
LANL Site-Wide Environmental Impact Statement 
Info~mational Workshops Schedule 

.'·On August 10, 1994, an,.'Advance Notice of Intent (ANOI) was published in the 
, J=<~deral Registgi .. ~J.$pres'Sing the U.S. Department of Energy's (DOE) desire to prepare 

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 
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 Espanola Senior Citizens' Stroke Center, 
September 21 6:30-9:30 PM 735 Vietnam Veterans Memorial 

Road 
Thursday, 2:00-5:00 PM and Espanola 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, 1:00-4:00 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 
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Site-Wide Environmental 
(SWEIS) at Los· Alamos 
Kick -Off Meeting 

Impact Statement 
National Laboratory 

September 14, 1994 
2:00 p.m. - 4:00 p.iri. and 6:00 -

AGENDA 

WelcolllC .................................................................. : ........... ~Dede Collins, Gloria Cordova., 
and Brian Thompson 

Facilitators 

Openi.ng Rernai"ks .••................................. ~ ........................................................ David Rosson 
Department of· Energy 

Albuquerque Operations Office 

Department of Energy Headquarters' Perspective ........................... Henry Garson 
Department of Energy 

Washington, D.C. 

Overview of Los Alamos National Laboratory 
SWEIS Process and Advanced Notice of Intent Phase ..................... 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 Alamos Civic Auditorium, 
Los Alamos, New M.exico 



Official Comments 
Site-Wide Environmenta"i ·impact Statement (SWEIS) 
at the Los Alamos National Laboratory 
Kick-Off Meeting 
September 14, 1994 
*If y~u have a comment, please write it in the space provided. Please include the 
following: Name, Address, Phone, Affiliation. 

Name __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ ______ 

Address---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Phone _______________ ~----------------------------------------------------------------------------! 
Affiliation 

PLEASE PRlNT: 

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 
September 14, 1994 

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

poor excellent 

Meeting fonnat 1 2 3 4 5 

Meeting facility 1 2 3 4 5 

Location (town) 1 2 3 .4 5 

Tune 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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~-- 1)EPARlliEHT OF ENERGY 
,;. 
;; . Morgantown Energy Technology 

I 
CenCar Gr.lnt; Rnaneial Assistance 
Award to University of Oklahoma 

AGENCY: Morg~town Energy · 
Teciuwlogy Center. Department .. of 

:Energy (DOE). 
I;AcnoN: Notice of acceptance of an 
~ui:ssolicited .financial assistance 
..:~·application far Gient award. 

J::SUMMARY: Based upon a- determination 
:~made pursuant to 10 crR 600.14 the 
~ ·ooE, Morga..-•1town Energy Technology 
f:- Center gives notice of its plans to award 
~-a 36 month Grant to the University of 
t- Oklahoma with an associated budget of 
; approximately $1.206,445 of wbich the 
·_ University of Oklahoma 1A'ill-cost share 
:. approximately 13 percent. 
~ FOR FURTHER JHFORMAnCN CONTACT: 

Laura E. Brandt. I-o7, U.S. Ocp:4-tment 
of Energ-j, Morgantown Energy 
Technology Center. P.O. Box 830, 

· Morg;o.nto\m, West Vilgi.nja 25507-
0880, Telephoua: (304) 291-4079, 
Procurement Request No. 21-

- 9~1.C31170.000-
: SUPPlEMENTARY INFORMATION: Tbe 
•. pending award is based on au 
. .": unsolicited application for the p19ject 
_., entitled .. Enhancement of Methane · 
;· ·Conversion Using Electric Fields". The 

ot'erall objective oi this project is to 
-: dP.velop a novel. economical process for 
:: tbe conversion of natural gas lo more 
-: veluable produc:lS such as methanol, 

ethylene. and other organic oxygenates 
or higher hydroc::aroons. SpocificalJy, 
the University of Oklahoma "ill 
inv-estigate and develop electric field 
conversion and electric field-enhanced 
catalvtic conversion of methane,. 
resulting in an economical process or . 
processes for the direct conveJ'Sion of 

. natural gas to more valuable products. 
. ·The most promising process . 
.. configurations and the most promising 
· operating conditions ·will be identified 

·· <md the economic viability ofthe 
procc:>ses evaluated. The over.lll 
scientific .or technical merits of the new 

. technology from these research efforts in 
- mP.tbane conversion are primarily in the 
'· are.1s of transportation and chemical 

• fcedstocb:-Much of the natural gas 
· ot."Cu.-·-s in remote areas in Alaska, and 

offshore reservoirs. Because of this 
reruotene5s, the cost of transporting this 

- gas to markets may eventually prohibit 
.the utilization of these resourcP.S. 
--·Therefore. considezable 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 
~ . 

I· 
l 

new mmet areas for natural gas and 
would ptmide the means !or 
transporting costly n.atwal gas to market 
at acceptable costs_ If these techniques · 
were developed it could be used to. 
ofiSet imported oil to this countiy an4 
would provide new transportation fuels, 
t!netgy fuels and chemical feedstocks ·to 
the marketplace. 
Lowe L Cmway. 

· Director,Acqui£ition GZ:IdA.ssislam:e DivWoir • 
.Morga;Jtci~D Enef8Y Tet:bnDlcgCenJN. 
IFR Doc. 94-19534 Filed~; 8:45 .act I 

Sit&.Wide&vitonmental lmpar;:a 
Statement, Los Alamos National 
Laboratory 

AGENCY: Department of Energy. 
ACTION: Advance Notice of Inteut lo 
Prepare a site-Wide Envimn~al 
Impad Statement for Continued 
Operations of the Los Alamos National 
Laboratory. 

DATE'S: Written comments on the scope 
af the SWEIS are imited from the 
public.. Prescoping comments shocld be 
postmarked by October 31. 1994. The 
Department will again invite. comments 
on the scope of the SWEIS after the NOl 
is published-

The Department will hold public 
information meetings and workshops in 
conjunction with prescoping. Tbcse wi11 
be held at various places in no_rthem 
New Mexico. The times. dates. iUld 
fnrmat of these meetings will be 
announced in the local press no later 
than tw{) weeks prior to the meetings 
and public:i.z.ed in other ways as 

- appropriat& . 
ADDRESSes: Written comme:ns on the 
scope of the.S\\'EIS ar other mattus 
concerning the SWEIS, or requests to be 
put on a mailiDg list for future 
infor.nation about the SYiEIS. should be 
addressed to: M. OiaDa Webb, Los 
Alamos~ Office. U.S. Departmeol of 
Energy, 528 35th Street. Los Ala.•1ulS, 
NM ani-H. Attn: LA.NL SWEIS. (505) 
S65-6353,F~~e(505)685-4504. 

