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Det.;artment of Energy
Oak Ridge (T.>erations
P. 0. Box E
Oak Ridge. Tennessee 37831

July 14, 1988

Cour.~J of Erie, County Executive
Court; Office Building
95 Fr~nklin Street
Buf~~~o, New York 14202

De a~RESPO~SE

TO ERIE COUNTY CONCERNS

The fJllowing is in response to ycur letter dated May 9, 1988, in which you
exp~e~s several concerns arising frorw the public scoping meeting held in
TonJ~inda on April 26, 1988.
The issues that you have raised will be
addre~sed on a point-by-point basis as presented in your letter.
In re~ponse to the first point in your letter regarding release of the sites
for u 1restricted use, the overal"l goal of the Formerly Utilized Sites
Re,n"':~: al Action Program {FUSRAP) is to remedi ate or control the contamination
on ':h-~ subject sites so that they Cdn be released for unrestricted use. To
acco"~lish this, the sites must first be surveyed {Remedial Investigation)
and 3:ternatives for the cleanup are identified and evaluated {Feasibility
Stud;). The Feasibility Study will evaluate many factors including the
socic2conomic and environmental impacts of the remedial action alternLtives
und~~ consideration; your plans to revitalize the waterfront area will be
taker into account during the development of the Feasibility Study for the
curre~tly contaminated sites and for any potential disposal site.
The ~econd issue raised in your letter regards characterization of the waste
curreltly located at the subject sites. During the 1950s, the
Ash: t~:ld 1 site {th~ former Haist property) was surveyed by the AEC and
re1ec;ed for unrestricted use. The Linde site 5till operates under a state
licer~~e to control the level of exposure to personnel working in the
conta]inated areas. Since the sites were released for use, the guidelines
for sJch use have become more stringent. In i~80, the Linde site was
desi;1ated for remedial action and in 1984, the Ashland 1 and 2 sites were
des:;-.ated for remedial action u:1der FUSRAP. To determine the appropriate
le•,e: of remedial action, a remedial investigation will be performed. The
resu 1 ts of the site characterizations conducted during the remedial
investigation will be documented and made available to the public. Based on
hi5t~rical information, we can conclude at this time: that the radioactive
mat:-ials in the Tonawanda area do not contain enough radioactivity to meet
the ~2finition of low-level radioactive waste. The radioactive materials
are however, expected to exceed the DOE guidelines for residual
ra' oJctivity, but be well below the guidelines for low-level radioactive
wa ~ _.
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In response to the third point in your letter regarding state siting
requirements, the DOE and its contractors are currently in the process of
reviewing thP New York State ~iting requirements for low-level radioactive
waste. These requirements will be evaluated for applicability during the
development of the Feasibility Study-Environmental Impact Study.
The fourth point raised in your letter concerns the separate consideration of
Seaway Industrial Landfill. Because of the smali amount of radioactive
material at the site, preliminary information indicates that remedial action
at the site can be performed on an accelerated schedule, prior to remedial
action at the other three sites. This strategy is currently being followed,
and an Engineering Evaluation/Cost Analysis is being performed so that the
removal option identified in this evaluation can be implemented within the
next year. The Engineering Evaluation/Cost Analysis is a public document and
is expected to be released for public review in August 1988.
In response to the last point of your letter regarding disposal options, the
Feasibility Study will examine all possible options for stabilization and
disposal of the radioactive materials. These options will include both
in-state and out-of-state disposal, and will consider various treatment
techniques. The goal of the Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study for the
sites in the Tonawanda area is to determine the nature and extent of the
contamination and then develop a list of possible remedial action
alternatives. The final remedial action alternative will be selected based
on the findings of this study with input from the public.
Thank you for your interest and concern in this matter.
other questions please contact
at

Since~ely,

/J

If you have any

h

Technical Services Division
cc:

, NYSDEC

, Town of Tonawanda
legislator L. Lenihan
legislator C. Swanick
T. Tonawanda, Environmental ~anagement Council
ANL
, Chairman NYS commission
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