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 Ohioans have good news with the 
passage of HB 2 on April 2, 2009. This bill 
advocates for funding for rail between 
Dayton, Cincinnati, Columbus, and 
Cleveland.  Ohio lawmakers pushed HB 2 to 
compete for funds available from the federal 
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act. 
Rail enthusiasts and environmentalists 
welcomed this bill with open arms.  Funding 
for rail transportation has been sought for 
years.  This bill will add jobs and provide 
greatly needed transportation alternatives if 
Ohio gets additional federal stimulus dollars.  
Ohioans need new transportation options as 
driving is an option Ohioans are choosing 
much less.  A study by the Federal Highway 
Administration shows the decline in 
American driving continues.1  In January of 
2009, Americans traveled 7 billion fewer 

vehicle miles than the previous January, and 
Ohioans drove 10.2 percent fewer miles, 
leading the way among all states in the 
decline of vehicle miles.
 While rail is bringing good news, 
Ohioans have so-so news regarding bus 
transit. The good news is that use of bus 
transit is on the rise in Ohio. Cutting back on 
auto vehicle miles traveled means car 
pooling and bus transit is being used more 
frequently. However, funding for bus transit 
has decreased. Last year the Greater 
Cleveland Regional Transit Authority 
proposed a $.50 per ride fuel surcharge to 
cover the cost of rising fuel prices.  These 
costs of course would have been largely 
passed on to the poor and the elderly, who 
make up a large percentage of bus travelers.  
Governor Strickland came through with 
additional funding that spared Cleveland’s 
Regional Transit Authority and other Ohio 
transit authorities from draconian cuts in 
services and drastic spikes in fares.  
Cleveland got by last year with some service 
cuts and a fare hike. This year Cleveland 
Transit Authority is facing a $9.5 million 
shortfall.  Ohio spends $16 million on mass 
transit. Pennsylvania contributes $823 

million and Illinois gives $490 million.
 Public funding for transit in Ohio has 
declined from $43.3 million dollars in 
2001 to $16.4 million in 2008. With 
Ohioans driving less and with decreased 
funding, the problem of funding public 
transportation will not go away with 
short-term fixes.  Although regional 

transit authorities in Ohio including 
Cleveland are receiving federal stimulus 
dollars, that money cannot be used for 
ongoing operational costs. These funds are 
restricted to things such as new buses or 
station improvements and additions.  
Governor Strickland’s bailout of mass transit 
last year helped, but the problem with transit 
in Ohio is a problem that goes to the heart of 
our constitution and the heart of how mass 
transit is funded. Eighteen percent of the 
federal gasoline tax goes to mass transit, and 
most states follow a similar funding 
structure. Ohio’s gas tax contributes nothing 
to mass transit. A recent report from Policy 
Matters Ohio recommends a constitutional 
amendment to allocate twenty percent of the 
state’s gas tax go to public transit.2

 We need to do a much better job of 
funding mass transit in Ohio and the solution 
can begin with you. Send a letter to your state 
senator and house representative. Ohio mass 
transit needs a dedicated funding stream in 
order to survive. Ohioans driving fewer miles 
means less wear and tear on our roads and 
less demand for new roads. Boosting funding 
for mass transit is the right step forward.  
_________________________
1. Federal Highway Administration, U.S. Depart-
ment of Transporation, 
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov

2. “Committing to Commuters: Transit and 
Ohio’s New Energy Economy”, Policy Matters 
Ohio report
http://www.policymattersohio.org
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The Ohio Chapter is seeking nominees to 
stand for election to the Executive Com-
mittee.  The ExCom, the top decision-
making body in the Chapter, consists of 
sixteen members, nine of whom are 
elected members-at-large by Chapter-
wide vote, and the remaining seven are 
appointed as representatives of each of 
the seven Groups in the Chapter.  Terms 

for the at-large seats on the ExCom are 
two years beginning January 2010.

Membership on the ExCom requires at-
tending the bi-monthly meetings and 
playing a key role in setting policy, 
building statewide programs and activi-
ties, and carrying out the mission of the 
Club.

To find out more, contact Enid Nagel 
(see page 2 contact info).

Transportation in 
Ohio: The Good, the 
Bad and the Ugly
By Tony Szilagye, Chapter Conservation Chair
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SIERRA CLUB,
OHIO CHAPTER

OHIO SIERRAN deadline July 21, 2009.  Unsolicited articles will be considered.  
Articles originating from Ohio Chapter committees or relating to the work of the Chapter 
will have publication priority.  Submissions to Earl Clausson at earlclausson@yahoo.com. 
Newsletters reach members approximately six weeks after deadline.