SUM.'-'ARY: The United States DepartmeDt FOR FUR~ INFOAMA110N COHTACT: For 
of Energy (DOE} is providing ad'raDCe generallnfurmation on the DOE NEP A 
nat:ice of its intent to prepare a Site- process. please con tad: Carol M. 
Wide Environmental Impact Statement Borgstrom, Dil'1lctor, Office ofNEPA . 
(S''WEIS) for its Los Alamos .National Oversight. EH-23, U.S. Department of 

· LabaratOJJ u.ANL), Los ~DI. New Energy, 1000 Independence Avenue 
Mexico. a DOE multipurpose research. SW, Washington, DC 20585, {300) 472-
and development labmatory. The 2756 or l202) 586-4600. 
SWEIS will be prepared pursuant 1o the SUPPlEM!NTAAY INFORMATION: 
National EnviromDental PoliCy Act About the S'WE!S- The Dspartment 
(NEP A) of 1969 (42 U.S .C. 43Z1 eC .seq.]. has a policy to prepare SWEISs for large. 
the Council on Environmental Quality mulli·facillty DOE sites (10 CFR 
NEP.'\ regulations {40 CFR Parts 150Q- 1021.330), such as LAM- The purpose 
1508] and tbe DOE NE:PA regu)atioas of a SWEIS is to provide DOE and its 
(tO CFR.Part 1021). The SWEIS will stakeholders with• comprehensive look 
a."lalyze the potential envbonmental at th~ en\'ilonmental impacts caused by 
impacts of cont:iuufug to operate LANL its operations md activities a1 a site. 
and reasonable ahemative operating The NEP A process allows for Federal. 
envelopes. State, tribal. county. municipal and 

With this Advance Notice, DO£ . public participation in the 
initiates a p~pinl process to identify environmeutal taView and resultant 
possible issues and alternatives to be decisionmaking process. A SWEIS was 
analyzed in the SWEIS. As proYided at last prepared for LANL in 1979(DOEI 
10 CFR 1021.311(b). this Adnnce ElS-0018).1"he planned SWEJS would 
Notice prorides an early opportuDjty·to replace that document. 
inform the public of the SWEIS and to A SWEIS is a useful tool for DOE to 
solicit early public cmmnents. After thi5 manage its facilities and operations. It 
prescoping process, DOE will publish a provides the OOE dedsionmakers, site 
Notice of Intent (NOI) which will managemeot. and the public with 
identify the proposed scope of the comprehensive lnfonnation on the 
SWEIS, including the proposed cumulative impact of past. ongoiD8 and 
alternatives and issues developed · planned activities ala site iD Older to 
through this prescopms pr~ plan for quality stewardship of the 
Although schedules have not yet been . _resources entrusted to DOE's cue. A 
developed. it is DOE's intent to .sWt the · SWEIS can be used to establish an 
full S\VElS process as soan: as possible environmentally-sound ope:atiAg 
and complete the process as quickly as envelope for .site activities and estabJisb 
possible. The public is invited to thresholds of signifi!=UC8 to ideut.ily 
comment on this Advance Notice and to futunt eol.ironmental impadS. The 

· attend public iniormation meetings and SWEIS is n-pected to support later 
. workshops addressing S\VEJS issues. · . NEP A reviews by allo~g _DOE to focus 
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on project-specific issues and to narrow computational science, environmental 
and simplify the scope of later re\iews. protection and cleanup. and other basic 
This process is called "tiering" [40 CFR science research. In addition to work 
1508.28}. DOE believes that the SWFJS done in support of DOE programs, . 
analysis will generally provide adequate I..ANL provides research and science 
NEP A coverage for those activities and services for other Federal agencies. 
projects covered by the SWEIS. universities, foreign coimtries. and 
However, a SWEIS may not replace the private industry. The Labo~tory is one 
need for future. project-specific NEP A of the largest multi program research 

· reviews as future proposals for LANL laboratories m the world, with an 
facilities are developed. In accordance annual budget of about S.l billion and 
~ith 10 CFR 1021.330(d), DOE will about 10,000 contractor and sub-
evaluate the SWEIS at least every five contractor employes. The t..a.boratory 
years after its completion to determine covers about 43 square miles of Federal 
whether it should be revised. land in north-central New Mexico in 

Site-wide AnalysiS. The SWEIS will Los Alamos and Scanta Fe Counties. 
address operations and planned ·· The Secretary of Energy_ has initiated 
activities at LANL foreseen within the an independent review to provide 
next 5 to 10 years. The SWEIS will focus recommendations on the future 
on operating practices and facility . missions of all DOE laboratories. The · 
management: DOE does not expect to be SWEIS will incorporate any 
able to anticipate all future research and recommendations accepted by DOE 
development projects that LANL may be regarding the future missions of LANL. 
called upon to support over the next ten Relatea NEPA reviews. Currently, 
years. The Department anticipates that certain ofLANL's mission elements are 
the SWEIS will provide an analysis of ~ing considered in several other broad-
all activities at LANL and all DOE land scale NEPA reviews. In. addition, about 
management activities related to 20 proposed projects at LANL are in the 
operations at LANL The SWEIS will process of having either an · 
also e.nmine DOE's ongoing ob],isations Environmental Assessment (EA) or 
to the surrounding community under Environmental Impact Statemmt (EIS) 
the Atomic Energy Communities Act [ 42 prepared. · . · 
U.S.C. 2301 et .-q.]. including proposals· The Environmental Restmation and· 
to transfer certain tracts of DOE- Waste Management Programmatic EIS 
administered land to Los Al.anios (PEIS) [Notice of Intent, 55 FR 42633) 
County. The.Department intends to use will analyze the DOE plan to formulate 
the SWEIS to develop: mitigation and implement an integrated 
measures for operating and facilities Environmental Management program. 
management practices: a nuclear The Laboratmy is one of the alternative 
materials storage and handling strategy: · sites propose4 to store and process · 
a waste management strategy: an t:ransuranic radioactive waste and store, 
environmental restoration strategy: and process, and provide on-site disposal for 
a land transfer strategy for LANL. The low-level radioactive waste • .possibly 
SWEIS will include an analysis of the including material generat~ at 
impacts of operating all major facilities locations other than LANL. 

· at LANL. Specific research projects or The Nuclear Weapons Complex 
facility proposals that are not included Reconfiguration PElS [revised Notice of 
within the SWEIS·analysis would be. Intent. 56 FR 39528) analyzes 
subject to project-=speciJic NEP A altematiYes for the reconfiguration of 
reviews. · . the weapons complex due to nuclear 

!As Alamos National Laboratozy's weapons stoc:kpile reductions. The . 
mission. The Department coordinates Department currently is co~dering· 
and ad.mhtisters the energy functions of how the scope of this PElS should be 
the Federal govemmept. Among other revised further to reflect more recent 
things, it is responsible for the nuclear budget and-stockpile reduction 
weapons program. resea.n::h and decisions. At this time. the 
development of energy technologies, Reconfigwation PElS and its ·related 
and basic science research. The decisions are not expected to change the 
Laboratory is one of DOE's pnmary weapons mission at LANL.. 
research an.d development laboratories. The Advanced Neutron Source EIS 
It was established in 1943 to provide analyzes the siting, construction and 
research. design. and testing for nuclear· operation of a research nuclear reactor 
weapons and nuclear materials and [Notice of Intent. 58 FR 31019). The 
remains one of the three laboratories in Laboratory is being considered as an 
DOE's nuclear weapons complex. Over alternative to the preferred site at DOE's 
the past 50 years. LANL's mission has Oak Ridge Reservation. Tennessee. 
expanded to include research in energy, The Programmatic Spent Nuclear Fuel 
materials science. nuclear safeguards Management and INEL Environmental 
and secUrity, biomedical science. Restoration and Waste Management 

Programs 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 genera~ed 
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 activities at its Pantex 
Plant. near Amarillo, Texas [Notice of 
Intent. 59 FR 266'35). The primary 
mission of this facility is disassembly of 
nuclear weapons. The Pantex site-wide 
EIS will also take a progra.mrilatic look 
at storing disassembled nuclear 
weapons components. The laboratory 
disassembles and tempor-..rily stores 
radioisotopic thermoelectric generators 
(radioactive heat sources) that have been 
removec:i from retired weapons and 
could be considered as an alternative 
site for other components. 

