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523-4755. Please cite OMB Control No.

£000-0039, Deacriptive Literature.
Dated: December 1, 1089,

Maorgaret A. Willis,

FAR Secroturist

[FR Doc. 89-28853 Filed 12-6-62: 6:45 am)

BrLLIG COOE SB20-JC-4

DEPARTHMENT OF ENERGY

Response Actlons at FUSRAP Sites In
Tonawanda, New York, Notice
Regarding Inclusion of the Seaway
Site In the Remedlal Investigation/
Fosaibliity Study—Environmeantal
fmpact Statement for the Tonawands
Sltes.

AGEnCY: Department of Energy (BOEL
AcTio: Notice Regarding Inclusion of
the Seaway site In the ongoing Remedial
Investigation/Feasibility Study—
Environmental lmpact Statement {RIf
FS-EIS} or 8 other Formerly Utilized
Sites Remedial Action Project [FUSRAP)
sites in Tonawanda, Now York.
susmanry: Notice is hereby given that
DOE as part of its FUSRAP, is
considering inclusion of the Seaway site
in Tonawanda, New York, in the
comprehensive environmental review
and analysis process which Is underway
for the Linde and Ashland 1 and 1 sites
in Tonawanda, New York. This process,
which i3 being conducted in accordance
with the National Environmental Policy
Act {NEPA} and the Comprehensive
Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Lisbility Act
{CERCLA), wes initiated when DOE
issaed & Notice of Intent (NOI) {53 FR
11901} on April 11, 1988, that it would
undertake studies to determine the
nature, extent, and environmental
impacte of exdsting radionctiva
contamination a! the sites and to
evaluals sltemative response sctions.
inclusion of the Scaway site is being
considered primarily because of public
coniments received since the NO! weas
{ssued that sopport Including the
Seawsy sita in the total profect.

The purpose of this Notice i to
present pertinant background
information on the RI/FS-EIS =nd to
solicit comments and suggestions for
DOE constderation of whethoe lo
expand the scops of the RI/FG-EIS to
include Seaway. Pederal, Gtate, and
local agencies, interested organizations,
and individusls desiring to submit
comments or suggestivas regesding the
tnclusion of the Saaway site in the RI/
FS-EIS are invited to do-so. Comments
received daring the public cumeaent
period will be sddressed dnthe
environmental docaments for these

sitea. DOE's decision on how to proceed
with Seawsy will be pyblished in the
Federal Register as well as the
Tenawanda srea newspapers.
DATES: We request that written
comments or suggestions be provided
within 30 days of the publication of this
Notice.
ADDRESSES: All comments or
suggestions on the inclusion of the
Seaway site in the RI/FS-EIS, and
general questions or comments
con-erning the FUSRAP project or the
individual sites, should be addressed to:
Peter J. Grogs, Director, Technical
Servicea Division, U.S. Department of
Energy. Post Office Box 2001, Oak Ridge,
Tennessee 378318723, {615) 574-0948.
Questions specifically relating to
CERCLA ehould be forwarded to: John
Taeng. Director, Office of Enviranmental
Guidance and Compliance, 11.5.
Department of Energy, 3000
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20585, (202) 588-0024,
Questions epecifically relating to
NEPA should be farwarded 1o: Carol
Borgstrom, Director, Office of NEPA
Project Assistance, U.S. Departnent of
Energy, 1000 Independence Avenue,
Sw., Washington, D.C, 20585, {202) 580-
4600,
BSUPPLERENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

FUSRAP wes established in 1874 by
the U.S5. Atomic Energy Commitzion
(AEC]). a statutory predecessor of DOE.
The primary objective of FIISRAP I8 to
f{dentify end decontaminate sites where
radicactive material was handled or
processed under government noclear
programa, The goals of decontaminadon
under FUSRAP are {1) to contral
radioactive contamination at the sites, .
in compliance with applicuble criteria
for the protection of human health and
the envirenmont, and {2) to certify the
aftes are In compliance with radinlogical
criteria and guldelines afier
decontamination hos taken place, to the
extent possible.

I April 1888, DOE 1ssued o Notice of
Intert (NOT} which inittated plona for
conducting the studies necessary to
evaleate tha extent of, the dak from, and
tho method to addrese contaminetion on
four FUSRAP gltes in New York Siate.
Theee studies woeld Integrete the
requirements of both NEPA and -
CERCLA, and the FIS requirements
ander NEPA sould be lmcorporated into
the RI/FS documents of CERCLA. The
NOI Indiceted that DOE planned 1o
prepare an RI/FS-EIS for the four shes:
Ashland | and B, Linde, and Colonie.
The analyscs for thewc sites wern Lumg
presented as a single set of do_wiments

to allow DBOE 5 make & comprehensive
evaluation of Jisposal requirements for
the FUSRAD s::0:3, The NOI also
mentioned thut a fifth site, Seaway, was
;su by a separate,

srecess. The environmental
documentaticn for this separate process
would be an Txgineering Evaluation/
Cast Analysis [HEfCA) supplemented as
necessary !o eet the requirements of
NEPA.

