


' by Bill Hﬁtchison_

lint Archuleta owned a
small farm and ranch in
southern New Mexico.
He had about a dozen head of cattle at any

given time, mostly for milk and meat for

his family. Or at least, he used to. Nineteen

years ago, before” Archuleta retired and
sold his land, something happened on his

ranch that would change his life forever.

On an unusually warm May night in
1982, Archuleta and his family .
sat down to one of his wife's
delicious home-cooked meals.
“We had roast that night,”
Archuleta: said. “Raised it
myself.” After dinner, Archuleta
and his young son' Dennis
washed the dishes. Exhausted
from a hard day at work on the -
farm, the family decided to
‘turn in early. After Dennis
climbed " into " his pajamas,
Archuleta and his wife kissed
‘the boy good night and went
10 bed. Half and hour later,
Archuleta was abruptly awak- -
ened by his son shricking fran-
tically for his father.

“] ran into Denny’s room,”
Archuleta said. “A whole mess of things
were running through my mind in the 30
seconds it took'me to get up and get down
the hall.” He burst into the boy’s room,
alarmed by the plaintive tone in his cry.

Tears were streaming down Dennis’ face, _

" “1 asked him what was wrong,” Archuleta
remembered. “He said there was a mon-
ster just outside. I was relieved, I was
. afraid something really had been wrong.”
Archuleta held his son for a moment, reas-
suring him that monsters didn’t exist. -
That’s when he heard it. “I couldn’t fig-
-ure out what the noise was. Something
unearthly, and a kind of garbled moan.”
. Archuleta looked out the window, saw
nothing but the evening sithouettes of a

few of his cattle. He realized it was one of

the animals making the noise that had

" frightened his ‘son. He threw on his

clothes, turned on the corral light and ran
outside.

“It was disgusting. At first, 1 thought
she’d been attacked by coyotes or some-
thing. One of my milk cows was bleeding
from everywhere.” Archuleta was stunned
at the sight, Black blood leaked from the
cow’s ears, nose, mouth and rectum. “I
about passed out,” admitted Archuleta, a
burly giant, even in his 70s, and not a man
who could be easily shaken. “I looked at
her eyes and as she stared back at me, she
opened her mouth like she was gonna

-mo0.” A big bubble of blood formed on

the cow’s lips, and the horrible gurgling
cry came from deep in the animal’s throat.
Archuleta ran inside and called the vet-

erinarian, knowing this 'was way out of his

realm of expertise. A couple of hours later,
Archuleta stood In front of the cow as the
veterinaridn readied a shot to put the

beast down. He told the vet.he'd rather A‘

‘not pay a man to kill his own cow. The vet
turned to Archuleta and shook his head.
He apologlzed to the rancher and said one
word.

Archuleta 1mmed|ately understood

“Anthrax,”

The cow had likely been infected by
spores that had lain dormant in the soil for
years. To avoid the risk of further contam-
ination, the rémainder of the herd had to
be put down as well. “We burned all those
bodies,” Archuleta said, remembering the
plume ‘of smoke that-blew off the massive
funeral ‘pyre. “Then we buried ’em in

quicklime. It was a sad, sad.day. " Archule- -

ta looked down. “We'd been tatking about

€6

- At first, | thought she’d
“been attacked by coyotes or
something. One of my milk
cows was bleeding from

everywhere.
»

retiting for a while, Seemed like we didn’t’

have much choice after that.” The monster
that Archuleta had assured his son was
only figment of his imagination was real,
but turned out to be far too small to ever
sce coming,

In the last’ few months, the world has

- become hyperaware of one of its oldest

dis_eases. But it's no longer limited to one
man’s farm or a handful of cattle — now
postal workers, government officials and
ordinary citizens have all been affected by
the disease. Some have died. And while
most of the cases have occurred on the

East Coast, New Mexicans who feel dis- -
tanced from the disease should think .

again — anthrax is closer than you think.

‘Consider the recent -controversy sur-

rounding Los Alamos National Labs’

(LANL) handling of its all-but-secret

anthrax research and shipments.

Santa Fe physician Matt Kelly has had a
front-row. seat for a number of epidemics
over the course of his decades—long career
— from an outbreak of the swine flu in
1976 to 1993’s hantavirus scare through-

out the Southwest. “To assume that the’

United States government does not have a
biological weapons program,” Kelly said,
“would be completely wrong. We should
be looking in our own backyard, at the
labs.”

While Iab officials originally denied that
any such program existed, much less was
housed in New Mexico, official LANL press
statements over the years have slowly
started to unravel. In the mid-'90s, when a

R&searchers work on anthrax DNA sequencing at LANL: “To assume that the United Statesgov
ernment does not have a biological weapons program would be completely wrong. We should be
PROLO by John BasSILANL

lookmg in our own backyard, at the labs.”

biosafety level three lab —_ which would.
aliow the labs to work with virulent
anthrax — was proposed for LANL, the
National Nuclear Safety Administration
made its justification short and sweet.
“There is currently no available facility
nearby in which living infectious agents
may bé studied safely,” read their press
statement. “In order to preserve the safety
of the United States and to protect the
country from weapons of biological war-
fare, such a facility should be créated. The
existing infrastructure and security at Los
Alamos National Labs make it a prime-can-
didate.” .

“

V|rulent samples of the live
- bacteria were shipped by
mistake to LANL. Lab officials

didn’t admit the error

more than a month,

”»

Lab officials further justified the need
for the facility by saying that existing LANL
laboratories were currently unable to deal
with live samples of deadly bacteria. At a
time when the cost of sending the deadly
bacteria to someone is a mere. 34¢, a safe
biological facility began to look very
tempting.

Then a research scncntlst at Northern
Arizona University shipped — by mistake
— virulent samples of the live bacteria to

LANL in late October. It came to light -

through the efforts of perennial LANL.
watchdogs, the Los Alamos Study Group
(LASG), but lab officials didn't admit the
error for more than a month, and only
after LASG blanketed other watchdog
groups with details of the transgression.

B Crosswinds Weekly

But the incident did also show that the Lab
could, in fact, safely handle bacteriological
agents. While it provided ¢omfort for’
some, many were confused about the need
for a new level three biosafety lab when-it

.already had a level two lab. LANL has said

it needs the added capacity for a stepped-

up research program.

In any case, the shlpping slip-up has
since made its way into the national spot-
light. Massachusetts Rep, Edward Markey
has launched his own preliminary investi-
gation into how .virulent anthrax could
have been shipped to the labs, seemingly
in direct violation .of federal Centers for

Disease Control (CDC) poli-

cies. Markey sent leiters to
the Department of Eneirgy
and Department of Health
and Human Services, investi-
gating whether the university
or the labs broke the law. At -
- the same time,; LANL is con- -
sidering revoking its long-
standmg policy against work-
ing with virulent anthrax, -
even before the blosafcty
fevel three lab is completed.
The history of anthrax goes
back much further than the
present-day terrorist crisis
with which LANL has been
asked to lend a hand. Mar-
garet Clemens, a professor
and bactenologlst at the University of 1lli-
nois, says it's as old as creation. “Many of

for -

-us who work in the field believe anthrax to

have been one of the deadly plagues men-
tioned in the Bible — it's tenacious, can

" hibernate for decades and kills m_dxscnmi-

nately. If God wanted to make a perfect

-killer, he did a good job.”

THE HISTORY OF
A ‘PERFECT KILLER'

Every. American who watches the

-evening network news now knows that

there are two types.of infection from the
bacteria. Cutaneous anthrax affects the
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ANTHRAX continued from page 9

skin, causing deep sores with a black cen-
ter. The black center — resembling

anthracite coal —— gave anthrax its name.

But inhalation anthrax, the ekponentially
more lethal of the two, wasn’t “discov-
ered” until the mid-1800s. In 1837, in the
British textile industry, wool sorters who
dealt with goat hair began to rapidly die
off. Over the next decade, what came to
be known as “woolsorter’s disease”
spread rapidly. It drew the attention of the
British medical community. Over the
course of the next 30 years, British doc-
tors compiled a database and discovered a
link between the virulence of the disease
and imported goat hair. Toward the end of
the 1870s, a doctor named J.H. Bell devot-
ed himself to puzzling out this mysterious
ailment. He managed to identify the
organisms in the blood of infected work-
ers, and recommended manufacturers
wash all imported hair before allowmg
workers to sort it.

A coroner’s jury, after investigating one
death, offered even stricter advice. Steep
it in salt water, they said, and wash it twice
in very hot water. Incidents of wool-
sorter’s disease decreased in the interven.
ing years. By the turn of the 20th century,
an Anthrax Investigation Board was
founded to make further study of the
problem and offer additional solutions.
Frederick Eurich, 2 prominent bacteriolo-
gist, was named to head the organization,
and over the course of the next two
decades, analyzed more than 200,000
blood samples and 14,000 goat hair sam-
ples. He discovered that blood-contami-

nated fibers were most ofien associated

with the discase, and tested hundreds of
methods for disinfecting the hair. Eventu-
ally, he found that a combination of alka-
line solution and formaldehyde was the
most effective way of destroying the
anthrax spores. After 1939, thanks in large

part to Eurich, no further cases were

reported among textile workers.

Anthrax had a much quieter presence in
the "United States. Between 1900 and
1980, only 18 cases of inhalation anthrax
in humans were reported in this country,
(No solid data exists on the number of
cases in livestock, but anecdotally, it was
much higher than in humans.) That hasn’t
stopped study of the bacteria. In fact, as
more . discoveries are made about the
nature-of the organism — as well as how
effectively it kills — many researchers are
becoming more and more enamored with
anthrax, “It's a beautiful bacteria,” said
Sam Weber. Now retired, Weber worked
for almost a decade at the CDC in Atlanta,
Ga. “Anthrax was born to kill.”

Although the CDC has not released a
comprehensive report in dlmost two
decades, Weber estimates that there has
likely been at least one case of inhalation
anthrax every other year since 1980. As a
perfect killer, it was inevitable that some-
one would eventually try to make it into
the perfect weapon. In 1988, a CIA report
revealed that JIraq had been heavlly
involved in producing mass quantities’of
anthrax, as well as other deadly biological
agents.

Without any reliable technology to
detect or prevent massive casualties from
a biological attack, LANL immediately

4 ‘ol
B, Anthracis vegetanve ce||s ina monkey spleen

stepped up to the plate. Lab scientists
began work on a plan that would allow
U.S. military forces to detect germ attacks
before they were able to inflict much dam-
age. The technology was mediocre and
consistently ineffective in test runs. The
project consisted of lasers built into mas-
sive cargo planes that would constantly
sweep a suspicious area. The lasers — in

theory — would watch for an

“aerosol cloud, the most likely

method of deploy-

ment for biological

weapons. Because
" the technology was

so unreliable, the

LANL plan was-

never implement-

1t would be 13
years before the
irony of LANDUs -

INCIDENCE RATE

detection  efforts
were revealed and
Markey could

launch his inquiry.
But the use of the
bacteria as a weapon
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an anti-caking agent, much like
what is used in common pow-
dered laundry detergents, or
better yet, aerosolized — an

expensive and incredibly dangerous pro
cedure.

“Ten thousand spores are more thar
enough to infect someone,” said Weber
“And they quadruple in an infected patien
every half hour or so.” As the toxin:
spread, Weber's hypothetical patien
would begin to cough and sweat. Breath
ing would become labored and would b
accompanied by intense pains in the ches
and high fevers. Tremors would begin

€

ne Thanks to experimentation,
more than 80 varieties of
anthrax now exist. Most have
come from universities and
military research facilities.

)

general body function would rapidl
break down. Starved of oxygen, the ski
would start to turn blue. Eventually, sai
Weber, the hypothetical patient woul
die. “And it is a very painful, very horribl
way to go."

Pundits have long bandied about th

o
c'”nesc ﬁ"""‘
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idea that even the most homicidal of ter-
rorists are frightened of using biowarfare
because of the unreliability -of the

~ weapons. These microscopic troops fol-
low no commander once released, and a
simple gust of wind is enough to undo
months of careful planning.

Thanks to experimentation on the bac-
teria, more than 80. varieties of anthrax
now exist. Most have come from univer-
sities and military research facilities,
although Clemens guesses that foreign

laboratories have fashioned several new.
strains that have yet to be classified — or

even discovered — by U.S. scientists.
But the dozens of anthrax strains still

have no reliable cure. Creating a viable

vaccine is far from' certain, A human

Cutaneous anthrax lesion on the neck of an infected man.
photo courtesy of COC

anthrax vaccine has existed for 50 years,
but vaccines against bacteriological
agents are unreliable, “That’s part of
“what makes anthrax so attractive to ter-
rorists,” said Kelly: “There are.two ways
to try and protect someone. One is
-before they're infected. Like a rubella
vaccine, you inject the patient with the
bacterlum, which, in theory, stimulates
the immune system to protect the host
from infection.”

Military med1ca1 data shows that exist-
ing anthrax vaccines fail in at least .10
percent of cases in ideal medical envi-
ronments. On the battlefield or in a city,
where such facilities are not immediate-
ly at the ready, the percentage of failure
begins to grow. In a city the size of Taos,
with a population of around 5,000, a

widespread infection would still result

in a row of more than 500 coffins.

The second way to protect a patient is
by injecting them with a toxoid, a
byproduct of the bacterium. “That s
more like a tetanus shot,” said. Kelly.
“You’re not trying to prevent infection at
that point, What you’re trying to do is
protect the patient from the harmful or
deadly effects of the toxin.”

It isn’t anthrax itself that kills some-
one — it's the toxins that are produced

. as the bacteria begin to react with the

body. “The purpose of the toxoid in a
tetanus shot is to keep the toxin. from
giving you lockjaw — but you're still
infected.”

With the dozens of varieties of anthrax :
in the world, each with its own degree of
virulence, one single vaccine has no
guarantee of widespread effectiveness.
“I've always had a healthy respect of
anthrax,” said Clemens. “And even fear.
But now, with people actively using it as
a weapon, I've gone beyond fear. I'm ter-
rified. We've turned one monster into
many, and refined it beyond its original
form.”

Kelly adds that the
secrecy at LANL and
the strategic “meting
out of information to
the public, especially at
a time like this, is unac-
ceptable. “Secrecy "is
patently anti-science,”
he said. “Scientists
should not be huddled
in biosafety labs keep-

~ing their data- from
each other.” Weber
adds, “This bacteria is
out in the world right
now, killing people. We
have deadly strains,
and no real way to pro-
tect soldiers or citizens
from it. o
“Modern medicine
can save a ot of peo-
ple, but it can’t work
miracles, especially if we don’t have the
information we need to.try and fashion
an effective vaccine. Whocever is mailing
letters with this stuff in it isn't going to
wait until we decide to work together.”
Sharing data, Kelly says, is the only way
science can work to reduce the dangers -
anthrax presents. Having research facili-
ties of every stripe, from private founda-
tions to universities to federal labs like
LANL and the CDC, all working in tan-
dem without proprietary boundaries
will allow speedier advances. “The way
you work something out in science is to
present an idea and have other scien-
tists beat the hell out of it with tests,”
Kelly said. “The more scientists that can
see your idea, the more testing gets
done, and done quicker. If we’re in dan-
ger from terrorists, we better share
information, so everyone in the ficld
can hammer out some solutions that
really work. 'LANL and everyone else.
needs to be open 'with what they discov-

er. We may not have all the time we
think we do.” CW ‘

Ben Hutchison is a Santa Fe-based
writer.



ENVFRONMEN?

Groups object to Area G

@ Los Alamos Study
| Group leads protest
| against LANL waste

storage site ;;

. . Monitor Staff Report
A ‘group of New Mexico

‘ ‘organizations plans to delivera

letter Wednesday morning to
-New: Mexico -Envirenment

Department Secretary Pete.

Maggiore, requesting him o } o5 on the future of the site.

close Los Alamos National Lab-
| oratory’s Area G, a news release
said.

Area G, in Technical Area 54,
. historically has been used. for

hazardous- wastes, including

" chemnicals “and

radloactxve
‘ matenal :

The enwronmental orgamm- :

| tlons, including the Los Alamos
| Study Group, have urged clo-
sure of the site. Their most
| recent effort involved delivering
“letter-cans” to Gov, Gary John-
| son. The letters were delivered
on cans of food designed to look
like small waste drums. The
| cans of food subsequently were

delivered to the Food Depot to.

provide food for poor people.

* According. the information
“provided by the study group, the
New Mexico Attorney General's
office requested closure of this
site on July 12, 2001, with no
response  from environment
officials. NMED operied a pub-
lic comment period Dec. 21 on
the most recent version of the
cleanup plan for Area G. The
' documents for comment are
‘available at the Hazardous
Waste Bureau web site. More

vlnformatxon is avaxlable at

www.lasg.org.
The 27 environmental organ-

“izations sending the letter are

concerned that hazardous
materials from the waste dis-
posal site are infiltrating: the
ground water and being distrib- -
uted through wind erosion. ,
They state that nio serious
closure plan has ever been sub-

mitted for Areg G -and:thatng -

oA

public hearings have ever been

The letter being delivered to
Maggiore describes Area G as
“a sort of unpermltted ‘WIPP
site.”

- LASG states that LANL began
the application process for per-
mitting its existing and planned
hazardous waste disposal sites:
on Mesita del Buey 21years.ago. .
The permitting process was
never completed, the study

- group says, although interim

-stattis was granted and contin-
ued for five years, even though
the EPA and NMED implement-

ed enforcement actions during- -

this time. -

LASG states that Area G
should have been closed years -
ago based on environmental
regulations and lack of a permit:-
A closure plan would, by law,

“include protections for citizens

and the environment, including
commitments to long-term
monitoring, financial assur-
ance, and creation of an accu-
rate waste inventory. Closure
options range from long-term

containment in place to
removal of some or all of the
waste. : .
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B Groups Ask For
More. Conten_t

BY JENNIFER MCKEE
. Journal Staﬁ‘ Writer

"The government watchdog
group. ‘that first urged the

Departmerit - of Energy to -

take . sensitive: information
-off agency. Web sites now
says the.DOE yanked public
information = wholesale off
the Internet, using security

as an excuse to keep the pub- -

lic in the dark.

The Project on Govern-
" ment Oversight sent a letter

Monday to Energy Secretary

Spencer Abraham saying his
department pulled informa-
" tion off the Web “apparently
* with little discretion.”
“An . informed, : eng_aged
-” populace is.a necessityin a
functioning democratic soci-
ety and access to govern-
ment’ information is ‘para
mount to thlS aim,” the lett
" reads. :

: “T he DOE needs to go over information it
| | takes down (from the Web). Takmg it down
‘ wholesale is brainless.”

. GREG. N_IELLO

did not respond to requests _

for comment. -

Los Alamos National Labo- -
_ratory-was one of the DOE.

facilities that pulled infor-

mation from its Web site at
- the. direction of its National

Nuclear Security Adminis-

" tration overseer. The NNSA -

~is the semidutonomous arm

of the DOE responsible for

the nation’s nuclear weapons
labs.

takmg information off the
Web in October after the Pro-
ject” on Governinent Over-
_sight sent Abraham an earli-

g letter . saying ~detailed

mformatlon about the loca-

‘available on DOE Web sites.
Such information could be

Tronically, the DOE began

‘tion- and amount of nuclear
- materials at' DOE sites was

LOS AI.AMOS STUDY GRDUP LEADER.

valuable to. would be terror';

ists, the group wrote.

But according to its latest
letter, the DOE didn’t _Just--
remove * sélect information .
“terrorists, 1tv
“removed volumes of envi-

useful to

ronmental and pollution data
of little use to wrongdoers
but ‘necessary - for an
informed citizeniry.

The agency has- yet to

-review such information and
“repost ‘the documents.

-Project- on .. Government
Oversight Executive Direc-

tor Danielle Brian asked .

Abraham to put appropmate

“information back on the Web.

She is not the first. Shortly
"after ‘the DOE scoured- its -
‘Web sites last fall, a con-
- glomeration of 34. nuclear
" activist groups sent a letter -

“brainless.””

to Abraham askmg him to
restore the Web sites.
Some local groups have
taken to posting LANL infor-
mation on their. own Web'

“sites.

Nuclear “Watch of New

Mexico, a Santa Fe lab . |-
" watchdog orgamzanon, post-

ed Los Alamos - lab’s

 Resource Conservation -afid’

Recovery Act dumping per-
mit on its Web site. It also -

‘posted a list of all DOE web -

sités that have been -taken

- down: altogether since Octo- . -

ber.
The Los Alamos Study
Group also “has -posted ‘a.

" series of maps on its Web site-”
.showing the locations and -

sources of efivironmental. .

' pollutlon at Los Alamos lab.
“The maps used to be avail-

able on the lab’s Web site, :
said Greg Mello, head of the :

Study Group, but were taken- A=
- down this fall. e

" “The DOE needs to g over .
information it takes {down
(from the Web),” Mello said. -
“Taking it down whole ale is |

The Energy Depa]m_ent

1.'




Groups Want LANL’S N u.ke ump Closed

S 6/0:/
BY JENNIFER MCKEE
Journal Staff Wnter

" Los Alamos National Labora-
* tory has been operating an ille-
gal hazardous waste dump for

20 years, and the New Mexico
Environment Department has'

let the -Jab get -away with it,

according to a cadre of New .

Mexico environmental groups.
" Some 27 lab watchdog, envi-
ronmental and political groups
delivered a letter to state Envi-

ronment Department Secre-

~ tary Pete Maggiore . Tuesday.
morning, asking Maggiore to
close the lab’s existing:nuclear

waste dump, a facmty that also

holds almost 30 years.worth of -
-non-nuclear hazardous waste.
Greg Lewis, director- of the.

Environment - Department’s
Water and Waste Management

generally agrees . with - the

.groups’ account-of the dump

and is looking at opttons for
dealing ‘with the landf1ll ‘
“They’ve - made

addressing it.” .
He 'said - the department
expects to release several doc—

‘credible
'arguments,” Lewis said, “We're

_giving them our full considera-
tion and are in the throes of :

uments th1s sprmg dealing with -
hazardous

thé - laboratory’s
waste dumping permit and a
plan for cleaning up the lab.

Los -Alamos lab representa—’
. tives-did not return phone calls
~Division, said the 'départment . .

seeking comment. ‘
.The environmental * groups’
letter ‘contends that the. -site

known as “Area G,” where Los”
Alamos lab: now - dlsposes of
nuclear waste; has been in vio- .

lation of the Resource Conser-:
vation and,Recovery Act since
1985. Area G openedas the lab’s

centralized nuclear and haz-
ardous. waste dump in 1957.
‘Back then,__there were n6 laws

covermg the d1sposal of haz-
ardous waste and no laws spec-
ifying that very radloactwe
waste must be stored in a spe-

. cial rep051tory, as there are:

now.

Accordlng to the letter the
laboratory dumped awide vari-
ety of wastes in the shallow pits.