131 N. High St., Suite 605
Columbus, OH  43215

(614) 461-0734 phone   •   (614) 461-0710 fax
http://ohio.sierraclub.org

July/August  2009

Executive and Conservation Committee Schedule
July 19, Sept. 20, Nov. 15, Jan. 16-17, 2010

Meetings will normally be held at the Chapter office, 131 N. High St., 
Columbus.  Please call the Chapter office 614-461-0734 to confirm meet-
ing location and times.  Call Enid Nagel if you’d like to help!

MacKenzie B ailey 614-461-0734 mackenzie.bailey@sierraclub.org
Melanie Braithwaite 614-326-4670 melbraithwaite@aol.com
Pam Brim 740-924-3360  pbrimohio@yahoo.com
Eric Britton  ebritton@slk-law.com
John Broida 330-212-5470  johnbroida@hotmail.com
Dana Carlson 740-664-2022 carlsondana@hotmail.com
Earl Clausson 330-678-6026 earlclausson@yahoo.com
Rich Clark 216-397-3341 rclark@jcu.edu
Chris Curran  currancp@ucmail.uc.edu
Ned Ford 513-533-9244  ned.ford@fuse.net
David Gaines 513-522-6696 dgaines@cinci.rr.com
Jean Godby 614-291-2339 cjgodby@yahoo.com
Jane Halbedel 440-356-9285 tthalbs@msn.com
Laurel Hopwood  lhopwood@roadrunner.com
Nachy Kanfer 614-461-0734 nachy.kanfer@sierraclub.org
Bob Kyle 614-855-1600 rkyle@wideopenwest.com
Mary Beth Lohse 740-742-2998 mb@sugarberryhill.com
Loraine McCosker 740-589-4070 friendlygardener@yahoo.com
Teresa McHugh 614-461-0734 teresa.mchugh@sierraclub.org
Pat Marida 614-890-7865 marida@wideopenwest.com
Ryan Mason  ryananthonymason@gmail.com
Eileen Matias 330-865-9924 ematias@neo.rr.com
Pat McKenna 248-505-3550 mckenna-p@sbcglobal.net
Jennifer Miller 614-461-0734 jennifer.miller@sierraclub.org
Enid Nagel 513-886-0333 enidsierra@yahoo.com
George Peya 270 Willard St. Youngstown 44505
Linda Reeder 614-895-6725 lreeder@columbus.rr.com
Teri Reinhart 419-288-3494 ReinhartTJ@aol.com
Larry Schartman 513-476-1850 larry.schartman@ohio.sierraclub.org
David Scott   david.scott@sierraclub.org
Marti Sinclair 513-674-1983 mjsinclair@fuse.net
Tony Szilagye 419-661-0397 3aws@accesstoledo.com
Marilyn Wall 513-761-6140 marilyn.wall@env-comm.org
Brandi Whetstone 614-461-0734 brandi.whetstone@sierraclub.org

Ohio Staff
Teresa McHugh Midwest Regional Representative
MacKenzie Bailey Conservation Program Coordinator
Nachy Kanfer National Coal Campaign Organizer
Jennifer Miller Conservation Program Coordinator
Brandi Whetstone Conservation Program Coordinator

Executive Committee
 Officers
 Chair Enid Nagel
 Vice Chair Mary Beth Lohse
 Treasurer Linda Reeder
 Secretary open

 At-Large Melanie Braithwaite
  David Gaines
  Jean Godby
  Mary Beth Lohse
  Pat Marida
  Pat McKenna
  Eileen Matias
  Enid Nagel
  Tony Szilagye

Group Representatives
Appalachian Ohio Dana Carlson/Loraine McCosker
Central Ohio Ryan Mason
Miami Chris Curran
Northeast Ohio Jane Halbedel
Portage Trail John Broida/Dan Nelson
Salt Springs George Peya
Western Lake Erie Eric Britton/Cindy Warner

Conservation Committee
Tony Szilagye
Laurel Hopwood/Teri Reinhart
Jean Godby
David Gaines
Marilyn Wall
Marti Sinclair
Bob Kyle/Loraine McCosker
Rich Clark
Pat Marida
Marti Sinclair
Eileen Matias

Chair
Agriculture

Coal
Energy

Environmental Enforcement
Environmental Justice

Forest and Public Lands
Human Rights
Nuclear Issues

Toxics
Transportation

Mary Beth Lohse/
Loraine McCosker
Marti Sinclair
Earl Clausson
Melanie Braithwaite
Pam Brim
Enid Nagel, Mary Beth Lohse,
Loraine McCosker,
Pat McKenna, Tony Szilagye