The Department is preparing a PElS 
for Storage and Disposition of Weapons­
Usable Fissile Materials [Notice of 
Int~t. 59 FR 31985). The PElS will 
analyze alternatives for the long-term 
storage and disposition of surplus 
nuclear materials in order to min;m~ze 
the risk of proliferation of nuclear 
weapons ~pability iJ1 the world. Phase 
I of the project will be to provide safe, 
controlled, inspectable interim storage. 
As part of this phase, DOE is perfo~g 
a vUlnerability study to determine the 
risks associated with current storage of 
nuclear materials., Phase n will be long­
term storage or disposition of surplus 
material Among other things, the PElS 
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 nuclear materials. 

The Department is preparing a 
programmatic EA on its proposal to 
produce medical isotopes for medical 
applications such as diagnostics and 
chemotherapy [EA determination, 021 
24/93]. The proposal involves 

. i.J::radiating targets in a nuclear reactor, 

. processing the material, and disposing 
of waste. The original proposal was to 
use the Omega West Reactor at LANL to 
produce the isotopes. Since that tim~:, • • 
DOE has decided to permanently shut 
down that reactor, and it would not be 
usedJor this purpose. Alternatives 
currently undet 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 radioactive waste at LANL's 
waste management area. 
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Besides these broad-scale NEPA to current practices for which neither 1502.4(b)}, including proposals v.-ith 
documents. DOE is in the pr?cess of the agency nor the public have geographically connected actions (40 
conducting several environmental identified any concerns. CFR 1502.4(c)(l)J. A SWEIS is a specific 
analyses ~or specific proposed projects The SWEJS will look. at reasonable type of PElS used to analyze connected 
at L-\NL or has made preliminary plans alternatives to the current situation. The actions at a DOE site [10 CFR 1021.330!. 
to start such reviews: Through this public is specifically invited to An agency follows the same steps to 
prescoping process, the public is invited comment on whether analysis of an prepare a SWEIS as for an EIS. 
to comment as to whether the NEPA alternative which would describe Classified material. The Department 
:eviews listed in Tables 1 and 2 should phasing out all LANL operations and will review classified material while 
precede, be incorporated into, or .be eventually decommissioning all- preparing the SWEIS. Within the limits 
deferred until after the SWEJS. In facilities (a "shutdown alternative") of classification, DOE will provide to 

~ .. - .·· 
accordance with requests fr.om the State, would be useful for comparison to the public as much information as 
tribes. and the public, DOE invites ongoing activities. possible. If necessary, classified 
public comment as to which of these . In 1976, LANL was designated as one information will be segregated into a 
ongoing NEP A reviews should be of four National Environmental. - classified appendL'C. 
included within the scope of Research Parks (NERPs). The NERPs Public involvement opportunities. The 
alternatives to be analyzed in the were established to contribute to the Department will conduct prescoping · 
SWEJS. Spedfically, as requested by the understanding of how people can live in: over the next few months. The results of 
public. DOE invites comments to assist balance with nature while enjoying the pres~oping will be provided in the NOL 
in determining either. (1) The project:. benefits of technology. The Department Through this Advance Notice, DOE asks 
has independent justification and would· has never instituted an active other Federal agencies, the State, tribal 
not prejudice the outcome of the SWEIS, management plan for the LANL NERP. governments, local governments, and 
and the NEP A review can proceed: (2) The public is specifically invited to the general public to assist in 
the project is. integral to alternatives to comment on whether the SWEIS should.. identifying the scope of analysis for the 
be analyzed in the SWEIS, andthe contain.alternatives for managing the · SWEIS. including suggestions on issues. 
NEP A review will be included in the· NERP or whether the designation altematives, and other topics of interest. 
SWEIS: or (3) the project depends on the · should be lifted. · ~ part of the prescoping process, DOE 
outcome of the SWEIS, and the NEP A· The NEPA process. The DOE NEP A ..,ill hold a series of public information 

.. review will be deferred until after t.hec; review process is described in the meetings and workshops, and provide 
SWEIS is completed.:. Council on Environmental Quality other opportunities for public 

These projects and DOE's initial NEPA regulations [40 CFRParts 150D- involvemenL These will be publicized 
recoJIUDendations are listed in Tablet~. 1508) and the DOE NEPA regulations. in local media at least two weeks in 
For a few projects; DOE does not .makat> [10 CFR Part 1021}. Tluough NEP A; advance. .Other Federal agencies, which 
an initial recommendation but will Congress requires that Federal agencieS. perform \vork at LANL or manage land 
develop its recommendation after consider environment~ -impacts whenc that might be affected by LANL 
considering public comment.; Tablet making decisions and lay the . activities, will be consulted about the 
also provides information· on the DOE decisionmaking process open to public SWEIS. Inforri:lation briefings will be 
program which sponsors the proposals- scrutiny. An EIS documents the given to the State. affected tribes, and 
and the date of the detennination of th.-, · environmental review of major Federal local governments. Othez parties with 
initial level of NEP A review. The · actions which may significantly affect an interest in LANL's operations, such 
Department may initiate.other projects the human environment; an EA may be as private companies having industrial 
while the SWEIS is being-prepared:· used to determine the need for an EIS partnerships with LANL. will be 
Table 2 lists planned projects fOJ whiclr, or to document that no significant advised of the SwtJS process. The 
DOE believes NEPA reviews-may be- environmental impacts would be · Department invites stalceholders to 
needed prior to completion of the .expected to occur. . submit written comments on the content 
SWEJS but has not yet issued aNEP A. The EIS process begins with of the SWEIS and suggestions on the 
determination. The public is invited to: publication of a NOI to solicit public SWEIS review process, including 
comment on whether these NEP A · comments to assist in determining the: suggestions for the conduct or format of 
reviews should proceed independently. scope .of analysis in the EIS [40 CFR public involvement opportunities, to the 
of tbe SWEIS, or should be included in 1501.7; 10 CFR 1021.311}. The address given above. Comments 
the SWEJS analysis. The-NOI will . Department documents the results o£ the received prior to October 31, 1994; will · 
summarize comments received, explain. seeping process and its pla.os on how to be consider~ in developing the 
whether or not DOE propcises to . conduct the EIS review in an .proposed issues and altamatives for the 
continue with any of these NEPA llliplementation Plan {10 CFR 1021.312}. NOI. 
reviews. and describe their relationship An agency publishes a draft EIS to gain The NOI will explain how comments 
to the alternatives suggested in the NOI. public input into the environmental and issues raised in the prescoping 

(~sues and alt~ativH. The analysis before a final EIS is issued [40 process have been incorporated into the 
Department has not yet identified CFR 1502.9; 10 CFR 1021.313}. An suggested alternatives and issues 
environmental issues or suggested agency issues a Record of Decision identified in that Notice. Publication of 
alternatives for the SWEIS. These will (ROD} to document its decision and to the NOI will be followed by a second 
btt developed over the next few months. explain how the environmental invitation to comment, public 
through. the prescoping process with the. considerations documented in the EIS.. intonnation meetings and workshops. 
assistance of stakeholder involvement. were balanced against other factors and formal public seeping meetings. 
The Department anticipates that · which led to the decision. such as The results of the scoping process will 
alttlm~ttiVM will be issue-driven to technical, regulatory. or financial be documented in an Implementation 
allow alternatives to-focus on acti~ities considerations (40 CFR 1503.2; 10 CFR Plan which will be made available to 
or operations which are of concern ("at 1021.315}. the public. Other Federal agencies, the · 
issue") to the agency or the publiC:. The A PElS is a broad-scale ~alysis of State, tribes, local governments, and the 
S\VEIS would not analyze alternatives proposed programs or policies [40 CFR public will be given the opportunity to 
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r<wiew and comment on the draft 
SWEIS and participate in public 
hearings. A final ~5 will be 
prepared which will explain bow public 
comments on the draft wete considered. 
Following the final SWEIS. DOE intends 
to issue a ROD to document OOE"s 
decisions regarding the operation of 
L.~"'lLand explain the measures 
identified to mitigate any adverse 
impacts. 