- and deep shafts at. Area G,
. incliding what ‘would_ fiow be

categorized . - as hazardous_

- waste, like’ solvents ‘or danger-.

ous chemicals. The lab also
dumped what is now -consid- .
ered transuranic -waste and -

| See STATE on PAGES

[ State Asked To Shut Dump

i fmm PAGE 1

. must currently be dlsposed at the-
‘Waste Isolation - Pilot PrOJect

“Transuranic’ waste refers to any

1 waste containing metals heavier than,
“uranium: Some such wastes can
| appear reltively mundane; like met- -
- al tools used to manipulate plutomum '
“that ~became- contammated as -a
: result N
: Greg: Mello of the Los Alamos‘
’ _StudyM Group,» who "prin mpaﬁy' -
*|. “authored the letter, said that in 1980 .

fhe “Résoiifce. Congervation. and.

Recovery ‘Act, or. RCRA, weitt.into

. affect. ' That law said that any haz--
‘ardous - Waste - dumps: had to- be

licenseéd. and any  such dump that

1~ cl““‘edhadtobeélean"“dupor*”“’“d

‘to keep the waste from escaping.

. Nuclear 'waste is manageéd under a-

-| different law and is-enforced by the

‘1 . federal government, not- state envi-.
: “ronment departments.

Because Los-Alamos had been dis-

‘. posing of chemical waste at Area G,

* Mello said; the lab apphed for a haz-

: ardous waste permit in 1980..

1 The lab acquired- an “interim sta- .
: tus” to run-such a'dump and Los

'Alamos began operating an off1c1al :

permitted dump, pending the state’s

_‘formal issuance of a permlt Mello

" said.
In 1984, more strmgent rules came N
_into effect, and the laboratory decid-

ed to “get out of the hazardous waste
business,” Mello said. At that point,
the lab still had not received a per-
manent permit, It withdrew its haz-
ardous waste permit application in
1985 and began smppmg such waste
elsewhere.

But the lab had between 1980 and - |
1985, operated a hazardous: waste |
dump under RCRA.. When such a- .
“dump closes, according to that law, it

must either be .cleaned up- or: stabt—

“lized, Mello said. In the lab’s case,

neither happened.

Mello and the other groups now" say :
: that 'the state Environment Depart-- .
ment-had an obligation to force the
Iab to clean up.or close Area G in :

1985, . .
Mello wants. more than Just the haz-
ardous waste cleaned up at Area G;

he said NMED must force Los Alam:-
0s lab to clean up all of ‘Area G-and
close it, as the laboratory included all - |.
of the site in its -original | hazardous :

waste’ apphcatton

- ‘But the areais now; and- has been .
- since ‘1957, the lab’s only dlsposal

area for transuranic waste. .
. That situation, alonig with the fact

" that states have no jurisdiction over” |
nuclear waste; including the nuclear -

waste dumped at Area G, has compli-

‘cated the Environment Department’ 3

résponse to the situation, Lewis said. -

Questions like: “Can the Environ- -
, ment Department legally close a -

nuclear waste dump it does not have

the authorlty to regulate?” have beén ;
forwarded to the department’s legal

team, Lewis said.

. The department has not - 1gnoredv.]
the dump, he said, and he expects " |
NMED’s latest RCRA permit for Los .
Alamos will address Area G and the ™ |

hazardous ‘waste there.

A draft of the permit, which w111
hkely be unveiled with a publlc hear-
ing this spring, is expected in the

. coming months, Lewis said.
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~-BY JENNIFER MCKEE i

" Los Alamos' Natlonal Labora-

"_tory has been operating an ille-

gal hazardous waste dump for

- 20 years, and the New Mexico’
_Environment Department has’

let the -lab -get -away with it,

" according. to a cadre of New

Megxico environmental groups.

“"Some 27 lab watchdog, envi-

‘ronmental and political groups

delivered a letter tostate Envi- -
. ronment  Department = Secre- -
~ tary Pete’ Maggiore - Tuesday.’
morning, asking "Maggiore to
close the lab’s existing'nuclear

Vant LANL’s Nuke D

waste dump, a fac1l1ty that also

. holds almest 30 years.worth of -
- mon-nuclear hazardous waste.
Greg Lewis, director- of the -

Environment - - Department’s

Water and Waste Managenient
“Division, said the ‘départment
'generally agrees. .
_Vgroups account-of the dump
. and_is looking at optlons for

dealing with the landfill. -
. “They’ve - made

addressingit.” -
"He ‘said - the department

‘expects to release several doc— )

with . the

credlble )
'arguments » Lew1s said, “We're
4g1vmg ‘them our full considera-
tion and are in the.throes of "

uments th1s sprmg deahng w1th' :
hazardous

thé - laboratory’s -
waste dumping permit and a

» plan for cleanlng up the lab..

‘LosAlamos lab. representa-'

. tives-did not return phone calls

seeking comment.

_The- envn'onmental groups’
letter contends ' that the. site

known as “Area G,” where Los~
“ Alamos . lab’ now - dlsposes of *
nuclear waste; has been in vio- -
“Tation of the: Resource Conser-:

vation and,\Recovery Act since
1985. Area G opened-as thelab’s

"centrahzed nuclear and haz-
ardous. waste. dump in. 1957.
‘Back then,_ __the_re were no laws -

.covermg the dlsposal of haz— '

ardous waste aind no laws spec-
ifying that very. radloactlve
waste must be stored in a ‘spe-

A_clal reposxtory, as there are :
nOW.

Accordmg to the letter the
laboratory dumped a wide vari-
ety of wastes in the shallow pits.

- and -deep shafts "at.. Area G,
. incliding what would fow be .

categorlzed as’ hazardous .

- ‘waste, like" solvents or danger-

ous chemicals. The .lab -also

. dumped . what is: now -consid- .
. ered transuramc waste and -

See STATE on PAGE 3

| State Asked To Shut Dump g

from PAGE 1.

' -must - currently be dlsposed at the
Waste -Isolation - Pilot Pro_]ect

. 'Transuranic waste’ refers ‘to any

- waste containing metals- heavier than .
“uranium: Some ‘'such wastes can -
" appear relatively mundane; like mef- -
- al tools used to manipulate plutomum '
. that ~became . contammated as -a-
2l result o
: Greg Mello of the Los Alamos'

- Study  Group, - who - .
#|. - authored the letter, said that in 1980"
- thé . Resource’ Conservatlon and .
1 ,Recovery Act;, or -RCRA, went .into-
~affect: That law ‘said that any haz-'j
| ardous - waste - dumps had to- be -
|- “hcensed and- any such dimp ‘that' -
"closed Had to be cleaned up or capped.
to keep the waste from escaping. )

. . - Nuclear waste is managed undera-
-} -different law and is enforced by the
‘] .federal-government, not state envi-.
. |: “ronment departments. - ’

Because Los-Alamos had been d1s-

posmg of chemical waste at Area G,
‘" Mello said; the lab. apphed for a haz-.'
Is. ardous waste permit in 1980.. _
1 The: lab acquxred an “interim sta- .
tus” to. run-such' 2’ dump “and Los’
Alamos: began operating an official, -
= permltted dump, pending the state’s
R A_formal lssuance of a permlt Mello
" osaid. o _
. In'1984, more strmgent rules came -

.into effect and the laboratory decid-".

" ed to “get out of the hazardous waste.
‘business,” Mello said. At that point,
-the lab st111 had not recejved a. per-
‘manent perthit. It withdrew its haz-

" ardous waste permit -application in’

. 1985 and begdn shlppmg such waste .

. elsewhere. »

prmc1pally‘ .

But the lab had between 1980 and b
1985, operated "a hazardous: waste ‘|
- dump -under RCRA.. When such-a’ .
- dump ‘closés, according to that law, it -
" must, either "be cleaned up ot ‘stabi- -
“lized, Mello said. In the lab’s case

nelther happened

“Mello and the other. groups now say :
: that ‘the state Environment Departt- .|
- ment-had an. obhgauon to force the
lab to clean up. or close Area G in "}

1985 v
Mello wants more than Just the haz-
ardous waste cleaned up at. Area G;

he said- "NMED must force Lios Alarh-
0s 1ab to clean up all of ‘Area G-and
close it, as the laboratory included all.- |
of the site inits. omgmal hazardous- :
- waste apphcatlon Cen

But the area-is now; and- has been .
-~ gince ‘1957, the :1ab’s ‘only dlsposal i

area for: transuranic waste.

. That situation, alorig with: the fact
" that states have no Jurlsdlcnon over.:
nucleai” waste, including the nuclear .|’

waste dumped at Area G, has compli-

cated the Erivironment. Department’ "
_résponse tor the situation; Lewis said. -
Questions like: “Can the Environ- -
: ment Departnient legally close a - |
nuclear waste dump it does not have
the. authorlty to régulate?” have beén
_forwarded to the department’s legal ]
. team, Lewis said. .
" The department ‘has not" 1gnored;.v,' .
'the dump, he said, and he expects’ - |’
NMED's latest RCRA permit for Los {
Alamos will address Area G and the |
_hazardous waste there. B
A’ draft. of -the ‘permit, whlch w111,

hkely be unveiled with a pubhc hear-
ing. this spring, is expected.in the

_‘coming months, Lewis said.




> Attorney
general's
| office says
facility
~-shiould have

“closed years-

-ago :

" By IEFF TOLLEFSON .
. The New Mexican

'IWenty-seven actwrst groups on Tues-.

day called for the closure of the nuclear-

" waste dump at Los Alamos National ‘Labo-
ratory. The grotps cited an earlier letter:

from the New Mexico attorney general’

-offiee indicating that the facility is out of
_‘compliance and should have beén closed -
-.more than 16 years ago. :
- In aletter to New Mexico Env:ronment
.Department Secrétary Pete Maggrore, the
" Los Alamos Study Group and other orgam-

.santafenewmexlcan com

Act1v15ts“ call for nuke-dump Closure

- THE SANTA FE NEW M

(ICAN

Wednesday

JANUARY 16,2002

zations argue that Area G was never prop—‘

erly permitted under the federal Resource

Recovery and Conservatlon Act.

Enforced by the New Mexico Env1ron-

ment Department, the  Act sets forth .
requirements for managing . * hazardous
wastes, which were once deposrted along

with nuclear waste.in Area G. Federal law
addresses nuclear waste separately from

‘hazardous waste.
“Secretary Maggiore, we are writing to.

respectfully remind ‘you of . your long
standing, obhgatlon to close Area G to fur-
ther nuclear-waste disposal-and begin a

for the. 51te,” the groups wrote. Larger
envrronmental groups like = Forest.
Guardians and the Natural Resources

_Defense Council signed onto the letter

with local organizations as El Rio Arriba
Envu‘onmental Health Assocratron

he Jetter draws.on comments by the.
Attorney General's office. LANL began -
the process of applying for a Resource
Recovery and- Conservation Act permit

for Area G but withdrew its permit appli- - .

cation in April 1985, according to a July 12

.- letter from the Attorney General’s office.

7

 state

process of selectmg (clean up) remedles

COntinUed from Page B-:l

to the Envxronment Department Once o
-the apphcatlon was withdrawn, accord-'. .
- ing to the leiter, Ared G ‘and another -

. said LANL and state . -

waste dlsposal facility should have been

-closed usmg the process set forth ln’

RCRA..

.o “However, to date they have been ner—'- o
ther closed fior permitted,” Assistant
Attorney ‘General Lindsay Lovejoy, Jr., "
+ wrote in a létter to Janies Bearzi, who

~ heads up.. NMEDs Hazardous Waste -
. Bureau. . : .
" Los Alames Study Group Executrve .

Difector Greg Mello-said LANL and."~
essentxally.. :

-régulators .. have

A “bypassed federal hazardous-waste law

‘since 1985, contmumg -‘with busmess as’
. usual. -

““And none of this has ever-had 4 pub-

lic‘hearing, so it’s kind ofa regulatory.'
- house of cards,” Mello said, -

LANL spokesman James Rlckman

- said'the laboratory is. addressing Area G’

in-its current application for a general

RCRA permit, which:-would coverhaz-. .
ardous-waste = management at sites-
* throughiout the laboratory. In the mean-
- time, he said,:the laboratory continues
to use Area-G for permanent storage of
low-level radioactive waste, mcludmg .
. certain less-active plutonium, .
. Rickman-said the laboratory has been -
_ operating with full permission from the.
state envxronment department “We are -
under what 'i5 called intérim status,.
. which allows us to contmue operatrons._
.. out there.”

‘Greg Lewrs, dlrector of the Water and

Waste Managemenit Divisiori for “the
state, also'said Area G will be addressed ©
in the upcommg RCRA. permit. He said

" the permit will establish how.hazardous’

materials will — or won’t — be handled

throughout the laboratory for nearly a” )

" Los"AIamos 'Study
, Group Executwe
‘ Dlrector Greg Mello

, regulators have -

: essentlally bypassed
. federal hazardous .
waste law since 1985
contmumg with
busmess as. usual

. decade: :
. Addmonally, the state also is develop-
ing-a-“corrective action order” that will.
. lay-the groundwork for how hazardous-_
- waste,; contamination -is. characterized
“and eventually cleaned tip at the labera- -
‘ tory. That document will address Area

G as well,-Lewis said, noting’ that he

“ean't drscuss the documents in detail -
'_untll they aré. released m the commg.
months. | .

- Lewis declined to comment specrfrcal- -
‘1y.on the legality"of ‘Area G. He noted,
- however, that both the Attorney. General
and the - activist groups ‘have  made
:“credible’ arguments”.
Those arguments- will be considered in -

the development of both the corrective

"_action order and the RCRA permlt he
-$aid.

. “We are lookmg at all of thls happen-
ing within'the next five to six months;”

Lewis- said, stressing that both docu-
ments. w111 be -available for pubhc

review. “We are- genumely mterested in. -

getting input on this.”

Pubhc partrclpanon ls 1equu ed under

on. the -issue:

hazardous-waste laws and .is a -major

theme in assistant Attorney General’s -

‘letter to the environmernt department.
. According to the. letter, NMED general—'.

ly has not opened up its own review,

", processes regarding hazardous-waste
- pérmits and cleanup to public scrutiny. -

“What¢ parttcularly strikes us about
this situation-is’that" opportumtles for

*public participation in determining the
- remedies for HListorical contamination
 ‘have been almost nonex1stent ’ Love_]oy

-Wrote.
In - “an mtervrew 'l'uesday, LoveJoy‘

. stressed that RCRA requires. that the
.state develop a:future closure plari for

Area G, regardless of whethiér nuclear-

. waste operations continue. NMED: is
working to address. the Attorney Gener-
: al’'s:conceris about Area G in the cur-

rent permit process, he said.

“It’s a loose‘end. It’s a very loose end,”
Lovejoy said. “They-are-aware. of it, and
they are’ gomg to be dealing with it, and
we are’ gomg to be watchmg how that

.. happens.”

The Los Alamos Study Group is orga-"

' mzmg a public really at 4:30 6n Monday

in the Capitol-rotunda. Outreach Direc-

tor Lydia Clark-said the groups invited.
.:environment department- officials as’

well as a few leglslators and the gover-

_nor.

© Monday is the last day to comment on
an annual cleanup $chedule the environ?
nient department is-currently present-

‘ing for LANL: Lewis said the state has

agreed- ta accept - -comments through

- Jan: 21 on the work schedule but does
hot feel the document warrants public

hearlngs —_ despxte requests from the_

" Study Group.

For more mformatlon, sée
www.nmenv.state.nm.us/wb/pubno-
tice.html or’ call NMED -at (505) 827-
2855 N

‘Please see LANL, Page B3



" AG Threatens Actlon Cve LANL Dump

- -Madrzd awamng deczszon by
. state Envzronment Department

/ z*'l-/oz,

1f the Env1ronment Department doesn’t
-deal with a hazardous waste dump at Los .
~ Alamos National Laboratory to her satis-
.~ faction, Attorney General Patricia-Madrid
.. said sheimay take the matter tocourt. -

" -:But Madrid left unsaid just what.she .
_hoped the Environment Department would
.. .do with the dump ~ close it, cléan it up or -
somie yet:to-be-announced: third optioni.
“I'm not ready to make. any dec1s1ons :

CBY JENNIFER MCKEE .

_Jaumal Staﬁ” Writer -

. right now,” she said.

.7 In the absence . of a sausfactory :
. approach, “we will pursue legal avenues,” )
" Madrid said at a rally Monday afternoor in -

- -the Roundhouse rotunda, The Los Alamos -

- Study ‘Group, one of 27 27 organizations.that. been closed-almost.20 years ago, when the - .
Jast week called WIAQQME;}VIX‘O iment  weapons lab. stopped dumping. hazardous o

" ‘\Depyartment Secretary Peje .

old landfill: -

- Asked if anythmg less than_ . Office seems to agree.

Last summer, Lovejoy Sent a.

closmg the. dump: and cleaning

--it up would satisfy the Attorney -

- General’s -

- 'Attornéy  General ‘ Lindsay

JLovejoy said he wouldn’t dis-.
' ‘cuss “hypothetlcals LA

. At issue is a 45-year-old haz- ’

o ardous and nuelear waste dumip -
poses of some hazardous waste,

“althotigh not at Area G, and st_111
-*holds’a RCRA permiit from the .
Environment
‘Departmerit is in the process of -
_issuing the lab its latest such

permit. . . - e

Office;* A551stant

called Area G .at Los.Alamos

- -'1ab The dump opened ini. 1957,

before any. federal laws gov-

-pmed the disposal of dangerous_ :
i -iwaste,

bath chemical “and
radioactive. In 1980; however,

.~ with passage of the - federal =
" ~Resource Gonservatxon “and- -
. lRecovery Aet, all- hazardous -
* avaste “dump - operators were -
_ forced to obtain.permits and’
‘prepare for cleanmg -up “the .;

‘dumps when they closéd.

© _+ Los Alamos'lab. duly applied -
- . for a permit to pperate Area G
_ junder RCRA. The lab received
-7 'an interim’ pérmit in 1980 and
" - ‘eontinued dumping at the éite-
- “until 1985, when the lab-with-
- ‘drew -its permit and started:

shlppmg its hazardous waste

. -elsewhere. .
* Bt the lab had operated a.
,,permltted hazardous Waste

T dump closes, it must'e, 'er be:
- cléaned up -or - Stabilized so -

_close the dw&m ed the rally,

HERE ARE THE
'FIGURES: Greg .
Mello of the I_.o_s
“Alamos Study .
Group lets numbers
.do the talking at
the Roundhouse on
Monday during a -
rally against -
‘continued opera- .
tion of a hazardous
waste dump. at Los
-Alamos National
Laboratory.

' JOSH STEPHENSON
JOURNAL j

The laboratory currently contmues dump-

ing nuclear waste, an activity beyond state

. AG Threatens Actlon
__OVEI'_} LANL Dllmp

- from PAGE 1

Enmonment Department as’it-
prepares to renew a hazardous.”
. waste dumping permit for the -
lab shé hopes’ will address the :

.wastes don’t . leak out of the *

area, said Greg Mello, of the

. 'Los Alamos Stidy Group
" “Tn the lab’s case, neither.of |
" those happened > Mello said at

therally. ..-
The " Attorney General’

Iéiter to . the Environment
Department’s Hazardous Waste
Bureau pointing .out that the
dump. was “out. of. regulatory
compliance,” Love_]oy said,

The Los Alamos lab still dis-

state,” The .

“Efivironment - -

would not discuss. any: of the

“'ways the department will dedl .
w1th the landfill unitil then. -

* Mello was’ not pleased and

“said  he ‘doesn’t see how the .
- Environment Department can
.'satlsfy the Iaw with more meet-
“ings. .

““We are- losmg 51ght of the -
) ‘1mportance of following the law .

in favor of more touchy-feely

- -bureaucratic.” meetings . that .
.- accomplish. nothing;” he :said.
- “That'’s: how we -got in - thxs

mess ”

Department .
. Secretary Pete’ Maggiore, also.
~at Monday’s .rally, -said he -
'expects the - department to .
;annotnce details of the permit -
within "a month. He 'said he

“The :27 groups say" the dump, full of - régulation, at the site.

nuclear and hazardéus waste, should have Madrld said she is contentto v wait on the

See AG THREI-\{TENS on PAGE’Z



Los Alamos Slerra Club Chapter Supports Blolab Plans

By JENNIFER MCKEE ‘/ zz/o
Journal Staﬁ Writer :

The Los Alamos chapter of
. the Sierra Club has formally
endorsed an embattled propos-
al for a biological research

facility at Los Alamos National

Laboratory

The chapter’s posmon is not

" an official statement of the

" national Sierra Club organiza-
‘tion, said Ilse Bleck chair- -

woman of the PaJanto Group of
Z_the Sierra Club. ~

build a “Biosafety Level Three

.Laboratory” .or BSL-3, where

scientists could reSear_ch niore
deadly organisms than current-

ly allowed there. The proposed
-1ab would be the first of its kind
.at an Energy Department;
' weapons lab.

The Slerra Club group

announced its endorsementin a
. - letter to the editor to The Albu-

Los Alamos lab. announced -
" last spring that it intended to

querque J ournal over the week-

-end..

Bleck: sa1d the group met in
_February with-members of the
lab to discuss p0551b1e environ-
mental dangers the lab could '

pose. .
“With all the safety proce—
dures they had planned, we saw

. 0o reason not to support therm,”

_research.

“Bleck saxd

‘The Energj? Department is

. mullmg whether a more exten- -
. sive environmental study of the
" lab is necessary. Critics, both -

national and local, have argued
the LANL safety and accident
record. doesn’t bode well for
more dangerous

Greg Mello of the Los Alamos
Study Group, one of the orgam-
zations that - has 'come " out

blologxcal .

agamst the proposed research
lab, said the Pajarito Group’s
position is naive.

- “It’s Well-meamng, Mello
said. o

D1rector Peggy Prmce of

‘Peace Action’ New.- Mexico,

which also derided the propos-

. al, said the Sierra Club’s view

further fuels .the need for-a
more extensive environmental
study of the research lab.
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Sierra Club Chapter Endorses Lab

By Jennifer McKee Journal Northern Bureau

Pathogen Research Includes Anthrax

The Los Alamos chapter of the Sierra Club has formally endorsed an embattled proposal for a
biological research facility at Los Alamos National Laboratory.

The chapter's position is not an official statement of the national Sierra Club organization, said llse
Bleck, chairwoman of the Pajarito Group of the Sierra Club.

Los Alamos lab announced last spring it intended to build a "Biosafety Level Three Laboratory," or
BSL-3, that wouid allow scientists to research more deadly organisms than currently allowed at the lab.
Such laboratories are not uncommon in the United States, but the proposed lab would be the first of its
kind at an Energy Department weapons lab.

The group announced its formal endorsement in a letter to the editor to the Albuguerque Journal over
the weekend.

"LANL's work on infectious diseases and bio-terrorism is important,” the letter read.

Bleck said the group invited some members of the lab to talk about the possible environmental
dangers the lab could pose. The lab met with the club in February.

"With all the safety procedures they had planned (for the research lab), we saw no reason not to
support them," Bleck said. "The lab gets no support from so many other groups. After we heard (the
lab's) presentation, we saw no problem with the lab."

