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LANL Site-Wide Environmental Impact Statement

Infgfmational Workshops Schedule

-On August 10, 1994, i)dvance Notice of Intent (ANOI) was published in the
. Federal Register expres§ing the U.S. Department of Energ
a Site-wide Environmental Impact Statement (SWEIS) for the Los Alamos National

Laboratory (LANL). LANL is a DOE multidisciplinary research and development
laboratory located in Los Alamos, New Mexico.

DOE has scheduled a series of public information meetings (listed below) related to

y's (DOE) desire to prepare

the SWEIS.

Date Time City Location
Wednesday, |2:00-4:00 PM and | Los Alamos | Civic Auditorium at Los Alamos
September 14 | 6:00-8:00 PM | High School, 1300 Diamond

Drive
Wednesday, |2:00-5:00 PM and | Espafiola Senior Citizens” Stroke Center,
September 21 | 6:30-9:30 PM 735 Vietnam Veterans Memorial
Road
Thursday, 2:00-5:00 PM and | Espafiola Senior Citizens’ Stroke Center,
September 22 | 6:30-9:30 PM 735 Vietnam Veterans Memorial
Road
Wednesday, |1:00-4:00 PM and | Santa Fe Sweeney Center, 201 West Marcy
September 28 | 6:30-9:30 PM Street
Thursday, 1:00—4:00 PM and | Santa Fe Sweeney Center, 201 West Marcy
September 29 | 6:30-9:30 PM Street
Wednesday, |1:004:00 PM and | Los Alamos | Los Alamos Inn, 2201 Trinity
October 12 6:30-9:30 PM Drive
Thursday, 1:00-4:00 PM and | Los Alamos | Los Alamos Inn, 2201 Trinity
October 13 6:30-9:30 PM Drive

These meetings and workshops are being held to provide project-specific
information to, and discussions with, the public. All meetings are intended to help
establish an information framework for the public to submit informed comments
on the issues and alternatives analyses in the SWEIS. The public will be given a
reasonable chance to submit their views, orally or in writing, on the contents of the
ANOI at the conclusion of the workshops.

A copy of the ANOI is available for public review at the LANL Community Reading

Room, 1350 Central Avenue, Los Alamos, NM. Individuals who require a sign
language interpreter to participate in the public meetings should contact LANL's
Stakeholder Involvement Office (505-665-4400 or 800-508-4400) as soon as possible.

Questions concerning the meetings and workshops may be directed to LANL’s
Stakeholder Involvement Office or Christina Armijo, DOE Los Alamos,
505-699-1356. Questions concerning the LANL SWEIS should be directed to David
Rosson, DOE Albuquerque, 505-845-6626

A

12518

L /\\



Site-Wide Environmental Impact Statement
(SWEIS) at Los Alamos National Laboratory
Kick-Off Meeting

September 14, 1994 N

2:00 p.m. - 4:00 p.m. and 6:00 - 8:00 p.m.

SRS

AGENDA

Welcome......... eeesssesusesstestsssesassbesarsaseste testarbesssesasearenssessesaas Dede Collins, Gloria Cordova,
"~ and Brian Thompson
Facilitators

Opening Remarks............... eaeesetsentsensstesiesassstesstesntesnssntssrasastsnessastesstessssassssane David Rosson
Department of Energy
Albuquerque Operations Office

Department of Energy Headquarters' Perspective........ccccceecceniennanee Henry Garson
Department of Energy
Washington, D.C.

Overview of Los Alamos National Laboratory :
SWEIS Process and Advanced Notice of Intent Phase..........cccuc...... David Rosson
Department of Energy
Albuquerque Operations Office

Questions and Comments: from Stakeholders........... .......Audience Participation

* If you wish to ask a question or make a comment during the question and comment
session, please sign up in the lobby. Speakers will be called in the order of sign-up.

Los Alameos Civic Auditorium,
~Los Alamos, New Mexico




¥ Official Comments

Site-Wide Environmental Impact Statement (SWEIS)

at the Los Alamos National Laboratory

Kick-Off Meeting

September 14, 1994

*If you have a comment, please write it in the space provided. Please include the
following: Name, Address, Phone, Affiliation.
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Name
Address

Phone

Affiliation

PLEASE PRINT:
Comment(s);

If submitting comments at workshop/meeting, please leave with David Rosson.
If mailing comments, forward to: David E. Rosson, Jt., EIS Office, US DOE, P.O.
Box 5400, Albuquerque, NM 87185.



Meeting Evaluation

Site-Wide Environmental Impact Statement
at Los Alamos National Laboratory
Kick-Off Meeting

p¢ Scptember 14,1994

OO

On a scale of 1 to §, please grade the following as they relate to today's meeting,

poor excellent
Meeting format 1 2 3 4 5
Meeting facility 1 2 3 4 5
Location (town) 1 2 3 4 5
Time of day held 1 2 3 4 5
Presentation(s) content 1 2 3 4 5
Ability for you to participate 1 2 3 4 5
Other 1 2 3 4 5

Please share your ideas on how we might improve future meetings.

We would like to offer public involvement opportunities following the initial
September and October meetings. What would you recommend that these
additional opportunities be?
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¥. pDEPARTMENT OF ENERGY nevw market areas for natural gas and DATES: Written comiments on the scope
5 would provide the means for al the SWEIS are invited fram the

Z Morgantown Energy Technology
Cemtar Grant; Financial Assistance
= Award to University of Oklahoma

#£ AGENCY: Morgantown Energy

. Technology Center, Department of
% Energy (DOE).

§; ACTION: Notice of acceptance of an
Z-unsolicited finandial assistance

% application far Grent award.

3 SUMMARY: Based upon & determination
% made pursuant to 10 CFR 600.14 the
% DOE, Morgantown Energy Technology
#- Center gives notice of its plans to award
;- 8 36 month Grant to the University of
" Oklahoma with an associated budget of
approximately $1,206,445 of which the
University of Gklahoma will.cost share
approximately 13 percent.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CORTACT:
Laura E. Brandt, I-07, U.S. Department
.of Energy, Morgantown Energy .
- Technology Center, P.O. Box 830,
-- Morgantown, Wesl Virginia 26507~
0880, Telephone: (304) 291—2079,
.. Procurement Request No. 21~
¢ 94MC31170.000.
. SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
: pending award is based on 2n
- unsolicted application for the project
- entitled “Enkancement of Metkane °
- “Conversion Using Electric Fields™. The
overall objective of this project isto
< develop a novel, economical process for
- the conversion of natural gas to more
" vzluable products such as methaaol,
: ethylene, and other organic oxygenates
" or higher hydrocarbons. Specifically,
* the University of Oklahoma will
. investigate and develop electric field
- conversion and electric field-enhanced
- catalytic conversion of methane,, :
- resulting in an economical process or
processes for the direct conversion of
. natural gas to more valuable products.
_."The most promising process )
- configurations and the most promisi
* operating conditions will be identified
" and the economic viability of the .
. processes evaluated. The overall
scientific or technical merits of the new
. technology from these research efforts in
- methane conversion are primarily in the
- areas of transportation and chemical
* ‘feedstocks. Much of the natural gas
- nccurs in remote areas in Alaska, and
offshare reservairs. Because of this

Chulreaig

oo

- gas to markets may eventually prohibit
-~'the utilization of these resnurces.