Copies of written comments. · 
sununariesof~piagpublic 
meetings. and other ma~rials pertaining 
to the development and analysis of the 
SWEIS will be made available for public 
review at the Los Alam.os National 
Labomory Community Reading Room, 
1450 Central Ave.. Suite tOt. Los· 
Alamos. New Mexico 87544. For 
i.n!ormation on the availability of 
specific docmneats and hours of 

operation. please contact the reading 
room at (505} 665-:-2127 or (800) 5~3-
2342. 

Signed in Washi.:lgtoa. D.C- this 4th da.ror 
Augusi. 1994. for ~e Ur.i~ States 
Dep~e11t of Energy. 
T~ O'Toole. M.D .. M.P.H. 
Assistant Secret:zryr; Enriro:tm!!!nl. Safety and 
Health. 

TABLE 1.-RECOMMENDATioNS FOR ONGoiNG NEPA REVIEWS 

EHVIRONMEHrAL DIP ACTS STATEMENTS (E1Ss) 

Radoadive liquict Wastewater Treatment Facility, TA~ EM aztoel93 -­
Proposed faciity would repCace existing »year--old 

Discussion: 1M existing wastewater treatment facility. a»n­
pleted in 1963; is still able to be operated safely and rerJ­
~ far a few moia years. altflo\.ogh de$ign stanclatds 
have changed CQISidlllably since that time. It is possible 
that c:er1ain design . details. sud\ as wastewater stream 
S~~XRe and type; may depend on ~ deCisiOns re­
galtli'lg the location and use ol other tacai*s at·t.ANL 
DelaiJed des9l for a ~ faciJity cannot be start­
ed until the NEPA revift is corq:lleted. which in tum 
would affect consb'uCtion schedl:des.lnil:ial Recommenda­
tion: Include in the SWEIS~ 

w~ tntat&neut W:ility which haS reached lhe enct 
of its design k 

Chetrlslry and Metallurgy Research (o.tj:l, Building ~ DP09113193-- DiscUssion: CMR first operated in 1952. Since lhen. envi-
~T......a Part of a senes of proposed inflasUucln . .. . mmentat. safety ai1d Sead:y design and operating,. 
renovations 10. a 40-¥ear-old facility used for varicus reo- quilenoents have changed. Utility and ~ sys-
sean:h projedL CMR supports activities in several ether tems al CMR have aged and need to be replaced. Al--
LAM. facilit1es. The purpose of the upgradeS is ID redlce · though current operations in CMR are condu::ted in a 
risk. e1111alq ·the safety margin. lll1d provide for the con- way that protedS the safety of workers. lhe ~ and 
tinued safe. rdable. and effective use of the fac:ility 1o 1he environment. some utility and infrastrudLn upgrades 
s~ LAM. missious for . at least another 20 to 30 would allow CMR oper.ati01• ID mol'e cbsely adhere 1o · 
yeatS. Some renowtions were coyered by prior NEPA re- C1Jrrent environmental. safety, and health requirements. 
vietr and are c:urenay undet way. · These include improving or replacing the buiking's struc­

tural, ventilation. eledric:ar. facility monftl:lring. wasta ~ 
agemant and security sys1em5:: Another element ·of the 
CMR upgrade projeca wWd rilbt:ish Wmgs 2 and·• at 
CMR, 1D acc:omi'I'IOdllra LANL program needs. tf the t.IP" 
gractes were defened ani alter lhe SWEJS, CUR would 
continue to be used but wa.ad also continue 1D de~ 
rate as·ltle building sysSe~M aged. Initial Reco~ 
tion: ArraJyze In the .EA those ~ of the pro­
posed upgrades that .. needed to mainlaift the existing 
operation infrastruct\n, improve safety of operaliona to·· 
wor1ctn and the general pUllic. enhance CMR environ­
mental management systems. and proltlde for imprtlv8d 
security. lnC::Iude in the SWE1S 1t1e remainder of the pro-

High &posives M~ Test Facility. TA-11. Proposed 
coastndon and operation d a new 3.000 squara.bol 
buicfng lor mec:hanical and 1tlermal 1ests on high ~ 
sive malerials and related assenclies in~ of DOE's 
science-based srodcpile stewatdship program. The pr~ 
posat would consolidate in ~- .building. 1t1e high explo­
sives wor1c rraw done in sever.d lOcations at t.ANL; the ex· 
isq facililes have deteri~ Stbsla:nlially and are ~ 
adeQuale ID leiably ~ .curent needs. t.ANL haS CWJ 
ongoing mission ID 8Y&Iuate aging weaj)90S to~nsure lt!al 
ltle enduring nu::far weapons stodcpile remains safe and 
~liable; ltlerebe. LANL must rnainW'1 the capability 1D 
CISSI6e the Ca'llint.ity and reliaDiity of evaluation tests and 
tne safety of WCfk.er3 performing those tests. 

. posed . CMR upgrades which rllate ID long-term ~ 
grammatic needS, n:ludng rebbislling WingS 2 and 4. 

DP «n'10J92 -- DiscuNion: This is a smalkcale construction project to 
consolidate oilgoing activities at LANl and waJid not Jn.. 
crease LANL's existing testing program. It c:cnswcting 
the building were deferred Wllit alter 1t1e SWEIS. testing 
and .evaluation would cor1inue i1 the existing facilities. 

· _, Further c:leleriola!ion of the existing buildings could cis­
rupl . the evalualfon program and aeate uncertaintY in· 
LANL's abiflly to safely and reliably test high explosives 
materials. A deCision to construct this bul1clng would not 
influence, nor be inlluenced by, sitewide decisions. Initial 
rec:ommenda!ion Proceed with EA. 
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TABLE 1.-RECOMMENOATIONS FOR ONGOING NEPA REVIEW5-Continued 

Tille, summary 

Isoto~ Separator Facility, TA-48. Proposed -4,()()Q.square­
foat laboratory facility to develop pure samples ol isotopes 
to be used as· standards for weapons and non-weapons 
resean:h. This project has been deferred. 

Low Energy Accelerator laboratory (lEAL}, TA-53 (formerty 
Acceleralar Prototype Laboratory). Proposed 7.ooo­
square-foot laboratory to support development of proton 
accelerators for ongoing ptograms. The low-energy, high­
current front end accelerator ptotetype woUld be housed 
and operated in this proposed building. 

Nuclear Materials Storage Facility Upgrade, T A-55 (Revi­
sion to 1986 EA). The 1986 EA covers adions amently 
needed to correct Identified desiga and ~ der ... 
ciencies. The revised proposal is to increase the storage 
capacity of an existing nuclear materials storage vault 
from about 6.6 metric tons of plutonium to about 25 metric 
tons (lANL's current invet"'laay is about 2.6 metric tons). 
with a correspondng inc:ruse in heat removal ~ 
from 20 kilowatts to 75 kilowalts. The prcpoad upgrades 
would also allow storage ol material 1t1at generate~~ more 
heat due to radioactive decay. 

