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    Proposed Agenda for February 18, 2025, Board Meeting 

Chair 
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Chartered as an EM Site Specific Advisory Board under the Federal Advisory Committee Act 

6:00 pm  
Call to order, introductions 
Review of agenda  

DDFO Comments-Jeremy Davis --15 minutes 

Federal Coordinator Comments-Greg Simonton --10 minutes 

Liaison Comments  -- 5 minutes 

Presentation: --10 minutes 
       Portsmouth Site Budget 

Administrative Issues 

Public Comments --15 minutes 

Final Comments from the Board --15 minutes 

Adjourn  
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LIST OF ACRONYMS 
 

D&D – Deactivation & Decommissioning 
DDFO – Deputy Designated Federal Officer  
DOE – U.S. Department of Energy  
EM – (DOE) Office of Environmental Management  
EM SSAB – Environmental Management Site-Specific Advisory   
EPA- Environmental Protection Agency  
FACA – Federal Advisory Committee Act  
FY – Fiscal Year  
HQ – Headquarters  
Portsmouth – (DOE) Portsmouth Site  
PORTS SSAB – Portsmouth Site-Specific Advisory Board  
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PARTICIPANTS 
 

Site-Specific Advisory Board: Donna Carson, Chair; Herman Potter, Vice-Chair; Beth 
Workman, Board Member.  
Absent: Sam Brady, Board Member; Jody Crabtree Board Member; Bryan Davis, Board 
Member; Randy Evans, Board Member; John Hemming, Board Member; Wayne Mclaughlin, 
Board Member; Lisa Pfeifer, Board Member; Matt Setters, Board Member  
U.S. Department of Energy:  Jeremy Davis, Deputy Designated Federal Official; Greg 
Simonton, Federal Coordinator.  
Department of Energy Contractors: Melissa Green, Enterprise Technical Assistance Services 
(ETAS); Julie Galloway, Staff; Cindy Lewis, Staff; Eric Roberts, Meeting Facilitator  
Board Liaisons: Sean Kubera, Ohio Department of Health (ODH); Harry Kallipolitis, Ohio 
Environmental Protection Agency (OEPA) 
Public: Lee Blackburn; Matt Brewster, Pike County Health Department; Vina Colley, 
PRESS/NNWS; Lisa Cochran, Ohio EPA; Gina Doyle, Don’t Dump on Us; Bill Lawler; Pat 
Marida, Ohio Nuclear Free Network; Duane Pohlman, Local 12; Jason Salley, The Scioto 
Valley Guardian and Ohio Atomic Press; Lorry Swain. 
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MEETING MINUTES 
The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) Environmental Management (EM) Portsmouth Site-
Specific Advisory Board (PORTS SSAB) meeting was held in Piketon, Ohio, and virtually via 
YouTube. Participants included EM SSAB leadership, support staff, DOE contractors, and the 
public. The meeting was open to the public and conducted under the requirements of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (FACA).  
Recordings of this meeting can be viewed on YouTube at the following link:  
https://www.youtube.com/results?search_query=portsmouth+site+specific+advisory+board 
 
Opening Remarks: 
Ms. Donna Carson opened the meeting at 6:00 p.m. 
Mr. Eric Roberts, contractor for the Portsmouth/Paducah Project Office (PPPO), welcomed 
attendees and reviewed the meeting's ground rules. Unfortunately, we won’t be able to do 
administrative business tonight because we don’t have a quorum.  
 
All board members introduced themselves. 
 
Agenda: 
Mr. Eric Roberts stated that since we don’t have a quorum, we will just be giving the federal 
budget cycle presentation. Since we are at the tail end of a presidential transition, we don’t have 
budget numbers or many details to speak of at this point. 
 