The research lab would be a safety grade higher than the current LANL facility and would allow
scientists to study disease-causing pathogens such as the viruses that cause anthrax and plague, now
currently off limits.

The research lab has not yet been built, and the Energy Department is in the process of deciding if a
more extensive environmental study is necessary.

Critics, both national and local, have argued the LANL safety and accident record doesn't bode well
for more dangerous biological research. They also say a weapons lab that receives the lion's share of its
funding to maintain weapons of mass destruction is not an appropriate location for biological research
on pathogens that could be used in weapons.

Bleck said she didn't think anyone at LANL would research biological agents for offensive purposes.
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Sierra Club Chapter Endorses Lab http://epaper.abgjournal.com/Repository/getFiles.asp?Style=OliveX...
Greg Mello of the Los Alamos Study Group, one of the organizations that has come out against the
proposed research lab, said the Pajarito Group of the Sierra Club's position is naive.
"It's well-meaning," he said.

Director Peggy Prince of Peace Action New Mexico, which also derided the biological lab, said the
Sierra Club's view further fuels the need for a more extensive environmental study of the research lab.

"Their endorsement is a little premature at this point," she said. "A full environmental impact
statement is necessary to answer any lingering concerns.”
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'Offiéi};ﬂ-f-Labis -
‘at risk of
‘terror attack

3 Secumty agency

administrator calls

| allegations ‘false
_cmd mzsleadmg

By JEFF TOLLEFSON -
The New Mexican,

7

The old fear that the nation’s own nuclear

materials could one day -be used against the '
United - Statés_ took - on new s1gn1f1cance R
" after last.year’s terrorist. attacks.

- Federal officials say the nuclear—weapons

* laboratories-have instituted new security

measures: that more than adequately pro-

- tect nuclear matemals, but some fear the .

government isn’t domg enpugh. Rep. Ed

Markey, D.-Mass.; on” Wednesday again .
‘raised the specter of attacks against the

‘nation’s nuclear laboratories, citing the pos-

* sibility that terrorists could break in, steal ‘
nuclear materials and -detonate a crude .

nuclear bomb on-site.

‘Markey released letters to the Natxonal '
‘Nuclear Security Administration and. the °,

President’s  Foreign' Intelligence Advisory

Board. The letters raise questions abouthow -

- the US. Department of Energy is managing | -

- “hundreds of tons” of weapons-grade nuclear .
material at 10 sites across the nation, includ-- -

mg Los Alamos National'Laboratory.

Markey -cited an October report by the’
: Progect on:Government Oversight questlon-
Amg overall security measures at the laborato-

ries. In partlcular, the report indicated that

many 1iiock terrorist attacks — conducted by. .
. the U.S. military — have succeeded in steal- -

ing weapons-grade nuclear material, Such

’ operatlons successfully breached Security in

!/'z'-f /oz_ '

Please see LAB Page B- 3 -

Contmued from Page B-

i 1997 and 2000 at Los Alamos,
: accordmg to the report. . .

In response to Markey’s’

i letter; the National Nuclear
© Security - -Administration

"¢ .issued reassurances that the

- nuclear materials are indeed.

L safe. In a written statement.

issued .- Wednesday; Agency

called allegations that securi-
ty is lax at weapons facilities

. “false and misleading.”

Gordon -said the POGO

' report contributes to ‘a “cli-

mate of fear .grossly vdispr_o.-' ‘place. |

Nonetheless, .

" portionate to the risks.to the

p,u.blic." Noting' that budget
cuts in the mid-1990s led to

“Jdegraded” security at: the”

laboratories, he said the fed-

eral government has since

enhanced its security “‘mea-

‘sures, often through the use of

mock terrorist operations that "
" pinpoint security problems.
Admlmstrator John Gordon .

When- the POGO report

came out, Los Alamos offi-.
cials -defended security at’

Technical Area 18, a‘nuclear

' testing aréa where the mock. .
terrorist operations’- took -

'.Departmgnt of Energy. cur-

rently is conducting an envi-

ronmeital-impact statément.

on aproposal to relocate TA
18 to a more secure location.

"LANL officials on Wednes-

day referred quesnons to the

"National - Nuclear Sécurity -
Administration, - which:
. declined. to discuss. any

details about security -at

LANL. | Spokeswomai Lisa )
Cutler said new. security

measures ‘remain in effect
after Sept. 11.

Los Alamos Study Group

_ Executive . Director . Greg

Mello said the possibility of a -
terrorist -attack at. TA .18
should not be dismissed, even .
though terrorists certamly .
could find easier targets than,
LANL if theéy wanted to steal

nuclear- . material. - The..

Department - of - Energy .
should review-.operations at

- TA 18 in light of security .

risks posed by.the facility, he.

said. .

“There needs to be a very ’
disciplined look at the costs.

“and benefits of activities at
_TA 18,” Mello said. .



‘Time to blow

‘the whistle A=

Larry Spohn’s recent serieson the:

National Ignition Facility, the most ex- - o

. pensive experimental facility in the
Department of Energy’s w1de-rang1ng
campaign to.advance nuclear - -

- ‘Weapons science, was: outstandmg in

“every way.

- NIF will cost taxpayers tens of bil-

lions of dollars; yet will never “work”
-as onglnally intended, eitherasa
‘whole or in several of its key parts. It :
would be irrelevarit to maintaining
the reliability of nuclear weapons
- evenifitdidwork. . .

This huge debacle could have been
averted if even a few scientistsin-.

volved with the project had spoken up -

~about what they knew. It could also’
have been avoided if scientists, in- - :
volved in formal project reviews and

- who covered up serious technical ;

* flaws on maryoccasions, had acted -
more honorably. Many of those scien-

tists, as it turned out, were ﬁnanc1a11y -

or othervsnse mvolved with the project:

or with related Department of Energy -

; pro;ects

Unfortunately, mlsrepresentatlon e
and fraud is commonplaceattheDOE - -
nuclear labs, and coverupismore nor- :

.mal than most people might think is
Jpossible. Secrecy has many uses. Per-

- haps the NIF fiasco w1ll spur other in-

vesuganons
To pick one example among many

Asister project to NIF at Los Alamos, " -

“called DARHT, has, accordmg to DOE,
expenenced acost mﬂauon of900 " -

Pleasesee NIF/C3' -

- NlF | froué CI

; percent and a project delay of 12

years so far: Even now, halfthe -

~ project’s capability — and its

main raison d’etre given other fa-
cilities that were already avail-

- able —hasnotyet come on line.

“Yet Los Alamos officials contin-
ue to describe the project as “on

- time'and on budget” to Congress,
" thenewsmediaandtothem- - -

selves. Meanwhile, they are -
spending several tens of millions
designing an upgrade to -
DARHT’s capabilities, one which”
will cost, they estimate, about .
$1.2billion to installand much -
more to operate assummg 1t ’

. ‘worksatall.

Why doesn’t Congress do
somethmg'? New Megxico’ssena-
tors have known about the prob-

- lems at NIF and other projects for

years, but they don’t want toin-
terfere with appropriations for-
“their own” labs. They see'the «
labs’ appropriations, rightly or
wrongly, as integral to the state’s
-economic development, anas-
sumption that surely begs for -
close scrutiny, given the realities.

" Peerreview, from the staffsci- =~
entist on up to the Senate, has -
come to mean “I won’t attack
your prOJect if you won'tattack

_ mine.” This is not science, and it’s
" notreally public sérvice, elther

Again, congratulations to
‘Spohn and The Tribune for this
finereporting.

Greg Mello

Director, ,

Los Alamos Study. Group

Los Alamos- -



Bomb Threat at

S‘)‘uﬂ

| = Congressman
“| worries materials at
 LANL could be used

to create nuke blast

»w
Energy that oversees the

" nation’s nuclear labs, panned

the suggestlon
Rep. Ed Markey,
sent a letter critical of nuclear

security and several pages of . -
- security:

questions . about

. :,BY JENNIFER MCKEE i Z—‘*'/oLchanges made since Sept, 11

Journal Staff Writer

Places like the Los Alamos
Critical Experiments Facility
‘might pose more of a danger
. than previously thought, said
- a Massachusetts congress-
~man on Wednesday -adding,
- for- - example,

.-there .

The head of- the .National
Nuclear Security Administra-
_tion,  the ' semi-autonomous

~arm of ‘the Department- of

. conference -

‘that - an
. impromptu -bomb could  be
built- from materlals housed :

to DOE. Secretary Spencer.
--Abraham on Wednesday.

During comments at a news

Markey said terrorists could

build a “dirty bomb” or worse
yet,'a homemade, impromptu-
-nuclear bomb at one of the
“sites. Such a bomb, made by

dropping one mass of nuclear
material such as uranium on
another, could produce a deto-
nation similar - to a small

nuclear weapon, accordmg to

Markey.

‘Furthermore, he said, the-

‘walls of  theé

D-Mass.,

~ Wednesday, .

‘“vaults” that
house such materials are

sometimes made of drywall -

and could be easily punctured

"by a truck bomb nearby.

Los Alamos National Labo-

ratory houses some 20 metric

tons of nuclear materials at
Technical Area 18, -although

the -exact amount. of such -
materials is classified. TA-18 -

has also-taken hits lately over

-2 1997 mock terrorist battle in - - slightly less powerful than the

which the terrorists made off

with nuclear materials from‘
. the site. - ,
‘But John" Gordon head of
the NNSA, said his agency is
well vauainted with bomb-

making physics and adequate-

1y protects those materials. -

" “While we welcome serious

inquiries into the _depart-

ment’s security practices, it is

ab Raised

unfortunate that some try to

create a climate of fear gross- |

ly disproportionate to the -

.risks to the public,” Gordon _
‘said in' a prepared statement.

“Such unfounded allegations
are a disservice to the com-
munities that are home to our
national defense facilities.”
According - to the  letter.
Markey sent to Abraham, a
“homemade” nuclear bomb.

bomb dropped on Hiroshima
couldbe made ‘from»dropping_ .

" a 100 pound mass of uranium

onto another 100-pound mass -

froma dlstance of 6 feet

Markey has asked Abraham
to move all the nation’s stored
nuclear materials to a central
location, rather than spread
them throughout the nation. -




AG s 1ssues Warmng on work plan at Les Alamos -

i
/2. Za?—-
. By JEFF TOLLEFSON
" The-New Mexican =

The New Mexxco attorney general .

‘this week iSsued another warning to
the state Environment Department
for failure to allow sufficient public -

partrclpanon during ¢onsideration of
|+ an annual work: plan for cleanup--
. -activities at Los Alamos National Lab-

oratory, .
While credltlng the’ Env1ronment
- Department with movmg the cleanup

schedule forward in the proposed - .
work plan, a letter from the attorney
. general’s office to Hazardous Waste
* Bureau Chief James Bearzi stated the

department’s public process failed-to
meet requlrements set forth in- haz-

~ardous-waste laws.
Lo In the Tetter - dated: - Wednesday, :
: ,__'ASSlstant Attorney ‘General Lindsay.

. "Lovejoy _also -said. the department

. " failed to make the work plan accessr-

ble to the average réeader.

“The proposed LANL work sched-_ :

uleis almost unintelligible, except to
~“one who has assiduously and continu-

ously studied corrective action at Los.-

- Alamos,” Lovejoy wrote, noting ‘the

Vdocument rehes on- techmcal lan-

In the letter dated
Wednesday, Assistant -
- Attorney General
Lmdsay Lovejoy also
- said the department
faded to make the -
work plan accessdole to ‘
the average, reader... N

-guage and numerlc references to
. cleanup sites. “The stated require-
ments are. so cursory that the public -
_'cannot tell what i is being: demanded r

Department Spokeswoman Cathy.
‘Tyson said her agency appreciates |,

the attorney general’s comments and

- will consider themni-in the final deci-
" sion. Tyson dechned togoi mto further
detail. - :

Department offlclals have previ-:

ously. said the annual work plan is

_more of a schedu_hng _document
rather-than a major revision to the

%

laboratory S hazardous waste permlt
‘In such a casg, the department would
not be required to follow the: standard
pubhc—partlclpatlon process ‘
Nonetheless, the . ‘Environment -

. _Department ‘accepted public com-
ments through Monday on the annual‘

‘work plan. + _
The department - dec1ded agamst,
holding ‘a public meeting to ‘explain K

'the work plan, as- requested by local
. act1v1st groups.

In his letter, Loyejoy sided w1th the '
activists, arguing the work plan con-

- stitutes a significant action that must

allow for public participation. .
The department is currently work-

ing -on a overarching permit that:

‘details whether, how and wheré haz-" -
‘ardous wastes will be handled during
‘the next decade at the laboratory as
‘well as a corrective-action order that .

details . cleanup - requlrements .
throughout the laboratory. Depart--.
ment officials say they will solicit

‘public partlclpatlon on both of those' i

documents.
"Speaking ‘at a rally orgamzed by the

“Los Alamos Study Group on Monday,
- Attorney General Patricia- Madrid

said her office would keep an eye on

_the process



'AG issues Warmng on Work plan at Los Alamos
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_ By JEFF TOLLEFSON
" The-New Mexican

The Néw Mexico attorney general

this week iSsued another warning to
the state Environment Department
for failure to allow sufficient public
participation during. consideration of
an annual work‘ plan for cleanup

activities at Los Alamos National Lab-

oratory.
While cred1t1ng the’ Env1ronment
_Department with mov1ng the cleanup

schedule- forward in the proposed

work plan, a letter from the attorney

general’s office to Hazardous Waste

Bureau Chief James Bearzi stated the
department’s public process failed-to
meet requlrements set forth in-haz-

.- ardous-waste laws.

In the letter- dated Wednesday,

_Assistant Attorney General Lindsay

Lovejoy also said the department

: . failed to make the work plan accessi-

ble to the average reader.

“The proposed LANL work sched- -

ule is almost unintelligible, except to
‘one who has assiduously and continu-

ously studied corrective action at.Los.

Alamos,” Lovejoy wrote, noting the
document relies  on techmcal lan-

TIn the letter dated
.. Wednesday, Assistant
. Attorney General
- Lindsay Lovejoy also -
- said the department
failed to make the

- work plan accessible to

‘the average reader.

-guage and- numeric references to

cleanup sites. “The stated require-

ments are. so cursory that the public
“cannot tell what is being- demanded i

Department Spokeswoman Cathy.

‘Tyson said her agency appreciates . tproughout the laboratory. Depart--

the attorney general’s comments and
will consider themi in the final deci-

" sion. Tyson dechned to-go 1nto further

detail.

" Department officials have previ--

ously said the annual work plan is
more of  a scheduling document

rather than a major revision to the

§

laboratory S hazardous waste permlt

‘In-such a case, the department would

not be required to follow the standard
pubhc—partlclbatmn process. .-
Nonetheless, the - _Environment

' Department’ accepted public " com-
‘ments through Monday on the annual

work plan.
The department dec1ded against
holding ‘a public meeting to ‘explain

“the work plan, as requested by local

activist groups. ‘
In his letter, LOVGJOY sided with the
activists, arguing the work plan con-

_stitutes a significant action that must

allow for public participation.
The department is currently work

- ing -on a overarching permit that
-details whether, how and where haz-

drdous wastes will be handled during
the next decade at the laboratory as

“well as a corrective-action order that

details . cleanup © requirements
ment officials say they will solicit
public part1c1pat10n on both of those
documents.

Speaking at a rally orgamzed by the

“Los Alamos Study Group on Monday,
- Attorney General Patricia- Madrid

said her office would keep an eye on

the process
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"'AG More Public Input Was Nee ed oh Lab Plan

- 'Ofﬁce Cltes Law On
- _Hazardous Waste ’

,The Assoczated Press

.LOS ALAMOS  The State

attorney general says the Envi-

- ronment: Department did.not

“allow sufficient public partici-
) pation during consideration-of
an . annual work  plan. for

cleanup activities-at Los Alam-

0s NatxonalLaboratory o
- Attorney General Patricia

Madrid’s office issued a warn-

-ing in a letter to the state -

" department this week. -

Whlle credltmg the Emnron-, :
~ . ment Department with moving-

) ,the cleanup schedule forward. .
“in the proposed work plan, the

letter - 'to Hazardous- Waste

Bureau Chief James ‘Bearzi.
stated the department’s pubhc‘
.Process failed to meet require-
- ments set forth in hazardous-~

waste laws. .

.The letter also sa1d the
department failed to make the
work plan 'accessible to the

© - average reader.
“The proposed LANL work’

schedule is almost unintelligi-

"ble, except to one who has
‘assiduously and .continuously.

studled correctwe actmn atLos.
Alamos,” . ‘assistant Aftopmey

Géneral . Lindsay - Ldvejoy
- wrote. She said the document -
- relies ‘on techmca,l language .

and .numeric-- references to

cleanup sites.

.Environment Department

‘qukeswoman ‘Cathy Tyson

said her ‘agency appreciates

the attorney general’s-com--
ments and will consider them,

ini the final decision. -
Department officials have

previously -said. the annual

ing document than-a revision to
the - laboratory’s

hazardous- :

. waste permxt In such'a case,
‘the department would not-be "
" required to follow the standard

pubhc-partmpanon process.
‘However, the Environment

- Department .accepted pubhc'

comments through Monday on

" the aninual work-plan; It did not

hold--a public meeting . 'to
explain the work. plan, -as

; requested by 1oca1 activist,

groups. -

In. his letter, LoveJoy argued' .
work plan is more of a schedul: -~ the work plan constitutes a sig-
: n1f1cant action that must allow

for pubhc partlcxpatxon

_‘Department wzth movmg the cleanup
._schedule forward in the proposed:
‘work plan, the letter from Attorney

thle credztmg the Envzronment

General Patrzcza Madrtd 's office to
Hazardous Waste Bureau Chzef James
Bearzt stated the department S pablzc process
falled to meet requzrements set forth in hazardous— :

. _waste laws




- >Actmsts say L
-document will set -~ .
- stage for cuttmg
. 'cleanup funds |

By JEFF TOLLEFSON. ST

. The New Mexrcan o

" The U S Department of Energy
. expects to release as soon. as' next ’
~week a “top~to-bottom” rev1eW of

[C keu\z bzeh ’)'Féc!/\-j \Té‘n: Sek.ij ‘

m"kr ,

“‘*—f”css )‘L—/ouueczl'l _7

Lm AELS]

fcleanup operatlons and obhgatmnsfi

throughout ~the.’ natmnal-defense

.complex., .. .

Activists  are gearmg up for a

._flght ‘expecting- the, Bush adminis:
‘tration " to..cut- the "legs out from-
~ underneath the Environmental Man- "
‘. “‘agement .program evén as overall‘
"defense spending: increases. Offi- -
. cials with the New ‘Mexico Environ- -
. ment Department’s DOE Oversrght.q '
“Bureau, which is funded by the DOE,
- are wary of further: cuts to next :

yearsbudget )
Bob Schaeffer, pubhc-educatmn'

“director for the Alliance for Nuclear.
" Accountability ‘n. Washington, cited
" a memorandum. from the assistant
;secretary for Environmental Man-

agement indicating that the DOE is-

~looking .. to- hasten ' cleanup . .and -

decrease’ ‘costs by-at.least $100 bil-

- lion nationally. According to current’
'est1mates, he said, overall- ‘cleanup -
" costs could be as h1gh as $250 billion.

Local activists often cr1t1c1ze
LANL for inefficiencies’ that lead to -
a- lot of unnecessary spending and

‘paperwork, but- Schaeffer and others. '
. fear the Bush admlmstratmn S effort

'to pr1or1t1ze act1v1t1es and culll :
" wasteful ‘spending “could translate :

mto less on—the-ground remedlatxon

. In-arecent report, the DOE Office

.of Inspector General called  the

‘review process encouraging, sug- -

. gesting that such a project could

vmake for a “more efficient and,
responsive cleanup effort.”

Off1c1als ‘with the’ Department of
Energy in .Los: Alamos and Albu-

_-querque say the Envxronmental Man-. -

agement rev1ew — almost a year in

* Please see CLEANUP,‘Page B5
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the making — is scheduled for
release next week. The' report‘
‘could play a s1gn1f1cant rolein

determmmg ‘the presxdent’
. budget - proposals for next
year. :

- Last year, the pres1dents
“budget proposed $119 million
“for Environmental Manage-
:ment under the Albuquerque
office; aceord_mg -fo George

' proposed to cut the program
by $465 m1ll1on — about 10
"percent -
‘restored

-but Congress
“every

: accordmg to Schaeffer of the

-the president’s request a
" “remarkable

- Rael, director of the Environ-

mental Restoration Division.
Rael " .said -
requested $156 million  and

ultimately received $138 mil- -

lion after Congress restored

Albuquerque

funding for the Env1ronmen-_ ,

tal Ma_nagemen_t program.

The Albuquerque - office .-
oversees cleanup at Los Alam-
0$ National - Laboratory and -

several .other sites in New

Mexico, Texas,. Cahforma and
Kansas. Rael said an annual-

appropriation of $160 ‘million
would help. the’ Albuquerque

‘Alliance.
.Accountab111ty

"He ~called Congress dec1-4'
“sion to fund Environmental

s Management over-and above -

- for

‘emial " example - of
bipartisanship,” predicting
yet another struggle this year

.'if the Bush administration

moves to cut; cleanup fund-

ing.

“It’s gomg to be another

_loud political fight, one that I -
‘suspect the-administration is -
_goingto lose,” Schaeffer said.’
Meanwhlle the state’s DOE
“oversight bureau has already
had to transfer employees -
- out-of the program ‘because
of budget cuts, according to:

- Bureau Chief John Parker.

DOE save money, in the long

run by ‘completing  projects

more quickly, but every-office -

is competmg for a limijted pot -

of money in Washmgton

' Last year; the pre81dent",

. of more than $3 million, more .

Through an- agréement with.
-the Environment
ment, DOE funds the Over- -
sight : Buréau to. oversee -
Adepartment activities. -

At its height several years

ago, the bureau had a budget

cent,”.

. N uclear,

Depart-  state’s:

than doublé the current bud- :

. get, Parker said. Parker saida -
$2 million budget would allow .

him to run a complete pro-
gram, although he fears.next
years budget could be half _

. that. R
‘He says he has assurances .

from the DOE that- $725 000 is
the absolute minimum. _
. “We have an agreement and

- we have statements from DOE" R

people ‘in Albuquerque that
they support this program :

but’ we also recognize that -
environmental . ‘inanagement - -
- does not appear to.be a priori-
ty of this’ admmlstratxon,” -

Parker said receritly. - . .
“It’s not like the -state is
rece1vmg less DOE money

It’s just that the env1ronmen-

tal-management 51de Cis

shrinking.”-

Joe Vozella, DOE ass1stant

. area manager for the environ- ‘
~ment in Los Alamos, stressed

that the agency supports the
- oversight. - ‘bureau,
which boosts pubhc conf1- '-
derice in. LANL’s environmen-.

- tal program. Nonetheless, he.
added, appropriators- in Wash- o
-ington - decide . how - much", :

money 1s avallable B
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- By JENNIFER MCKEE
Journal Staﬁ Writer

‘A missing computer d1sk at

Los Alamos National Laborato-

ry, possibly holding “sensitive.

or _ classified mformatmn, S

.tumed up Tuesday afternoon.

