needs to be
sequestered in a geologic repository."
The report concluded that reprocessing would only divert attention away from a
viable long-term solution to nuclear waste, and the GNEP program may further
complicate the waste disposal problem as it proposes to reprocess spent fuel from
not only new domestic reactors, but also from foreign reactors.
The senators warned that the administration's proposed technologies would also
result in material that could be easily processed to make a nuclear weapon.
In their letter, the senators noted that commercial reprocessing in Britain, France,
Japan, and Russia has resulted in the accumulation of about 250 metric tons of
separated plutonium that can be used to make nuclear weapons, exacerbating the
risk of terrorists gaining access to this material.
"At a time when the United States is seeking to limit the spread of reprocessing
technology and expertise to other countries," they said, "resuming reprocessing
would reverse decades of U.S. leadership that contributed to countries such as
Argentina, Brazil, South Korea, and Taiwan abandoning their reprocessing
ambitions."
The Bush administration is trying to promote nuclear power as a clean energy
source that would reduce dependence on fossil fuels, whose use is a major
contributor to dangerous climate changes.
But many environmentalists and scientists, who see nuclear reactors as dangerous,
say nuclear power undermines real solutions to climate change by diverting
resources away from the massive development of renewable energy sources.
"Nuclear reactors are not safe because, in addition to natural disasters, they are
also vulnerable to unintentional human error," says Norman Dean of Friends of the
Earth (FoE), a network of hundreds of environmental groups around the world.
To Dean, there are many other ways to fight global warming, such as energy
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conservation and wind and solar power, which are cleaner and safer than nuclear
power.
Similar views have also expressed by a number of leading European politicians on
the use of nuclear energy for non-military purposes.
Last year in April, former environment ministers from European countries, including
Russia, sent a letter to then-UN chief Kofi Annan urging him to reform the mandate
of the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) and stop promoting the use of
nuclear energy.
"Nuclear power is no longer necessary," they said in the letter. "We have now
numerous renewable technologies available to guarantee the right to safe, clean,
and cheap energy."
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