Deputy Designated Federal Officer (DDFO) Comments: 
Portsmouth Site Budget: Please refer to Appendix 1 
Mr. Eric Roberts stated that we expect the presidential budget to roll out in more detail at some 
point, and we will be able to update the board when we have more information.  
Mr. Jeremy Davis states, "Yes, once the budget is finalized. DOE is continuing to make progress 
on the continuing resolution. DOE is still on track with planning the lifecycle."  
Mr. Eric Roberts stated that headquarters asks the board to provide a recommendation on the 
budget. The board has one from last year; however, it has very little to do with the actual budget 
numbers and more with the values and concepts the board wanted. The board can review last 
year's budget recommendation and see if we need to make any changes.  
 
Federal Project Coordinator Comments: 
Mr. Greg Simonton stated he had no comments. 
 
Liaison Comments: 
Mr. Sean Kubera, Ohio Department of Health (ODH), said he had no comments.  

https://www.youtube.com/results?search_query=portsmouth+site+specific+advisory+board
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Mr. Tom Snyder, Ohio Environmental Protection Agency (OEPA), said he had no comments.  
Mr. Harry Kallipolitis, Ohio Environmental Protection Agency (OEPA), said he had no 
comments.  
 
Administrative Issues: None at this time.    
 
Mr. Eric Roberts stated that, as a reminder, this is a comment period, not a question-and-answer 
session. We ask that comments stay related to the advisory board's scope, but it's an open public 
comment period. You can talk about whatever you would like. We have several folks that have 
signed up to speak tonight. We received a letter from Gina Doyle today, which will be in your 
minutes. Julie or Cindy will send those out to you in the morning. We received a set of questions 
from Jason Sally with The Scioto Valley Guardian; you'll get a copy of those as well, but they 
have been sent to public affairs for them to review and provide an answer to that standard with 
media questions. 
 
Public Comments: 
Mr. Duane Pohlman stated, “How you doing, all? So, I'm representing channel 12 in Cincinnati. 
I'm here covering you, but I'm also here to invite you. On the twelfth there is going to be a town 
hall, and a lot of people are already committed. April 12 at 02:00 at Piketon High School 
Auditorium. I know that it's been very contentious here. I've covered the issue. I just want to tell 
you that this meeting is not to accuse, it's to give a chance to listen and speak your peace. And 
while everyone wants to paint DOE or the entities as something, I think we're trying to tone that 
down. And we want to hear I mean, I think it's important if you're dealing with this community to 
listen to the people who haven't been at the mic, and they're going to be there. And they want to 
be heard. A lot of them have questions because they lost loved ones to cancer, or they have 
cancer themselves. That's the first line, but it's also there is a position that there is no health 
threat, safety threat to the community. I don't want you to be shouted down. I want to give you a 
chance to give your point of view, and I want to try to have a real conversation. So, I want to 
invite everybody on the Board to come to participate in a real discussion, not a shouting match. 
So, it will be televised, but it's not going to be live. We're going to put it together, and I promise a 
fair shake. So that's what I'm here to do. I appreciate you having me. I'll give you a business 
card. 
 
Ms. Vina Colley stated First of all, I want to submit to the board a letter that went to Vice 
President JD Vance and went to a lot of representatives and we have a lot more to send it to. And 
I'd like for you guys to make everybody on the Board a copy. As everyone knows, the press has 
been here for forty some years, breaking many stories as we've gone along. We've had lots of 
documents that came from the DOE that no one had. We gave information into the investigative 
team. We gave them documents that they couldn't find. In 1990, EPA health compliance 
assessment and other documents, I found information that outlined bedrock fractures located on 
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the Portsmouth of the site. I told Mayor Billy Spencer in 02/2017 that the bedrock was fractured 
under the site. This is about the time when the school came down and they needed some ammo. 
The site contains horizontal, vertical bedrock fractures that have potential to spread 
contamination even further from the site. In 02/2017, Ferguson Group released a report of the 
bedrock fractures providing through the boreholes walls of the bedrock fracture was deep as of 
77 feet or more in the area. Bore number WDSB 36 shows the fractures are in-depth to 90 feet. 
The x616 well screen in the Gallia and the Berea aquifers shows chromium and BOCs TCE and 
TCA that exceed regulatory limits are presented along with TC, technetium tech 99 and have the 
potential to cause contamination from the discharges towards the west drainage ditch could lead 
to off-site contamination if not already. When the groundwater is pumped from and the 
groundwater containing TCE, are there radioactive elements in this type of trichloroethylene that 
we're pumping and treating? And the reason I asked that, in 1983, I found a labor regal check 
agreements for the trichloroethylene and the PCBs, and the PCBs had radioactive material in it 
which I didn't even know until 1985. So, who's pumping and treating? Pump and treated. Who's 
watching for the radioactive nuclides in the pump and treat? Does a high EPA have jurisdiction? 
Does, the health department? Do you guys, DOE, or is it still DOD and DOE only take the 
radioactive nuclides? 
 