Safety Testing ol Pits Under Thermal Stress, CMR Buildng. 
TA-3 (formerly Fire Resistant Pit Test Progi'am). ~ 
posed experiments to ensUie that the enduring nuclear 
weapons stockpile is safe and would not cause· environ. 
mental or health problems in the event of a lire. The 
project would require minor modiflcaliclnl to one of 1he hot 
cells at CMR, but WOCIId nat require construc:lic:ln of any 
new facilities. The tes1S would be on disanned nuclear 
weapons d~ (pits) to determine 1t1e potential fc;w mao 
terials failure under lire CCflditions. I.ANI. taa an ongoing 
mission to r.ialuate weapons to ensure lllal the enduring 
nuclear weapons stiOdcpile remains safe and r~ 

. Transwanic: Waste Otum Staging Builclng, TA-55.. Proposal 
ro·ccnvert an eDstiflg·t~OOO square-foot builclng within lhe 
Plutonium .Facility to tempclfarily stage transuranic waste 
pending transporlation.to LANL's radioactive waste man-

. . agement are~ al r.A:-64. 

Weapons Components Tesa Facir.ty Relocation. TA-16. Pt~ 
posal to relocate a test shop to a neartly 11,0QO.square-

. foot area now used. as-a warehOuse. The shop is used for 
materials. tests on weapons components and for. ncn­
weapons siNclural tests. A new hydraulic load-test mao 
chine press would be installed, and a small addition buill 
to house hydraulic pumps. 

DOEptogram 
sponsoriNEPA 
determ. date 

Discussion, initial recommendation . 

DP 12t10J92 ·-··· Discussion: NEPA review of this project is not needed at 
• this time. Initial Recommenc!ation: Defer until aller 

SWEIS. 

DP 08123.'92 -- Discussion: This is a small-scale construction projed to 
support ongoing researt:h. If canstruding the building is 
deferred until after the SWEIS, the research would con­
tinue in existing buik5ngS if spaca allowed. A decision to 
construct this building would not inftuence, nor be influ­
enced by. sitewide decisions. Initial Recommendation: 
Proceed with EA. · 

OP 08110/93 ·--· Discussion: The. 1986 EA analyzed ccnstrudir.g and oper­
ating the existing vaUlt 10 consolidate nuclear material 
storage at lANL The proposal was revised in 1993 to 
allow for increased storage capability in tt.e vautt; the 
NEPA determination was 10 revise the 1986 EA to pro­
vide the NEPA review for the increased capacity. II the 
revised NEPA relriew were to proceed. DOE COUld make 
an early decision on whether to inciease 1he storage ca­
pabirlty of 1he existing vauiL This would be neceswj if, 

• prior to completing sitewide decisions, DOE needed ·to 
store a1 L.ANL ~ material, 01 different type$ ot mate­
rial. than is now on-sile 01 antic:ipaled under current mis-" 
sian wortdcads. If a dec:isioft to· increase the capacity 
were deferred until after the SWEJS. OOE and LANL 
could c:ontiiUt to work towardl cantcting design and 
coi'ISirUCdon deficienc:* but could not undertake work 

"that would lead 10 increased "storage capacity. The 
SWEJS wW be use.d co help dlwelcp a nuclear materials 
storage and handling slnltegy. ~ would lnc:lucfe pr~ 

. ·jedions of arnQga olli'Bferial anticipated to be en site if 
LANL's ·weapons mission changed; sitewide deciSions 

. coutct inftuenca decisiens .an the lt4ure use and capacity 
of the vault. Initial· Rec:omrner1dati lncltQs in. SWEIS 

'· the proposal to increase lhe vault's capacity ail P.art ot 
. · ·nucfear materials stcHage and handling strategy. Work to 

· · · · correct existing design · and canstnx:tion derlcienci~s 
would continue. 

DP 06/02193 __ Diseussian: This is a small-scala prgjec:tthat woulcl not re-­
quire construction of a ·new ~- It is nat connected to 
the infrastructure upgrades at CMR. If the test is deferred 
until after the SWElS, some existing uncertainties regard­
ing the safety of the nucJear weapons in. the enduring 
stockpile would remain unresolved. A decision to conduct 
this test would not influence. nor be influenced by. 

OP 06/11/91 --

DP 12J25/92 --

· sitewide decisions. Initial Recomrnendation Proceed will'l 
EA. 

DisCussion: This is a small-scale project that .would not re-
• quire construction of new facilities.- If the projac:t were de- · 

·tarred until after the SWEIS. waste could continue to be . 
· sto;ed in laboratOry space. A ~ecision to proceed with : 

this modification would not influera. nor be inftuenced 
by, silewide decisions. Initial Recommendation: Proceed ' 
with EA. . 

Discussion: ThiS is a small-scale project that would not re­
quire construclion of a new facility. lf·the projec:t were de­
ferred until after 1t1e SWEIS;Ihe same testing operaliofls · 
would canllnua in the existing SJ)aCe. but· the proposed 

. hydraurJC press could not be installed. A decision to·pro­
c:eed with this modific:ation would not influence, nor be in-
fluenced by, siteWide c1ecisicn. Initial Recommendation: 
Proceed with EA. 
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TABLE 1.-RECOMMENDATIONS FOR ONGOING NEPA REV1EW5-Continued 

Decootaminaie. OecocMlission and Demolish (00&0) Buil~ 
ing 86, Hi~ Pressure Tritium L.abotalory, TA-33. Pro­
posed demolition of a 4G-year-old tritiunw:ontar.inated 
building after removing tritium-contaminated equipment. 
Tritium· inventory and equipment remoVal were covered 
under a separaa NEPA .review and are aln'en&ly under­
way. The buitling is being monitored to detemine residual 
tritium levels. Future 00&0 of tr.e building would be done 
under the EM program. but the facility cunently remains 
under OP management. 

New Sanitaly Landfill. Proposal to locat&. construd. and op­
erate a new sanitary latldfiD at LANL 

Actinide -Source Tenn Waste Test Prcgram. Ct.tR Builcing, 
TA-3. Proposal to c:ondul:t tests to deterrrine undet con­
trolled concfllions how adinides (radi'Cactive elements) be­
have when exposed tD trine.. This test wil be used tD pro­
vida information important to the decision. on whether or 
not to operale the Wasta IsOlation Pilot Plant (WIPP) in 
Carfsb3d. New Mellico. The test results ant needed by 121 
ss to cOmplete the WIPP performance assessment to 
meet this schedule, tests rm..rst begin in 19S4. 

C~ntrolled Air lnciner.ltor, Expanded Operations. TA-50. 
Proposal to use an 8listif1o incinera!Dr. to treat environ­
mental restoration and OJ)erationat wasta geneta!Bd at 
various areas ol LANL. The incinerator has p-eviously 
been permitted and has operated a total of 2.607 hours 
over 15 years as a researd'l and develcpmed facility. ln­
ciiletaling waste destroys toxic organic c::anstiluentS and 
generally reduces waste volume dramalically. Incineration 
is a recommended best demonstrated- available tech­
nology within envi.ronmental statutes. DOE has a mile­
stone to COfTl)lele a trial bum by 02/13195 under its FeO-

. 8lal Facility Compliance Agreement with the Environ­
mental Protedlon Agency (EPA}. If the trial bum is suc­
cessful, DOE and the EPA will develop a plan tor adcli-
tior.al milestones. . 

Expansion of Area G. Radioadv& Waste OispO$at Site. T.A-
54. Proposal to expand an existing 63-aae low-level ra­
dioactive waste management area which is anticif)aled to 
reach capacity in 3 to 5 years. The original proposal was 
to expand by an additional 70 acres to provide an addi­
tional 20 years of disposal capability; a small« 3~acre 
ar~ is also considered, as weU as a 5-acre area ttlat 
wo<Jid provide disposal capability for up to 8 years~ Therf' 
are no archeological sites in the 5-acre area. 