Administrative and Program Committees

Ch. Delegate/Council of Club Leaders

Legal Chair
Newsletter Editor and Layout

Political
Political Treasurer

Steering
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 Ohio’s air contaminant rules are being 
relaxed despite the fact that Ohio’s air is 
among the worst in the country.  In 2003, 
according to US EPA’s Toxic Release Inven-
tory, Ohio ranked number one for air pollu-
tion emissions!
 The State of Ohio has a federally-ap-
proved plan to meet the national ambient air 
quality standards. That plan, the Ohio SIP 
(State Implementation Plan), requires that all 
air contaminant sources employ the Best 
Available Technology (BAT) to reduce the 
soot and smog and acid gases (ozone, partic-
ulate matter, carbon monoxide, sulfur diox-
ide, and nitrogen oxide) that threaten our 

health and darken our skies. The SIP may not 
be changed without federal approval.
 So that is how it is supposed to work. 
However, in 2006, Governor Taft signed a 
new law requiring that the Ohio EPA Direc-
tor redo Ohio’s air contaminant list and that 
the only new and modified sources to be 
regulated will be those which emit air con-
taminants on that new list.  New and modi-
fied sources can now emit all of the other 
previously regulated air contaminants into 
our air without limit, without emissions con-
trols, and without employing the BAT to 
control emissions.  Adding insult to injury, 
sources that produce less than ten tons per 
year of pollutants (those subject to the federal 
national ambient air quality standards) are 
now exempt from BAT requirements!  This 
“let-it-rip” exemption became effective in 
2006 without the required federal approval. 
Ohio EPA’s 2008 “after-the-fact” bid to gain 
federal approval for the changes failed to 
show that our air quality would not suffer.  
US EPA found the stuff Ohio sent in to be 
incomplete and insufficient.
 The new law granted the Director a full 
two years to gather information and create 
the new air contaminant list in rulemaking.  
However, driven by politics, the Director 
hastily released a willy nilly list of 630 chem-
icals just 35 days after the Governor signed 
the bill.  Plowing through comments submit-
ted by the Ohio Chapter, Ohio Citizen Ac-
tion, the Ohio Academy of Trial Lawyers, 
Environmental Community Organization, 
Buckeye Environmental Network and others, 

the list was slashed, willy nilly, to 303 chem-
icals, and the final rule was rushed out the 
door.  Air contaminants designated by the 
Ohio law, substances known or reasonably 
anticipated to be “carcinogenic, mutagenic, 
teratogenic, or neurotoxic, that cause repro-
ductive dysfunction, or that are acutely or 
chronically toxic, or a threat of adverse envi-
ronmental effects,” substances ranging from 
coal dust to CO2, were left out of the rule and 
swept, willy nilly, under the rug.
 The Ohio Chapter of the Sierra Club has 
retained the D. David Altman Co. to 
straighten out this mess.  It is an unenviable 
task. The Chapter and others (above) have 
appealed to Ohio’s Environmental Review 
Appeals Commission over the willy nilly 
listing of air contaminants.  The Chapter has 
filed a federal lawsuit against Ohio EPA for 
instituting the let-it-rip pollution exemption 
without showing US EPA and Ohioans that 
our air quality will not suffer, the skies won’t 
darken, and the SIP, our plan for improved 
air quality, will not be derailed.  The Ohio 
Chapter is insisting that Ohioans deserve 
better than willy nilly and let-it-rip rules from 
the Ohio EPA.  

Willy Nilly and “Let It Rip” Pollution 
Rules Challenged by the Ohio Chapter
By Marti Sinclair, Chapter Legal Chair
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 The Portage Trail Group’s campaign for en-
ergy conservation made Earth Day a little darker 
this year and Goodwill Industries’ bank account a 
little heavier.
 For the second year, PTG’s Conservation 
Committee, headed by Rich Fein, has spearheaded 
an effort it calls Lights Out Ohio, a consciousness 
raising campaign that asks participants to turn off 
their lights for at least one hour on Earth Day. 
Summit County and the city of Akron signed on in 
2008; this year’s effort targeted schools, business-
es, and religious institutions in addition to local 
government.  Twelve of Summit County’s public 
school systems, with approximately 65,000 stu-
dents, were involved, and Fein and the other Com-
mittee members provided elementary teachers with 
a variety of materials and exercises emphasizing 
steps that students and their parents could take to 
reduce energy use. Several dozen businesses and 
churches also participated, including a half dozen 
that helped sponsor Lights Out publicity.  Newspa-
per features and radio advertising carried the mes-
sage to others who were not directly involved. As 
a result, the Akron area had one of the highest 
participation rates in Earth Day activities of any 
metropolitan region. The next step is to refine and 
expand the Lights Out approach to reach, and 
influence, even more people.
 A related initiative has demonstrated the lon-
ger term benefits of energy conservation. For the 
past year PTG has offered local non-profit groups 
a 50 percent match on the cost of energy conserva-
tion projects. In general the response has been 
underwhelming, despite the seeming attractiveness 
of the offer. The only completed project so far has 
been with Goodwill Industries, which installed a 
system of electronic controls to regulate heating, 
cooling, and lighting in its large Akron facility. The 
installation paid for itself in less than six months 
and saved $11,000 and 65 tons of carbon dioxide 
in the first year. This was an example of harvesting 
the proverbial “low hanging fruit,” but also a vivid 
illustration of the pervasive waste that continues in 
even the best managed organizations and the po-
tential for dramatic changes. Hopefully, the com-
bined effect of the Lights Out educational 
campaign and the Goodwill Industries example 
(not to mention government incentives), will accel-
erate our progress toward a safer and cleaner future.