~Therefore, considerable interest is being

shown in developing a relatively
"simple, cost effective. process suitable
--for installation at the well-head for
~'conversion of methane to transportable
. -liquid. Technically this would provide

LTS W TR

transporting costly natural gas to market

at acceptable costs. If these techniques -
were develgped it could be used to.
offset imported oil ta this country and

public. Prescoping comments sbould be
postmarked by October 31, 1994. The

Department will again invite comments
on the scope of the SWEILS after the NOI

would provide new wansportation fuels, is published.

energy fuels and chemical feedstocksto
the marketplace.
_Louie L. Calaway,

Director, Acguisition and Assistence Division,

Morgaoatown Energy Technology Cenler.
(FR Doc. 34-19524 Filed 8-9-94; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE $450-01-P

The Department will hold public
information meetings and workshops in
conjunction with prescoping. These will
be beld at various places in northern
New Mexico. The times, dates, and
farmat of these meetings will be
announced in the local press oo later
than two weeks prior to the meetings

Site-Wide Environmental impact -
Statement, Los Alamas National
Laboratory

AGENCY: Department of Energy.
ACTION: Advance Notice of Intent to
Prepare a Site-Wide Environmental
Impact Staternent for Cantinued
Operations of the Las Alamos National
Laboratory. :

and publicized in other ways as

- appropriate.
ADDRESSZES: Written commertts on the
scope of the SWEIS ar othrer matters
concerning the SWEIS, or requests to be
put on a mailing list for future
information about the SYWEIS, should be
addressed to: M. Diana Webb, Los
Alamos Area Office, U.S. Department of
Energy, 528 35th Street, Los Alamas,
NM 8734+, Atm: LANL SWEIS, (505}

665-6353, Facsimile (505) 665-4504.

SUMMARY: The United States Departinent 03 FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For

of Energy (DOE) is providing advance
notice of its intent to prepare a Site-
Wide Environmerntal Impact Statement
(SWEIS) far its Los Alamos National

- Labaratory {LANL), Las Alamos, New

Mexdico, a DOE multipurposo research.
and development laboratory. The
SWEIS will be p: pursuant to the
National Envirommental Policy Act
NEPA) of 1969 {42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.},
the Council on Environmental Queslity
NEPA regulations {40 CFR Parts 1500
1508] and the DOE NEPA regulations
(10 CFR Part 1021]. The SWEIS will
analyze the potential environmental
impacts of coatimuing ta operate LANL
and reasonable alternative operatin
envelopes. . :

With this Advance Notice, DOE
initiates a prescoping process to identify
possible issues and alternatives to be
analyzed in the SWEIS. As provided at
10 CFR 1021.311(}), this Advance
Notice provides an early opportunity to
inform the public of the SWEIS and to
solicit early public comments. After this
prescoping process, DOE will publish a
Notice of Intent {NOI) which will
identify the proposed scope of the
SWEIS, including the p: :

. alternatives and issues developed -
remoteness, the cost of transporting this -

through this prescoping process.
Although schedules have not yet been

developed, it is DOE’s intent to start the

full SWEIS process as soan as possible
and complete the process as quickly as
possible. The public is invited to
comment on this Advance Notice and to

" attend public information meetings and
- .workshops addressing SWEIS issues. -

general information on the DOE NEPA
process, please contact: Carol M.
Borgstrom, Director, Office of NEPA
Qversight, EH-25, U.S. Department of
Energy, 1000 Independence Avenue
SW, Washington, DC 20585, {300) 472
2736 or {202) 586-4600.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

About the SWEIS. The Dspartment
has a policy 1o prepare SWEISs for large,
multi-facilivy DOE sites {10 CFR
1021.330], such as LAN].. The purpose
of a SWEIS is to provide DOE and its
stakeholders with @ commprehensive look
at the environmental impacts caused by
its operations and activities a1 a site.

- The NEPA process allows for Federal,
State, tibal, county, municipal and

. public participztion in the ;
environmental review and resultant
decisionmaking process. A SWEIS was
last prepared for LANL in 1979 [(DOE/
E1S-0018). The planned SWEIS would
replace that document.

A S\VEIS is a useful tool] for DOE to
manage its facilities and operations. It
provides the DOE decisionmakers, site

‘management, and the public with

" comprehensive information on the

cumulative impact of past, ongoing and -
planned activities at a site in order to
plan for quality stewardship of the

. resources entrusted to DOE's care, A

SWEIS can be used to establish an
environmentally-sound operating
envelope for site activities and establish
thresholds of significancs to identify
future environmental impacts. The
SWEIS is expected to support later
NEPA reviews by allowing DOE to focus
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on project-specific issues and to narrow
and simplify the scope of later reviews.
This process is called “Hering™ {40 CFR
1508.28). DOE believes that the SWEIS
analysis will generally provide adequate
NEPA coverage for thosae activities and
projects covered by the SWEIS.
However, a SWEIS may not replace the

_need for future, project-specific NEPA
reviews as future proposals for LANL
facilities are developed. In accordance
with 10 CFR 1021.330(d), DOE will
evaluate the SWEIS at least avery five
years after its completion to determmine
whether it should be revised.

Site-wide Analysis. The SWEIS will
address operations and planned -
activities at LANL foreseen within the
next 5 to 10 years. The SWEIS will focus
on operating practices and facility .
management; DOE does not expect to be
able to anticipate all future research and

- development projects that LANL may be
called upon to support over the next ten
years. The Department anticipates that
the SWEIS will provide an analysis of
all activities at LANL and all DOE land
management activities related to
operations at LANL. The SWEIS will
also examine DOE’s ongoing obligations
to the surrounding community under
the Atomic Energy Communities Act [42

U.5.C. 2301 et seq.], including proposals-

. to transfer certain tracts of DOE-
administered land to Los Alamos
County. The Department intends to use
the SWEIS to develop: mitigation
measures for operating and facilities
mansgement practices; a nuclear
materials storage and handling strategy;
a waste management strategy; an
environmental restoration strategy: and
a land transfer strategy for LANL. The
SWEIS will include an analysis of the
impacts of operating all major facilities

- at LANL. Specific research projects or

facility &raposals that are not included -

within the SWEIS analysis would be’
subject to project-specific NEPA
reviews, S :
Los Alamos National Laboratory’s
mission. The Department coordinates
and a isters the ensrgy functions of
the Federal government. Among other
things, it is responsible for the nuclear
weapons program, research and
development of energy technologies,
. and basic science ressarch. The
Laboratory is one of DOE’s primary
research and development laboratories.
It was established in 1943 to provide
research, design, and testing for auclear
weapons and nuclear materials and
remains one of the three laboratories in
DOE’s nuclear weapons complex. Over
the past 50 years, LANL's mission has
expanded to include research in energy,
materials science, nuclear safeguards
and security, biomedical science,

computational science, environmental
protection and cleanup, and other basic
zcience research. Ifn addition to work
one in support of DOE programs, .
LANL provides research and science
services for other Federal agencies,
universitiés, foreign countries, and
private industry. The Labaratory is one
of the largest multiprogram research
laboratories in the world, withan
annual budget of about $1 billion and
about 10,000 contractor and sub-

" contractor employees. The Laboratory

covers about 43 square miles of Federal
land in north-central New Mexico in

_Los Alamos and Santa Fe Counties.