~Tuins out the disk, mlssmg'

: Rather, the dlsk could not be -

since last week, Wwas in a lab

employee’s possession, said

" spokesman * John .Gustafson;’

and was “properly and seciire-
ly handled'at all’ times.” The

" disk’s absence was discovered

Poso - S-&,Q:j G —"Jem\r‘-\er

Lab Employee Had Mlssmg Computer DlSk

immediately accounted . for,

" “although Danneskiold said lab
officials * believed the " disk -

would be found as the invento-
ry progressed

Dannesk1old sald the lab

doesn’t know exactly whatison

the disk. Since last F‘ebruary,
the laboratory has put -bar

codes on.all so-called “retov- .
able. electronic media,” like
computers, “hard . drlves and

- even blank computer “disks,

during an ongoing inventory by -

" the Nitclear Materials Techiol-

ogy Division, according- to lab
“spokesiman Jim Danneskiold.

- i Lab officials never beheved-
-the disk had left sécure areas .

. of . LANL, Dannesklold sa1d

“move was prompted by an’

" sures that fired lab scientist -

anything ‘that could *contain
classxfled information, - The

Energy Department directive
aftér two high-profile security
lapses at the Iab in 2000: disclo-

Wen Ho Lee’ had” downloaded;
classified informationfrom the
lab onto portable tapes, and the -

case of the lost-and-found hard
drives containing nuclear

- . weapons-information that dis-"
appeared for weeks in the sum--

met that year.
In this . case, Dannesklold

. said, the disk in question could-
- beblank, it could contain some-
thing mundane like scheduling.

mformatlon, or it could hold

“other mformatwn that may be -
sepsitive or class1f1e_§l v

One thing is sure, however, -

he said: The disk does not.con-
tain “sensitive class1f1ed data
involving ~ weapons

" design-
‘information,” as-alleged earlier .
' 'Iuesday by the PrOJect on Gov- .

ernment Over51ght a watch-

‘dog orgamzatlon

‘The lab reported the dlSk‘

_'mlssmg to the Energy Depart- .

ment, another move requxred
by lab rules. -

Nonetheless Peter Stockton,

aProject on Government Over- , , ..

sight consultant and’ former
special assistant to thén-Ener-
gy Secretary Bill' Richardson
evaluating cyber and physmal'

security, said the incident 1s
telling.

" “This is another event in a
long series-of events that raises

-serious question as to whéther

the University of Cahforma is:

“capable of mana'ging the labs,”

SecLOS ALAMOS: on PAGE 3

bl
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Los Alamos Lab Employee Had Mlssmg Computer DlSk
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" he said. .
University °
spokesman. Jeff Garberson
said the “university takes secu-
rity extremely seriously and
will wait until the mattexr is
thoroughly 1nvest1gated before
‘havmg more to say" o

L

of - Califorrila -

The mcxdent also caught the

eye of Rep. Edward Markey, D- -
Mass, - who - has - repeatedly . .
" DOE last week, and while they
‘may-want to discount the risk;
‘1t is-.regl and cannot be:. -
ignored,” -

urged Energy. Departient Sec:

fetary Spencer Abraham to .
- beef up security at.Los Alamos -
“lab "and " other DOE nuclear .

sites around the country.

- “Fhis incident only under-

scores thé need for a top-to-bot-

A
PN

tom revampmg of security af_
.DOE" facilities,” Markey- said

Tuesday. “That’s why I wrote

The news came Just days

after : the ;lab’s. most famous..‘
was '

lost-and found . case -

-y -
“u

resolved for good Two. comput~

cer hard . drives containing

nuclear information went miss-

ing during. the Cetro . Grande
‘Fire, which in_ -éarly May of
2000; burried over.the lab and -
- -‘A'devoured 354 resxdences in

town,-.

The tapes wers not reported_."

rxmssmg for almost a month. . would be filed in the case, - -

T

They were found in July of -

* 2000 behind a laboratory copy-

ing machine, = .
Although the FBI mvestlgat-

- ed ‘the cdse.and several lab
employees-, were --placed on: -

adxmmstrauve Jeave, the U.S."

- Attorney’s Office announcéd

Jast ‘week no crlmmal charges

PR
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IL locates

‘missing disk
in inventory

g Lab 'says'- disk
did not contgin
i nuclear-weapons
demgn data v,

o’l—-—-

By .IEFF TOLLEFSON -
The New Mextcan

Los 'Alamos _Natmnal Labo-

" ratory has located a computer

" disk that turned up missing

. during a per1od1c inventory

. by the Nuclear. Materials
Technology Division, the lab- -

roratory reported Tuesday.

* - The lab’s announcement fol-

lowed on the heels an assep-

‘tion by the Project on Govern- -

ment Over51ght a watchdog
group based in- Washington,

D.C., that matenals contain-

" ing-. fuclear- weapons secrets
- might be missing:
" Denying the disk contamed
~ “sensitive highly classified
-.data” about weapons design,
"'the laboratory initially con- .
: firm_ediin a writtén statement
~.:the mlssmg “disk- was armhong
“some ~minor d1screpan01es
with' previous inventories.”
Later  in -the evening,
. spokesman . John Gustafson
said the disk had been located ’
.. “It was in the possession of
" another-staff member, and.it
had been properly secured at
“all - tiines,”. Gustafson said.
“The purpose of an inventory
.is to ensure accountability of
all items, and ofter there are
_“'discrepancies at.the start of
“the inventory that are fully
_resolved when it is conclud-
_ d ” .

Gustafson said he did-not -

know how often such-inven-
tories take place. He also
.said he did not know what’
was on the disk. :

-In its initial response, the
lab stressed the disk did not

contain the highly classified

weapons-design information

but conceded. its contents.

" missing
_nuclear-weapons.
_ That information,came from =
a single but reliable source - - .

" at- the laboratory,-according

“the
‘implement new security mea-

" were unknown. Possibilities )

range from . nothing .

- “scheduling mformatlon to
~information that- may be sen-

- sitive or classified,™ accord-
ing to the statement. .- . .
In.- Washington, POGO '
Executive Director Damelle
Brian said she stood by her -
orgamzatlon s report.that the
disk .
design.

to POGO officials, who-point .

“out that this 1sn’t “the first

time such problems have

" arisen at Los Alamos.

The national spotlight- ini-
tially focused on computer:
security -at Los Alamos in
1999 because of scientist .
Wen Ho.Lee, who eventually .
pleaded guilty ‘to-download-. .
ing classified uclear- -
weapons information. .

Last-week,.the U.S. attor- .

ney. concluded an investiga- - -

tion into computer hard dri- -

ves that turned. up.. mlssmg _
for a period of weeks in the . .
spring of -2000. The drives -* .

were  eventually found

,behmd a-copy mathine, No

ofie was: ‘charged - after the
investigation. . B
Brian gaid the. fact such a
information " can turn - up .
missing is further -evidence .
laboratory needs to

sures .to keep . track - of

. nuclear secrets. The labora--

tory could institute a comput-
e system ‘that gives access -
only ‘to’ monitors’ and key-
boards, requiring two people

_to access the computers.

“Why don’t they move to a
system where this kind of
data isn't misplaceable?” she.
asked. “They need to: move
away from a system where

" people can access on an.indi-

vidual bases-this kind of data.” .

"LANLs Gustafson said he
could not discuss such secu-
rity issues. - .

contamed R
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The New 'Mexican

ZNew Mexico’s senlor sena-
tor says he finally has the
Bﬁsh administration ~ on
board to "boost - defense
spendmg

{“We’re going 6 get a very
good fully funded budget
from the administration, one
that we can almost live with,”
en. Pete Domenici, R-N.M.,
said Thursday, following a
news - conference at -Los

:Alamos National Laboratory :
‘President Bush is -sched-’

‘uled to present his budget
proposal for the country on
‘Monday, at which point the
year’s budget negotiations

. will go into full swmg Last

Year, Domenici noted, Con-

. gress added '$500 million to
the administration’s "budget

proposals for - nuclear

weapons, bringing the grand .
total to .$5.8 billion. for -
nuclear weapons and stock-

pile stewardship. An aide to
Domenici  said the presi-

. dent’s budget is expected.to

comé in at $5.8 billion or
higher on Monday. :
Domenici also touted an

‘agreement he has reached

with the administration to

propose . $300 million to -

improve building infrastruc-
ture- throughout the Depart-
ment of Energy’s’ weapons
complex.  Although  the

administration proposed

nothmg for the program last
year, Domenici said Con-
gress secured $200 million
by the ' time the budget
passed.’

Now, he 'says, the adminis-

tration has committed to a
long-term = program to

address the sagging infra--
_structure, - a problem
" Domenici estimated at” $10

billion. Aides said the admin-
istration plans to spend $300-

$700 million annually for an -
undetermined number of -

years for overall infrastruc-

‘ture.

‘Overall for the laborato-

ries in New Mexico, Domeni-
‘ci_said, that translates to

"Please see LAB, Page B3

Continued from Page B-1

as good news.

"announcement does not come

more than $3 billion annually,
split about equally between
Los * Alamos ‘and Sandia

National Laboratories -in-

Albuquerque. However, Los
Alamos officidls ' confirmed
Thursday the lab’s overall
budget tops $2 billion this
year. SR ’

that already -criticize the
Department. of Energy’s
weapons program as a bloat-
ed = - bureaucracv. the

For many wa't'chdbé groups

- Organizations such as the

Los . Alamos Study Group
argue that increased spend-

ing does not translate into

economic development for

- Northern New Mexico. And’

such things as environmental

cleanup have stagnated as
the laboratory . boosts’ its’

nuclear-weapons program.

Domenici toured Lo$s Alam-

os with Sen. Jeff Bingaman,

‘D-N.M., and Sen. Harry Reid,

D-Nev.. the current maioritv

'whip in the U.S. Senate and

chairman of the subcommit-
tee that oversees DOE spend-
irig  at the national laborato-
ries. Gen. Leslie Gordon, who

heads' wup - the . National.

Nuclear Security Administra-
tion, also attended. ‘

. The theme of Thursday’s
tour was homeland securlty,

and’ the senators were

briefed on both classified and
unclassified research rang-
ing from detection systems
for biological terrorism to
nonnraliferation efforte

Bush proposal 'has' DOmén1c1 Optlmlstlc about budget

From left,

Sen. Jeff

Bingaman,
D-N.M., Sen,
Harry Reid,
D-Nev., Sen. Pete
Domenici,
R-N.M., Gen.

" John Gordon

and Jill
Trewihella,
leader of the -

" Bioscience

Division at Los
Alamos National .
Laboratory, take
part in a tour.of

. Los Alamos

Laboratory on
Thursday.

The Associated Press
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DOE proposes to expedlte cleanup natlonally

» Activist groups
‘remain skeptical of
‘incentive program for
-nuclear-waste cleanup

By JEFF. TOLLEFSON -
: The New Mexican

._The Bush administration on
i Thursday proposed the creation of

‘an '$800 million account to fund

expedlted .cleanup- agreements
‘throughout the nuclear—weapons
,complex. ‘
i~ Department of Energy Secretary
‘Spencer Abraham announced the
\incentive program during a visit to a
'.cleanup 51te in Fernald, Ohio, where

the agency purxfxed uramum for -

nuclear weapons. Citing the “old
plan” that pegs cleanup costs at $300

o bllhon for 70 years nationally, Abra-

ham suggested his new approach
could save taxpayers billions of dol-
lars by quickly prioritizing and com-
pleting unportant prOJects

“The price tag is staggering, but

-that didn’t bother me nearly: as

much as the idea of 70 years,” Abra-

ham said. “It’s not good enough.”
He used the DOE’s ‘cleanup of

Rocky Flats as' a model for the

_future: Cleanup once estimated to
- require 65 years and $35 billion is

now scheduled for completion in

2006, 55 years early and $29 billion

under budget.
Activist. groups remain skept1ca1
of what they see‘as a healthy dose

.of cleanup rhetoric, saying Mon-

day’s budget rollout should provide
a better idea of what the admxms—
tration is proposing.

“The solution.that hé sketched out
here, and the proof will be.in:the
budget, has a number of potential
flaws, depending on the details,” said

" Bob. Schaeffer of the Alliance for
Nuclear Accountability in Washing-

ton, D.C. Schaeffer said the expedit-

ed cleanup account might be nothing
more than “a pot to bribe states that
have bmdmg cleanup agreements” '

into relaxing cleanup requirements
to speed-up the process. :

In the case of Rocky Flats, the
DOE has lowered-the bar for pluto-
nium cleanup; making it easier to
wrap the site up and walk away,
Schaeffer said. “They are going to
leave more plutonium in the soil.” .

Abraham said the $800" miillien

account would be in addmon to the
regular budget of $5.9 million for

Environmental Management, bring-’

ing the total request to0.$6.7 million.

..Last year, the Bush administration
_asked for -$5.9 million, although

Congress boosted that by several
hundred thousand dollars. DOE

officials could not 1mmed1ately pro-.

vide the final budget figures.
Abraham said those sites that tap

into the funds must establish a real-

istic' timeframe to complete the

cleanup, stressing that the addition-

al funds do not amount to a “license

for unending cleanups and open-.

ended budgets ”

- Officials in Albuquerque said -
they didn’t yet know. how the pro-.

posal would impact cleanup at Los
Alamos National Laboratory and

‘other sites that fall under Albu—

querque’s.umbrella.

‘Depending on how-the numbers-
work out, the standard budget —
excluding the $800 million incentive
money — could be less than this
year, according -to Schaeffer, who.

- says he is less worried about budget

figures than on-the-ground ¢leanup.
- “It’s that kind of stuff that leads .
to lots of questions about what’s -
really going on' here,” Schaeffer
said. “Who knows what this means’
for Los Alamos. It’s Just more talk
at this stage.”

‘Sen. Pete Domenici, R-N.M., said |
during a news conference at Los
Alamos on Thursday he expects the
admmlstratxon s budget to fall short
on funds for the environmental-
management program. -Like last.
year, Domenici added, he and oth-
ers in Congress will push for moré.



LAN L Execs N o-Shows
| At Senate Panel Meet

By MORGAN LEE 2 / L /O
. Journal Staff Writer

Five New Mexico leglslators :
heard some strong opinions

" from critics -of Los -Alamos
National Laboratory on’ Tues-

- day after administrators of the’

- nuclear  weapons- laboratory
_did - not attend ‘a committee
meeting in the state Capitol.

- -“I think-it’s an insult to the -
. legislators here and' employees.

.- here that the lab wouldn’t even
“come down and listen to.our.

rcomplamts » said Jelger Kalmi- -

* jnof Berkeley, Calif., the presi-
dent of -the: Un1vers1ty ‘of Cali-

“ . fornia Professional and Techm-

“.cal Employees,

A LANL spokesman sald )
. .after the meeting that lab offi- .

cials received notice of Fri-

day s meeting too late to work it.

*_ into their Schedules. .. . .*
-~ The nuclear, weapons labora-
- tory in Los Alamos has been

supervised since 1943 by the -
- University “of California and

.- legislators- from . California
- 'have a tradition .of mieeting
with” New Mexico’s . -Senate

‘Select Committee on Over51ghts L
. of the Department of Energy' :

Laborator1es The labs are .
operated by the- Un1vers1ty of .

_California.

But California leglslators and -
lab - administrators - did not
-attend Friday’s meeting, leav-
ing a vocal audience alone with
'leglslators who said. the meet-

_ mg might be rescheduled later
. inthe year. ‘ :

In anticipation of. the com-
'mlttee meeting, = protesters
-gathered ont-a cold, clear-morn- -

" ing outside the entrance to. the .

Capitol,  some . with signs
,protestmg the lab’s waste dis-:
posal practices and exemption . .
from the state gross recelpts:-"

“tax.

“You:pay taxes why doesn’t
LANL?” said one sign among.
several that were checked with -

- & receptionist before the 830”
. am. meeting: :

LANL spokesinan John
Gustafson said members of the
lab’s . senior : managément

- reeeived.- notlce of  Friday’s
“meeting only on Wednesday

and “couldn’t work it into; thelr 4
: Se{e I.AB on PAGIE 2 ‘

Lab Ofﬁc1als N o-Shows
At Senate Panel Meetmg

from PAGE 1
schedules.” -,

" 'He said lab’ officials orxgmal--
ly intended to attend a meeting
Friday with officials from both
California and New Mexico, but
* that. meeting was canceled
Tuesday By the time they were
notlﬁed that New Mexico law-:
. makers - still wanted to meet

-~ Friday, thelr schedules - were -

“full, Gustafson said. '
But he said lab offlclals will
k> “happy to’ meet with state

~R-los .
“Lucky”. Varela, D-Santa Fe;

_legxslators at any convement:

time.”
Sen. Manny Aragon, D Albu-,

- querque, told ‘a full meetihg
_room that he was disappointed

that the lab had not sent repre-

- sentatives. Also in attendance

were Reps. Jeannette Wallace,
-Alamos; - Luciano

Ben Lujan, D-Santa Fe; and

- .Roberto “Bobby” Gonzales, D-

Taos. The committee met for
abmlt 30 mmutes ’ ‘



L hearing cut short.

Craig Fritz/The New Mexican

Although a hearing on Los Alamos National Laboratory attracted a standing:room-only crowd of people eager to talk about their
concerns, the hearing was cut short Friday. State Senate Majority Leader-Manny Aragon, D-Albuquerque, and House Speaker
Ben Lujan, D-Nambé, who were supposed to preside at the hearing, told the crowd that legislators had other business to attend
to. In addition, a group of California legislators who oversee the University of California’s management of LANL .did not show up
as planned. The Los Alamos Study Group, a watchdog group,.held a demonstration at the Capitol béfore the committee meeting.




| LEGISLATURE
Cancelled
hearing:

A platform
for dissent

® State legislators
voice support for LANL
citizéns advisory group

By ROGER SNODGRASS

lamonitor@lamonitor.com
Monitor Assistani Editor

SANTA FE — Los Alamos
National Laboratory was off
the hook but on the griddle
Friday, as critics took advan-
tage of ahalf-cancelled legisla-
tive hearing to press their
|.grievances_ before a small
group of legislators at the State
Capitol.

A scheduled hearing of the
Senate Select Committee on
the Oversight of the Depart-
ment of Energy Laborites oper-
ated by the University of Cali-
fornia was held as planned,
even though legislators from
California were unable to
| attend what had been billed as
| ajoint legislative hearing.

Venting frustrations after at
least three cancelled hearings
dating back several months,
labor, human rights and envi-
ronmental groups, along with
individual watchdogs, had the
floor to themselves in an
abbreviated meeting.

Lab officials said later than
they had understood the hear-
ing was cancelled, and by the
time they heard that it was not,
laboratory representatives were
not available to attend. Staff
from Rep. Tom Udall’s office
attended the meéting to say
that Udall also had been thrown
off by the change in schedule.

Provost C. Judson King or
Robert Van Ness, vice president
of laboratory management,
had been expected to partici-
pate in a panel on the universi-

"ty’s contract with DOE, along

with Joseph Salgado, LANLs :
chief deputy director, Director’
Charles Shank of Lawrence

Berkeley National Laboratory,
and a representative from
Lawrence Livermore National
Laboratory. Salgado was also
slated to participate in a panel
on workforce issues at LANL.

Please see DISSENT, A8
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DISSENT

From Page A1

A -10-minute public com-
ment period had been sched-
uled. Instead, there was noth-
ing but public comment for
more than 30 minutes from the

standing-rooim-only audience.

Sen. Majority Leader Manny
Aragon, D-Albuquerque, House
Speaker Rep. Ben Lujan, D-San-
ta Fe, Rep. Luciano “Lucky”
Varela, D-Santa Fe, Jeanette Wal-
lace, R-Los Alamos, and Debbie
Rodella, D-San Juan Pueblo, lis-
tened to comments from the
floor before excusing them-
selves to join ongoing sessions
in their respective chambers.

Elaine Cimino, director of
the La Cienega Valley Citizens
for Environmental Safeguards,
found interest among the leg-
islators in her proposal to
establish a “Citizens Senate
Select Advisory Committee,” a
monthly forum that would
work on issues related to the
laboratories and “formulate
recommendations” for the
Senate Select Commiittee.

Aragon and Varela expressed
interest in presenting a memo-
rial in favor of such a citizens
Bodrd to the legislature.

* “Just the fact that you took the
time to be here shows that there
are problems at the lab,” said

Lujan. “We want you to have an !

audience. You would be simply

- preaching to the choir.”

The groups opposed to vari-
ous aspects of laboratory poli-
cies and operations began the
morning with a demonstration
in front of the Roundhouse.

Some gave condensed ver-
sions of points they had hoped
to raise during the full hearing.

- Jelger Kalmijn, president of
Union of Professional and Tech-
nical Employees-Communica-
tions Workers of America Local
9119, said he had planned to
discuss, among several points,
what he called-“a generalized
fear of retaliation and discrimi-
nation” among lab employees,
ineffectiveness of the lab’s merit |
pay system, and the lab’s utiliza-
tion of contract labor.

Members. of the Hispanic
Round Table and Citizens for
LANL Employee Rights
touched on issues of diversity
and discrimination,

There were also objections
to the lab’s ongoing environ-
mental impacts and mili-
tarism, special tax exemptions
and other privileges.

A hearing of the New Mexico
and California legislative com-
mittees s expected to be .
reschieduled, but not before the
current legislative session ends.

g
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Lab seeks frerre

to expand
pathogen
research

Lawrence Livermore seeks
new pemit due to hazards

By Glenn Roberts Jr.
STAFF WRITER

LIVERMORE — 'Lawrence
Livermore Laboratory officials
plan to expand biological re-
search that would enable scien-
tists to study a wider array of
potentially deadly microorgan-
isms. :

Some of the planned work
would require heightened pro-
tection measures to guard
against the release of airborne
disease-causing strains.

“We need more space, and we
need to take some of our work °

to a higher biosafety level,” said
Susan Houghton, a lab spokes-
womarn.

But members of nuclear
watchdog groups said they are
skeptical about the need for new
biowork at the weapons lab.

Livermore Lab scientists in
2000 began working with micro-
organisms responsible for an-
thrax and plague, for which the
Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention requires Biosafety
Level 2 safety measures.

In Level 2 labs, scientists
work with agents “of moderate
risk to -personnel and the envi-
ronment” that might cause treat-
able diseases of moderate
severity. .

“We anticipate the need to
have both Biosafety Level 2 and
Biosafety Level 3 labs,”
Houghton said.

Level 3 labs are required for
work with infectious agents that
can cause serious or potentially
lethal diseases if inhaled. Air-
flow restrictions and protective
clothing are required in these

Please see Lab, NEWS-9

Contirlued from NEWS-1

labs. In some cases, respirators - -

must be worn by scientists in
Level 3 labs. .

A Level 3 facility at Livermore
“would allow our "scientists to
conduct more sophisticated ex-
periments on a wider array of-
microorganisms, which will not
only help us further- develop
much needed bio-detection ca-
pabilities but also learn more
about new emerging diseases,”
according to a lab statement re-
leased this week.