DPlEM 11J04131 ••• 

DP!EM 05/09191 ••• ~ 

EM i2109/92 ········-

EM 1 C/20190 -··--· 

EM 10120190 -·-··-

Oiscussicn, ini'liaf recommendation 

Disl::ussion: This laoTrty has not operated since 1gg1. The 
imnediaSa safety ha:zard wa the removal of tritil.lm-eon­
tamir.ated eq.~ipment, which is being a~shed. 
There is no immedcne need 10 perform 00&0, ar.d this 
action would produca potel'tially contaminated building 
rUJble that would halle to ~ dsposed of. Initial Aec­
ommendal:icn: Include in the SWEIS the r~ning 
00&0 to help detenri."18 potert.laJ waste volumes for fu.. 
ture disposal. 

Discussion: A decision on where to locate the new landfill 
and how muc:h capacity it shouSd have WOtJid dePend on 
sitewide decisions regart!ing other facilities and a waste 
management strategy. Initial Aeccmmendation: Include in 

· SWBS. ·· . 
Discussion: This is a srilaJ.5c:ale project that would not re­

q\ire ccnstrudion of a riew faeirrty. It is not connected to 
Ule infrastrtx:tl6e LW3(Ses at CMA. If the test pr04ram is 
de:etred until ater the SWEIS, existing uncertainties re­
gan:lng the per1ormanl» of WTPP woold remain tmre­
SQtved and the sc:heciJie far compfeting the perlormance 
assessment would not be met A decision to conduct ttlis 
test would not influence, nor be influenced by. sitewide 
decisions. Initial Recommendation: Proceed with EA. 

Discussion: The Controlled Air lncinel'lllM, has undergone 
extensive safety and environmental u;::grades to support 
converting the facility's mission from a research and de­
velopment facility to an operational facirrty in SUJ)pCrt of 
treating bo:h hazareous and mixed waste. The SWEIS 
w111 be used to develop a waste management strategy; 
anaij'iing impacts of ineineratir.g operational wasle could • 
be an important element of that st"ategy. Initial Rec­
ommendation: Include treatment operation of tne inciner­
ator in SWEIS. DOE makes no recommendation whettler 
work would continue to conduCt a trial bum as required 
by the Federal FaCility Complianca Agreement DOE will 
continue to work with regulators and the public to deter­
mine the appropriate activities for the Controlled Air In­
cinerator. 

Discussion: The original propo$81 would provide long-term. 
large-seal& expansion ot the waste· cfl$p0Saf area. Some 
expansion of LANL's wasta handing capacity WOtJfd be 
needed in 3 to 5 years to accximmodale environmental 
restoration, 0&0, and other operational waste. It is not 
dear al 1tlis time what the projected volumes of waste 
might be aver the next 20 years. LANL is increasing 
waste minimization efforts anC2 it is possible that site mis­
sions could change; .!he sitewide ana1ySis will help de­
velop projections or~ ~ and. type. The smaller, 
5-acre ptq:JOSaJ woufd .ailow for up to 8 years of addi­
tional c:ispoSa1 capacity in !he ·ewnt that it is ·needed 
while lhe sitewidilt 8nalysiis Is being completed. If no ex­
pansion lak8l piKe pior lo the SWEIS, It Is possible 
!hat exlstilig waste disposal areas may be filled prior to 
completing sitewide decisions. Initial Recommendation: 
Include in the SWEIS. If a compelling need can be 
shown for additional disposal capacity prior to completing 
sitewide decisions. ooe may. ala later lime. propose a 
separate NEPA. review to address tflose needs. 
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TABLE L..:_RECOM~OATIONS fOR ONGOING NEPA REVIEWs-Continued 

rdle, summary 

Hazardous Waste Trealme~ Faolity and Mixed Waste Re­
ceiving and Stcrage Faality. TA-63. Proposal to consll'UCt 
and operate two waste management fac:ili!ies 10 repack­
age. stage and treat hazardous and mixed wastes which 
cannot be placed in land disposal areas. The two facilities 
would be COMectsd adions because they would be ~ 
cated close together and they support each other, thei'e­
l<ln: the NEPA review has been combined. ooe has an 
initial milestone of 01/30195 for ~ling the de!.ailed.de­
sign for the proposed Hazardous Waste Treatment Facility 
to comply with its Federal Fa9JilY Compliance Agreement 
with the EPA; the NEPA review must be. completed prior 
to beginning the detaJled design. The proposal includes 
using small-scale, self-contai.,ed portable uskids" to treal 
the waste. 

High Explosives Wastewater Trealment Facility, TA-16. Pro­
posal to consuuct and opeme ~ wastewater treatment f• 
cility ID treat waslewatar containing trace amounts of high 
explosives waste. The project woUd include· constructing 
a delivery pipeline and decontatrination and demoli!ion ·ol 
an emting treatment laciity. The· project WDtlld minimize 
wastewater generation by eliminating 99 percent of cur­
rent wastawatar nows thtcugh a combination of 
wastewa!et er~.-nination. racyde. and reusL It would .re­
duce the number of industrial wastewater oulfalls from the 
17 currently in use lD 1. On 6115194 the EPA issued an 
Adminisbative Order to LANL requiring c:onp-wx:e wilh 
Clean Water Act permitting requirements-. DOE has a 
17111e.stone of 1 0/W to .start cor.struction under its Federal 
Facility Compliance Agreement with !be EPA: · 

Mixed Waste Disposal Facility. T~7. Proposed fadlity to 
. treat and dispose of mixed (radioactive and haZardous) 

waste genatatad at lANl.. The entire prc:lject would con­
sist of up to 1 t waste disposal cells and woUd hold up to 
475.000 CUbic yardS ol wasta generated by environmental 
restoration worl( at l.ANL 

DOE program 
spoosatNEPA 
delsrm. dalB 

EM 04125'91 --· 

EM 06.'29r'92 •••••••••• 

EM 07113193--

Discussion, initial reammendation 

Discussion: The Hazardous ·was'IB Treatment Facility is 
needed for on-site wasta" managemeat W to help DOE 
IT'.eet ~ milestones regarding legacy waste. 
Delays in completing design and initiating construc:tion 
could jeopardize meeting the Agreement II this project is 
deferred until the SWEIS, the compf:ance milestcne 

· could not be met. The Mixed Waste Receiving and Stor­
age Facility. while not lied to a specific compliance mile­
stone, would assist DOE in meeting near-term site waste 
management goals. Although the NEPA determination 
was to analyze these two tacirmes together, the cumu­
lative impact3 of waste cfiSposal operations would be 
analyzed in the SWEIS. Initial Recommendation: Proceed 
with EA. 

Discussion: DOE needs to address water pollution ccmpti­
ance independent of SWEIS analysis. If construction is 
not started by 10t97, DOE would not meet its compliance 
mJestone and W~L would not meet the Administrative 
Order. To start construc:iion 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 un!ll alter .sitewide decisions, the sc~e could 
not be met. Tl'.a SWEIS is expec:ted to result in a 
.sitewide waste management strategy; this facility could 
be impol13nt to that strategy. Work to minimize in-plant 
waste and eliminate some wastewatet outfalls would not · 
influence. nor be inlluenc:ed by. sitew'.de dec:Wions. Initial 
Recommendation: DOE makes no recommendation at 
this time regarding proceeding with this NEPA review. 