Portage Trail Group Promotes
Energy Conservation
By Dan Nelson, Portage Trail Group Vice-Chair
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By Carol Rainey

 April 23, 2009 it was reported that 
Duke Energy has met with Governor 
Strickland in order to discuss the possi-
ble construction of a new nuclear power 
plant in Ohio. Duke has long invested 
heavily in nuclear power, very little in 
solar and wind. Based in Raleigh, North 
Carolina, Duke has been operating seven 
nuclear plants in the Carolinas for the 
last forty years. Though the company 
has claimed that they have been clean, 
cheap and safe, this hasn‘t been the case 
at all.
 Oconee 1, 2 and 3 near Seneca, 
South Carolina are the oldest plants and 
have had the most serious problems. 
Radioactive waste was accidentally 
dumped into a nearby lake in the 1970s; 
there have been fires, leaks, releases of 
gasses, and steam line ruptures. In 1997 
Duke was fined $300,000 by the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission (NRC) for fail-
ure to maintain and fix safety sys-
tems in Oconee 2 and 3. In October 
2004, an accidental discharge of wa-
ter from the pools containing the 
highly lethal fuel rods near the 
Oconee Nuclear Station created a 
potential disaster. In February 2006 
the Oconee 3 plant was designated a 
tornado risk because of the wall de-
sign of the control rooms.
 Oconee was built by the same 
company, and with the same design, 
as Three Mile Island. (After TMI, 
the staff of the NRC wanted to close 
all the Oconee plants, but Duke re-
fused, saying it would cost too much 
for them to buy electricity from the 
grid during a shutdown. Necessary 
repairs were subsequently done.) 
Oconee also has the same design as 
the infamous Davis-Besse reactor in 
Toledo where corrosion of pipes 
caused the plant to come within a 
few inches of a major meltdown in 
2002. Despite its age and history of 
problems (the reactors were only 
built to last 40 years), Oconee was 
given a 20 year extension of its op-
erating license in the year 2000. The 
Enemy Within, a 1996 study of high 

breast cancer rates in areas surrounding 
all nuclear power plants in the United 
States, shows that at Oconee the rates for 
breast cancer were up 56% from what 
they were in 1950-54 at the start of the 
nuclear age.
 Duke’s other four plants are 
Catawba 1, 2 in York, South Carolina 
and McGuire 1, 2 in Huntersville, North 
Carolina. Several years ago Duke pro-
posed using a mixed oxide fuel (called 
MOX), in both the Catawba and 
McGuire plants. MOX is extremely dan-
gerous because it contains plutonium. 
Area environmentalists and concerned 
stockholders strongly opposed the use of 
MOX, and in the spring of 2009, after 
the failure of a test of MOX fuel in 
Catawba 1, Duke cancelled its order for 
more MOX fuel, something which envi-
ronmentalists have celebrated. Duke has 
not shut the door on the future use of 
MOX, however, so its plans bear watch-
ing. 
 Several years ago, shortly after the 
merger with Cinergy, here in Cincinnati, 
Duke’s new CEO Jim Rogers an-
nounced that Duke was going to join 
with the Southern Company from At-
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 Lake Erie and all lakes and streams need 
your help this summer.  One key problem is 
excessive phosphorous feeding the growth of 
algae.  Use dishwasher detergents that have 
no phosphorous.  Do not use lawn fertilizer, 
but if you must, please use products that have 
no phosphorus.
 Lake Erie waters are facing some trou-
bling signs: algae in the western basin; a 
growing dead zone in the central basin; botu-
lism in the eastern basin; depleting walleye 
and yellow perch numbers in the western 
basin; open lake dumping by the Army Corps 
of Engineers spewing sediments all the way 
to Fairport Harbor.  Climate change studies 
estimate a 3-6 feet drop in water level in Lake 
Erie, which would really impact the far west-
ern basin.