The Secretary of Energy has initiated
an independent review to provide
recommendations on the future
missions of all DOE Laboratories. The -
SWEIS will incorporate any
recommendations accepted by DOE
regarding the future missions of LANL.

Related NEPA reviews. Currently,
ceftain of LANL's mission elements are
being considered in several other broad-
scale NEPA reviews. In addition, about
20 proposed projects at LANL are in the
process of having eitheran -
Environmental Assessment (EA) or
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
prepared. . C '

2 Environmental Restoration and-
Waste ement tic EIS
(PEIS) (Notice of Intent, 55 FR 42633)
will analyze the DOE plan to formulate
and implement an integrated _
Environmental Management program.
The Laboratory is one of the alternative

" sites proposed to store and process

transuranic radicactive waste and store,
process, and provide on-site disposal for
iow-level radioactive waste, possibly
including material generated at
locations other than LANL.

The Nuclear Weapons Complex
Reconfiguration PEIS [revised Notice of
Intent, 56 FR 39528]) analyzes
alternatives for the reconfiguration of
the weapons complex due to nuclear
weapons stockpile reductions. The
Department currently is considering
how the scope of this PEIS should be
revised further to reflect more recent
budgst and-stockpile reduction
decisiops. At this time, the
Reconfiguration PEIS and its related
decisions are not expected to change the
weapons mission at LANL. .

The Advanced Neutron Source EIS
analyzes the siting, construction and
operation of a research nuclear reactor
{Notice of Intent, 58 FR 31019). Tha
Laboratory is being considered as an
alternative to the preferred site at DOE’s
Osk Ridge Reservation, Tennessee.

The Programmatic Spent Nuclear Fuel
Management and INEL Environmental
Restoration and Waste Management

APrograms EIS includes a programmatic

analysis of transporting, processing, and
storing spent nuclear reactor fuel
[Notice of Availability, Draft EIS, 59 FR
32688]. The Laboratory has generated
spent fuel and continues to temporarily
store this material pending the outcome
of programmatic decisions following the
spent fuel EIS. : ]

The Department is preparing a site-
wide EIS for all activites at its Pantex
Plant. near Amarillo, Texas [Notice of
Intent, 59 FR 26635]. The primary
mission of this facility is disassembly of
nuclear weapans. The Pantex site-wide
EIS will also take a programmatic look
at storing disassembled nuclear
weapons components. The Laboratory
disassembles and temporarily stores
radioisotopic thermoelectric generators
(radioactive heat sources) that have been
removed from retired weapons and
could be considered as an alternative
site for other components.

The Department is preparing a PEIS
for Storage and Disposition of Weapons-
Usable Fissile Materials [Notice of
Intent, 58 FR 31985]. The PEIS will
analyze alternatives for the long-term
storage and disposition of surplus
nuclear materials in order to minimize
the risk of proliferation of nuclear
weapans capability in the world. Phase
I of the project will be to provide safe,
controlled, inspectable interim storage.

As part of this phase, DOE is performing

a vulnerability study to determine the
risks associated with current storage of
nuclear materials. Phase I will be long-
term storage or disposition of surplus
material. Among other things, the PEIS
will analyze a new, consolidated long-
term storage facility at five candidate
sites (LANL is not a candidate site), and
continued use of interim storage
facilities. The Laboratory now stores
some puclear materials.

The Department is preparing a
programmatic EA on its proposal to
produce medical isotopes for medical
applications such as diagnostics and

emotherapy [EA determination, 02/
24/93]. The proposal involves

_irradiating targets in a nuclear reactor,
.processing the material, and disposing

of waste. The ariginal proposal was to

use the Omega West Reactor at LANL to

produce the isotapes. Since that time,
DOE has decided to permanently shut
down that reactor, and it would not be
used for this purpose. Alternatives
currently under consideration involving
LANL facilities would include
fabricating targets at the Chemistry and
Metallurgy-Research Building,
processing and recycling irradiated
material at that facility, and disposing of
low-level radiocactive waste at LANL's
waste management area.
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Besides these broad-scale NEPA
documents, DOE is in the pracess of
conducting several environmental
analyses for specific proposed projects
at LANL or has made preliminary plans
to start such reviews. Through this
prescoping process, the public is invited
to comment as ta whether the NEFA
reviews listed in Tables 1 and 2 should
precede, be incorporated into, or be
deferred until after the SWEIS. In
accordance with requests from the State,
tribes. and the public, DOE invites
public comment as to which of these
ongoing NEPA reviews should be
included within the scope of
alternatives to be analyzed in the
SWEIS. Specifically, as requested by the
public, DOE invites comments to assist
in determining either: (1) The project:

-

has independent justification and would:

not prejudice the outcome of the SWEIS,
and the NEPA review can proceed: (2)
the project is integral to alternatives to
be analyzed in the SWEIS, and the
NEPA review will be included in the'

- SWEIS; or (3] the project depends on the

outcome of the SWEIS, and the NEPA:
..Teview will be deferred until after the-
SWEIS is completed..

These projects and DOE’s initial
recommendations are listed in Table 1..
For a few projects; DOE does not make-
an initial recommendation but will
develop its recommendation after
considering public comment. Table-1
also provides information on the DOE
program which sponsars the proposals-

and the date of the determination of the-

initial level of NEPA review. The -
Department may initiate.other projects.
while the SWEIS is being prepared;
Table 2 lists planned projects-for which:
DOE believes NEPA reviews may be-
needed prior to completion of the
SWEITS but has not yet issued a NEPA,
determination. The public {s invited ta:
comment on whether these NEPA
reviews should proceed independently.
of the SWEIS, or should be included in.
the SWEIS analysis, The NOI will
summarize comments received, explain.
whether or not DOE proposes to
continue with any of thesse NEFA
reviews, and describe their relationship
to the alternatives suggested in the NOL
Issues and alternatives, The
Department has not yet identified
environmental issues or suggested .
alternatives for the SWEIS. These will
be developed over the next faw months.
through the prescoping process with the
assistance of stakeholder involvement.
The De ent anticipates that
alternatives will be issue-driven to
allow alternatives to-focus on activities
or operations which are of concern (*at
issue”) to the agency or the public. The
S\VEIS would not analyze alternatives

to current practices for which neither
the agency nor the public have
identified any concerns.

The SWEIg will lock at reasonable
alternatives to the current situation. The
public is specifically invited to
comment on whether analysis of an
alternative which would describe
phasing out all LANL operations and
eventually decommissioning all.
facilities (a *“shutdown alternative"’)
would be useful for comparison to
ongoing activities.

In 1976, LANL was designated as one
of four National Environmental -
Research Parks (NERPs). The NERPs
were established to contribute to the
understanding of how people can live in-
balance with nature while enjoying the
benefits of technology. The Department
has never instituted an active
management plan for the LANL NERP..
The public is specifically invited ta
comment on whether the SWEIS should.
contain alternatives for managing the '
NERP or whether the designation
should be lifted.