Houghton said that after a
barrage of terrorist attacks

against the United States in Sep-

tember, there is a need to step-
up biological research.

“Time is of the essence in de; i

tection, So we would like to be
able to meét this national need
as soon as possible,” she said,
adding that the goal is to have
the biolabs in place within a
year. ' .
Lab researchers already have
participated in efforts to identify
genetic “fingerprints” in micro-
organisms that can be helpful in
designing chemical processes to
quickly detect the DNA of spe:
cific disease-causing strains. ~ .
Houghton -said . that lab re-
searchers could use a Level 3
lab to assist-in preparing tests
for DNA-detection technologies.
At Los Alamos Laboratory. in
New Mexico, a sister lab to Liv-

ermore, officials have already

begun the application process
for a Level 3 factlity.

Livermore and Los Alamos
are nuclear weapons research
labs managed by the University
of California for the Energy De-
partment.

Al- Stotts, a spokesman for
the Energy Department regional
office in New Mexico, said that
public comments have been col-
lected on an environmental as-
sessment prepared for the Level
3proposal at Los Alamos.

He said it could be “a matter
of weeks” before a decision is

: made on whether previous

studies are sufficient or whether
more environmental reviews are
required before the level-three
lab at Los Alamos can be ap-
proved.

The University of California
system has about 40 Level 3
biolabs among its campuses, in-
cluding UC Berkeley. And there
are hundreds more at other

sites in the state and across the
country.

Marylia Kelley, executive di-
rector, for the Livermore-based
nuclear watchdog group Tri-
Valley Communities Against a
Radioactive Environment, said
that she supports lab efforts to
develop technologies that can
detect potentially deadly patho-
gens. ;
But she also said she ques-
tions the safety of handling such
disease-causing bioagents at a
lab surrounded by highly pop-

“ulated areas.

“I think that there is going to
be a lot of concern in this com-
munity if they plan to work with
these dangerous human patho-
gens,” Kelley said. -

She cited past problems with
accidental radiation releases
from Livermore Lab. “If the lab-
oratory hasn't been able to con-
tain that, then what makes them
so sure that they will be able to
contain these human patho-
gens,” she said. )

Greg Mello, executive di-
rector for the nuclear watchdog

‘Los Alamos Study. Group, said

that safety worries “are certainly

_very real” with, both the -Los

Alamos and Livermore pro: .
posals for Level 3 biolabs.®, & i3 &
And there is another wortry®
he said. “It’s a serious.problem
to create any kind of bio-

-weapons laboratory — even if

it's supposed to be for defense
— at a nuclear weapons labora-
tory.” o
" There will always be specu- -
lation, he said, that the defense
research could double as bio-
warfare research. )
He added, “We already have
laboratories that can do this —
it's really nothing more than ev-

eryone getting on the ‘gravy
train.””

Livermore Lab has already
begun conceptual designs for
the Level 3 proposal, after which’
a formal process under the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act
could begin,

Tentative plans are to rede-
sign an existing biolab or add a
modular building of about 1,000
square feet. That would be suffi-

“cient space for three labs, one

.or two of which would be Level
.3 labs, Houghton said.

Officials at the Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention
are “"aware of our plans and
supportive,” she added.
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Aragon Seeks Leglslatlve Overs1ght of LANL

Joumal Staﬁ‘ Report
Sen Manny Aragon D-Albu-

‘querque, has put a proposal
before the Legislature calling’

for establishment of a legisla-
tive committee to provide over-
" sight of Los Alamos Natlonal
Laboratory. .

Under Aragon s Senate J omt
Memorial 84, the proposed

New Mexico leglslatlve com-

. mittee on LANL would meet
regularly with a committee of
_ the California state Senate that

has oversight of U.S. Depart-
ment of Energy laboratories

/ 7/ O“Z.. operated by the Umversrcy of

Cahforma The umversny runs
LANL.

-Also, the New Me:dco legisla-
tive . committee ~ would be
charged with appointing a “citi-
zens advisory committee” on
oversight of the Los Alamos lab.

. Elaine Cimine of La Cienega -

Citizens ~ for Environmental
Safeguards asked for a LANL

. citizens committee during- a
hearing before state legislators -

last week. “The issues are sim-
ply too many and too complex
to resolve with a public hearing
every year or so,” Cimino said.

Aragons proposal says Los’

Alamos lab has an impact on.
the air and water quality,

employment and economy . of
surrounding communities and

‘that there should be a legisla-
tive committee “to”formalize .
the New Mexico Legislature’s
commitment to communication

‘with California regarding over-
sight of Los. Alamos Natmnal ‘

Laboratory.”

A citizens advisory’ commit-
tee would give New Mexicans
“a voice in recommending the
course of action that New Mex-

_ico 1eg1s1ators should take in

_the activities
quences of the activities” of
- LANL, Aragon’s proposal says.

over51ght and exammatlon of
and © conse-

+The proposal has not been '
referred toany Senate commit-

tees and ‘has been tabled,
according . to legislative
records. R
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‘Memorial On'
LANL Panel
- Lies Dormant
- Citizens Would Have Voice
In 'Legisla_tive Oversight. |

. By JENNIFER MCKEE zf 1"'1/02_
- Joumal Staff erter

’Ihcked between bills about health insurance

_ for the poor and tax breaks for New Mexico’s
- centenarians, the fate of a memorial to create a
legislative" coimittee. overseeing Los-Alamos

National Laboratory remained .undecided - late,

Wednesday night.

- The mernorial, Senate ‘Jomt Memorial 84' A.

_introduced by Sen. Manny "Aragon, D- Albu—
- querque, had not gone to the House floor for a

vote ‘at press time. The Leglslature adJourns;f

_ today at noon.

- If passed, the memomal would create a New' s

" Mexico legislative committee to meet with: the

California legislative committee that oversees

‘two nuclear weapons labs run by the University

. of California, including Los Alamos Natlonal
- Laboratory. - a3

- The memorial would also create a. c:1t1zens

o , adv1sory committee to assist the committee and
- give New Mexico citizens a voice in howthe Leg- -

- 1slature oversees the weapons lab.
‘But' the memorlal like all memorials, 1sn’t

Ablndmg And even 1f it does pass, . it wouldn’ :

force the Legislature to do’ anything. Rather, it
merely requests that the legislative council set

- up such a:committee. Rep.. Debbie Rodella, D-
... San Juan Pueblo, who is sponsoring the memori-
al in the House, said she thmks the councﬂ will
- 'set'up the comm1ttee

-Either = way, said ‘lab  spokesman John

* Gustafson, the lab has a good rapport w1th the
Leglslature and hopes to continue it,

- See MEMORIAL on PAGE 3.

& = )

Memorial
On Panel

Dormant

v from PAGE 1

“We Value our relat10nsh1p

with the Legislature and look

forward to continued communi- - -

cation and interactions whether_

or not.an advisory board i Is cre- - -
ated,” he said.

The memorial is also support- '

ed by lab watchdog and Hispan-
ic-advocacy groups. The -His-
pano Roundtable said not pass-

ing the memorial would be an.
embarrassment for New Mexi- '

Co. .

due.” .
" "“We think it's really needed »

said Greg Mello of the’ Study :

Group.
-The laboratory is in an unusu-

al situation. Although federally -
funded, the laboratory has been
managed by the University of
California - since its earliest -

days. All lab employees; there—v

. fore, work for the university, an
armof the Cahfornla state gov- '

ernment.
Sometlmes Cahforma law

applies "to the laboratory. For-

example, membérs of the public
requesting -certain ' documents
from the laboratory submit

those requests under the Cali-

fornia Public Records Act.

In other cases, New Mexico

law applies. It’s- New Mexico
environmental laws; for exam-

ple, that apply to pollutlon atLos - .

Alamos 1ab.

. And in>other cases only fed-'

eral law applies. All ‘nuclear

‘materials housed or disposed of L

at Los Alamos. are under the
purview of the federal govern-
ment, as no state — California,

‘New Mex1co or otherw1se —has .
JurlSdlCthIl over nuclear mate-
-rials.

Rodella- sald it’s this umque

position that makes a New Mex-
- ico legislative committee neces-
_sary. -California already has
‘such a committee, she said. -

Rodella, a - part-time ' lab
employee -said she sees “first-
hand the 1mpropr1et1es that
occur.”

The Los Alamos Study Group
said such a commlttee 1s “over—



‘Group Says
Labs Eying
New Nukes

. Ofﬁ_ciél: Work Théorétiéal B

: 2 L .
By JENNIFER MCKEE - é / i
Journal Staff Writer ‘ S‘ Db‘ ‘ :
Scientists at the nation’s nuclear weapons labs,
including the two in New Mexico, are being
" formed into teams to conceivé new nuclear -
~ ‘weapons designs, according fo a report by a =

. national . environmerital group. that ‘says it’
obtained parts of a secret government nuclear
weapons policy reporf. . . . oo R

“The Natural Resources Defense Council, head- .
_quartered in New York City, released the report -

; Thursday which says scientists at Los Alamos -
and Sandia national labs have been called upon to.
consider new nuclear weapons designs.

The report is based on infor- e

- mation - the council says- it
gleaned from ‘the = secret
Nuclear Posture Review, a road -

_thap of the nation’s nuclear poli- .

"¢y the Bush administration |
completed earlier this year but-.
has not fully released to the pub- .-
lic. o :
The head .of the National e

. Nuclear Security Administra- BINGAMAN .

. tion, a branch of the federal . ¢
Energy Department " which Iwas to‘l'd

“runs the weapons labs, testi- e gre not. - .

¢ fied about the Nuclear Posture .. -

| Review at a Senate learing We are not
Thursday in Washington. e . ‘

“John Gordon, administrator A€SIgNING
of the NINSA, said his agency - .
has formed “small groups” of or .
designers to “explore ‘what olani

_ rnight be possible” with new .develop ng

. nuclear weapons designs. . pew-
- “We do this with an apprecia- - .. .. |
tion on the restrictions-on pur- warheads.”
suing new weapons,” said Gor- X
don. He added that the work is

_not looking at any specific mil- - .

~jtary needs .and is more theo- - D-N.M. -
retical. N o

". Sen.Jeff Bingaman, D-N.M., serves on the Sen-
ate Armed Services Committee and was_at
Thursday’s hearing. Bingaman said he asked
Gordon specifically whether the nation was
engaged in designing new nuclear warheads.

«] was told we are not,” Bingaman said. “We
- arenot designing or developing new warheads.” .
The Natural -Resources Defense Council
report said. the NNSA “is’ re-establishing -
advanced warhead concept design teams at éach
of the three design laboratories — Los Alamos,
- Sandia and Lawrence Livermore.”

~ The teams will focus on designing new nuclear A
weapons to penetrate - “hardened and .deeply -
- buried targets,” and for attacking chemical or

biological warfare sites. The teams will also

'SEN. JEEF
‘BINGAMAN,

*See GROUP on PAGE 2




Group Labs Des1gmng New N ukes

' from PAGE 1

focus on new nuclear weapons
designed to be more precise

and with “reduced yields,” or -
nuclear.
‘weapons - than “the- hydrogen .
bombs -currently in the US.

lesser . powerful

nuclear stockplle

"The nation has not formally
pursued new nuclear. weapons
-~ since ‘the early 1990s, ‘when

. Pres1_dent_v George Bush Sr..
issued a presidential directive .
_ against it, according to Chris -

Paine of the Defense Council.
The design teams are part.of

_a larger ‘U.S: nuclear policy

_that -re-examines. the existing
nuclear arsenal developed dur-

ing'the Cold War and identifies.
different potential targets.for:
nuclear ‘weapons. Those new’
targets. could demand new
Kinds- of ‘nuclear ":weapons, -
‘according to the report. But -
"becajse- des1gning and building -

néw weapons is a long and com-
plicated process,
- administration wants to start

‘early with . de51gn, ‘the report_ :

said.

Accordmg to excerpts from'

‘engines-

the Bush o

‘Gordons tesnmony Thursday,

Gordon said he also sees three

.miain "areas of change in the
" nation’s emstmg nucledr capa-
bilities and mfrastructure

. Along with the des1gn tearns,.
Gordon said the nation must be -

able to perform an actual
nuclear. test, somethmg that

-has:not been“done in 10 years.
Gordon: said he doesn’t think
‘the nation ‘actually needs to .
‘perform - a . nuclear test but':.
‘should be able to 1f the need

ever anses

He also said the nation needs .
to “think seriously about-a mod-
“ern pit production facility.” Pits

e " the .plutonium-sphered

weapon. The nation- has "not
manufactured ‘a new pit in

. more than a decade

Bmgaman said he has read

neither the National Resources -
Defense.Council report nor the

Nuclear Posture Review: “I

think our national policy of not .

developing . nuclear weapons

‘has served us well,” he said.

Gordon stressed in his com-

' -vments that the design team that
NNSA has assembled is formed

of . every " nuclear .

to “help ensure long-term ’
design competence,” and is not
a pursuit  of a specific new
nuclear weapon or warhead. He

- further said that his agency is -
“focused almost exclusively on
‘ mamtammg today’s. stockpﬂe »?

St111 the report and Gordon’s
testimony, alarmed some
activists. e
. “We're very familiar . with
this agenda . said Paine. “We
thought we' left it behmd 17
years ago.” - :

“Paine’ sa1d the’ mformanon :
his* group * obtained - doesn’t
paint a complete picture and
leavesroom for questions.

Greg Mello, of the'Los:Alam-
os Study Group in Santa Fe, .
said mcludmg new weapons -

" "designs in the Nuclear Posture

Review “provides legitimacy”
to the effort and may confound -

1 U.S. efforts to .contain the
spread -of nuclear: weapons

elsewhere in the world. .
“Tt will be very difficult to go

into an -interna;tional .gathering

and say we are-ending the arms -

race when we. are: planning on

makmg new weapons ” he said.
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Federal Officials OK Los Alamos Biolab

By Jennifer McKee Journal Northern Bureau

* Research facility to house deadly bacteria

LOS ALAMOS A biological research laboratory one designed to house live, deadly bacteria at Los
Alamos National Laboratory got formal approval Monday from federal officials.

The news was greeted with criticism by many local environmental and citizens groups who have long
opposed the research facility.

Local officials with the federal agency that oversees Los Alamos lab announced Monday that the
proposed lab poses no significant environmental risks and can be built as planned.

Environmental approval of the lab was the last roadblock to building the laboratory, which has been
assailed by its critics as dangerous and inappropriate, while hyped by supporters as a necessary tool in
the fight against domestic terrorism.

The decision means officials could start designing the lab soon, with money for construction coming
by this fall.

At issue is a so-called Biosafety Level Three laboratory, or BSL-3, the National Nuclear Security
Administration wants to build at Los Alamos lab. The NNSA is a semiautonomous arm of the Energy
Department that runs the nation's nuclear weapons labs.

The agency last spring proposed building a BSL-3 lab at .os Alamos. The facility would be the only
such laboratory at any of the nation's nuclear weapons labs and, according to LANL officials, would let
scientists there expand their defensive research into biological warfare and other biological threats.

The agency launched an environmental study into the proposed lab last year. Such a study is
required by law and examines any possible environmental threats the lab may pose. A first draft of the
study was released last fall.

Corey Cruz, head of the NNSA Los Alamos office, issued a formal "Finding of No Significant Impact"
on Monday, meaning that based on the environmental study the proposed research facility will have no
major environmental effects.

"If you look at the impacts analyzed there, they weren't significant,” he said.

Critics, both local and nationally, say the study was not adequate and that environmental problems
aren't the only things wrong with the proposed research facility.

For one thing, said Greg Mello of the Los Alamos Study Group, a Santa Fe-based lab watchdog
organization, a secret nuclear weapons facility is no place for any kind of biological research, especially

1 of2 11/3/05 2:46 PM



Federal Officials OK Los Alamos Biolab http://epaper.abgjournal.com/Repository/getFiles.asp?Style=OliveX...

since the line between offensive and defensive biological research is so fuzzy.

Even if the BSL-3 poses no environmental or health risks, he said, there's no way for the public to
know exactly what bugs researchers are studying in the lab or why.

Peggy Prince, executive director of Peace Action New Mexico, another watchdog group, said the
environmental study wasn't adequate and called for a more in-depth study, even a study of all planned
NNSA biological research.

"We also feel that because the lab will be handling live, biological materials, it could be at increased
risk of terrorist attack," Prince said.

Cruz said a more in-depth study isn't needed, as this research lab is not necessarily part of any larger
NNSA program.

As for the argument that a nuclear weapons lab should not conduct biological research, Cruz said he
"understands, from a theoretical standpoint, why they made those comments." But he said Los Alamos
lab's broader mission as a place of weapons research doesn't mean biologists at the facility will be
studying germs as biological weapons.

"There are no plans to do that kind of work,"” Cruz said.

20f2 11/3/05 2:46 PM
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By JENNmER MCKEE / (o / m__,Alamos lab announced ‘Monday '
that the proposed-lab poses no

- significant environmental risks
.and can be built as planned. .

Environmental approval of.
.the lab ‘was the-last roadblock
" to:~ building ‘the laboratory,
. which critics assailed as' dan--
- gerous

Journal Staﬂ' Writer -

A b1olog1cal research labora-
tory — one designed to house

‘live, deadly bacteria at Los "

‘Alamos National Laboratory ~
got formal approval Menday
from federal officials. "
" The news was greeted with
criticism by many local envi-
ronmental and citizeps groups

who have long opposed thev

research facility.’
‘Local officials with the feder—

and inappropriate,
while hyped by supporters as a

. necessary -tool in the fight

against domestic terrorism,

The decision means officials
could ‘start designing the lab

txon coming' by tlus fall

At issue is a, so-called
Biosafety Level Three labora«
“tory, or BSL-3, the National
- Nuclear Secumty Administra-

Los Alamos lab The NNSAisa

-semiautonomous arm of the’

" Energy Department that runs
_the nation’s' nuclear weapons
. labs. The agency last .spring
. 'proposed ‘building a BSL-3 lab
. at Los Alamos. The facility

would be the only such labora-

tion, or NNSA, warits to build at:.

nuclear Weapons labs .and,

“according ‘to LANL off1c1als, )
there -

would let
expand

sc1entlsts
the1r defensive

research into bloIogmal war-
fare and - other biological

threats

The agency launched an envi-

ronmental study:into the pro--
- posed lab -last year. Such a

study is required by-law and
examines.any possible environ-

:mental threats the lab may

pose, A first draft of the study:

] 1olog1eal Lab

Corey Cruz, head of the
NNSA Los  Alamos office;
issued a formal “Finding of No

vSignificant Impact” Monday,

meaning ' the environmental -

‘study. found the ‘proposed

research facility will have no
major env1romnenta1 effects

“If you look at the impacts *

analyzed there, they werent

’ s1gn1f1cant " he said.

- Critics, bothlocal and nat10n~ :
ally, say ‘the study was not ade- -
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AREA G Forum draws a crowd

From Page 1
. ing that it was his bureau’s role
“to tell the regulatory communi-
ty what to do if they’re wrong and
tell them to fixit,” as well as to lis-
ten to what the public has to say.
Bearzi assured the audience
that whatever the outcome,
when the environment depart-
ment arrives at a draft permit
statement for Technical Area 54,
in which Area G is located, that
“there will be many opportuni-
ties for the public to weigh in.”
The study group found back-
ing for its claims last year, when
the New Mexico Attorney Gen-
eral’s office wrote to Bearzi in
July pointing out legal discrep-
ancies in the department’s han-
dling of several material dis-
posal areas (MDAs), which
were required to close after the
withdrawal of permit requests
and the loss of interim status
dating back to 1985.
The group has pressed its
claims by organizing a “can-

paign” which gathered peti-
tions, raised money, and deliv-
ered to the governor’s office
some 2,000 food cans relabeled
to look like miniature haz-
ardous waste containers.
Another panelist, Merlin
Wheeler, a retired hydrologist
who once worked at Area G,
urged the Pajarito Chapter to
stick to the facts of the matter,
and not to fall prey to a strategy
he perceived in the study
group’s literature of using the
question of Area G as a weapon
to fight against the existence of
the laboratory. ‘
“Is that a good place or not?”
he asked, refocusing the
debate on what he considered
‘the essential issue to be decid-
ed by facts and not be negative.
After opening statements,
the panel took questions from
a fairly polarized audience.
A number  of questions
appeared to be more like state-
ments, as was the case of a
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man from Santa Fe who read
from a book by Lewis Mumford
on the “coma” state of contem-
porary society.

Another man wanted to know
if Area G was sufficiently shield-
ed from “particle beams” or

“photon cannon hits,” ‘or the-

lab’s own “linear bearn weapon.”

“No,” answered McAtee.
“There are no shields of the
aboveground storage from
photon beams.”

Susan Dayton, a woman
from Albuquerque, read a letter
condemning the Pajarito Chap-
ter for its divergence from the
rest of the Sierra Club in sup-
porting the laboratory’s propos-
al for building a new laboratory
for research on Dbiological
agents, before asking McAtee
how the lab could be reducing
waste if it was going to be pro-
ducing plutonium pits.

McAtee distinguished
between current practices that
have reduced waste products
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across the laboratory, from the
old wastes and the old ways of
handling them.

“What is safe and what is safe
enough?” he asked. “Yes, there
are contaminants [from legacy
wastes]. They are miniscule and
trivial. That doesn’t make it
right. From the perspective of
environmental stewardship, it
concerns me that the lab cre-
ates any waste at all.” o

Mello pointed out that risk is
not merely a quantitative value to
be measured in millirems per day
of radiation exposure, but also
has a qualitative aspect. A volun-
tary risk willingly accepted by a

person is not the same as “invol- -

untary risks that are imposed
upon us by others,” he said.

As a warm-up for-a lively
controversy that is likely to
grow throughout the year, the
Pajarito Chapter’s forum, if
nothing else, proved that the
public is intensely interested
and the topic will draw a crowd.
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_;Cleanup of Area

U BY JENNIFER MCKEE
) .Journal Sraff Wrxter

- LOS ALAMOS — Frustratton
fomented at a forum here Mon- .
day night for discussion of the
possible closure of Los Alamos -
National. Laboratory’s nuclear )
waste dump.

- Activists carrymg “Down- :

- stream -Screamers” signs .
- packed the small room at the
. Pubhc

Mesa- L1brary,

_matched in number only' by a
- ldrge contingent of Los Alam-
‘o8 lab scientists and. state

officials. = The
watched representatives of

the lab, the state Environ-

ment Department and 4 Santa
Fe activist-group discuss the -
environmental *

legal - and-
implications of closing the 45-

.year-old dump known by.its"
lab designation as Techmcal..
. Area 54; Area G.

“The Los
Group believes, .

Alamos Study

" audience -

posal area, 1s v1olatmg the

Resource. Conservation and. -

Recovery Act, 21976 law gov-
erning. the d1sposa1 of ‘haz-

ardous waste. Greg Mello of .
the Study. Group said that
shortly after that law passed :
the- lab, which . had . been

dumpmg a:variety of wastes

- at, the -sité, inchiding- haz-'
-ardous
applied for a perm1t from the -

- state” to continue: dumpmg

: hazardous waste there. . {

that ‘ the: :
dump, currently the lab’s only -
low- level nuclear waste d1s- ’

chemical . waste,

" ‘That’ request however, was
only” an interim measure.