 Ohio State Uni-
versity and Bowl-
ing Green 
University scien-
tists Michael 

McKay and George Bullerjahn have begun to 
look at Roundup herbicide ingredient 
glyphosate as a potential phosphorus source1.  
Preliminary research shows that Roundup is 
getting into the watershed at peak farming 
application times, particularly in the spring.  
Glyphosate is not detected in the lake in April 
but can be found from mid-May through July 
after crops are planted, which corresponds to 
the forming of the Dead Zone. They have 
also discovered that the blue-green algae, 
also known as cyanobacteria, are capable of 
using phosophonates.
 Another item to watch in the summer of 
2009 is the mayfly population.  Mayflies 
were not in the Maumee Bay area in 2008.  
Could it be the wind or the new algae, lyngb-

ya, that grows in the sediments? We’ll let you 
know if they are here in 2009.
 Did you know that about 80 percent of 
Lake Erie’s water use is by coal fired power 
plants?  The practice is known as “once 
through cooling” which increases the water 
discharge temperature by about 10º Fahren-
heit.  This helps to fuel algal growth in near 
shore areas.
 The summer of 2009 will create another 
story about algae and dead zones for sure. 
The USEPA Great Lakes program office and 
the Lake Erie Commission are funding stud-
ies to help Lake Erie.  Let’s hope the studies 
suggest programs and policies that will im-
prove Lake Erie water quality and fish quan-
tities.  
_________________________

1. “Researchers Study Roundup as Possible 
Cause of Harmful Algal Blooms”; April 27, 
2009; Stacy Brannen; The Ohio Sea Grant Col-
lege Program; http://ohioseagrant.osu.edu/
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By Sandy Bihn, Conservation Chair, Western Lake Erie Group

lanta to build the nation’s first new nuclear 
power plant since Three Mile Island in Cher-
okee County, South Carolina, near the town 
of Gaffney. It is an area of high unemploy-
ment because of the closing of the textile 
mills, and people are desperate for jobs. Duke 
submitted its fast-track COL (construction 
and operating license) application to the 
NRC in December, 2007. If approved, the 
site would be known as the William States 
Lee III Nuclear Station, or the Lee Site. Duke 
is applying to build two Westinghouse 
AP1000 nuclear reactors at Lee. Duke says 
the AP1000 is safer than older designs, but 
these assertions are based only on computer 
models: the design has as yet never been built 
or tested anywhere, and has been rejected for 
use in some countries. So far, the NRC has 
not responded to Duke’s license request.
 Carolina activists are opposed to the 
opening of the Lee plant for several reasons: 
the phenomenal taxpayer expense, the possi-
bility that the company would use higher 
rates on monthly utility bills to pay for con-
struction costs, health and safety issues 
which have plagued the other Duke plants in 
the past, the generation of new radioactive 
waste - which the country and the world still 
hasn’t figured what to do with - and the 
possibility of droughts and water shortages in 
the Southeast, which would make the plants 
inoperable. It’s not known at this time if 
Duke will continue with its plans for the Lee 
site, but it is ominous that it is now consider-

ing building nuclear plants in other parts of 
the country, including Ohio.  

Carol Rainey, author One Hundred Miles 
from Home: Nuclear Contamination in the 
Communities of the Ohio River Valley . 

Mound, Fernald, Paducah , Piketon, Maxey 
Flats, and Jefferson Proving Ground.
www.cyndellpress.com
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The Sierra Club has launched three new online communities:

Climate Crossroads: http://climatecrossroads.org 
Sierra Student Coalition: http://ssc.sierraclub.org 

Sierra Club Trails: http://sierraclubtrails.org 

 Sierra Club and other activists are increasingly using social networking tools 
like Facebook to meet, share information, strategize, and organize.  Social 
networking is engaging and enjoyable, but more critically, it is immensely 
powerful. Witness the way candidate Barack Obama utilized social networks to 
his advantage, and continues to use them to keep in touch with his supporters 
and promote his legislative agenda.
 Anyone can browse the Club’s new social networking sites. Those who wish 
to participate in the discussion and leverage these tools for their campaigns can 
do so by creating a user profile, which is simple and takes just a few minutes.
 Community members will be able to blog, join and create groups, take 
action, start discussions, circulate petitions, organize rallies, and more. Through 
these online communities, activists can come together to tackle climate change, 
share knowledge of great hiking trails and waterways, or simply swap green 
living tips and earth-friendly recipes.
 E-mail community.manager@sierraclub.org with questions.