Mr. Eric Roberts stated to Ms. Vina that it is your three minutes. If you would like to provide 
that we can make copies and have that available.  
 
Ms. Vina Colley stated Alright. Just and we're asking you to post signs in the creeks, in Little 
Beaver Creek. I found out about this '92. It's contaminated, and I've asked you at every meeting 
to sign it. This is about the nickel plant. I want to know if you're digging up the nickel plant. 
Inside the plant perimeter, Southwest Side, south of the Administration Building X 100, there 
was a burial site of the Huntington, West Virginia nickel plant. That nickel plant is contaminated. 
We broke that story in 2000 or nineteen or something ninety-five. Okay. And there's also a hot 
yard that's in the print outside the premises of the plant. So, we need all that. Thank you.  
 
Mr. Paul Mobley stated My name is Paul Mobley, and I'm a Portsmouth Piketon Residents for 
Environmental Safety and Security (PRESS) member. And by title, I'm a civil/ operating 
engineer, that served in the US Air Force overseas and in the private sector. I have conducted 
radiological surveys of off-site soil samples personally using scintillators designed to measure 
alpha, beta, gamma, and x-ray radiation. I identified in soil from the bank of Little Beaver Creek 
and Big Beaver Creek's confluence area several samples exceeding the 10 CFR eight thirty five 
appendix d thresholds, for surface contamination set at 5,000 disintegrations per minute per 100 
centimeters squared, for beta and gamma radiation with one, one sample in excess of 17,823 
disintegrations per minute for 100 centimeters squared, which is three times the legal limit. And 
this was, after subtracting the background. We demand you put radioactive warning signs up in 
the creek. It needs it by now, with what Dr. Ketter found, what I found, and we need more 
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sampling done in that area. The ATSDR report this Board and DOE is using to explain the local 
dose has been proven faulty by Dr. Marco Kaltoven's public comments. He points out the report 
is almost universally aggregated into averages with those averages compared to the maximum 
background activities rather than comparing to the relevant backgrounds. Also, an ATSDR 
dataset does not include activities of radium 226 and 228, thorium isotopes, cesium 137 and 134, 
lead 210, 212, and 214, bismuth two fourteen, metallic thorium and other types of thoriated 
particulate matter of uranium containing particulate matter and all of which were found above 
background levels. Dr. Chris Busby has pointed out the flaws within the calculation of internal 
exposures to radiation that do not deal with the internal radionuclide exposure based on 
radiochemical genotoxicity and instead employs an averaging methodology across the entire 
organ. The CFR codes used by our agencies have not been updated since 1971 and were built 
upon studies on atomic bomb victims that have never accounted for chronic low doses that lead 
to stochastic effects. The system is broken, and we need to fix it now. 
 