The NEPA process. The DOE NEPA
review process is described in the.
Council on Environmental Quality
NEPA regulations [4¢0 CFR Parts 1500—
1508] and the DOE NEPA regulations
{10 CFR Part 1021]. Through NEPA,
Congress requires that Federal agencies-
consider environmental-impacts whem:
making decisions and lay the .
decisionmaking process open to public
scrutiny. An EIS documents the
environmental review of major Federal
actions which may significantly affect
the human environment; an EA may be-
used to determine the need for an EIS
or to document that no significant
environmental impacts would be

expected to occur.

he EIS process begins with
publication of a NOI to solicit public

- comments to assist in determining the-

scope of analysis in the EIS (40 CFR’
1501.7; 10 CFR 1021.311}. The
Department documents the results of the.
scoping process and its plans on how to
conduct the EIS review in an
Lmplementation Plan [10 CFR 1021.312].
An agency publishes a draft EIS ta gain
public input into the environmental
analysis before a final EIS is issued [40
CFR 1502.9; 10 CFR 1021.313]. An
agency issues 3 Record of Decision
(ROD) to document its decision and to
explain how the environmental:
considerations documented in the EIS.
were balanced agaiast other factors
which led to the decision, such as
technical, regulatory, or financiat
considerations (40 CFR 1505.2; 10 CFR
1021.315}.

A PEIS is a broad-scale analysis of
proposed programs or policies {40 CFR

1502.4(b)}, including proposals with
geographically connected actions [40
CFR 1502.4(c)(1}]. A SWEIS is a specific
type of PEIS used to analyze connected
actions at a DOE site {10 CFR 1021.330].
An agency follows the same steps to
prepare a SWEIS as for an EIS.

assified material. The Department
will review classified material while
preparing the SWEIS. Within the limits
of classification, DOE will provide to
the public as much information as
possible. If necessary, classified
information will be segregated into a
classified appendix.

Public involvement apportunities. The
Department will conduct prescoping -
over the next few months, The results of
prescoping will be provided in the NOL
Through this Advance Notice, DOE asks
other Federal agencies, the State, tribal
governments, local governments, and
the general public to assist in
identifying the scope of analysis for the
SWEIS, including suggestions on issuses,
alternatives, and other topics of interest.
As part of the prescoping process, DOE
will hold a series of public information
meetings and workshops, and provide
other opportunities for public
involvement. These will be publicized
in local media at least two weeks in
advance. Other Federal agencies, which
perform work at LANL or manage land
that might be affected by LANL
activities, will be consulted about the
SWEIS. Information briefings will be
given to the State, affected tribes, and
local governments. Other parties with
an interest in LANL's operations, such
as private companies having industrial
partnerships with LANL, will be
advised of the SWEIS process. The

- Departinent invites stakeholders to

submit written comments on the content
of the SWEIS and suggestions on the
SWEIS review process, including
suggestions for the conduct or format of
public involvement opportunities, to the
address given above. Comments
received prior to October 31, 1994, will -
be considered in developing the

proposed issues and alternatives for the

NOL

The NOI will explain how comments
and issues raised in the prescoping
process have been incorporated into the
suggested alternatives and issues
identified in that Notice. Publication of
the NOI will be followed by a second
invitation to comment, public
information meetings and workshops,
and formal public scoping meetings.
The results of the scoping pracess will
be documented in an Implementation
Plan which will be made availableto
the public. Qther Federal agencies, the -
State, tribes, local governments, and the
public will be given the opportunity to

{
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review and comment on the draft

SWEIS and participate in public
bearings. A final SWEIS will be
prepared which will explain how public
comments on the draft were considered.
Following the final SWEIS, DOE intends
to issue a ROD to document DOE’s
decisions regarding the operation ef
LANL and explain the measures
idenfified to mitigate any adverse
impacts. : :

Copies of written comments, -
summaries of prescoping public
meetings, and other materials pertaining
to the development aind analysxs of the
SWEIS will be made availabtle for pubtic
review at the Los Alamos National
Laboratory Community Reading Roam,
1450 Certral Ave.. Suite 101, Los -
Alamos, New Mexico 87544. For
. information on the availability of

specific documsnts and hours of

operation. please contact the reading
room at (505) 665-2127 or (800} 543—
2342.

Signed in Wasbmg:an D.C this 4th dayof
August. 1994, for the Urited Sm&
Department of Energy.

Tara OToole, M.D.. M.P H.
AmsmnfSecretan Environment, Safeu and
Health

TABLE 1.—RECOMMENDATIONS FOR ONGOING NEPA Revusws

Tite, summary .

DOE progrant
" SpONSOMNEPA
determ. dale

4

Discussion, initial recommendation

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS STATEMENTS (EISs)

Radioactive Liquid Wastewater Treatment Facility, TA-83.

Proposed faciity would replace existing 30-year-old
wastewater treatmant faciity which has reached the end
of its design ife.

EM 020883 ...

S

Discussion: The existng wastewater treatment facility, com-

Chemistry and Metatirgy Reseasch (CMR: Building Up-
grades; TA=3. Part ot a series of proposed infrastucture
renovations to a 40-year-oki facility used for various re-
CMR amwriesnseveralcw

High ExplosmMatmals Test F@ty TA~11. Proposed
coastruction and operation of a new 3,000 squase-foot
building for mechanical and thermal tests on high expio-
svemdmwrelatedzsserrbmmswponotDOEs
scienco-based stockpile program. The pro-
posal would consclidate in one. building the high explo-
sives work now done in several focations at LANL; the ex-
isting facitfes have deteriorated substantiaily and are in-
ademwreﬁauyswponmmneeds LANL has an
ongoing mission 1o evaluate aging weapons 1o-ensure that
the endwring nuciear weapons stockpile remains safe and
refiablec therefore, LANL must maintain the capability to
assure the i
the safety of workers performing those tests.

and reliabifity of evaluation tests and

OP 0V10/92 e

- . Further. deterioration of the existing

way that protects the safety of workess,
the environment, some Wity and infrastructure upgrades
would allow CMR operations to more closely achers 1o -
current envrronmemal safety, and .health req.mmms.

grades were deferred untl alter the SWEIS, CMR would
continue to be used but would also continue 10 deterio-
rate as the building systems aged. Initial Recommenda-
tion: Analyze in the EA thoss components of the pro-

: mwmmm“mmmmﬂm‘

- memtal management systems, and provide for improved
security. Include in the SWEIS the remainder of the pro-
. posed 'CMR upgrades which relate o fong-term pro-
grammatic needs, ncluding refurbishing Wings 2 and 4.
Discussion: This & a small-scale consiruction project to
consolidate ongoing activibes at LANL and would nat in-
crease LANL'S existing testng program. if constructing
the building were defered untit after the SWEILS, testing .
and .evaluation would continue in the existing facilities.
could dis-
rupt .the evaluation and create uncertainty in’
LANL’s ability 1o safely and refiably test high es
materials, A decision t0-construct this building would not:
influence, nor be influenced by, sitewide decisions. Initial

recommendation: Proceed with EA.
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TABLE 1.—RECOMMENDATIONS FOR ONGOING NEPA ReviEws—Continued

sion 10 1986 EA). The 1985 EA covers actions cumently
needed !0 camect identified design and construction defi-
ciencies. The revised proposal is 10 increase the storage
capacity of an existing nuclear materials storage vault
from aboul 6.6 metric tons of plutonium to about 25 metric
tons (LANL's cumrent inventory is about 2.6 metric lons),
with a corresponding increase in heat removal capability
from 20 kilowatts o ?S kilowatts. The proposed upgrades
would also allow storage of material that génerates more
heat due to radioactive decay.