Ohio Sierran

6

July/August  2009

 On May 6, 2009, the Franklin County 
Court of Appeals heard the East Liverpool, 
Ohio community’s appeal of a Waste Tech-
nologies Industries (WTI) renewal permit to 
burn hazardous waste. The courtroom was 
filled with local residents and appeal support-
ers from several environmental organizations 
including the Sierra Club.  Alonzo Spencer, 
Save Our County (SOC) President from East 
Liverpool, is the only permit opponent to 
have legal standing in the case.
 The nature of the hazardous materials 
being handled at East Liverpool makes this 
incinerator extremely dangerous. Burning 
releases toxins into the air. When the burner 
temperature is too low, the level of chemicals 
released increases. Accidents and spills occur 
on a regular basis. Flammable and explosive 
chemicals are stored a short distance from the 
community and elementary school. Explo-
sions and fires are a constant threat.  WTI has 
had over 200 fires or explosions throughout 
its history.
 Ron Simon, SOC’s pro bono attorney, 
made a solid case of why the incinerator 
should not be operating and why the Ohio 
EPA director should reevaluate his decision 
to renew the permit. The case was appealing 
an Environmental Review Appeals Commis-
sion (ERAC) decision. ERAC sided with 
WTI and refused to look at East Liverpool 
fire marshal reports and other evidence of 
permit violations. 
 WTI’s attorney was there, but it was the 
Ohio Attorney General’s office that made the 
case against the community. Attorney Ball 
from the AG’s office seemed to accept that 
explosions and fires at a hazardous waste 
incinerator are just part of everyday business. 
For three or more years WTI filed fraudulent 
reports on well samples (there were no 
pumps in the wells).  WTI just released 
monthly reports with made up numbers! The 
fact that fraud of this nature is accepted by 
the Ohio Attorney General is very disturbing. 

Environmental Justice Bill to be Intro-
duced 
 In March 2005 the US EPA determined 
that East Liverpool was an “environmental 
justice” (EJ) area. EJ classification was cre-
ated to prevent the overburdening of low-
income and minority communities with pol-
luting operations.

 This WTI case is the “poster child” for 
the statewide effort to pass an environmental 
justice bill.  The substance of the draft bill 
that will be introduced by Representative 
Tracy Heard was written and authored by 
Ohioans through town hall meetings and 
gatherings organized by the Ohioans for 
Health, Environment and Justice (OHEJ).  
The plan is for the bill to be formally intro-
duced soon.
 It will be a few months before the court 
releases its decision on the appeal. In the 
meantime, folks who want to be helpful 
should contact their state representative 
and ask him/her to look favorably at the 
Environmental Justice Bill when it is pro-
posed.  Ohio citizens and environment de-
serve more than a state that allows ongoing 
pollution without serious consequences and 
accountability.

Background of East Liverpool
 East Liverpool, a city with nearly 22,000 
residents in the late 1970s, now struggles to 
hold onto its remaining 11,000 residents. The 
city at one point produced 40-50% of all 
pottery in the United States. Seated on the 
banks of the Ohio River, East Liverpool was 
a gem. Today, East Liverpool faces dire, 
unjust circumstances.
 The city took the spotlight when Von 
Roll America, Inc. arrived.  Von Roll, a 
multinational corporation (often referred to 
as Waste Technologies Industries or WTI) 
operates one of the largest hazardous waste 
incinerator facilities in the world in this small 
town 80 miles southeast of Cleveland. The 
incinerator is located in the floodplain of the 
Ohio River. The surrounding area is elevated 
on a bluff, such that the top of the incinera-
tor's stack is level with the windows of local 
buildings.
 The US EPA issued a permit for this 
facility in 1983 after the East Liverpool com-
munity and organizations across Ohio and 
the nation strongly opposed it when it was 
first proposed in the late 1970s.  To the 
community’s dismay, it was built approxi-
mately 1,100 feet from La Croft elementary 
school and only 400 feet from homes.
 In 1980 this incinerator was proposed as 
a “waste to energy plant”. At the time of the 
proposal, East Liverpool suffered from an 
unemployment rate of nearly 17%, a result of 
the pottery business decline due to jobs being 

exported overseas. Von Roll’s public rela-
tions spin talked about jobs and economic 
development. Economic appeal is a standard 
tactic for industry attempts to place a pollut-
ing facility in a poor area.  Residents of East 
Liverpool did not bargain for toxic fumes or 
increased health issues resulting in higher 
levels of cancer deaths. 
 At the time the initial permit was grant-
ed, it was appealed by the community and did 
not go into effect immediately. A permit was 
issued in 1983 after the appeals were re-
solved in WTI’s favor. The original permits 
for the facility were granted at a time when 
Ohio had virtually no siting criteria for haz-
ardous waste facilities and a “rubber-stamp” 
facility siting board. In 1984, Ohio’s hazard-
ous waste laws were changed to include sit-
ing criteria, which direct that such facilities 
cannot be built within 2,000 feet of homes or 
schools or in floodplains. Construction was 
delayed until 1990, and the facility was com-
pleted in late 1992. Because of Ohio’s auto-
cratic permitting process, citizens had no 
clear mechanism to voice their concerns 
against this very complex agreement. 