Mr. Lee Blackburn stated My name is, Lee Blackburn. I'm a former board member of the SSAB. 
I’m pleased that you're giving us three minutes instead of two according to the federal register. 
We only have two minutes. Now many of you may know I live outside of Columbus. I traveled 
88 miles to get here today and will travel another 88 miles to get home. There are those here this 
evening who have traveled even further. My distance means that every second I get to speak, I 
traveled a mile and a half to do so. Limiting the public to just two minutes for oral comments 
clearly indicates DOE doesn't care about what the public has to say. As for Ohio EPA, you sit 
here, and you say nothing while DOE racks up dozens of on-site violations. It's a shame the 
public has to learn about DOE violations in the news rather than hear it reported by Ohio EPA at 
these meetings. For instance, in an article on 12/03/2024, Ohio EPA found DOE to be in 
violation of its MPDES permit during an inspection conducted on 09/26/2024. Such a violation 
should have been reported to the board and public at the last board meeting, yet it wasn't. And 
other such violations DOE have gone unreported by Ohio EPA as well. I would hope that in the 
future, Ohio EPA would bring up DOE violations, so the board has a better idea of the issues 
they are dealing with. Thank you. 
 
Ms. Pat Marida stated I'm from Columbus. I, one of the coordinators with the Ohio Nuclear Free 
Network. I second what Lee has said. I've come just as far as he has, over about 170 miles, to be 
here. And, then the national boards, SSAB boards, have recommended that we get several 
minutes to speak and that, more transparency, is on the website and that past meetings remain 
there forever, and we hope that that continues or that happens because a lot of times we can't 
access a lot of things from the past. And I think Lee has tried to help make it clear where people 
can find the videos of these meetings. Second, I want to complain about a complete re-write of 
our statements in the minutes. And not only is it a complete rewrite and not saying anything, 
pertinent about what we have said, but it also ends up making us look foolish. I mean, the 
statements that are written about what we say sound like we're completely incoherent. Then I 
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want to say that the NRC on I don't really do anything on LinkedIn because I'm retired and I'm 
not a businessperson. But LinkedIn is where people advertise themselves and their jobs and look 
for other people that might help them with their work and so forth. I received a notice from 
LinkedIn concerning people that looked for my information and what I was doing were the new 
were the US Nuclear Regulatory Commission and, the Office of Clean Energy Demonstrations 
from the US Department of Energy. Now the Clean Energy Demonstrations are, in fact, a lot 
about nuclear power. And then one from the electric, I forget EPRI, and they again are a big 
promoter of nuclear. So those are the people that were looking, why are they interested in me? 
That's quite interesting. And then, again, about what Lee had said about Parcel Four. And Grace 
isn't here tonight, but she probably, you know, she may have even, I don't know, risked 
something by finding by these findings, but why weren't they announced here? And, then the last 
thing I will just talk about is, I wish people would go and look at the reports from Joe Mangano. 
Joseph Mangano is an epidemiologist. He's with the Radiation and Public Health Project in New 
Jersey, and he has three studies. The last study found that the premature death rate here in Pike 
County is double that of the premature death rate in the overall United States. And that 
premature death rate would be people between the ages of zero and 74. So we again, we don't 
know, but we suspect that it might be due to the radioactivity and other things coming off this 
plant. Thank you very much. 
 
Ms. Gina Doyle stated I don't want to hold this too close to my face because everybody keeps 
getting louder and louder. So, I just want to say hi everybody and talking about the town hall 
meeting that we're going to have, we're really excited for that because Emily and, Shauna 
Houston and I have been working hard on this for the past six months. And the cancer list that 
I've been keeping has grown significantly; however, you say it. It's grown rapidly. We have now 
almost 800 people on that list. The rare cancers that we have are not just for one or two people 
anymore. There are four, four, five in different areas, but in clusters. That's what we're noticing. 
So, when we say that we feel that the contamination has spread far wider than we thought before 
and that more people are being infected, we feel it's true. We feel the contamination is from 
ports, and we just want this to be a safer place, a safer environment for our future, for our kids, 
for everybody. And that's the cancer victims who we speak for. The pictures that I get sent to me 
every day, the messages that I get sent to me every day, along with Emily, we talk back and forth 
all day long. People send us pictures of what their cancer looks like. I don't know how many of 
you get to see that in person or on your phone, but it's not pretty. It's very ugly. It's very painful. 
And to see those kids, babies, up to, you know, your grandma and grandpa that go through this, 
it's heartbreaking. And sometimes it's just all I can do to not just sit there and cry my eyes out 
because these are people. This is real suffering. And that's what we want to get out there so that 
everybody can see because I don't think you realize how many. And if you do, then there's a 
problem. And we must get together. We must talk about this. That's why we want this town hall. 
That's what we're trying to do. And that's what I've been trying to do since we started don't dump 
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on us. And it was all because of the waste dump at the beginning, and then it turned into, oh my 
gosh. Everybody's getting cancer. That's all I wanted to say tonight. Thanks. 
 