Discussion: The EPA 'issued a Hazardous and Solid Waste 
Act Permit to I.ANL ·that reQUires LANL provide a list of 
solid waste management units. The wor'.qllans for clean­
up of the units. to be submitted prior lD lhe investigation 
phase, win contain schedules tor completing the site in­
vestigation wortc. These schedules. orce aca!pted by the 
EPA. will be legally enfon:eable milestones under the 
conOtions described in the Permit. In addition, it is ex­
pected that voluntary corrective aaions wiD be uodet­
taken Ia remediala a majority of tr.e sites during 1he ste 
irNestigation phase. The facility would povide the capac­
itY to safely ~ and Qspos8 of the waste expeded to 
be generated by this program. The NEPA ~view must be 
completed before detailed designs are s1arted. If the de­
tailed design phase is delayed U'llif the SWE!S is com­
pleted, the DOE and LANL -Mil not be able to meet the 
cleanup schedules. In 1993. DOE conducted nine pllblic 
meetings cin the scope of the NEPA review ol the entire 
project to allow the project rtWestones to be met while 
the SWE!S is under ~ Under the Environ­
mental Assessment currently being prepared, the faolity 
would be constructed for the disposal of environmental 
restoration waste only. Discussions concerning the po­
tential disposal of legacy and operational mixed waste 
wiD be part or the SWEIS environmental restoration and 
waste management strategy. The total projected volume 
of legacy and operational mixed waste would be less 
than one pef'C&nt of the projected total annual waste vol­
umes. Initial Recommendation: DOE makes no rec­
ommendation at this time regarding proceecflrlQ with this 
NEPA review. However, DOE proposes to 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 
SW8S the analysis or the disposal of·Jegacy and oper­
ational mixed wastes. 
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TABLE 1.-RECOMMENnAnONS FOR ONGOING NEPA "REVIEWs-Continued 

Title, summary 
DOE program 
sponsorlNEPA 

• determ. date 
Discussion. initial recommendation 

. National Biomedical Tracer Faciliry.·Prsposal to locate, con­
struct. and operate a· tacifltY at lANL 1o use accelerator 
technology to produce ra<fiOisotopes for medical researCh 
and applications. The facility would house a proton accel­
erator,lat)oratories, and offiCe space •. 

none 12117/93 - Discussion: OOE haS not yet determined a· sponsor or 
1undng promes for this projed. Initial Aecommenda1ion: 
Defer until al!er SWEIS. 

Abbrevialiolis used in Table: · 
DOE: Department of Energy; DP: DOE Defense Programs: EA: Environmental Assessment; EM: DOE Eovironmenlal Management; EPA: En~-). 

roninei"rtal Protection·A_gency; LANL: Los Alamos National Laboratory; s.•1E1S: S.'tewide· Em.ironmentall"l)ad Statement; TA: Technical Area. 

TABLE 2.-PLANNED NEPA REviEWS RECOMMENDED TO PROCEED PRIOR TO COMPLETION OF SWEIS 

· Trtle, "summary 
DOE pro­

_gram spon­
sor 

Laundry. DOE is considering P,.oposing 1o locate. constnJCt. and DP 
operata an oil-site faCility to launder anfi.eontamination cloth-
ing which. may potentially be c:onlaminated with. radioactive 
materials from ongoing ac;t~itl~ · · 

Receipt and Storage o1 Nuclear Material for Criticality -&peri- DP -
ment. l:A-18. DOE is considering proposirig 1o ship nuclear 
material from various DOE sites to the Los Alamos Critical Ex­
periments Fac:ility (LACEF). and store the material at ltlat fa-
cility. until it is needed for criticality experiments or training u-
~es. The exper:iments. or training exercises would be COY-
ered by separale NEPA review. DOE currenUy has about 
3,000 .unirradiated "low-enriclfed uranium nuclear reactor fuel 
reels at ils Han(ard Plmt, Ridllalid, Washingtan; about 30 kilo-
grarr.s. of unirTadiated ·high-enriched uranium particle bed fuel 
at its Sand"!a Nationai.Laboratory,_Aibuquerque, New Mexico; 
and about 250 kilograms of high-enrfched uranium reader fuel 
from the critfcaJ mass assembly at itS Health Physics Re-
search Reactor, Oak Ridge Natiocal Laboratory, Oak Ridge, 
Tenness~ The LACEF is the only remaining OOE facility 
where criticality experiments are routinely conducted. In re-
sponse ~o ltle 1993 Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Soard 
recomme_ndalicn .~l!dng ~ facilitieS infrastructura, DOE 
is considering consolidating unique critical mass assemblies at 
ltle LACEF in order to continue to reliably analyza the. crtlicaJ-
ity of nuclear systems. · 

Hazardous, Low Level Radioactive. and Mixed Waste Treatment EM 
Skids. DOE uses portable. selk.ontained treatment units, or 
·skids,~ tO treat hazardous. low-level racfoaclive, and mixed 
(radioactive and hazardous) waste. 1" addition to the. ·skids~ 
speciriCally proposed as ·pan of the Hazardous Waste Treat­
ment Facility, DOE may require additional "skids. to treal 
waste at various locations at LANL 

-:: 

. • ' 

...... ·-

. . • .. :.:.. -~ .. . •. :- .. ~...... . . .. 

DiscussiOn 

Currently, laundry is dOne in an off-site facility. It is po5$ible that 
an on-site facility-would be more efficient. This is a smaJJ. 
scale project :lhat would nOI·influence, nor be influenced by. 
silewide·decisions. If dec:isionS on the laundry are deferred 
until after the SWEIS. DOE would continue to use an ofkite 
contract laundry. 

Ttie ooe sites listed no longer have ant programmatic need tor 
this material. Hanford can no longer provide ~erm stor­
age due to deai'HJP opelildons ·naw going on; if not moved 
olf-site. it will be di$poHd of by burial at Hanford. The Sanda 
material is unique and wu developed at signirlc:anc taxpayer 
expense; the Department of De,.,_. night fund shiJ)mel'lt to 
LANL if it can be ac:compllshed in the near-term. The·oak 
Ridge material has been -used as an ~calibrated racr .. 
ation source· for accident simulation and radiation dosimelry; 
this device is the only one in this counb'y which has been 
charaCterized to make the dosimetric measurements essential 
for analyzing acc:iclent conditions and other radiation eiperi­
ments. LANL has an Origoing critic:ality expeilments and safe­
ty training program and can make use of this material in the 
future. If decisions on receiving and storing the material aJe 
deferred until the SWEIS, it is possible that storage; shipping 
or funding constraints would make the material unavailable to 
LANL Decisions regarding the ~erm use of the LACEF 
would be made in ihe SWEIS as part of the sitewide nuclear 
materials storaga and handling strategy 

The current Hazardous Waste Treatment Foolity ·and Mixed 
Waste Receiving and Storage FaciRty proposal inckJdeS the 
use ot certain •sJUds• specifically for treating waste at these 
facilities. ooe may need Ia use additional Mskid.s" to treat on­
site waste at various locations at LANL in order to meet the 
sctJedule tor DOE's Federal FaCility Compliance Agreement 
with the Environmental ProtectiOn Agency. The additional 
"skids• would be designed. constructed, and possibly oper· 
ated prior to ,completion of the proposed· Hazardous. Waste 
Treatment Facility and prior to completion of the SWElS .to 

' meet the Agreement ~le. II the project is deferred ~ . 
the SWEIS, the "skids• could not be designed. constructed or . 
used in the near-term. . . . . . • 
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Repl:csrnert Was&a ~r TA-54. OOE is considering pro­
~ !0 teplace an eiCis!ing sa-tan wasae corr;adDr at the 
low-level radicactille wsste ma11agament area at Area G. r ~-
54. with a 21»-lDn compactor m a new buik:llng adiac.ent ID Jhe 
eli$fi1g t.!c11itr- tnlliaftJ, OOE c:ansiden!d including Ule analy­
sis ·of this ptlPOSal-wilh b NEPA review for the proposal :o · 
~-kea ~ ~: haweoler, the NEPA detenuiucdiau for 
hit J!RIPOUidd notinctude the~- The existing com­
pz:w is ;a opaala~g. The 'PfOPCS4!d replacement ~ 
would i1aase tt:le aplljiating &e of 1t1e existing wast. ds­
posal.ea tly inl:l'easi.ihe alicienl:r d W8Sfe ii8li8uizaticln 
praaiC.eS. .'Rclldng redUCi1g ht ~of waste for~ 
and alirninaaing void apaces ·between waste conaias. 1Ns. 
in tum. would~ !he need to expand the existitg waste 
site. 