Renewal Permit
 Despite the community’s efforts to get a 
balanced hearing by Ohio EPA for the years 
of continuous emissions of toxic pollution 
from the WTI incinerator, the severe health 
concerns, and bleak economic circumstances 
imposed on the community, OEPA in March 
2005 issued the renewal permit. The renewal 
permit has over 200 modifications which 
include increased hours of operation and 
more types of dangerous waste allowed.
 When Alonzo Spencer was asked why 
he doesn’t just throw in the towel after all 
these years he said, “Time has proven to be 
correct on these issues. We feel as though we 
have not been judged favorably. We are 
working across the state trying to change 
that…there is reason for hope.”  

Lois Gibbs is Executive Director of The Cen-
ter for Health, Environment and Justice 
(CHEJ) and author of Love Canal: My Story 
and Dying from Dioxin.

Justin Davis is an intern with CHEJ.
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 After a number of years and tremendous 
effort by the community, the Department of 
Energy (DOE) agreed to create a Citizens 
Advisory Board for the Portsmouth Gaseous 
Diffusion Plant (GDP) located in Piketon, 
Ohio. Chartered under the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act as a Site Specific Advisory 
Board (SSAB), the Board was established to 
provide advice and recommendations to 
DOE’s Assistant Secretary for Environmen-
tal Management (EM) on a range of issues, 
including:

Cleanup standards and environmental 
restoration
Waste management and disposition
Stabilization and disposition of non-
stockpile nuclear materials
Decontamination and decommissioning 
of excess facilities
Risk assessment and management
Future land use and long term steward-
ship

 Chosen in an attempt to reflect a diver-
sity of gender, race, education, occupation, 
views and interests, the twenty Board mem-
bers represent Pike, Ross, Scioto, Jackson 
and Athens counties in Ohio, as well as Gree-
nup County in Kentucky. The Board held its 
first official meeting on September 4, 2008 
and began the process of creating working 
committees to address the issues outlined 
above. The Board currently has five standing 
committees and an ad-hoc committee. The 
committees and their responsibilities are:

Waste Disposition Committee – re-
sponsible for review and oversight of 
excess materials removal and disposi-
tion from buildings on site. Includes 
stabilization and disposition of non-
stockpile nuclear materials
Environmental Restoration Commit-
tee – responsible for review and over-
sight of monitoring and extraction wells, 
soils and groundwater clean-up as well 
as concrete pad removal
Decontamination and Decommission-
ing (D&D) Committee – responsible 
for review and oversight of cleaning and 
decontaminating buildings as well as 

dismantling and removal of unused fa-
cilities
Future Land Use Committee – respon-
sible for review and oversight of the end 
use of any remaining buildings and the 
physical site itself
Executive Committee – responsible for 
the daily business operations of the 
Board, including drafting agendas, coor-
dinating committee activities and han-
dling administrative functions
Membership Ad-hoc Committee – re-
sponsible for review and recommenda-
tion of new members to the Board as 
well as suggested amendments to the 
Board’s Operating Procedures

 To date, the Board, through these work-
ing committees, has made three recommen-
dations to EM. The recommendations are:

The Portsmouth Environmental Man-
agement Site Specific Advisory Board 
(EM -SSAB) recommends that DOE’s 
draft Request For Proposal (RFP) for 
Decontamination and Decommissioning 
(D&D)  of the Portsmouth Gaseous Dif-
fusion Plant provide support to the local 
community for regional economic de-
velopment.
The Portsmouth EM-SSAB recom-
mends that the future use of the Piketon 
site never include the interim storage of 
spent nuclear fuel (High-Level Radioac-
tive Waste).
The Portsmouth EM-SSAB recom-
mends the implementation of acceler-
ated D&D and remediation schedule for 
the Portsmouth site and the funding to 
make that happen.