Before the lab was ever‘

.4granted long-term penms— :
sion to operate Area G as a’
hazardous waste’ dump, lab

officials, decided to take the

waste elsewhere and with- -
draw their: permif applica- -~
" tion: Since then, Los Alaimos

lab . has- only _disposed. of

nuclear waste at.the site, :

which -is not, governed by
state law to

"'No matter, Mello sa1d the’
. mere| fact that the’ lab did
apply fora perm1t and operat-’
.ed on‘an interim permit as'a
‘hazardous wasteé dump means
that the Resource Conserva- :

THURSDAY, MARCH 7, 2002 3~

tion and Recovery Act' was

enacted. The act stipulates-
“that once a permitted haz-
“ardous waste site- closes it -
-must be cleaned up.
“That never happened in this .

case.-

“The state Attorney Gener-',’
als Office has made the same:
*.argument, although the office
. has not pushed to close-the -
‘site; But it has alerted .the-
- Environment .
.about' the situation.

Department

that -effect, James

Bearzr, head of the depart- -
‘ment’s .

Hazardous

-Bureau, .
- forum, Bearzi said the Envi-~ -
ronment Department will

Waste ]

'was .also at the

deal with the situation when it
issues a‘ dlfferent permit to-
the lab thls sprmg :

Bearz1 saxd he wasn’t sure -
exactly “how the department
would handle the problem. He:
said aftér the meeting, how-

. ‘ever, that the NMED is' work-
“ing closely with the Attorney
- General’s Office, and the two
‘departments were not in dis-
agreement on what should be - -
‘done about the dump.-



More than a decade and $700 million into LANL's current
cleanup program, plenty of work remains to be done

Signs Iining the fence along DP Road near Technical Area 21 in Lbs Alamos warn of buried radioactive waste. Los Alamos National

Laboratory has 839 sites where the question of contamination must be addressed.
3 N . ’ . p - - .
.//b/oz,, Story by Jeff Tollefson « Photos by Julie Graber « The New Mexican

0S ALAMOS — .
Like many people
here, Randy Smith
N works across the
street from a radioactive-
waste dump.

Not the new kind, requiring hun-
dreds of millions of dollars in envi--
ronmental safeguards, decades of
study and political capital extend-

. ing all the way to the Oval Office.
It’s just an old-fashioned pit, -
where some of mankind’s worst
‘waste was bulldozed over with
dirt, topped with a blanket of
asphalt in places and surrounded
by abarbed-wire fence. -

“It's kind of strange when you
park your car 20 feet away from a
radioactive dump site,” Smith
says, “but we’ve never had any
problems. You see people out
there testing, and you just have to
trust that if there were a problem,

5 Y s ; ™

Steve Yanicak of the New Mexico Environment Department takes water
from-a spring near the Rio Grande to test for contaminants. -

and chemicals to standard explo-
sives and radioactive materials
has left its mark at Los Alamos
National Laboratory.

it would get handled properly.”

Welcome to Los Alamos, birth-
place of the atom bomb. Nuclear-
weapons research and fabrication
is a messy process: Everything

from the usual industrial solvents Pleése see NUCLEAR, Page A-6

a

Inside
& Only nine
years ago,
Los Alamos
National
Laboratory
dumped waste
from 141 pipes
into its canyons.
Today, that
number is 21 and -
it has reduced its

use of water.
Page A-7

M A Bush
proposal would
squeeze the lab’s
cleanup budget
by 37 percent
next year.

Page A-7

W LANL plans

to install an
experimental
barrier to contain
contaminants in
Mortandad
Canyon.

Page A-7




Continued from Page A-1.

Twelve years and $700 mil-
lion into its current environ-
mental-restoration program,
the lab has 839 sites where
the question of contamina-
tion needs to be addressed,
To date, the lab has gone
about environmental cleanup
largely on its own, working
with and occasionally prod- . -

ded by the New Mexico Envi-.

ronment Department. .

But things are about to
change. Staté regulators are
putting the final touches on
an order that could, among
other-things, lay the founda-
tion — and set a schedule —
for cleanup throughout the
43-square-mile laboratory. -

That plan already faces

. challenges The lab’s cleanup
funding has dropped by more
than 50 percent in the last.

decade. Evén at current fund-

_ing levels, 1ab officials say,
the lab will not be able to

. meet the state’s expectations .

in the upcoming order, and

- DOE heéadquarters is propos- *

ing to-cut the cleanup budget -

by another 37 percent next

year. Using those figures, the
1ab would only be able to

.. complete about half the work.
© ¥If they don’t meet the

- terms of the order, then they .
are in noncompliance, and
we will take enforcement
action against them,” says .
Greg Lewis, director of the
Water and Waste
Management Division at the-
.Environment Department.

- This path leads into a légal’

" morass that is not to be taken
lightly. Ultimately, however,
the state can assess $25,000.
in fines each day for each .
violation until the lab comes
into compliance. So says the
law, anyway.

-"Regardless of how that
scenario might play out, such
alegally binding order -

- should significantly increase
the state's leverage. If the

~lab is bound by law to clean
up its mess, Lewis explains,
DOE will be much more like-
ly to request proper funding
to complete the job. For rea-

- sons not entirely clear, New’
Mexico has never taken this
step, although other states. -

" with DOE facilities have.”

“I think there’s plenty of
blame to go around,” Lewis
says. “We haven't been as
aggressive as we should have

. been historically, and the lab
has certainly been reluctant
to be: regulated ?

. The department expects to

release the document for
public comment this spring.

e

Cleanup hazards

Notice: Underground
Radioactive Material
So read signs on a fence

. across.the street from Randy

Smith’s hardware store, Los
Alamos Home Improvement.
DP Road ultimately leads to
Technical Area 21, a now-
defunct facility that
processed plutonium after

" World War I1. Over the

years, the area developed
into:a:commercial corridor.
Not all that long ago, the

. fence wasn’t there. Weeds

grow from cracks in asphalt
orice used as a parking lot.-
Below plutonium — like that-
specially packaged and sent .
toithe Waste Isolation Pilot
Plant in Carlsbad today —
and who knows what kind of

o ~g1.(nk

b'officials hesitate when
kmg about cleanup. They "

“don’t. know exactly what lies
- -within: thlS quarter- -mile-long
- ‘wdste pit, mnocuously dubbed

Material Disposal Area B, .
running along the south side -
of DP Road. When testing,

- rather than tapping into the

middle, the lab monitors -,

below and around the pit for

fear of disturbing the waste.
To dig it up would be no

‘small feat. Estimated cost:
‘$1billion for excavation of

this and a few other pits at’
TA 21. Compare that to what

“ the state spends every year
- from it$ general fund, for all

functions from schools to
prisons to public safety $4

‘billion..

" The health threats are very

-real. Depending.on the kind
- and amount of exposure,

radiation can cause every-.
thing from birth defects and

. genetic damage to cancer.

Chemicals like PCBs are also
suspected carcinogens. But,

at least in this case, offlclals




know where the waste is.

Removal would involve
potential exposure to work-
ers, not to mention the dis-
ruption of business along DP
Road, according to Julie
Canepa, who heads the lab’s
Environmental Restoration
Project. Once you get it out
of the ground, the waste
would need to be repackaged
and put back into the ground,
presumably in a better-
designed facility.

“Where I think thisis head-.

ed is, we are probably not
going to be digging it up,”
Canepa says. “But then we
have the long-term steward-
ship components as an insti-
tution.”

In other words, if you don’t

- dig it up,.-how do you monitor’

for potential health hazards
in the future? How do you
ensure the contamination
will stay put? Nature has a
way of dispersing things.

The same question will®
arise again and again as the
laboratory looks at this and
other waste-disposal areas.
Twenty-six ar¢ on the
current Jist, and more low-

" level radioactive waste is .
going into the ground at-Area
G each year.

"Questions remain abotit the
state’s role in regulating this
disposal, as evidenced by the

‘New Mexico attorney gener-
al's position that Area G has
never been properly permit-

- ted and is thus out of compli-
ance. State regulators plan to
address that and other opera-
tions in an operating permit

_later this summer.

Even the current disposal
sites will go through the for-
mal cleanup process, which
includes investigation and
possible remediation or fur-
‘ther stabilization. Currently,
the lab is conducting a pilot
project at one disposal area
to see how the sites can be
addressed.

Env1r0nmentahsts ‘mean-,
while, see it as a 51mple issue
of priorities. Funding for the-

_lab’s overall operations has
doubled since the'Cold War,

. V\;lhxch indicates the money is
there, says Greg Mello, wha,

heads the Tos Alamos Study

“Group, a local environmental

_and disarmament organiza-

tion.

"If it were a choice between
education or poverty-relief. '
programs and digging up pits
like the one along DP Road, -
Mello says, he would choose
social programs. But it’s not:

. DOE spends billions of dol-
lars on bombs, Mello notes.

. “We have the money. I say
dig it up.”

ldentifying the problem

A review that involved the
U.S. Environmental Protec-
tion Agency in the early

1990s turned up more than
2,124 “potential release
sites.” One by one, the lab’s
Canepa says, the laboratory
has been investigating each.
More than 500 sites were -
removed from the list; still’
others were consolidated.

Although Mello and others
fear the laboratory is
conducting a cleanup on

Los Alamos
National Laboratory

paper only, Canepa says
-many of those sites showed
little or no contamination. -
The laboratory and state reg-
ulators have identified about
twvo dozen sites that will

require major investigations .

and cleanup.

The state Environment.
Department has cited all the
waste dumps as a primary
concern. Although the feder-
al government has sole juris:
diction over radioactive
waste, the dumps also con-
tain a host of solvents, heavy

- metals and other materials

that are governed by the.
state, which enforces federal

- hazardous-waste laws.

The waste dumps are on
the top of bhiffs that over-
iook myriad canyons at the
base of the Jemez Mountains.
But this is only part of the
picture of contamination.
Over the years, the laborato-
ry has dumped contaminated
sludges, liquids and solids

- directly into the canyons

below.

- Much, though certamly not
all, of the contamination took
place before the passage of
modern environmental legis-
lation in the 1970s. Since
then, state officials say, it has
taken awhile for the law to ~
catch up to the laboratory. In

. other words, until laws were

passed, the lab often was not
doing anything illegal,

Such was the case at Acid
Canyon, the site of the first
pipe outfall for plutonium-
processing facilities during
the Manhattan Project. The
land is now a public park. At
least three cleanup operations

" have taken place there. The
" most recent was completed

last year at the behest of state
regulators who found numer-
ous “hot spots” of plutonium
contamination.

The laboratory is conduct- -

ing a lengthy process to
characterize contamination
in each of the canyons that
traverse the area, beginning
with Los Alamos and Pueblo
canyons on the east side. So

- far, the lab has discovered

nothing that would warrant
immediate action, according
to Mat Johansen, who over-
sees the lab’s groundwater
program for DOE.

Robert Mquinezﬂhe New Mexican

Natural percolation

. The problem has become
more complex in recent :
years: Perchlorate and tri-
tium, a radioactive byprod-
uct of nuclear work, turned

-up in a drinking-water well

that taps deep groundwater
in Pueblo Canyon. Before
these and similar findings,
the laboratory had argued
that monitoring the regional

- aquifer was unnecessary
-because the geology would-

prevent contamination from
percolating deep into the

earth, according to the Envi-

ronment Department’s
Lewis.

“That was the official
stance wuitil very recently "
Lewis says.

The Erivironmeént Depart-
ment and the lab are now -

- looking into possible perchlo- -

rate contamjnation in springs

" along the Rio Grande below

White Rock. Lewis joined
other department.andlab

_officials.on arecent trip. to
sample’ the springs, which
" the staté believes are fed by

deepgroundwater beléw the:
lab. Earlier tests.turned up
posmve for perchlorate,
although the lab questions
the results.

Working with the state, the
laboratory is now drilling

-wells into the deep aquifer to

better understand groundwa-
ter movement in the area.
Both state and federal offi-
cials say the program is nec-
essary to understand both
current and future dispersal

- of contaminants.

Here again, the lab comes
under criticism. Both state
officials and activists ques-
tion the costs. At'$1 million

_— and much more; in some

cases — drilling a groundwa-
ter:monitoring well at the .
laboratory can cost. several

" titnes the industry average,

critics contend. They argue
the lab is wasting money on
over-priced contractors,
although lab officials say the
wells are expensive because
they include the costs of
monitoring and sampling.

" For activists such as Mello,
spending $70 million-on the
groundwater-monitoring pro-
gram -- more than the Santa

Fe Public Schools operating
budget — is just another way
of delaying.real cleanup.

.. What’s happened is Los_

Alamos has turned its

research program,” Mello

says. “Everyone feels like

scientist if they can just ge

“more data, but there's no end

“tothis”

The laboratory is well
aware of this kind of
mistrust. It cites the Acid

-Canyon cleanup as an accom-
“ plishment, as well as the $1.7

million removal of about
3,400 cubic yards of soil con-
taminated with PCBs at an
old storage site. That waste
went into Area G, the current
disposal site. Another $25
million went into the recent
cleanup of an old landfill in
which fist-sized chunks of.
high explosives were littered
among rubble from old build-
ings and'the like. Canepa
says the site was so danger-
ous that the major work was -
done with a remote-control
backhoe. S

From Canepa’s .
perspective, environmental
remediation is always a slow
and expensive process. Just
figuring out what kind of
waste is present at a particu-’
lar site requires on-the-

" ground.work and expensive

analysis. Then comes the
risk .analysis, and finally
cleanup, but each of those
steps.involves reams of
paperwork going back and

- forth between the lab and

state regulators,

" An air of mistrust

Then again, it can be diffi-
cult to view the laboratory as
an agency beleaguered by °

unfair criticism. Only five

years ago, for example, the

. laboratory was dumping
- highly contaminated water

without treatment at Techni-

.cal Area 16. Technicians ran

water over pieces of TNT and

. other explosives as théy were

ground down and shaped for -
proper combustion.
' The water was pink with

_ TNT. Officials with the

state’s Oversight Bureau are
only half joking when they
say they were afraid to wear
big boots near the outfall for
fear of sparking an
explosion.

“Everything was literally
red from TNT. Everything’
was dead. The trees were
dead. The vegetation was
dead,” says Steve Yanicak,
who heads the bureau in
White Rock. And yet, he

- adds, the laboratory wasn’t
_ even testing the discharge

water for high explosives.

- “They knew, but weren’t
doing anything,” Yanicak
says. “But again, there was
no state oversight.”

” " This kind of fact-checking
and fieldwork became the

"duty of the Oversight

Bureau, furided by the DOE -

-according to a 1990 agree-

ment.

For_thelr part, lab officials
say their discharge permit
didn't require testing for high
explosives, an admission that
the lab was knowingly conta-



minating a canyon because
nobody told them not to.

The 1ab has since built a
treatment plant to remove

-, high explosives from the dis-

charge water. But it should

be obvious that it would have

been much cheaper to stop

polluting years ago. Cleanup-,'-

as the lab says, is expensive.
As if to illustrate the long-:
term costs, the lab found
traces of high explosivesin
the deep groundwater after
drilling a well at Technical
Area 16. Yanicak wasn’t sur-
prised, but the well project
was so beset with problems

that sonieé people have specu--
‘lated the contamination was -

introduced into the deep.
-aquifer when the well was
drilled.. .

For Joni Arends a Santa
Fe activist with Concerned .
' Citizens for Nuclear Safety,
the Iab tends to use its tech-

nical expertise to undermine .

‘environmental discussions

with citizens. One refreshing .

exception, she says, isthe -
Community Radiation Moni-
toring Group, a lab- '

sponsored citizen group that -

“tracks air emissions at Los -
_ Alamos.

But estabhshmg that group:

requ1red a Clean Air Act law-

suit filed by Coricerned Citi- .

zens in 1994. The group
bypassed the lab’s agréement
-with EPA, reached after the -
lab was found to-be out of

" compliance at 31 of 33 facili-
ties that emit radionuclides,
and argued in federal court
the lab was still failing to

properly monitor emissions.

Arends says the lab has
since come into compliance
and now pays for indepen—

dent scientific review to help .

“the citizens group
understand and debate tech-
nical issues. She would like
to see the 1ab take this
approach on other issues.
“It’s an excellent model,”

‘Arends says. “Many times, if -

wedon’t speak in scientific

terms, our: concerns are dlS- ’

missed.”

The environment

and public health

For the most part, lab offi-
cials say threats to public
health do not appear immi-

- nent. The quality of well

water is of concern to both
Los Alamos County and San
Ildefonso Pueblo, but thanks
to its remote location, most

of the current problems fac-
ing the lab are environmen-
tal. With proper cleanup and-

* long-term moritoring, they °

stress, the pubhc should be
safe.

Not- everybody shares this
view, of course. Practically
speaklng, ‘radionuclides are
forever. It’s difficult to plan
for that. :

Fred Brueggeman is the’
deputy administrator for Los-

" Alamos County. He has been

working on an effort to
transfer more laboratory

» land into-county hands for
¢ development. First and fore-

most comes-an agreement
that the lab will maintain
responsibility for contamina-
tion found in the future, but

.justin case, the county is-
. looking at environmental

insurance as a second layer .
of defense against the unex-
pected

" The current round mc]udes»

land along DP.Road, and -

many have suggested one
day using thie buildings at |
Technical Area 21 as an
industrial-development area.
Others want to use the waste

- pit along the south side as a

parking lot. The latter possi- -
bility, at least, is not even up

“for con51derat10n ‘at this

point, according to the lab’ S
Canepa.

“No one should use that
land,” she says.

Sitting in his office over-

. looking Ashley Pond, once at -

the heart of the Manhattan
Project, Brueggeman tells of
the time contractors found a
few 55-gallon barrels while .

- relocating a sewer line at the

high-school football field. As
it turned out, they contained

" nothing-dangerous, but you -

never know in a place hke
this.

“I work here. I live about
two blocks away, where they
used to store nuclear materi-
als,” he says. “It’s not . the
sites that we know about that
I worry about. It’s the
unknowns.”
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____ htoxic legacy

Nuclear: Budget cuts hinder lab cleanup

Julie. Graber/T he New Mexican

Dynatech au. S Department of Energy subcontractor, drills a well mto the deep aquufer as part of the groundwater-monitoring_'
program in Los Alamos Canyon.



A toxic legacy
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Bush plan would squeeze cleanup funding

/\Wiloz-

By JEFF TOLLEFSON
The New Mexican

The Bush administration’s
proposal to reform cleanup

of the nation’s defense com-

plex would cut the baseline
cleanup funding at Los Alam-
‘0s National Laboratory by

37 percent next year.

This year’s cleanup budget
of about $47 million — about
2.4 percent of the lab’s over-
all spending — would
decrease by about $18 mil-
lion next year, according to
Julie Canepa, who heads the
lab’s Environmental Restora-
tion Project. That is down
from a high of about
$120 million in 1992, she said,
although the numbers are not
entirely comparable because
of changes in the program.

“It's ugly,” Canepa said.
“As disappointing as the bud-
get reduction is, we need to
be motivated and understand

_there is a sense of urgency
and look for creative ways of
getting our job done.”

As will the New Mexico
Environment Department’s
Oversight Bureau, an inde-

_ pendent program that has
broad public support for its
independent review of envi-
ronmental matters at U.S.
Department of Energy facili-
ties. The bureau is funded by
DOE, which has proposed.
cutting the budget to
$725,000 — less than half
what bureau officials say is
needed to maintain a viable
program.

The same thing happened
last year, but the DOE in
Albuquerque scraped up an
additional $950,000 to keep
funding level, according to
George Rael, director of the
Environmental Restoration
Division. This compares to a
‘budget of more than $3 mil-
lion in the early 1990s.

Congress will have the
final say, but Energy Secre-
tary Spencer Abraham is_

proposing the creation of an -

$800 million account that
would be allocated competi-
tively to facilities that can
secure expedited or alterna-

. canyons and try to complete

tive cleanup agreements with
state regulators. Overall
funding for the Environmen-
tal Management program
would remain the same at
$6.7 billion, including the
new cleanup account. That
means baseline funding
would decrease nationwide,
as evidenced by the projec-
tions for Los Alamos.

Skeptics say the reform:
amounts to blackmail, fear-
ing “expedited cleanup’ _
agreements” could translate-
into lower cleanup standatrds.
At the same time, the call for
reform is an old one. The
DOE has been widely criti-
cized — by environmental
groups, politicians, even the -
DOE’s Office of Inspector
General — for'wasting

. money on overhead and

bureaucracy rather than get- -
ting things done. Los Alamos
is not free of such criticism. -
Citing such inefficiency
and a $300 billion cleanup
forecast, Abraham last year
ordered a “top-to-bottom
review” of the program. The
result is the current incen-
tive policy. '
Canepa says the laboratory

- has a few proposals that

might be able to tap into that
account. For instance, the lab
might be.able to work with

the state to break off its cur-

rent study of contamination

in Los Alamos and Pueblo

on-the-ground cleanup within
several years.

The state is open to such
ideas. Many believe such an
approach could work. If the
work gets done more quickly
— and properly — why com-
plain? '

But opposition to this
approach is growing. DOE
announced this week the first
proposal to tap into the new
account. DOE’s Hanford site
in Washington state would
receive $433 billion for a
plan to accelerate cleanup by
35 to 40 years. This sounds
like a lot of money, but it
actually adds up to about the
same amount Hanford
received this year, since the
baseline budget would be sig-

Julie Graber/The New Mexican

The DOE's Mat Johansen shows areas of Pueblo Canyon where
groundwater wells have been drilled to test for contaminants.

" nificantly cut.

From a reform standpoint,
it looks good: same price,

faster cleanup. But groups

like the Alliance for Nuclear
Accountability in Washing-
ton, D.C., are already lining
up against it, saying the pro-
posal would require the state
of Washington to roll over
and allow certain liquid

- nuclear waste to remain in

the underground storage
tanks. : . )

“It is a poor way to do envi- .

ronmental planning, and in
many states, a violation of
the legal obligation to fully
fund existing cleanup agree- .
ments,” said the Alliance’s

.- Bob Schaefer, who believes

the proposal is a long shot in

. Congress. “The notion that

Congress is going to give
DOE a blank check to spend
$800 million at the discretion
of the secretary ... seems
hypothetical.” :
Most agree it would be

‘more difficult for Los Alam-

os to tap into the fund, as the
lab isn’t on line for closure
and is still in the investiga-.
tion phase of most contami-

" nated sites. At the current

funding level, the lab’s pro-
jections extend the cleanup
project through 2030. With a
budget of $70 million to $80
million annually, the timeline
decreases by a decade or
more.

She says her current bud-

get is split up this way: 50
percent goes to groundwork,
including sampling and char-
acterization efforts, risk
assessments and cleanup;
another 25 percent goes o
processing information about

. hundreds of sites that do not
-require groundwork but have

not been officially removed
from the environmental pro-
gram; the last 25 percent
goes to overhead — lights,
phones, salaries and other
expenses. ' )

" One DOE official, however,
said the lab’s overhead is
actually around 40.to 45 per-
cent, depending on how you -
count.