Mr. Bill Lawler stated Hello, everybody. My name is Bill Lawler. I've worked at the plant since 
the early nineties. I retired a few years ago. But the reason I just wanted to bring some people's 
attention is that my wife just passed away three weeks ago. And she had a list of physical 
problems. And she worked at the plant for the atomic credit union. And we've been over three 
years, basically, you say, fighting the DOE. Because they say that they do not recognize the fact 
well, they recognize that the credit union was there, but they were not a subcontractor to DOE to 
for DOE's benefit. And I still have a laundry list of denial letters. And my only hope was to be 
able to get her, you know, hopefully twenty-four seven cares because I've done everything, and 
she never went to the rest home. I was her caregiver twenty-four seven. And she passed 29th of 
January. It was a very discouraging long journey to try to get her approved, but there's been a lot 
of people. Two of her coworkers a few years ago passed away from cancer within, I think, three 
days apart. And both and both of those ladies worked with my wife, credit union. And my wife 
worked in the X-100 and the X-720. That's all I wanted to say. I just wanted to make everybody 
aware. 
 
Ms. Lorry Swain stated Hello, everyone. I'm Lorry Swain. I live in Portsmouth, Ohio. I 
appreciated the presentation that Jeremy Davis gave us. I appreciate understanding the process a 
little bit better, the budget process. But this past week, there were actions taken by President 
Trump and Elon Musk that involve massive firings, DOE workers, and slashing of funding for 
nuclear sites that involve weapons production and involved environmental management. This 
will certainly affect the integrity of the cleanup here at Piketon if these slashes and these firings 
go through. In the reports that I've read, Hanford, Savannah River, and Oak Ridge, big, big deals 
were mentioned. So, I’m posing a question to you as the SSAB. What are you going to do to 
oppose these kinds of slashings? As Jeremy pointed out, there's a really, rigorous process to 
come up with a budget to begin with. And then to just throw it away is, I don't have the word for 
it, but I hope that you will oppose it, strongly. My other issue is sensitive. It has to do with Bryan 
Davis. He hasn't been here since the revelations about the state auditor that revealed that there 
was high level corruption in Scioto County Commission agencies. That corruption involved 
bribery, theft, fraudulent contract making, and it even involved the wife of Bryan Davis being, 
named as a coconspirator and accomplice. She hasn't been indicted yet because she's turning 
states evidence. But my question to you is, are you going to ask Commissioner Davis to resign? 
Certainly, he doesn't have the time or the focus to give to the work of the SSAB. And the optics 
are bad if he continues to serve on this SSAB. So, thank you. 
 
 
Ms. Vina Colley stated that I signed up for another slot under a different group.  
 



 
 

11 
 

Mr. Eric Roberts stated, "I apologize, but we only permit one slot per person." I appreciate 
everyone's presence and thank you for coming out on this cold night. 
 