Both the RI/FS and EBfCA
apptoaches »:» astablished under EPA
guidelines devals

to remedying *h»
then evaluate hoge aptions to select the

most appropiuts coursa of action. The
major difierer-u in the processes is the
extent of documentation required prior
to implemen::ticn. The RIfFS process is
typically ap;rind to complex analyses
where many - ;ons may he applicable
end many vl atives many need to be
implemented ‘o resolve all of the site’s
problems. The ZZ/CA process fs used
for expedized »:ponse actions where
the response 1:tion process i3 fess
complex and he alternatives are more
fully unders: ;d. The EE/CA process
therefore Yends (o the selection of the
response action [n the shortened time
frame.

The DOE ¢ w3008 {or proceeding with
EE/CA for Seuway were etated In the
NOI and are zrovided hers for
completencss. "The Seawny site la being
treated indepoadently becsuse the
scope of the ~ :nonee action ls expected
to be very li <4 and does not appear
to hava the ntiad to rogult in &

impout Purther, the property
owner's use of e aite Is reatricted untll
DOE reachen n lzclsion and implementa
the responac s<tion The proposed
response action would be to stabliza the
radiouctive waste In-place. PreBminary
anaelysls indizites that this svould be
suftable beeause of the current angd
future uso of
landfill) and the -
concentraticn of radicactive waste at
the alte.”

The April 14 NOI tnitisted the
scoping/plan:in; process for the RI/FS-
E1S prooess us! 20R conducted public
mectings [n 2 Town of Tonawanda
and in Colonin i gather public
cotnments, {50 and concarns to bo
eddrecsed durorg

environmentu

meetings, o2 1t subsequently submitted
writlen com v, the dYzens of the
Tonawandu +:v., as well as Jocal.

County. Stav-. +:1 Pederal elected
officials, expr~s:~d strong concern over
the potential ! waste from Colonie
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could be brought to Tonawanda for
disposal. Congress included language in
the congressional report which stated
that "The conferees agree that DOE
shouid ot move or atudy the move of
any VUSRAP waste in the State of New
York :u the town of Tonawanda New
York.” JOE has Indicated that they will
honor thia language and has since taken
action tu separate the environmental
review wnd analysis process for Colonie
and the Tonawanda ritea.

Folio-/ing regolution of the issue of
the environmental analysis and review
process ‘or Colonie, public concern, as
represernied to DOE, now revolves
around “wo fssues: {1) The removal of all
was'z &m the Town of Tonawanda.
and [} the desire for an EIS on the
waste it the Seaway landfill. Regarding
the ultun ite disposition of the
contamizated material, DOE must firat
complet the RIJFS-EIS process to fully
evaluate the impacts of applicable
remedis! action alternatives, To be
responsi- ¢ to the public's desirs for an
EIS reiar. d to the Seaway site, DOE ia
now censidering Incorporating the
analysis ;{ the Scaway site in the
ongoiny "I/FS-EIS process for the other
Tonawasda FUSRAP sites, DOE has
suspend: 1 the sepernte Seawny process
and devsoped an approach for
including the Seaway In the RI/F5-EIS
for the oiler Tonawanda altes, pending
commest rom affected partles on the
approazh DOE 18 most interested In
receivi:z omments from the affected
public. interested parties, elected
officials ~ad State and Federal agencies.

The Lalowing information provides
pertinc:t background Information
related 1o :his action Including brief site
1 and an overview of the
“sr completion of the RE/¥S5-

Site Descsiptions

Linde Siow=The Lindo sita iz an
operatizy manufzcturing facility
emplcy bout 1,700 individunle. A
portion f the site was operated for the
proceaain;; of uranium from 1842 through
1948 by "2 on Carblde’s Linde Alr
Products C.rporation as partof a
Federa! +v.20rch and development
the Manhattan Engineer
T-c total volume of radioactive
wasies :cted 1o be genorated by
decont, ation of the Lindae facility Is
estimated > be about 28,000 cublc
yarde. The «nates ars low-activity, long-
lived ra:li clive wastes consisting
pAmasily " uranlum contaminated soil
and rubtie. (For & further description of
the site, s~ the April 11, 1838 NOL)