 The Board has received tremendous sup-
port from Ohio’s politicians, including a let-
ter to DOE Secretary Steven Chu dated 
February 13, 2009, signed by both US Sena-
tors, the Governor and four congresspersons 
in which, among other things, they called for 
an accelerated site cleanup and the creation 
of a DOE office in Piketon instead of manag-
ing the site remotely from Lexington, Ken-
tucky. In a response letter dated April 14, 
2009, Secretary Chu acknowledged the need 

for an accelerated cleanup, saying the De-
partment is examining ways to significantly 
shorten the timeframe. In addition, he said 
DOE is committed to ensuring oversight will 
be staffed by on-site DOE personnel.
 The Board is currently awaiting a redraft 
of the RFP for D&D, which is incorporating 
a new timeframe for cleanup as well as other 
suggestions made by Ohio’s politicians.
 Senator Sherrod Brown has been partic-
ularly involved, sending a liaison to Board 
meetings and signing a letter, along with 
seven other senators, in January 2009, calling 
for $6 billion in stimulus funds for cleanup of 
nuclear sites. As a result, Portsmouth GDP 
received $118 million of stimulus funds for 
accelerating six different projects, a signifi-
cant amount given the size of the site. Addi-
tionally, the 2010 budget request has been 
increased by over 30% to $320 million.
 The Ohio EPA has also been signifi-
cantly involved in the cleanup process. Hav-
ing jurisdiction over the site under the 
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act as 
well as a Consent Decree signed in 1989 with 
DOE; OEPA frequently has staff on-site and 
sends at least one; sometimes more represen-
tatives to committee meetings as well as three 
or four to the Board meetings.
 The most significant issue the Board is 
currently grappling with is a request by the 
Southern Ohio Diversification Initiative (the 
DOE-created Community Reuse Organiza-
tion) for the transfer of a 340-acre parcel in 
the northeastern section of the site for ambig-
uously-defined reuse. The parcel is currently 
undergoing an Environmental Assessment 
under the National Environmental Policy Act 
to determine suitability for transfer.
 An upcoming issue of significance is 
what to do with the contaminated waste gen-
erated from the decontamination and decom-
missioning. Many sites have elected to bury 
the waste in lined cells while others have 
shipped it offsite for burial. Or perhaps some 
compromise might be achieved.
 Board meetings are on the first Thursday 
of each month at 6 PM at the OSU Endeavor 
Center, 1862 Shyville Road, Piketon.  

Lee Blackburn is a member of the SSAB 
representing Jackson County, and is also a 
member of the Ohio Sierra Club’s Nuclear 
Team. 

Citizens Advisory Board Stays Active 
in Portsmouth Nuclear Issues
By Lee Blackburn, Chapter Nuclear Team



Ohio Sierran

8

July/August  2009

��������������������������������������������������� ���������������������
���������������������������� ����� �����������
���� �������
��� �	���
��������	�����!��!���

I am interested in getting involved
in the following issues:
 Forests
 Energy
  Coal

  Nuclear
 Water
 Environmental Justice
 Political 

 Agricultural 
 General Conservation

I am interested in the following
volunteer opportunities: 
 Community outreach
 Fundraising
 Media
 Lobbying

 Office work
 Layout/Design

Volunteers Needed!
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 Thinking about installing a solar electric 
system for your home? Want to know how to 
keep your lawn healthy without all of the 
chemicals? Are you curious about how to 
reduce your home’s carbon foot print? For 
most people, the journey towards a more 
sustainable lifestyle begins at home. 
 That’s why, as part of our mission to 
help people explore, enjoy, and protect the 
planet, we’re pleased to announce the launch 
of our partner website, Sierra Club Green 
Home (SCGH), which was created to help 
individuals, like you, take simple steps to 
green their homes. By helping people make 
their homes more energy-efficient, ecologi-
cally sustainable, and healthy, Sierra Club 
Green Home advances our efforts to better 
the environment.
 The website provides a wealth of infor-
mation regarding environmentally friendly 
products and practices relating to every as-
pect of home life.  When you visit Sierra 

Club Green Home, you will find education-
ally rich, quality content on more than 100 
subjects related to sustainability for the 
home. Additionally, you’ll have access to 
exclusive articles from prominent green jour-
nalists, including Joan Hamilton, Jennifer 
Roberts, and the Club’s own “Mr. Green,” 
Bob Schildgen.
 Sierra Club Green Home also offers 
consumers access to thousands of providers 
of green products and services vetted for 
authenticity through the SCGH 
GreenCheck process—a set of carefully de-
signed criteria whereby each applicant is 
evaluated. Visitors can scan the database of 
SCGH GreenCheck-authorized providers 
by region, enabling them to quickly and 
easily get started on greening their homes 
on any budget. 
 Lastly, Sierra Club Green Home fea-
tures the following exclusive features that 

provide insight into incorporating green prac-
tices into daily life:

• SCGH Home Carbon Calculator to help 
determine a home’s carbon footprints 
and suggest ways to lower it. 

• SCGH Home Health Quiz to help people 
evaluate the healthiness of their homes 
and to tap into educational facts on bet-
tering indoor air quality

• SCGH Net Solar Costs Calculator to 
determine the exact costs and benefits of 
adding solar technology to a home.

http://www.sierraclubgreenhome.com