Satety Testing of Pits Under Thermal Stress, CMR Building,

TA-3 (formerly Fire Resistamt Pit Test Program). Pro-
posed experiments {0 ensure that the enduring nucleas
weapans stockpile is safe and would nat cause’ environ-
mental or heaith problems in the evert of a fire. The
project would require minor modifications o one of the hot
cells at CMR, but would not requirs construction of any
new facilities. The tests would be on disarmed nuclear
weapons devices (pits) to detesmine the potential fos ma-~
tenaxsfadwemdermemnom.mmanomng
mission to evaluate weapons to ensure that the endwing
nuclear weapons stockpile remains safe and refiable.

. Transuranic Waste Orum Staging Building, TA-55. Proposal

to-convert an existing: 1,000 square-foot buikling within the
Plutonium .Facilty 0 temporarniy stage transuranic waste
ttansponahonwLANLs radioactive waste man-

- pending
. agemcnt area at TA-54.

Weapons Components Test Facifity Relocation, TA-16. Pro-

posal to relocate a test shop to a nearby 11,000-sguare-

_loot area now used . as a warehouse. The shop is used for
. materials tests on weapons components and for. non-

weapons structural tests. A new hydrautic load-ltest ma-

chine press would be installed, and a small addition built

to house hydraulic pumps.

OP 06/02/93 .o

OP 06/11/97 .come

OP 1212582 ...

DOE program .. '
Title, summary spansor/NEPA Discussion, initial recommendation -
. determ. date ’

Isotope Separator Facility, TA-48. Proposed 4,000-square- | DP 12110/92 ..._..... Discussion: NEPA -review of this project is not needed at
foat laboratory facifity to develop pure samples of isotopes this  tme. Iniial Recommencation: De!er untii  atter
to be used as- standards for weapons and non-weapons SWEIS
tesearch, This project has been deferred.

Low Energy Accelerator Laboratory (LEAL), TA-53 (formerly | DP 082392 —.- D:scussaon. This is a small-scale construchon project 10
Accelerator Prototype Laboratory). Proposed 7,000- support ongoing research. if canstructing the building is

. square-foot laboratory to support development of praton deferred until after the SWEIS, the resaarch wouid con-
accelerators for ongoing programs. The low-energy, high- tinue in existing buildings if space allowed. A decision 10
current front end acceleraior prototype woild be housed construct this building would not influence, nor be influ-
and operated in this proposed building. . enced by, sitewide decisions. Initia) Recommendation:

. . Proceed with EA,
Nuclear Materials Storage Facility Upgrade, TA-55 (Revi- | DP 08/10/93 - | Discussion: The 1986 EA analyzed constructing and oper-

_ ating the existing vault 1o consolidate nuclear materis!
storageatLANL.'l‘heproposalwasrevisedinlsss fo
aflow for increased storage capabilty in the vault; the
NEPA determination was la revise the 1986 EA to pro-
vide the NEPA review for the increased capacity. If the
rev;sedNEPArmwmtoMDOEcowdmake

an early decision on whelhes 10 incfease the storage ca-
pabd'nyofhomsnngvaul.ﬂnwouldbenecessa:yﬂ

- prior to completing sitewide decisions, DOE needed 1o
store at LANL more material, or different types 0f mate-
rial, than is now on-site or anticipated under current mis-
sion workicads. If a decision o increase the capacity
were deferred until after the SWEIS, DOE and LANL
could continue to work towards correcting design and
construction deficiencies but could not undertake work
‘that would lead 10 increased ‘storage capacity. The
SWEIS will be used to help develop a nuclear materials
storage ‘and handiing strategy, which would include pro-
»;ecuomolmdm{enalwedtobeonsneu
LANL's ‘weapons mission changed; sitewide deciSions
- tould influence decisions -on the future use and capacity
of the vaull. Initial- Recommendation: Inciude in. SWEIS

:~,mepmpownomcreascmevmm‘sapacﬁyaspanof
-|. ‘nuclear materials storage and handling strategy. Work to
" comect existing design and construction deficiencies

Discussion: Thig is a smail-scale project that would not e~
quire construction of a new faciity, it is not connected 1o
the infrastructure upgrades at CMR. if the test is deferred
until after the SWEIS, some existing uncartainties regard-
ing the safety of the nuclear weapons in the enduring
stockpile would remain unresolved. A decision to conduct
this test would not influence, nor be influenced by,
- sitewide decisions. Initial Recommendation: Proceed with

Discussion: This is a small-scale project that would not re-

* quire construction of new facilities. |f the project were de- *
“ferred until after the SWEIS, waste could continue 1o be
- stored in laboratory spaece. A decision to proceed with .
this modification would not influencs, nor be influenced

. by, sitewide decisions. Initial Recommendation: Proceed

with EA. .

Discussion: This is a small-scale project that would not re-
quire construction of a new facility. if the project were de-
ferred until after the SWEIS, the same testing operations -
would continue in the -existing space, but-the proposed
-hydraulic press could not be installed. A decision to pro-
ceed with this modification would not influencs, nor be in-
fluenced by, sitewide decision. Initial Recommendation:
Proceed with EA.
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Title, summary

gggmg‘dNEPA
determ. date

Discussian, initial recommendation

Decontaminate, Decommission and Demolish (DD&D) Build-
ing 86, High Pressura Tritum Laboratory, TA-33. Pro-
posed demolition of a 40-year-old tritium-contarminated
building atter rermoving trittum-contaminated equipment.
Tritum- invertory and equmenl removal were covered
under a separafe NEPA review and are cuntently under-
way. The building is being monitored to determine residual

" tritium levels. Futiwe DDAD of the buiding would be done |

under the EM program, but the faciity cumendy remains
under OP management.

Nzw Sanitary Landfill. Proposal to iocate, comtrud and op-
erate a new sanitary landfill at LANL

Actinide Sousce Term Waste Test Program, CMR Building,
TA-3. Propasal to conduct tests o detenmine under con-
trolled condtions how actinides (radmactive elements) be-
have when exposed to brine. This test wilt be used to pro-
vide information important to the decision on whether or
not o operate the Waste isolation Piot Plant (WIPP) in
Carisbad, New Mexico. The test results are needed by 12/
S5 to complete the WIPP performance assessment to
meet this schedule, tests must begin in 1934,

Controlled Air Incinerator, Expanded Operations, TA-50.
Proposal to use an existing incinerator to teat environ-
mental resioraion and operational wasts generated at
various areas of LANL. The incinerator has previously
been permilted and has operated a total of 2,607 hours
ovar 15 years as a research and development facility. In-

cinerating waste destroys foxic organic constitvents and |

generally reduces waste volume dramatically. incineration
is a recommended best demonstrated ‘available tech-
nalogy within environmental stahstes. DOE has a mile-
stone to complete a trial burn By 02/13/95 under its Fed-

.emlFaalatyComphanaAg:emmwmtheEnmn-
mental Protection Agency (EPA). It the trial bum is suc-
cessful, DOE and the EPA will develop a plan for addi-
tional milestones.