Final Comments from the Board: None 
Donna Carson closed the meeting at 7:00 p.m. 
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Presentation Portsmouth Site Budget 
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Portsmouth Paducah
Project Office

www.energy.gov/PPPO

Portsmouth Site  
Budget

Jeremy Davis, Portsmouth Site 
Lead and DDFO

February 18, 2025



2www.energy.gov/PPPO

Quick Facts
⏵ The federal government operates on a fiscal year (FY) calendar, 

which begins on October 1 and ends on September 30. 
o For example, FY25 began October 1, 2024, 

and ends September 30, 2025.

⏵ The U.S. federal budget is created annually through an intricate 
process that starts 18 months before the beginning of the new 
FY on October 1. 

⏵ The President provides a budget
recommendation, but Congress
enacts the budget.
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Continuing Resolution
⏵ If Congress does not pass bills to fund government operations 

by October 1, they have to pass a Continuing Resolution or shut 
down the government.

⏵ A continuing resolution is short term legislation passed by 
Congress to keep the Federal Government open. 

⏵ Funding is based on current year spending levels which may 
positively or negatively impact projects.

⏵ The current continuing resolution ends 
on March 14, 2025.



4www.energy.gov/PPPO

Budget Planning & Timeline
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Three Fiscal Year Budget Push: Status

⏵FY 2025 Execution
o PL 118-83 “Continuing Appropriations and Extensions Act, 2025, as 

amended by PL 118-158 “American Relief Act, 2025” provides FY 
2025 appropriations to Federal agencies through March 14, 2025.

⏵FY 2026 Budget Request
o President’s budget is typically announced in early February

⏵FY 2027 Budget Planning 
o Budget development is beginning
o Priorities are determined for FY26
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The Budget Development Process

The planning process 
is ongoing throughout 
the life of the projects.

Project

Lifecycle
Baseline 

Integrated 
Priority List

Budget
Request

Appropriations
(Funding)
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Budget Development Process

⏵ In or around January of each year, 
the project field offices receive 
guidance for budget development 
for the FY beginning 18 months in 
the future from the Secretary of 
Energy.

⏵ In February and March, the site 
develops the Integrated Priority List 
(IPL), determining which activities 
should be submitted in the budget 
request to DOE HQ.
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Site Budget Development
⏵ In March and April, the IPL and the life 

cycle baseline are used to develop the site 
budget request.

⏵ The request is forwarded to headquarters 
where, from May to September/October, it 
is compiled with other DOE EM sites’ 
requests, aligned to match EM goals, and 
ultimately included in the complete 
Department of Energy Budget Request 
submitted to OMB.

⏵ From October to January, OMB develops 
the President’s formal budget request, 
which is submitted to Congress in February.
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Hello to all and thank you for the opportunity to participate in this month’s SSAB meeting .  
As you know I am the adm of the group Don’t Dump on Us . Our goal as a group of concerned citizens has 
always been Cancer Victims first and foremost. The one nagging question is the contamination from the 
Waste Cells and the potential for that contamination to get into the Aquifer . Piketon gets their drinking 
water from the Teays Aquifer and the question “ is it going to leak into the ground water “ and “ has it 
happened already “ are two of the most asked questions that citizens have . There is no denying that the 
radioactive materials and toxic chemicals threaten the health and lives of our whole community. Our list 
of Cancer victims has grown to 748 . Men , women and children have been victims of the Ports Plant . The 
amount of leukemia and lymphoma , lung Cancer , brain Cancer is staggering. People have asked me 
what our end goal is , or “ what are you trying to do,  shut the plant down “? . No that is not our goal . We 
understand that people need to work and as a lifelong resident of Pike County , I get it . Our goal is to 
make DOE understand that it is imperative for the community for them to make Ports as safe as possible 
for the future generations. We do know that is a Big request but it is one that absolutely needs to happen. 
My family goes back generations here in Pike County . My grandfather drew maps by hand of Waverly with 
every street band and names if the families on each street . That is the way it used to be , we all knew 
each other . Neighbors helped each other , they shared food from their gardens . They care about each 
other . Times have surely changed , some of the change is good and some bad . What I am doing by 
gathering the names of victims is showing my neighbors , friends and family is showing them someone 
cares . We care about their sickness and grieve with them when they lose a loved one to Cancer . Every 
day I get messages and pictures sent me . Cancer is an ugly disease. It is painful and torturous to go 
through and that is just the physical part. The anxiety the person has of knowing they are fighting for their 
life or the life of their child , is sometimes more than they can endure . They pray for it to go away , they 
pray for strength to get through the day . They pray for their Drs to help them and that they don’t get 
deathly sick from the chemo and radiation they endure . And some just pray it ends . 
So I hope you understand why I keep coming back and speaking about my community. I love my home , 
the beautiful place we call Pike County . But mostly I love the people who make it what it is . I will 
continue to fight for their right to live healthy and happy . But they can’t do that in the environment that 
DOE has created in the past decades of secrecy and lies . Transparency isn’t a word used often in the 
language of DOE . It’s the secrecy of decades that has caused the mistrust of the community that they 
are supposed to want to help by creating jobs . But your own workers are still paying the price from doing 
what they are told and asking no questions .  
We want that communication to be open , we need it to be transparent. Trust is something that has to be 
earned . You list the communication with the community when they started getting sick and were told “ 
you have Cancer “ .  
Thank you  
Gina Doyle  
DDOU 
doylegina157@gmail.com 
740-935-9776 
 