Such figures lead some
critics to call for real reform,
perhaps shifting cleanup
from the University of Cali-
fornia, which runs the lab, to
DOE and a team of contrac- -
tors. Greg Mello of the Los
Alamos Study Group also -
suggests DOE set aside part
of the cleanup funding for
the New Mexico
Environment Department,

“which would promote both -

independent review and pub- -
lic trust in the process.
“1 think nationally the
states should play a larger
role in the cleanup program,”
he said.
Which brings us to the
Oversight Bureau.
“Everybody agrees that
the markup in the president’s



budget was inadequate,” said
John Parker, who heads the
bureau. Parker is still wor-
ried about the general
decline in cleanup money,
but his once-stinging criti-
cism has softened with the
arrival of more money for .
this year, at'least. '

“We feel that bodes well
for the future,” he said.

This is the bureau that-
found hot spots of plutonium
. contamination in the publicly
accessible Acid Canyon. Lab
officials say they would have

been caught in future investi-

gations and note the plutoni-
um has since been cleaned up
beyond the required risk-
assessment levels.

But everyone
acknowledges that this kind

of independent evaluation is

what gives the bureau its
value.

“We use them to hopefully
show the public we are not
lying about our information,”
said Joe Vozella, who heads

‘the_EnVIronmental Manage-

ment program for DOE in
Los Alamos. “They give the -
pubhc an mdependent v1ew ?



Toxm—contamment Wall scheduled at Mortandad Canyon

By JEFF TOLLEFSON

The New Mexican k2! 101

Los Alamos National Labo-
ratory plans to install an-
experimental barrier made
of pecan shells and fish
bones, sandwiched between
layers of limestone and grav-
el, to contain contaminants in- -
Mortandad Canyon.

The lab’s pilot project
ringsin at nearly $1 million .
and could be in place later
this summer, years before
the planned investigation and
any formal cleanup. -~
~ But not everybody is happy.
One local critic says the lab
should take that money and
begin a full-scale cleanup.

Roughly 10 yards thick, the -
underground barrier will sit
in a trench that traverses the
width of Mortandad Canyon,
where the lab’s liquid
radioactive-waste-treatment
plant has discharged waste-

water since 1963.
Sediments in the canyon
contam industrial chemicals
such as perchlorate, nitrates
and radioactive materials.
such as uranium, plutonium;
tritium and strontium-90. The

latter two are byproducts of

nuclear-weapons work. The
canyon remains one of the -
most challenging cleaniip’
projects at the laboratory.

The barrier wall fe,atures o

four layers: a gravel mixture;
a fish-bone mixture designed
to remove strontium 90;a  °
pecan-shell mixture for

nitrates and perchlorate; and

a final section of limestone to
control acidity. Together, .

they are designed to remove

contaminants from shallow

.groundwater as it moves

down the canyon.
“Most of the top contami-

‘nants of concern would be

captured,” said Mat Johansen,

- a DOE official who oversees
groundwater issues at the lab.

It Would not contain -
tritium, however, nor plutoni-

~um, but Johansen notes that

plutonium tends to stick to
soils rather than move with
groundwater. .

‘Lab critic Greg Mello, of.
lamos Study. Gxoup

‘ sees th1s as an expensive way.

- t’s research as r1tua1 As
long as it can be sold as cut-
ting-edge science, then it
must be good,” Mello said.

. According to the current
schedule, which moves
canyon by canyon across the
‘laboratory, the lab will not
conduct a formal characteri-

-zation study of contaminants
-in Mortandad for at least a

couple of years. A follow-up
study of possible cleanup
alternatives would follow.

~ Last comes cleanup.

If the.lab knows Mortan- '

dadis a hlghly contammated
canyon, why wait? That is-
Mello’s question. He says the
lab should spend its money to
address the most immediate
problems first.-An
underground barrier wall
does not remove contamina-.
tion, address possible runoff
flows across the surface or
protect deep groundwater.

The lab already has detect-

ed low levels of tritium and
nitrates — and possibly per-
chlorate — in the deep
groundwater, according to
Johansen. These concentra-
tions are below federal

: ‘drmkmg-water standards

He stresses the barrier is
just one interim step that can
bé put in place immediately
until the contamination itself
can be addressed. Later this
month, the lab also plans to
install a new system at the
treatment plant to reduce
perchlorate contamination to
about four parts per billion.

Current perchlorate levels
often top 250 parts per bil-
lion. That far exceeds a pro-
posed health standard of one
part per billion recommend-
ed in a recent toxicological
assessment by the U.S. Envi-
ronmental Protection

Agency. The document indi- .

cates the chemical can
impair the thyroid gland and
cause cancer at higher.levels
of exposure. .

Since there is no official
standard for perchlorate,
however, the lab hasn’t bro-

ken any laws with these dis-. |

charges. From a regulatory

. standpoint, the lab is getting

ahead of the game.

The good news, from the
l4b’s perspective, is the
canyon generally does not
feature flowing water. It's
not an accident the treatment
plant at Technical Area 50
was placed here.

Located roughly in the mid-.
dle of the laboratory, Mortan-

dad Canyon is carved out of a

mesa, as opposed to other

canyons that collect spring
runoff from higher up in the

‘Jemez Mountains. Less water

tends to mean less
dispersion.

The canyon geology also
restricts shalloew groundwa-
ter flow, which should make
it easier to test the effects of
the barrier wall, according to
Johansen. “It’s a good pilot
project.” '
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from PAGE 1

“tions or. compames to come up- .

-with market averages..

But how well businesses in .

this category pay depends on

where they're located. For sci-
- entists and -technicians, who

“have specialized - skills - and
would be sought after in many

parts of the country, the-lab’

“looks at research and+develop-
ment wages.across the nation,

with an' emphasis on the West

Coast, Garcia said.: :
For the admlmstranve -and
;administrative ass1stant jobs,

-the lab examines ‘pay- rates at.
“regional” research and devek -

opment companies, those “in

New, Mexico or bordering

states

In New Mexico, Garcia said,
LANL compares’ its pay scale
to those of Intel in Rio*Rancho
.and Sandia National Laborato-
ry in Albuquerque.

For all employee categories,
Garcia said, the lab conducts
similar salary surveys and
then pays the average of what
other businesses or institutions
pay. All wages must be
approved by the Umvers1ty of
California, which manages the
lab, and the federal Depart-
ment of Energy, which owns
and operates the facxhty

Laboratory = workers . are
employees of the University of

California and a brief glance at’

wages at other UC-operated

labs shows pay at Los Alamosis

on’ par with that of 1ts sister
facilities.”

Browne, for example, makes )

exactly the same amourt as the
dlrector of Lawrence Liver-
more
Bruce Tarter. The. director of

. the other” UC-managéd lab,
‘Lawrence Berkeley Natxonal

Laboratory,earns $310,000.

‘Los Alamos lab’s senior man- -
- agers make slightly less than
-those at both Lawrence Liver-

ore and Lawrence Berkeley.
Salaries : for LANLs eight

- senior managers range “from |
$220,000 to $260,000, with the -

highest wage earned by Joe
Salgado, “the lab’s prmc1pa1
deputy director. The: average is
$236;000. Lawrence " Liver-
moré’s senior managers —
there are 13 of them — earn
between $205,000 to $270,000,
.with an average of $240,000.

In New Mexico, LANLSs
wages stand far above the
average. While wage informa-

ton is not public for Intel and

Sandia National Lab (managed
by Lockheed Martin) — the two
in-state institutions ‘the lab

uses as measuring sticks for its -

own pay — wage data from the

" National - Laboratory, -

Xeaching New

year 2000 gathered by the .

Bureau of Labor -Statistics
shows that Los Alamos wages
are very high for.New Mexico.

For example, the average
chief executive in New Mexico

in 2000, the last year for which -

flgures are available, earned

- $102,000, less than a third of

the lab director’s salary. -
Administrative managers in

areas outside the lab’s core sci-

ence mission also earn high

salaries” compared to New
" Mexico averages. The office

director of the lab’s Quality
Improvement Office, a depart-
ment dedicated to improving

" relations with the lab’s neigh-

bors, workers and dverseers,
earned more than $164 000 in
2001.

Public relations managers in

‘New Mexico earn on average

$53,940. The lab’s public rela-
tions manager earns more than
twice that. = .

National wage stanstzcs also
compiled by the Bureau of

Labor Statistics in 2000, show -

Los Alamos wages above $ome
national averages but reflect-
ing the national average in oth-
€r areas. o
General operations man-
agers in the United States earn
an average of $70,220. Many
LANL operations managers
earn more, and in some cases,

much more. A natural sciences .
manager, accordmg to the

national statistics, -earns on

average $78,850. Some Los

Alamos employees in that cate-

gory are paid twice as much.

" But'LANUs nuclear techni-
clans earn roughly. the national
average, about $61,000.- .

Greg Mello, of the Los Alam-’

os. Study  Group, an .anti-

nuclear lab watchdog organiza- -
tion, believes Los Alamos lab.
wages are, on-average, better
than those for other scientists,
both in the private sector and
at colleges and universities. He
attributes the situation to a
variety of factors, including
the way the lab is funded
through the federal govern-
ment and what he sees as an
excess of overpaid managers
and administrators,
~Los_Alamos bas too many
managers,” he said. “They

~ have a matrix system designed

fo” diffiise Fesponsibility. and_
‘make accountability difficalt.”

Garcia said the Tab Rires &@s
many people as managers -
think they need.

He said that the lab cannot
hope to pay as much for some
jobs as parts of the privaté sec-
tor such as the computer indus-

- try, which can lure employees

with stock options in lucrative
high-tech businesses.
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~ Don't cut back
on LANL cleanup

os Alamos National Laboratory estimates that
it employs about a third of the workers in our
tri-county area, with a $3.8 billion impact on
Northern New Mexico. The lab provides about
7,000 jobs, and plansto add another theusand.
this year. : . :
~ But some of these jobs come at an environmental
cost. ' v
Even in the dark ages of atomic-weapons. research,
the scientists of Los Alamos had some idea what dan-
gerous stuff they were working with: They were,
. after all, scrambling to build a bomb the likes of
which the world hadn’t seen. .
But their knowledge of nuclear waste was limited.
In too many cases, they treated the byproducts of
their research like so'much garbage — and that was-
before the dawn of litter-consciousness. Despite
growing awareness of nuclear-waste dangers, the .
canyons and arroyos of the Pajarito Plateau served
for decades as dumping grounds for a witch’s brew of
radioactive and other dangerous substances. :
-During the past decade or so, Los Alamos National
Laboratory leaders have come to acknowledge the
folly of their past, as well as the need for a rational
waste-disposal system and the cleanup of the menac-
ing mess they made. S
Nuclear-waste reform was important enough when
LANL was merely a research institution. Now that
weapons work is receiving more emphasis, the ongo-
“ing cleanup is even more vital to the lab and its sur-
roundings.

So when the Bush administration prbposes cutting

‘the cleanup budget by 37 percent, New Mexicans and

the rest of the nation should shudder.
Like so many White House acts of scorn for the

" environment, the spending cuts are being proposed in

the name of reform. In this case, Energy Secretary. -
Spencer Abraham has argued that too much of his
department’s cleanup money. is being spent on admin-
istration, and not enough at the contaminated-sites.
‘Secretary Abraham might have a point. So might
the lab’s many critics, peacenik and environmentalist
alike. According to Sunday’s story in The New Mexi:
can by Jeff Tollefson, there’s disagreement about
“overhead” costs of the lab’s Environmental Restora-
tion Project: It’s 25 percent; says the project director.
Try 40-45 percent, says a Department of Energy
insider. ‘ '
Whatever the percentage, cutbacks aren’t the
answer; real reform is. Too much paperwork, too few
backhoes and trucks digging and hauling away conta-
minated dirt? Surely DOE -has — or can find — the :
combination of scientific and management expertise
for safer, more efficient cleanup. If digging up some
sites would just spread the nuclear contamination,
1ab officials should consider stabilizing the waste in
place. And if the job can be done quicker and cheap-
er, then target dates should be moved up. _
Sens. Jeff Bingaman and Pete Domenici and Rep.

~ Tom Udall should be strong voices in Congress in

favor of cleaning up nuclear waste in Northern New

 Mexico — and making sure no new messes are made.

. As our region’s single biggest employer, the v
Department of Energy must make sure those employ-
ees and the neighboring countryside are as safe as
possible from some of the more dangerous products
of its work. : -




LAN L Us1ng Fish Bones, Pecan Shells TO Clean Canyon

3//:./» TJowsnal
The Associated Press

. LOS ALAMOS —Pecan shells

and fish bones are part of an.

experiment -by Los - Alamos
National Laboratory to contain
contaminants in Mortandad
Canyon.

The cost of the pilot prOJect is
estimated at about $1 million. -
. The wall would  consist. of
four layers — gravel, a fish-
‘bone mixture te remove stromn-
tium 90, a pecan—shell mlxture

for nitrates and perchlorate,
and limestone to control acidi-

ty, officials’said.
Together, they are designed

to remove contamiinants from -

shallow -ground water as it
moves down the canyon.

\

“Most of the top. contami- "

nants of concern would be cap-
tured,” said- Mat Johansen, a
DOE - official who oversees
ground water issues at the lab.

“It’s a good pilot project,”
Johansen said.

“Most of the top contamznants of concern would

. be captured.”

MAT JOHANSEN, DOE OFFICIAL WHO OVERSEES

GROUND WATER ISSUES AT THE LAB

"It would not contam tritium,
however, ‘nor plutoniumy; but
Johansen notes that plutonium
tends to stick to soils rather
than move with ground water.

Lab critic Greg Mello of the

"Los Alamos Study Group says

the project would sidestep'a

real solution — cleaning up the. -

sediments and treating water.

“It’s research as ritual. As

long as it can be sold as cutting-

edge science, then it must be

. good,” Mello sa1d C,
The underground barrier is.

to sitin a-trench that crosses

the width of Mortandad
. Canyon, where the lab’s
radioactive-waste  treatment

plant has discharged water

since 1963. The canyon is near.

the middle of lab property. -
According to ' the  current

schedule, which moves canyon -

by canyon across the laborato-

- 1y, the lab will not conduct a

formal characterlzanon study
of contaminants in Mortandad * )

for at least a couple of years. -

The lab has already detected
low levels of tritium and
nitrates in the deep ground 2
water, Johansen said. These -

concentrations are below fed- ..
eral drinking-water standards.

' He stresses the barrier is just
one interim step that canbe put ..
in place immediately until the ...
contamination . can’*  be

addressed.
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. Mark Farmer/Associated Press -
strategy seeks the capability for new, earth-penetrating, bunker-busting

President Bush’s recently compieted “Nuclear Posture Review”

warheads, capable of far deeper penetrations than these two test U.S. B61-
were readied for return to Sandia National Laboratories in Albuguergue for a
range near Fairbanks, Alaska. They were dropped from a B-2A Stealth bomb

11 penetrating warheads. Loaded with depleted uranium, they
nalysis after a March 1998 test at the Fort Wainright bombing
er and penetrated the permafrost to depths of 6 to 10 feet.



The more things change in the post-Cold War world, today’s author warns, the more the |
nation’s nuclear arsenal and two of its creators, New Mexico’s nuclear weapons labomtorzes,
stay the same — buckzng the global trend toward denuclearzzatzon

_-By Greg Melio

nDec. 31, the Bush admunstrauon :
delivered to Congress its nuclear
weapons strategy, “Nuclear Posture
Review.”
OfiJan. 9, the press was briefed.
Inkeeping with nuclear tradition, few details
" were provided; the briefing was confined to
broad ideas and opague terminology.
* Fortunately, by mid-February, the first details .
of the actual plan began toleak, first to the Nat-
ural Resources Defenise Councﬂ and later to ma-
jor newspapeTrs.
The devil, as it turned out, is in the details for |
us. nucle_ar policy and for nuclear ‘weapons fa- -
cilities such as New Mexico’s Sandia and Los.
Alamos national laboratories.
Whatan active fellow that devil turns out'to
bel -
The Bush nuclear strategy was pltched and
largely reported —as “new thinking” that would
-allow the United States to reduce its nuclear
stockpile from about 10,650 warheadsand
bombs today to between 1,700 and 2 200in10 -
years.

But the Bush plan doesn’t actually mvolve real -

- . stockpile reductions. Despite the headlines, total
U.S. warheads are to be reduced by 6 percent
over 10 vears, or fewer than 1 percent per year.
This is because only one warhead type would
be actually dismantled — the decades-old W62 -
warhead currently mounted on Minuteman HI

. intercontinerital ballistic missiles. Previously slat- -
- would justify thelr usein battles around the
. world.

‘ed for elimination, they were temporarily re-
prieved when congressmnal Republicasis scut-
tled ratification of the START Il treaty.
" -Other than the W62, all the “reductions” in the
plan are like Enron debts; simply moved to sub-
' s1d1ar1es with-different names.
Warheads taken from the category of “opera-
tional deployment” will be either redesignated

the “responsive force,” or placed in the “strategic -

~ inactive stockpile.” Fhere they will mostly re-

. main intact and available for active redeploy- -
ment at any time, in some cases within weeks,
depending on the weapon in-question. All these.
_“weapons could be redeployed when desired; :

* whichis the precise reason they are being kept. -
The Enron-style accounting, however, doesn t

- stop there.

. Aside from assembled nuclear weapons, the
" United States also has in reserve thousands of

AT o o

‘components, including plutonium “pits,” the nu-

clear cores of weapons. Some 5,000 “strategic re-
serve” pits, and possibly thousands more, are
now stored near Amarillo, Texas, where they are
available for ready remanufacture into a number
of pretested weapon designs.

The number of nuclear warheads and bombs ‘

. potentally available under the Bush plan s clos-

er to 15,000 than the “1,700 to 2,200” figure that

was pltched to gullible Joumahsts

The gravest dangers of the Bush nuclear strate-

"-gy, however, donot lie justin its numerical

sleight-of-hand. Rather, they lie.in its pursuit of

mnewnuclear capabﬂmes — both weapons and

the infrastructure fo quickly make them ~and
inanewly serious, bloody minded policy that .

The Bush team calls its strategy the “New Tri-

" ad.” Itintegrates nuclear strike forces with mis-

sile defenses — both'with conventional power
projection forces — and supports these with a-

““revitalized (nuclear) infrastructure that will

provide new capabilities in a timely fashion to

meet emerging threats.”

" Put simply, this nuclear strategy aims to inte-
grate nuclear weapons more tightly into the mili-
tary with a variety of new roles, including and es-
pedially nuclear war- ﬁghung “The plan gives spe-

* cific examples of situations in which nuclear

weapons might be used, and sets a new, very
low, threshold for consldermg anuclear strike..
The plan calls for the development of new:
kinds of nuclear weapons, such as better earth-
penetrating weaporis and “agent defeat”

clear battlefield.

weapons designed to incinerate biological and
chemical warfare agents. Advanced concept .
teams to design these and other weapons are to
be started at the nuclear weapons laboratones
such as Los Alamos and Sandia. .

Because some of these new designs will re-
quire nuclear testing, “Posture Review” requires
the Nevada test site be readied to conduct new’
nuclear tests (which would violate the 1996 B
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty) with only a few
months’ lead time, certainly faster than Con-
gress’ response time. :

. Itwill'not be inconvenierit, for those who wish
to resume nuclear testing, if other countries, for
éxample China, are provoked to follow our lead.
Projecting a need for nuclear weapons and their - -
delivery systems atleast 50 years hence, this plan
calls for new, expanded and upgraded nuclear - .
weapon production plants to make and maintain
nuclear weapons, as one senior Department of
Energy official put it, “forever.” .

- All of this in the face of sweeping global efforts

to denuclearize the world through nonprolifera-
tion, test bans and disarmament treaties. :

In the Clinton administration, a cloud of de- -
ception lay over the varied purposes of what the
DOE calls its “stockpile stewardship” program
that allegedly was supposed to only momtor and
maintain the existing arsenal,

Most Democrats, eager to _placate..the labs,

couldn’t— or wouldn’t — see that the expanded. "

capabilities that make that program o expensive
were not actually needed to rnamtam e:qstmg
U.S. nuclear weapons. .

In fact, many of those capabilities, quite poss1—
bly mcludmg nuclear testing, are needed to
make existing nucléar weapons different orto -
develop new ones. Itis this strategy thé Bush -

team has brought out of the closet for the world o

to see.

The plan’s prermse is that to aclneve the spedi-
ficity and speed required for credible nuclear tac-
tical warfare in a Third World setting, an array of
ambitious new military capabilities with global -
reach is needed. Not only must new weapons be
tajlored and certified for new kinds of targets;
better — much better — targeting intelligence
will also be required on the ground and in the "
skies; and very rapid strike planning capablhty
will also be needed to support an evolvmg nu:

. .Please see: FUTURE/ C3
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But with this level of detailed,
on-the-ground intelligence (and
hence “presence”), what would
be the military “value added” ofa
nuclear strike — even if youdo
not consider the catastrophic
consequences for global nuclear
nonproliferation, U.S. stature at
home and abroad, or homeland

" security?
_ There are many such hard m1h

tary questions, all unanswered in -

this plan.
In fact, the plan appears tore-

_ flect more the budgetary needs -
of the nuclear weapons complex
and the political needs of civilian
ideologues than any coherent
military strategy per se.

Indeed, the plan reads, in

" many places, as if the senior mili--

tary officers — who blessed it —
have been sold a bill of goods by
enthusiastic weapons scientists
and colonels who seek to main-

" tain or expand nuclear capabili-
ties, or by political actors who
seek a posture of nuclear threat
as essential to buttressing their -

" aspirations of empire.

"~ Does the military, and do
members of Congress, know that
so-called “low-yield” nuclear
weapons cannot penetrate the
earth more than a certain, rela-
tively small amount, for funda-
mental physical reasons? Be-

. cause they depend on physical
law, they cannot transcend re-

- search, however lucrau've the
goal?

Do they know that the capabili-
ty to destroy an enemy under-
ground leadership bunker witha
small nuclear weapon, let alone
an underground storehouse of

biological or chemical weapons,

is actually rather limited —
whereas the damage to any sur-
rounding populatién from even a
very small nuclear weapon.
would be extensive, unpre-

" dictable, long-lasting and devas-

tating?

This is a security plan that
needs a serious reality check, one
that Democratic leaders of Con-
gress such as New Mexico’s Sen.
Jeff Bingaman could and must
provide.

" Inthe late 1940s, our political

" and military leaders thought

their monopoly on nuclear
weapons gave them the “win-
ning weapon,”in historian Gregg
Herken’s memorable phrase.

This ambition was frustrated by
the Soviet Union’s success at -
building its own nuclear
weapons and, at terrible cost to
its people, catching up —and
keeping up — with the United-
States.

The superpower contest

threatened the whole world but -

might have helped prevent nu- .

. clear use by both nations.