Expansion of Area G, Radicacive Wasta Dispow Site, TA~
54. Proposal to expang an existing 63-acre low-ievel ra-
dicactive waste management area which is anticipated to
reach capacity in 3 10 S years. The original proposal was
to expand by an additional 70 acres o provide an addi-
tonal 20 years of disposal capability; a smaller 30-acre
area is also considered, as well as a S-acre area that
wouid provide disposal capability for up to 8 years. There
are no archeological sites in the S-acre area.

DP/EM 1104551 ...

DP:EM 05/09/91 ...

EM 12/09/92 ........ -

EM 10/20/50 —.........

Discussion: This tacility has not operated since 1391, The
mdiansafetymza:dwastheremovalolm:n-ccn.
taminated equipment, which is being accompfished,
There is no irmmediate need ® perform DOAD, and this
action would produce potentially comaminated building
rubble that would have to be disposed of. Initial Rec-
ommendaticre Include in the SWEIS the remaining
DD&D to help determnine potential waste volumes for fu-
ture disposal.

Discussion: A decision an where to locate the new landfif
and how much capacity it should have would depend on
sitewide decisions regarcing other facilities and a waste
managemm strategy. indial Recommendation: Inctude in
- SWEIS. -

Discussion: Tl'us is a small-scale project that would not re-
quire construction of a new facility. it is not connected to
the infrastructure upgrades at CMR. If the test program is
delemred unti] after the SWEIS, existing uncertainties re-

the performance of WIPP would remain urre- -

carding

solved and the schedule for completing the performance
assessment would not be met A decision to conduct this
test would not influence, nor be influenced by. sitewide
decisions. initial Recommendation: Proceed with £A.

Discussion: The Cortrolled Air Incinerator has undergone
extensive safety and environmental upgrades to support
converting the facility’s mission from a research and de-
velopment facility to an operational facility in support ot
treating both hazardous and mixed waste. The SWEIS
will be used to develop a waste management sirategy;
analyZing impacts of incinerating operational waste could *
be an important elemert of that strategy. Iniial Rec-
cmmendation: Include treatment operation of the inciner-
ator in SWEIS. DOE makes ng recommendation whether
work would continue to canduct a trial bum as required
by the Federal Facility Compliance Agreement OOE will
continue to work with regulators and the public to deter-
mine the appropriate acdvmas for the Controlled Air In-
cinerator.

Discussion: The original proposal would provide long-term,
large-scale expansion of the waste disposal area. Some
expansion of LANL's waste handling capacity would be
needed in 3 to 5 years v accommodale environmental
restaration, D&D, and other operational waste. It is not
clear at this time what the projected volurnes of waste
might be over the next 20 years. LANL &5 increasing
waste minimization eflorts and it is possible that site mis-

completing sitewide decisions. Intial Recornmendation:
Inciude in the SWEIS. if a compelling need can be
shown for additional disposal capacity prior to compieting
sitewide decisions, DOE may, at a later ime, propose a
separate NEPA review tn address those needs.
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' TABLE 1.~RECOMMENDATIONS FOR ONGOING NEPA Reviews—Continued

Title, summary

DOE program
spansofNEPA
‘determ. date

Discussion, inital recammendation

Hazardous Waste Treaiment Facility and Mixed Waste Re-

High Explosives Wastewater Treatment Facility, TA-18. Pro-

Mixed Waste Disposal Facility, TA~67. Proposad facility to

ceiving and Storage Facility, TA-53. Proposal to construct
and operate two waste management facililies 10 repack-
age, stage and treat hazardous and mixed wastes which
cannot be placed in land disposal areas. The two facilities
would be connected actions because they would be lo-
cated close together and they support each other; there-
{ore the NEPA reviaw has been combined. DQOE has an
initial milestone of 01/30/95 for completing the detziled de-
sign for the proposed Hazardous Wasts Treatment Facility
to complymmrtsFederalFacﬂuyComplmAgreement
with the EPA; the NEPA review must be completed prior
to beginning the detailed design, The proposal includes
using small-scale, self-contained portable “skids” to treat
the waste.

posal o construct and operate @ wastewaser reatment fa-
ciity to treat waslewater containing trace amounts of high
explosives waste. The project would include’ constructing
a celivery pipeline and decontamination and demolition ‘of
an existing treatment faciity. The project wotld minimize
wastewater generation by eliminating 99 percent of cur-

rent wastawatsr flows through a combination of |

wastewater elinination, recycle, and reuss. It would re-
duce the number of industial wastawater cutlalls from the

17 currently in use Ip 1. On §/15/94 the EPA issued an |-

Administrative Order to LANL requiring compliance with
Clean Water Act permitting' requirements. DOE has a
milestone of 10/97 o start construction under its Federal
Facdity Compliance Agreement with the EPAC

. reat and dispose of mixed (radioactive and hazardous)
wasts gensrated at LANL The entire project would con-
sist of up to 11 waste disposal cells and would hoid up to
475,000 cubic yards of waste gengrated by environmental
restoration work at LANL. .

EM 042891 — ..

EM 05/26/92 oonneene

EM 07/13/93 ... —.

Discussion: The Hazardous ‘Wasie Treatment Facility is
needed for on-site waste' management and to help DOE
meat corrphance milestones regarding legacy waste.
Delays in completing design and iniiating construction
could jeopardize meeting the Agreament. if this project is
deferred untit the SWEIS, the compliance milestone

* could not be met. The Mixed Waste Receiving and Stor-
age Fadility, while not tied to 3 specific compliance mile-
stone, would assist DOE in meeting near-term site waste
management goals. Although the NEPA determination
was o analyze these two facilities together, the cumy-
lative impacts of waste disposal ogerations would be
analyzed in the SWEIS. Initial Recommendation: Proceed
with EA.

Discussion: DOE needs to address water poliution ccmph-
ance independent of SWEIS analysis. If construction is
not started by 10/97, DOE wouid not mzet its compliance
milestone and LANL would not mest the Administrative
Order. To start construction by that date, design work
must be completed; detailed design could not start until
the NEPA review is completed. If the design work was
deferred until after sitawide decisions, the schedule could
not be met. The SWEIS is expected to resutt in a
sitewide waste management strategy; this facility could
be important to that strategy. Work to minimize in-plant
waste and eliminata some wastewater outfalls wouid not
influence, nor be influenced by, sitewide decisions. Initia)
Recommendatior: DOE makes n9 recommendation at
this time regarding proceeding with this NEPA review.