mailto:doylegina157@gmail.com
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Good day. We want to submit the following questions for the SSAB meeting scheduled for this evening. If 
this is not the right email to do so, please advise to whom we should submit these. Thank you.  

1. Misclassification of Parcel 4: Oversight or Intentional Misrepresentation? 

The DOE’s September/October 2024 report classified Parcel 4 as “non-impacted,” yet historical records 
and radiological data contradict this claim. Given that Fluor-BWXT was contracted for arsenic 
remediation in this area and that radiological data shows levels above background and protectiveness 
thresholds, does DOE acknowledge that Parcel 4 is indeed contaminated? If so, was the initial 
misclassification an oversight, negligence, or intentional misrepresentation? 

 2. EPA’s Statement on Parcel 4 Being Contaminated 

 Ohio EPA’s comment on DOE’s fall report stated: “The data is clear Parcel 4 is contaminated above 
background and above protectiveness levels.” Given this strong language from a regulatory agency, does 
DOE intend to revise its classification of Parcel 4 in future reporting? If not, how does DOE justify 
continuing to label it as non-impacted? 

 3. DOE’s Sudden Change to Comment 20 

Comment 20 in DOE’s response letter was modified only after our newsroom inquired about 
discrepancies. The original version stated there are no specific rules regarding sub-surface radiological 
contamination in parces set for public transfer, which ODH initially agreed with. However, after 
consultation with Ohio EPA, DOE altered this comment. Can DOE clarify why this change was made 
after media inquiries? Was this revision based on pressure from regulatory agencies or an internal 
reassessment? 

 4. Increased Scrutiny of Parcel 4: What’s Different? 

 Parcel 4 appears to be under far more scrutiny than previously released parcels. Given that past transfers 
proceeded with little issue, what makes Parcel 4 different? Is this an indication that previous parcels may 
not have been adequately reviewed, or is there something particularly concerning about Parcel 4’s 
contamination levels? 

5. Lack of Transparency in DOE’s Public Reports 

 Given the discrepancies between DOE’s classification and the EPA’s findings, does DOE commit to 
increased transparency moving forward? Will DOE release all historical contamination records, 
remediation plans, and sampling data for Parcel 4 and previously transferred parcels for independent 
review? 

 JAY SALLEY 

News Editor 

Phone: 740-313-8654 

Newsroom: 740-313-8656 

Email: jsalley@sciotovalleyguardian.com 

www.sciotovalleyguardian.com  
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Appendix 4 

Article submitted by Vina Colley; The case for 
Ohio residents’ addition to RECA legislation 
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