Ashland | Site—The Ashland I site s
& porticn «! ths Aahland Qil Company's
Tonawanda refluery which is no longer
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in gervice. The 1ile was used for the
disposal of uranium tailings generated
from processing sctivities at the Linde
facility in the 1940's. It is estimated that
about 84,000 cubic yards of
contaminated goil currently exist at
Ashland L. {For a further description of
the site, see the April 11. 1988 NOL}

Seaway Site—The Seaway Industrial
Park Ia an operating landfill of about 100
acras, The aite is curtently owned by the
Seaway Industrial Park Development
Co., Inc., and operated by Browning
Ferris Industries (BFI). through its
subsidiary Niagara Landfill, Inc. The site
conlaing of a mound of refuse and fill
material which is sbout 85 feet high at
some points. In 1974, Ashland Oil
Company transported approximately
6,000 cubic yards of radioactivity
contaminated soils from the Ashland I
property to the adjacent Seaway
property and dumped it in three
separate areas fowerd the northern end
of tha site. Area A consists of 10 acres.
Arca B Is & smal] area, about 0.5 acre
dirgctly south of Area A. Area € covers
about 1.5 acres in a narrow crescent
shape to the southwest of Area B, Since
ita placement in 1974, portions of the
waste residue have become buried
under refuse and filt material, Areas B
and C are entirely covered with vp to £
feet of material, and ahout 40 percent of
Arca A is covered by a layer of refuse
that ranges up to 10 feet in depth.
Becausze the contaminated goils move to
the Seaway aite have mixed with '
previously uncontaminated eoil, it Is
currently estimated that the
radiclogically contaminated material on
the Seaway site totals abgut 117,000
cubic yords. BFI has been requested by
the New York State Department of
Envirgnmental Conservation {NYSDEC)
to refrain from further covering of Ares
A with refuse.

Ashland I Site—The Ashland Il site [s
separated from the Seaway site by a
small oirip of }and owned by Niagara
Mohawk, The site [s rot prezeatly
occupled or developed. The
radioactively contaminated portion of
the siie is a fill ares covering sbout 2
ncros and the contamination le
estimated to be about 48000 cubld
yards, {For iurther description of the
site. soo the April 11, 1988 NOL}

Considering the contamination
present at all four of the Tonawanda
silee, the tolal waste volume is projected
to be approximately 275,000 cubic yards
with an catimated total curie content of
less than 130 Ci.

Scheduls for the RIJFS-EIS Process

Provided congressional funding for the
FUSRAP {a mainiained at projected

levels, DOE could issue a draft RI/FS-
EIS and a draft Proposed Plan for the
Tonawanda sites in 1992 if a firal
decision is made lo include Seaway.
These reporta will L:e tasved for a 45-day
public review and comme at period. Also
at that time, there will be a public
hearing so that oral aa weil as written
comments can be provided on the drari
documents, In 1993, DOE expects to
issue the final RI/FS-EIS and Proposed
Flan, which will include the response to
public comments received on the draft
reporta. The DOE will select a remedial
action alternative for each of the sites in
one or more Records of Decision to be
issued no sooner than 30 days aiter the
final RI/FS-EIS is issued. If the Seaway
EE/CA process proceeds independently,
a response action could be selected as
early ag the winter of 1680

Public participation In the
environmental review and analysis
process is encouraged, Public
information meetings will be held when
significant new phases of the work are
planned {i.e., when important new
information becomes evailable) or when
community concern warrants 2 meeting,
Fact sheets, technlcal teports,
newsletters, and othey information
relating to the DOFE activities at these
four sites will be placed In the Kenmore
Branch Library at the address noted
below: Kenmore Branch Library, 160
Delaware Road, Village of Kenmora,
Now York 14212,

Nothing In this Notice or the
documents to bo prepared §s intended to
represent a statement on the
applicability of NEPA 1o remediol
actlons under CERCLA.

Duted at Washington DO, this 5th day of
December 1289,
Pater N, Brush,
Acting Assistcnt Secretary, Environment,
Safety ond Health, B
{FR Doc. 89-20880 Filod 12-0-89. 6:43 am]
PRLING COOT SHED-01-4

Pittaburgh Ensrgy Technology Center
Financla] Asslstancs Awsrd: Intent {o
Award Grant to the Radlan Corp.

aaency: U.S, Depariment of Encrgy.

acrion; Notice of Noncompetltive
Finenclal Assistance [Crant) Award,

sunmany: The Depariment of Encrygy
announces that pursuant to 10 CFR
£00.14, the Pitlsburgh Energy Technology
Center Intends to stvard & Financial
Assistance Action based on sn
unsolicited proposal subimitted by the
Radian Corporation. The applicant ls
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