Discussion: The EPA 'issued a Hazardous and Solid Waste
Act Permit to LANL ‘that requites LANL provide a fist of
solid waste management units. The workplans for clean-
up of the units, to be submitted prior to the investigation
phase, will contain schedules for completing the site in-
vestigation work. These schedules, once accepted by the
EPA, wil dbe legaily enforceable milestones under the
conditions described in the Permit in addition, it is &x-
pected that voluntary comrective actions will be uoder-
taken {o remediats a majority of the sites during the site
investigation phase. The facility would provide the capac-
ﬁytosala!ytreatandtisposaofﬁnwasmemededto
be generated by this program. Tha NEPA review must be
completed before detailed designs ars started. If the de-
tailed design piase is delayed until the SWELS is com-
pleted, the COE and LANL will not be abie to meet the
cleanup schedules. In 1993, DOE conducted nine public
meéetings on the scope of the NEPA review of the entire
picject to allow the project milestones to be met whie
the SWEIS is under preparation. Under the Eaviron-
mental Assessment currently being prepared, the facility
would be constructed for the disposal of environmental
restoration waste only. Discussions conceming the po-
tential disposal of legacy and operational mixed waste
will be part of the SWEIS environmental restoration and
waste management strategy. The total projected volume
of legacy and operational mixed waste would be less
than one percent of the projected total annual waste voi-
umes. Initial Recommendationr DOE makes no rec-
ommendation at this time regarding proceeding with this
NEPA review. However, DOE proposes o proceed with
the EA review for the environmental restoration waste
only and make the draft EA available to stakeholders to
assist in the decision making process. Include in the
SWEIS the analysis of the disposal of legacy and oper-
ational mixed wastes.
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Title, summary

COE program

- sponsoNEPA

determ. date

Discussion, initial recommendation

.National Biomedical Tracer Facility.-Prepasal t0 locate, con-

struct, and operate a-facifity at LANL to use accelerator
technology to produce radioisotopes for medical research
and applications. The facility would house a proton accel
erator, laboratories, and office space. .

none 12117;“93 —

Oiscussion: DOE has not yet determined a sponsor or
[ funding profiles for this projecl. Initial Recommendation:
Defer until alter SWEIS,

‘ronmental

Abbreviations used in Table:
0O0E: De

of'Energy; DP: DDE Detense Programs EA: Environmental Assessment; EM: DOE Environmental Management; EPA: Ens
ectionAgency; LANL: Los Alamos National Laboratory; SWEIS: Saewxde Enwonmental impact Statement; TA: Technical Area.

_TABLE 2.—PLANNED NEPA REVIEWS RECOMMENDED T0 ‘PROCEED»PRIOR TO COMPLETION OF SWEIS

‘Title, sumfnary

DOE pro-
_gram spon-
sor

Discussion

Laundry. DOE is considering propasing 1o locate, construct, and
. Operate an on-site facility to launder anti-eomamination cloth-

ing which. may potentially be manmated with. radicactive
_ mateérials rom ongoing acnvnies:

Receipt and Storage of Nuclear Material for Criticality -Experi-
ment, TA-18. DOE is considering ptoposing to ship nuclear
material from various DOE sites ta the Los Alamos Critical Ex-
periments Facility (LACEF), and store the material at that fa-
cility, unti) # is needed for criticality experiments or training ex-
ercises. The experiments or training exercises would be cow
ered by separate NEPA review. DOE currently has about

3,000 unirradiated low-enrichied uranium nuclear reactor fuel |-
rods at its Hanford Ptant, Richland, Washington; about 30 kilo- |

grams. of unirradiated ‘high-enriched uranium particle bed fuel
at its Sandia National Laboratory, Albuquerque, New Mexico;
- ang about 250 kilograms of high-enriched uranium reactor fuel
from the critical mass assembly at its Health Physics Re-
search Reactor, Oak Ridge National Laboratory, Oak Ridge,
Tennessee. The LACEF is the only remaining DOE facility
where criticality experiments are routinely conducted.: in re-
sponse to the 1993 Defense Nuclear Faciliies Safety Board
recommendation regarding critical facilities infrastructure, DOE
is cansidenng consalidating unique critical mass assemblies at
the LACEF in order o continue to reﬁantyanalmmeumcal-
ity of nuclear systems.

Hazardous, Low Level Radioactive, and Mixed Waste Treatment
Skids. DOE uses portable, self-contained treatment units, or
“skids,” to treat hazardous. low-level radicactive, and mixed
{radioactive and hazardous) waste. In addition to the. "skids”
specifically proposed as pan of the Hazardous Waste Treat-
ment Facility, DOE may require additional “skids™ to treat

_ waste at various locations at LANL.

oP

pP .-

EM

Currently, laundry is done in a@n off-site facility. it is possidle that
an onesite facifity-would be more efficlent. This is a smak-
scale project hat would nat influence, nor be influenced by,
sitewide -decisions. If decisions on the laundry are deferred
urtil after the SWEILS, DOE would continue to use an olt-site
contract faundry.

TheDO:snsﬁstednolongethavoanypfogramnabcneedior
this material. Hanford can no ionger provide long-term stor-
age due to clean-up operations ‘now going on; if not moved
oft-site, it will be disposed of by burial at Hanford. The Sandia
material is unique and was developed at significart taxpayer
expense; the Department of Defenss might fund shipment to
LANL i % can be accomplished in the near-term. The Oak
Ridge material has been-used as an important calibrated radi-
ation source- for accidert simulation and radiation dosimetry;
this device is the only one in this country which has been
characterized to make the dosimetric measurements essential
for analyzing accident conditions and other radiation experi-
ments. LANL has an ongoing criticality experiments and sate-
ty training program and can make use of this material in the

-future. If decisions on receiving and storing the material are
deferred until the SWEIS, it is possible that storage; shipping
or funding constraints would make the material upavailable to
LANL. Decisions regarding the jong-term use of the LACEF
would be made in the SWEIS as part of the sitewide nuclear
materials storag2 and handling strategy

The current Hazardous Waste Treatment Facility ‘and Mixed
Waste Receiving ang Storage Facility proposal includes the |
use of certain “skids™ specifically for treating waste at these
facilites. DOE may need to use additional “skids” to treat on-
site waste at various locations at LANL in order 1o meet the
schedule for DOE's Federaj Facility Comptiance Agreement
with the Environmenial Protection Agency. The additional

“skids” would be designed, constructed, and possidbly oper-
ated prior 10 completion of the proposed-Hazardous. Waste
Treatment Facility and prior to completion of the SWEIS 1o

* meet the Agreement schedule. If the project is delerred until .

. the SWEIS, the “skids™ coufd not be des-gned. constructed or.

used in the near-tem
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Taste 2.—PLANNED NEPA REVEWS RECOMMENDED TO PROCEED PRIOR TO COMPLETION OF SWEIS—Continued

Tile, summary

DOE pro-
gram spon-
w N

Discession

Replacement Wasta campadar TA-54. DOE is considering pro-
mufeplanememugsa-mnmn compastor &t the
low-level radicaclive waste managarnent area at Area G. TA-
54, with a 200-ton compacior in 2 hew building adjacent Io the
egsing tachty. nitafly, DOE consxdered including The analy-

v sxsdmnmmlmmNEPAmewaMepwposal:o

Area G, TA-54; however, the NEPA determination for
fat proposal did not include the compactor. The existing com-
pactor is st operafing. The propcsed replacement compacior
would Ixrease the aperating (e of the existing waste dis-
posal area by increasing the eficiency of waste minimzation
mwmmumdm;mm
and aliminating void spaces between waste containers, This,

mmmu!dposmonemsmdmupandtheexstmgmstei

site.