The end of the Cold War and

the collapse of the Soviet Union
were a “near-death experience”
for many nuclear weapons man-
agers, ideologues and war plan-
ners. The devilish details of the
Bush strategy, however, offer
them salvation, with all the pas-
sion of a second chance.

Now lacking another super-
power to help restrain them, this
time we had all better get pre-
paréd to do it ourselves.
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By TOM SHARPE
The New Mexican

" icol Pate said she used
diapers on her daughter
Ame until she was 7
months old. Then, she
learned about natural
= infant hygiene.
“Most of the babies in the rest of the
world do it this way,” she said. “They
don’t use diapers-in Asia, Africa and
places in South Amer1ca.” :

“Babies are born with the-ability to
control their muscles and they signal
when they need to go. In America, we
really don’t know that anymore.”

Pate spoke to other young mothers
about “diaperless babies” Saturday as
she sat on a bale of hay, suckling Ame,
in the soccer field next to Fort Marcy
Recreation Complex where 200 people
listened to live music, flew Kites,
poured over tables of pamphlets and
just hung out to celebrate Earth Day.

Among various groups represented
was the Los Alamos Study Group,
which promoted a campaign to clean

- up the Area G nuclear-waste dump at -
Los Alamos National Laboratory. Else-
where, Suchi Solomon gave out sapling

* up landfills with disposable diapers

Photos by David Kaufman/The New Mexman

Nigerian mmlature goats and rabbits enthrall Sasha Hunter, 3, left, and Reis Rurhrweih 2, during Saturday’s Earth Day cele- -
bratton The animals were from Story Ranch, a summer camp for chlldren. At center is Amy Hoss.

_Even Santa Fe bable_s take part in.

A turkey vulture from The Wildlife. Center near Espanola was a guest at the Earth
Day celebration.

and save the water and expense
involved in washing cloth diapers.

She said that even infants signal

trees and Robert Larragoite of Habitat
for Humanity spoke about housmg )

Pate explained to her audience a

method she says can keep from filling
Please see EARTH DAY, Page B-4
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Continued from Page B-1

when they need to-eliminate
— some will squirm or fuss,

_others will get a glazed-over
look.

She said when parents
become aware of those sig-
nals, they can take their-
babies to a toilet or outdoors
where they can hold them
face-away and make a

“pssss” sound to trigger uri- -

nation or defecation.

«T don’t like to use the term

‘potty training”at.all,” she
said, adding that her method
- stresses coOmpassion.

She said children trained
via natural infant hygiene
often learn to use toilets ear-
lier than conventionally toi-
let-trained children.

Pate, a psychotherapist,
said she learned the method
in La Leche League from
Courtney Asprodites. .~

Asprodites, a former social

worker, said she first read
about the method in Diaper
Free by Ingrid Bauer, then

NICO| Pate said when parents become
aware of certain signals, they can take
their babies to a toilet or outdoors
where they can hold them face-away
and make a “pssss” sound to trigger
urination or defecatmn.

learned about it first-hand
two years ago when she went
to Vietnam to adopt her
daughter Chloe.

Ame’s father, Derek Hopp,
an owner of Kinzoku Metal
Works on Second Street, said
he wasn’t too comfortable
with the idea of a diaperless
baby when Pate first
broached the subject.

1 said, ‘Yeah, that sounds
interesting for somebody
else,” he said.

“But, at the beginning, T
was even better (at'the
method) than Nicol.”

The young couple say they
still use diapers when they
take Ame out to eat or into

social situations where find-

. ing a bathroom quickly can
- be difficult.

Pate is looking for other
young parents to call her at
424-8297 if they are interest-
ed in forming a support
group on natural 1nfant
hygiene.

She said the important
thing is “being creative in
our solutions'and trying to
remind ourselves abotit the
whole theory behind it,
because if you have any
stress or irritation about it,
it’s not going to work. I think
really the wisest thing is just
having deep mindful atten-

‘tion toward your child.”
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A Terrifying Tour of the Lab in Los Alamos

Mello and associates of the

took citizens on a tour of

. Los Alamos National Labo-
ratory. Most know that the Lab, a part of the
University of California, is the site for the man-

ufacturing of plutonium pits, the trigger for -

nuclear weapons. Although 20,000 perfectly
good back up nuclear weapons are-stored in a
bunker in Amarillo, our government feels the
need to constantly renew the stockpile of
weapons, mainly to be able to recruit scientists.
They need some way to test scientific skills —
real design, real prototyping, real manufactur-
ing and testing. -

$700 million has been spent so far.on devel--

oping the pit manufacturing facility which cur-
rently employs about 1000 people. There will be
alot of nuclear waste as a result— enough, they
anticipate, to fill up an entire mesa, Mesita del
Buey. Already 11 million cubic feet of chemical
and nuclear waste are buried there, along with
nuclear reactor. cores, in shallow unlined pits

and shafts. On top, mildly fire resistant tents -

house 50,000 drums of transuranic radioactive
waste intended for WIPP over the next 30 years.:
This waste -dump has been operating illegally
since 1985, with no external oversight. The illegal

-dump will continue to grow under the Stockpile . -
Stewardship Program — around 9000 cubic . .
meters per year.. The trees there have elevated. .
levels of radionuclides. Burrowing. animals are: °

radioactive. It is ranked as.a low priority site for.
clean up, primarily because there is not enough
citizen outrage. - . :

n December 15,2001, Greg .

Los Alamos Study Group. -

by Shannyn Sollitt

VULNERABLE TO ATTACK -
First on the tour, Tech Area 18 is where they

- testburst reactors for criticality experimentsand - -

test the effects of radiation on electronic equip-

ment. About $3 million dollars worth of research .

is done there. This area is so vulnerable to attack
that it costs $32 million to protect it against theft

or the radiological sabotage of special nuclear -

materials, i.e. weapons grade- plutonium-and
enriched uranium. Around 200 tons of these spe-
cial materials are spread across LANL. All facili-
ties across the entire complex that house special
nuclear materials have been tested against a

potential terrorist attack (a kind of laser gun -

tag). Fifty percent of the time, the bad guys win.

Tech Area 55, the Plutonium Processing
Plant, is decorated with an orange windsock so
that, when the alarm sounds, people knowwhich
way-to run. The fire of 2000 came to within 100

- feet of a light steel building, #185, which con-

tained at that time around 20 kilograms of con-
centrated plutonium waste -— considered a Cat-
egory One Nuclear Waste Facility. The

Department of Energy didn’t know it was there.
" When plutonium burns, it disperses in the smoke

and can travel for many miles, depending on the

wind, making an eternal wasteland of its path. -

There are huge safety problems with storage of

. plutenium, a very unstable material; extremely

difficult to store. There are.3 metrie tons of

weapons grade plutonium stored at TA 55. $19 -

million was spent on a storage facility there that
had such egregious faults, it was turned into an
office building.- Terrible accidents have hap-
pened inside the facility, dosing numbers of
workers with plutonium.

QUESTIONS ABOUT BIO-DEFENSE WORK

- Next stop, the site of the CMR (Chemistry
and Metallurgy Research Building) is the largest
building at the Lab, sitting atop a modern earth-
quake fault. Two Bio-Safety Level 3 labs, (BSL3),
will'be built on the adjacent parking lot. Level 3
labs handle pathogens contracted .through

inhalation — classical bio-weapons agents. Pro-

posals to construct these two labs are at the van-
guard of a huge bio-defense résearch funding,
anticipated nationally to be in the tens of bil-
lions of dollars: Itis not clear what research will
be done in these two proposed facilities, and
there is no way to tell if this type of research is
offensive or defensive — until itis in a warhead.
Particularly worrisome is the tinkering with the
genetic engineering of pathogens. :

Edward Hammond (the Sunshine Project)
enlightened the citizens about the six years of
negotiation at the UN Biological Weapons Con-
vention. The US completely shut down the
United Nations Organization for the Prohibi-
tion of Biological Warfare and nixed.the Verifi-
cation Agreement which would allow UN over-
sight and regular inspections. The US refusal to
participate rendered the Verification Agree:
ment null and void. The Labs were the main
opponents of the Agreement. DOE facilities are
not transparent. o

When the US backed out of the Anti Ballis-
tic-Missile Treaty, the international community
became even more suspicious of the US. For the
past years it has become apparent to.them that
the US has been blatantly lying about its bio-
defense work. Every other country would open
their facilities. It is known that bio-bombs have




s

been tested “out west” in a secret aerosol facility.
In Sverdlovsk, Rassia, less than 2 grams of

anthrax escaped through the filters at an:
aerosol testing facility and killed 1000 people. A~

small mistake can be very serious to adjacent
populations, not to mention what bio-warfare
mightlook like. A Bill awaiting consideration in
the Senate, H.R. 3160, eliminates from the Free-
dom of Information Act the right for research
organizations, citizen’s groups, and others, to
know what is happening in these facilities. ~

BUT WHO CAN MAKE IT WORK? -

Just around the corner, the “Cathedral -of
Computing,” the world's largest computer; will
be able to compute 1000 trillion numerical
‘operations per second. It has six cooling towers
and consumes, at peak capacity, power which
equals 1/3 the power of Los Alamos County —
includingithe entire Lab. Primarily, its purpose
is to simulate nuclear explosions. The weapons
designers, however, doubt that the calculations
of the computer progiammiers could be even

remotely reliable. Among the other work they -

expect touse it foris bio ‘organism modification,
synthesis of new life forms, as well as other jobs
like keeping track of all the bank accounts in
the world. Based on the past track record with
other super computers at LANL, when theé final
installation is complete, it is likely that no one

will be able to figure out how to make the thing .

work — with-a $200 million price tag.

Last, but far from least, on top of a mesa
amid ancient pueblo dwellings is Tech Area 53.
Los Alamos Neutron Science Center is where
the high current proton accelerator can be used
to make isotopes. Itis poised for the largest pro-
ject proposal in the history of the Lab: the devel-
opment of the Advanced Hydrotest Facility,
(AHF), with an initial capital cost of $1.6 billion.
This is the weapon designer’s dream. They
expect to be able to simulate the closest approx-
imation of a réal nuclear explosion,-saveﬁctual
testing of the'weapon. It will send a beari of pro-
tons across the mesas from an underground

- éxplosion chamber 350: feet ‘below the top’of

the mesarIthas a high'speéd x-ray machine for
plutonium pitimplosion photography. The pro-
gram is so Jarge it could consume 3/4 of the

existing plutonium processing capabilities of
the Lab. They can’t manufacture a pitif it can’t
be tested. This is a very high priority project.
This huge program can go forward, Greg Mello
believes, because the citizens aren’t informed by
the press.. The Energy and Water Appropria-
tions Committee, headed up by New Mexico
Senator Domenici, appropriates the funding.
There is no Congressional oversight. According
to Washington insiders, the appropriation com-

" mittee membersare dazzled by technology with-

outareal idea what the bomb complex is about.

A DOZEN PEOPLE DECIDE

‘Seventy-nine percent of the Laboratory
activity is nuclear weapons and associated waste.
Only a dozen people make the decisions as to
the'directives of the Lab. It is difficult to begin
to know what to do about this situation ‘which
has been progressively worsening for decades.

Are the appropriations really in the name of
National Security or something altogether dif-
ferent? Greg Mello queries whether it is in our
best security interests to create more reasons for
the international community to fear the actions
of the United States. Wouldn’t it be better to
remove the desire of others to inflict casualties
on US citizens by working to correct the massive
social injustice at the root of this desire — stem-
ming from the imbalance of the utilization of
world resources? Can the small group of
thoughtful, committed citizens really change the
world, (as Margaret Mead has said), or does the
group need to be a whole lot bigger?

) CALLTO ACTION - :

If this article disturbs you, corigact the Los
Alamos Study Group at 982-7747 for more inifor-
mation about how you can help. -

: O
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State Order Tells Lab To Investlgate Pollution

v from PAGE 1

the Environmei_lt Departmént
_ appears to be doing too little,
too late.

“This draft order is just a
glorified information request
for data that the Environment
Department - should have
demanded and the lab should
have supplied years ago,” said
Jay Coghlan,

co. “.. T'm waiting for the
New Mexico -Environment
Department * to -order. real
cleanup.”

The lab itself wasn't happy -

with at least part of the Envi-
ronment Department’s fact

sheet — the part saying there

has been a finding of “immi-

-nent and substantial endan-

germent to human health and
the environment” at the lab.

Beverly Ramsey, the lab’s
division leader for risk reduc-

director of
Nuclear Watch of New Mexi-".

- ardship, said the lab’s own

“We.were hopmg and we begged the

-Envzronment Department to use the order as a
vehicle for ordering actual actions ..

. that would

result in a cleaner envzronment and that’s not

what this is.”

_GREG MELLO OF THE ANTI-NUCLEAR.

LOS ALAMOS STUDY GROUP

tion and environmental stew-

monitoring demonstrates
“that risks to the public and
the environment from past
and cufrent' -operations are
minimal.” ‘

“The laboratory remains
committed to ensuring the
bealth and safety of . our
employees and ‘the public,

" minimizing the impact of labo- .

ratory operations on the envi-
ronment, and prov1d1ng

responsible stewai'dship of
. the Pajarito Plateau,” she said.

“Despite our basic disagree-
ment with the (Enwronment)
Department’s premise, . we

. pledge to-continue to work in
‘partnership with NMED in
‘responding . to .its issues,”

Ramsey said.

'The Environment Depart-
ment’s fact sheet lays out spe-

- cific methods the lab must use

for analyzing the results of the

investigations required in the -
- order and says the lab must

report its progress to the
Environment Department.

James Bearzi, head of the |

Environment Department’s.
Hazardous Waste Bureau,
said he would not discuss the
order until it had been formal-
‘ly issued. The department has
scheduled a press conference
to discuss the order today.

_Greg  Mello of the. anti-
nuclear Los os _Stud
“Group said 'the .draft order
séems to be a recipe for
intensive investigation, with

no actual ¢leanup anywhere
except as it might occur fol--

- lowing the results of the inves-

tigation.

“We were ‘hoping and we
begged. the Environment
Department to use the order
as a vehicle for ordering actu-
al actions ... that would result

in a-cleaner environment, and
that’s not what this is,” Mello
said.

He said hundreds of mil-

-Hons of dollars’ have been

spent studying environmental
problems at the lab.

_“We’re not confident anoth-.
er year or two of studies will
lead to cleanup,” he Said

" The lab’s Ramsey said the
lab’s activities — including
waste treatment, storage, han-
dling and disposal — are-con-
ducted in compliance with the
appropriate federal and state
regulations. The U.S. Depart-
ment of Energy regulates dis-
posal of low-level radioactive

_wasteatthelab.
. “We will have additional |-

comment once the order is
released and we are able to
digest its content,” Ramsey
said. .




| STATE

up contamination

By DEBORAH BAKERS/ 3 / olcurrent operations are minj-
Associated Press Writer “mal,” said Beverly Ramsey,

. SANTAFE—The state Envi- leader of the lab’s Risk Rediic-
ronment- Department has tion and Environmental Stew-

ordered Los Alamos National ardship Division. S

Laboratory to do a compre-  Lab watchdog groups said

ltsenswe study of contamina- there was no guarantee the state.

tion at the lab site and then agency’s action would result in
cleanitup. ‘ faster or better cleanup. -
) The order, issued Thursday, is “The order is essentially a
* intended to speed up ongoing glorified request for data that
. cleanup at’the U.S. Department  the Environment Department
. of Energy’s nuclear weapons should have demanded — and

laboratory and‘ draw more fed- the laboratory supplied — &
eral money for it, officials said.  decade ago,” said Jay Coghlan,

Environment  Secretary director of Nuclear Watch of

Peter Maggiore said the paceof New Mexico. ‘ s
| cleanup and the funding “have For nearly 60 years, LANL —
fallen behind those of other birthplace of the atomic bomb’
- states” where similar efforts — has generated, stored and
‘are under way. ) -dumped various hazardous
The department said the and mixed radioactive wastes,
presence of hazardous waste at  state officials said. s
LANL may result in an “immi-  They include radionuclides;
nent and substantial endan- chlorinated and non-chlori-
germent” to human health or nated solvents, high explo-
the environment. sives, metals, polychlorinated
_ That determination, under biphenyls (PCBs), pesticides
state law, allows the secretary and nitrates. IR
to issue the order.. “Across the complex, there’sa
Lab officials said they had a. wide variety of contaminantsat
“basic disagreement with the a wide range of levels,” James
~department’s premise” but Bearzi, chiefof the department’s
would work with the state Hazardous Waste Bureau, said
agency. ; ata news conference.

‘ Dapa from a monitoring and The order tells LANL-to
surveillance program and from  investigate contamination in
St'her'studles demonstrate that . soils, sediments, surface water

risks to the public and the 'and ground water at the 43+
environment from past and It

Pleasesee LANL, A7.

State agency orders
LANL to study, clean

i

LANL More fundmg possible for cleanup

From Page Al
_square-mile site on a mesa 25

Greg Mello, director of the
he . watchdog Los Alamos Study

for *

miles northwest of Santa Fe.
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d that Area G, a |

thelab, espe-
he nuclear waste dump at LANL,

waste and waste that is a mix cially the 26 worst sites.
‘Environmental groups and .

“For some of those sites, I'm
t sure what the point of

investigation is,” he said.
was never properly permitted

Group, said there already is “a
' roomful of information” about
, it spent under federal law. They have

to order Attorney General

the Environ-

“ the decade prior to 2001 on a ment Department to close it.

more than $800 million over been trying to get
Other states have resorted to  range of environmental activi-

aggressive funding for the

cleanups,” hie said.

‘with only five months left in
the administration” of Gov.
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Bingaman Faces Test
n Nuclear Weapons

. BY GREG MELLO
Los Alamos Study Group

The Senate Armed Services
Committee, of which Sen. Jeff
Bingaman, D-N.M,, is a mem-
ber, must make a serious deci-
sion about the future of U.S.

nuclear weapons policy. It is'

one of those moments when
" what ‘may seem like a small
choice - will have b1g conse-
quences.

The question scheduled to
coine before Bingaman and the

rest of the committee on Thurs-

day is basically this: Should the
United States develop and build

. new or modified kinds of

nuclear weapons, and construct
the new factories needed to
produce them? ]
Some weapons . contractors
and life-long nuclear weapons

advocates claim that these new .

kinds of nuclear weapons could
more adroitly destroy some of

the new targets they think we

‘should attack with nuclear
‘weapons, in the new. wars they
think we should have. It is by no
means - coincidental that . the
contractors in question will be
paid, and paid unsparingly, te
develop these weapons.
In fact, these proposed new
weapons would not be any more
“useful” than the ones. we
already have. When -all the
analysis is done — and it has
been done, if the senators care
to look —the bottom line is this:
There are only so many ways to
- blow up things and people. .
The so-called “robust nuclear
- . earth-penetrating - weapon” is
“ not very different, either in
design or potential effects,
from a weapon. the United
States fielded for a few years in

the 1950s. Everything is about -

this proposal is “retro.” “Ah
yes,” the proponents say, “you
are basically right. That is
- exactly why we may need to

resume nuclear testing in the -

future, in order to certify the

) performance of the really spe-

cial new weapons that are, if

our calculations prove correct,
Jjust a little bit better.” -

Hello. Senators, please pay

- attention. While nuclear testing

is not needed for many nuclear
weapon modifications, your

" endorsement of the 1dea of new

weapons commits you and the
nation to.a course of action that
will be difficult to control.
Nuclear weapons. are a kind
of weapon of mass destruction.
Are they legitimate weapons of
war? Is planning for theirlikely
use — let’s not kid ourselves

about this — a net gain in secu-
.rity, or a loss? And then there is

another question: should this

country abide by the treaties it -

has signed and ratified, in par-
ticular the Nuclear Nonprohf—
eration Treaty (NPT), in which
we promised to negotiate
nuclear disarmament in return

- for a binding mtematmnal»
* norm against nuclear prohfera-

tion?

Or is searching for the “win-

ning weapon” more important

now? The senators won’t vote

explicitly on these questions, of
course. But if they give a green
light to new nuclear weapons

_and new factories, the answers

will be plain enough. Then, once
solidified in obligations to-con-
tractors and employees — set
in concrete, as they say - it
will be very hard for anyone to
change them.

. Getting “buy-in,” w1th mod—
est projects at fxrst is the strat-
egy within the nuclea'r strategy
that is being proposed. Surely
the senators understand this.
Or do they?

These proposals would 1mp1e-

ment a central part of the Bush,

Administration’s “Nuclear Pos-
ture Review.” This strategy
insists on new nuclear weapons

capabilities, which is to be inte-

grated with military planning
and targeting around the world.
For the first time, ruclear
weapons would beconie a part
of day-to-day planning for bat-
tles against non-nuclear adver-
saries. These so-called “nuclear
strike” capabilities  would” be
integrated with proposed new
missile defenses, and both of
these with conventional “power
projection” forces.

To support this “new triad” of
military force, it says we need a
“revitalized (nuclear weapons

“lion,

‘ceed without

production) mfrastructure that
will provide new capabilitiés in
atimely fashion to meet emerg—
mg threats.” .
_ Now that the purpose of this
“revitalized _ infrastructure”
has been made crystal clear, ;-
will the Senate authorize it? =~ |
Much. of the funding is
already in place; funding has
been growing since 1995. And
in the highly-militarized mental
environment of post-9/11 Wash-
ington,: much of it seems
beyond debate. All that's need-
ed now is the authorization to
proceed, in whole, or in part.
That’s where Bingaman and
his colleagues. come in.
Throughout his career, Binga-
man has used his position to

- support virtually every nuclear
‘weapons project that has been

put before him, and then some.
On September 25 of last year, .
only a few days after the 9/11
tragedy, he introduced a floor
amendment * that  aimed at
increasing the nuclear weapons -
budget by a whopping $339 mil-
$492 million above the-
Bush request. .
The bill failed, but the final
nuclear weapons budget was
close to what Bingaman pro-
posed. Now the senator must
again choose the level of sup-
port he gives to weapons of
mass destruction. And this time
it is alittle different — crucial-
ly different. Will he utter a
clear policy that provides
direction to the labs, which for
so long have been providing

- their own direction? Will he

passively endorse new nuclear
military capabilities, or will he
actively and effectively seek to
prohibit them? Will he ask for
specific line item control for
prototyping and field testing,
lest Congress lose control over
weapons development altogeth-
er? ' . O

Or will he insert some vague

-language that seems, on the

surface, to satisfy everyone,
but which meanwhile allows
weapons development to pro-
_embarrassing
publicity? Bmgaman has to
choose.
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LANL Can Lobby Just As Heavily

IN THE ARTICLE "LANL Told To Study Pollution," Journal North May 2, Greg Mello of the Los Alamos
Study Group is quoted: "We were hoping and we begged the Environment Department to use the order as
a vehicle for ordering actual actions ... " | infer from this that the LASG and perhaps other anti-nuclear
groups engaged in the intensive lobbying of the Environment Department. Hopefully, the laboratory can
lobby just as intensively to present its position before rules and regulations are issued.

Edgar B. Stein

Los Alamos
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