Radetsotcoe Heat Source Fabiication, CMR, TA-3 and TA-55
(Revision Yo 1391 EA). Plutonium-238 is used as a long-term,
rekable source of heat that is converted to electricity to power
spaceoral. in 1991 OOE compieted an €A for the Cassini
mission and the Comet Rerxder/ous Asteroid Flyby (CRAF);
GRAFmshterWed.erkatuNLmsmm
Cassini mission is ongoing. The project to build more unics for |
other uses may be exended at LANL

1

M.

KE

Discussion: This s a small-scale proiect which would increase

operational efficiency and reduca waste volums, This, in tum,
would extend the useful life of tha existing disposal area. If in-
stalling the proposed compacior s deferred untl he SWEIS,
the existing compactor would not be replaced and inefacient
waste disposal practices woukd continue in the existirg area.
A decision 10 install and operate the compactor would not m-
fluence, nor be influenced by, sitewide dedisions.

The 1891 EAanalyzed using LANL facilives at TA-35 to sup-
port radicisotope thermoelecric generator (RTG) work for the
space mission. The propesal may be revised 1 aflow for RTG
work for cther missions, beyond the Smeframe inchuded in the
1981 EA, and possibly using faclitres at the Chemistry and
Metaiiurgy Research Buliding in addiion %o TA—SS. i so, the’
1991 EA would be revised to provide the NEPA review for tha
revised mission. If the revised NEPA review were ¥ proceed,

* DOE couki make early decisions on whether 10 use LANL fa-
ciities for the additional RTG work. This woukl be
i, pror 10 completing sitewige decisions, DOE needed 1o do-
{ermine where ths additional RTG. work would be done in the
near-term in order to meet mission schedules. if the project is
defarred until the SWEIS, & i possibis that DOE may not be
able o deliver heat sources 10 meet mission needs. Any f-
wre long-term uses of LANL {aciities for such missions, and
fong-term strategy for storing 'and handling plutonium-2338, wil
be included in the SWETS. -

Abbreviations used in Table:

00E: Department of Eﬂetgr GP- DOE Defense Progamss EA: Envirormental Assessment; EM: DOE Environmestal Management; EPA: Envi-

ronmental Protection Agarcy: LAN LosNamNamuborawS\fIEls Smﬂssmrmnemallnmadsawmm:m.rocmw
[FR Doc. 94-13532 Filed 8-9-94; &:45 am] other iaterested persons in the process  which are generated on and off-site of
SILUNG CODE SCH-84—P - that DOE will follow to comply with the Nevada Test Site.
NthA-md to solicit mﬁmﬁ DATES: DOE invites and encourages the
on the scope eral public, other t
Preparaticn of an Enviroamental the Nevada Test Site EIS. g;gncxesg :ndc;!l oﬂzegl::emmr:g(ll parties
mw for ”‘;m Tast in order to meet present and potential  to comment on the appropriate scope
wf:' a:“ og;s‘“ ®stLocationS  fyyyre mission responsibilities at the and content of the ETS for the Nevada
in the State of Nevada . Nevada Test Site, the Department - Test Site and off-site Jocaticns within
AGENCT: U.S. Department of Energy proposes to evaluate resource . the State of Nevada to ensure thatall .
{DOE). management alternatives for the Nevada  relevant environmental issues and
ACTION: Notice of Intent. - Test Site which would support cwirent  alternatives are addressed. Public -
and future defense related missions, scoping meetings are discussed below in
SUMMARY: In sccordance with the research and development, waste the SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section.

National Environmental Policy Act

'(NEPA) of 1953 {42 U.S.C. 4321 ot s2q.),

tire Council on Environmental Quality
regulations for iImplementing the
Procedural Provisions of NEPA {20 CFR
Parts 1500~1508), and the Department's
[mplementing Procedures {10 CFR Part
1021), the DOE announces its intent to
prepare a Site-wide Environmental
Impact Statement {EIS) for the Nevada
Test Site and vther off-site test locations
within the State of Nevada. The purpose
of this Notice is to invite the
participation of Federal, state, and tocal
agencies, affected Indian tribes, and

manazement, environmental restoratmn
infrastructure maintenance, and facility

" upgrades and alternative uses over the

next 5-10 years. This Site-wide EIS will
address nomerous issues, including,
without limitation: {1) environmental
restoration and other Departmental
activities at the Nevada Test Sits and at
off-site locations in the State of Nevada
where DOE condncted auciear
experiments, which inclurde the Project
Shoal Area, Central Nevada Test Area,
Tonopah Test Range, and portions of the
Nellis Air Force Range; and {2)
transportation and disposal of wastes,

The public scoping period will continue
un(till September 30, 1329;. All comm;n&s
and suggestions received or postuyarke
by that date, whether written, oral,
submitted directly to the Department, or
presented during a scoping meeting,
will be given equal consideration in
defining the scope of this Site-wide EIS
and the issies to be discussed.
Comments received or postmarked after
September 30, 1394, mﬂ be considered
to the extent practicable. In addition,
the Department is committed o
providing opportunities for the
involvement of mteruted mdmduals



Date
9/13/94

9/14/94

9/16/94

9/20/94

9/21/94

9/22/94

9 am - 5 pm

9 ~ 11 am

9 am -~ 5 pm

2 -8 pm

10 - 11 am

liam - 12 pm

2 - 9:30 pn

2 - 9:30 pm

LANL SWEIS Briefing Schedule

Audience
Staff members of U.S.
Congressmen from NM

Internal DOE/LANL

LANL Coalition
Internal DOE/LANL
Public

Judith Espinosa,
Secretary, NM
Environment Department

Eight Northern Indian
Pueblog Council

Loga n

Sen. Bingaman'’s
Conference Room
119 Marcy, Ste. 101

LAAO Conference Room

Los Alamos Study Group
Conference Room
212 E. Marcy

o

LAAO Conference Roon

Civic Auditorium at
Los Alamos High School
1300 Diamond Drive

Harolda Hunnells Bldg.
St. Francis and Alta
Vista, Rm, N, 4050

Jemez’Puéblo

Public Stroke Center
735 Vietnam Veterans
Memorial Rd., Espanola
Public Stroke Center
Espanola
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Subiject

General Community
Briefing on SWEIS

Dry Runs for
Topical Briefings

General Community
Briefing on SWEIS

Dry Runs for
Topical Briefings
(1f necessary)

General Briefing
for Public on
SWEIS

General Community
Briefing on SWEIS

General Community
Briefing on SWEIS

Public Briefings
on Topical Areas
1, 3, and 4

Public Briefings
on Topical Areas
2, S, and 6
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9/28/94
9/29/94

10/12/94

10/13/94

o

[

9:30 pm
9:30 pm

9:50 pnm

9:50 pm

Public
Public

Public

Public

Sweeney Center

201 W. Marcy, Santa Fe

Rooms 1, 2, 3

Sweeney Center
Santa Fe
Rooms 1, 2, 3

Los Alamos Inn

2201 Trinity Dr.

Los Alamos

Kiva, Peacepipe, and
Bandelier Roomns

Los Alamos Inn

Los Alamos

Kiva, Peacepipe, and
Bandelier Rooms

Public Briefings
on Topical Areas
i, 3, and 4

Public Briefings
on Topical Areas
2, 5, and 6

Public Briefings
on Topical Areas
1, 3, 4, and 7

Public Briefings
on Topical Areas
2, 5, 6, and 7
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