Oisl::l.:SSion: This is a small-s::ale pro!act which would W:r~!.a$9 
operational efficiency and reduce waste volume. This. in h.rn, 
would er.end the useful life of tha existing disposal area. lf in­
staLling lhe proposed annpacttr is deferrei:1 until Jhe swss. 
lhe existing compactor would not be replaced amf inefti::ient 
waste disposal practices would ecntinue m the existir~J area. 
A decision to install and~ k ClO~ would not in­
l'luenc:e. nor be inftuenced by. sitewiOe decisions. 

Radioiso~ Hea! Soutca Fabrication, CMR, TA~ and TA-55 IE 
(Re'.lision 'ID 1991 EA). Plt.1onium-238 is used as a long-tenn. 
mabie 'SibUYt:e af heat flat is -converted to elec;tricity ID pawer 
~1t. 1n 1991 OOE eotfllleted an EA fer 1he Cassini 
mission and h Comet Aendez'~ Asteroid FlYby (CRAFt. 
CRA-F "-'35 laler cancefed. The wbtlf at l.ANL to StJPPQ1t !fle 
Cas:sini mssioa ;s ~ The project ID build more uaits for 
other uses may be ell'!ended at tANL 

The 1991 CA analyzed using LAHL facilities at TA-35 1D sup­
port radoisotope 1hermoelee2ric genara11:1r (RTGJ 'WOitt tor the 
space mission. The proposal may be revised to allow for RTG 
WOI1c for other missions. beyond the 1imeframe induded in the 
1991 EA. and possibly using faciilies at the Ct1elnimy and 
Metallurgy Researctt Building in adlfion 1D TA-55. tf so, the. 
1991 EA would be revised ID pn:Nide ltJe NEPA n:view for the 
revised mission. If the revi!led NEPA review were ID pttiC8ed. 

lf'R&c:. 9+-t9Sl2 rued~ 8:45 ~::nl 
BIUJIIG COO£--..~ : 

~ofan&vir~ 
lrapac;t Staae•ent lor U.Hevada Tat 
Site andOiberotr-s;se Test bcation$ 
W4ahill tbaStM of tMvada 

AGERC'I: U.S. Department of Ene-rgy 
(DOE). 
ACTlOR: Notice oflntellL · 

SUMMA1m Tu ·1lCCDt"'!aDce with the 
National Envimmnental Policy Act 
(NEPAl of 19&9 {4Z u.s.<:. 43zt et seq.). 
the Council 011 Environmental Quality 
regulmons for Implementing the 
Procedural Provisions-ofNEPA {40 crR 
P~ lSoo-t-sua,. and the Department's 
Implementing PrcceduTes {10 CFR Put 
liJZU. the DO£ mnmmces its intent to 
prepare a Site-wide Environmental · 
Impact Statement {EIS) for the Nevada 
Test Site md other om.stte test locations 
\rithin 'the_State of Neva~. ibe purpose 
of this Notice is to invite th-e 
participation tlf Federal, state, and local 
agencies. affected Indian tribes, and 

: ... · 

· DOE could make early dacisionl on~ 1D use LANL ta­
dilies ftJr ftle addition3ll RTG work. This would tie necessary 
if. :prior ID c:ampleling sitawliOI decisiaas. DOE,naedecl to de­
tarmine where the adtllicnl RTG,WIJdt wOtJd be.done in the 
near-term in order to meet mission schedJ!es. ff the project is 
deferred untiJ the SIJ'JEIS, I is possible bit DOE may not be 
able fD del"nter heat soun::es 1D meet mission' needs. Arrt fu. 
ture long-1enn uses of lANL facilities for such missions, and 
kmg-term S!rategy for storing 'and handling plutonium-238. wi8 
be included in the swss. . 

otbec' iDml'ested ~in the process 
that DOE lrill follow to ~ly with 
NEPA.cd to solicit publica:munents 
on the praposads::ope ~ canteQt of 
the Nevada Test Site filS. 

In order to meet present and potential 
. future mission responsibilitiliS at the 

Nevada Test Site. the Department · 
proposes to evaluate resource 
management ahematives far the Nevada 
Test Site which would support cunent 
and future defense related missions. 
research and developumnt. waste . 
management. envirotmmntal restoration. 
i.nfr:mruc:tu:r9 maintBrumce. and facility 

· upgrades and altemative uses over the 
n-ext So-11) _years. This Site-wide ElS will 
address numerous issues. including. 
without limitation: {1) environmental 
restoration and other Depattmental 
activitia at the Nevada Tesl Site and at 
off-site locatioas in the Sbrte of Nevada 
where DOE omdm:tai nuclear 
experim~ts. which indude the Project 
Shoal~t:entr.l!Nevada TestAma, 
Tonopah Test Rmzge. and portiom; of the 
Nellis Air Ftm::2 ~and {2) 
t:ramportation and disposal or l'.-astes. 

whichaie generated 011 and off~te of 
the Nevada Test Site. 
DAT!S: OOE invites and encotll'ilges the 
general public. otlmr Jovernment 
agencies, md an other int1nestz:d parties 
to comment on the appropriate scope 
and content of the EIS fur the Newda 
Test Site and.o!f.Ste locatiom within 
the State of Nevada 1D ensure that all . 
relevant en'ri:mnmentalissues and 
altematives am addresSed. Public . 
scoping meetings are discussed below in 
the SUPPI.EIIIIffMY JIFORMATICN ac:tioD. 
The public scoping period will continue 
until September 30. 1994. All comments 
and sugestions receiwd or postmuked 
by that dat•. whethenvritt~ oral. 
submitted ~y to tmt Department. or 
presented. during a scoping meetillg. 
will be given 1!qUal considerati011 in 
del'ining the scope of this Site-wide EIS 
and the issUes to be discussad. 
Comments received or postmaibd after 
September 30; 19!}4. will be considered 
to the extent.practicable. In addition_. 
the Department is committed 'tD 
providing opportunities for the 
mvolvement of interested individuals 



Oat~ Time 

9 I ll/94 9 - 10 am 

9 am - 5 pm 

9/14/94 9 - 11 am 

9 am - 5 pm 

2 - 8 pm 

9/16/94 10 - 11 am 

9/20/94 llam - 12 pm 

9/21/94 2 - 9 ~ JO pm 

9/22/94 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 
Pueblos council 

Public 

Public 

OPTIONAL FORU 99 (7·90) 

To 

Location 

sen. Bingaman's 
Conference Room 
119 Marcy, Ste. 101 

LAAO Conference Room 

Los Alamos Study Group 
Conference Room 
212 E. Marcy 

LAAO Conference Room 

Civic Auditorium at 
Los Alamos High School 
1300 Diamond Drive 

Harold iunnells Bldg. 
st. Francis and Alta 
Vista, Rm. N. 4050 

.. 
Jemez Pueblo 

Stroke Center 
735 Vietnam Veterans 
Memorial Rd., Espanola 

Stroke Center 
Espanola 

Subject 

General Community 
Briefing on SWEIS 

Dry Runs for 
Topical Briefings 

General community 
Briefing on SWEIS 

Dry Runs for 
Topical Briefings 
(if necessary) 

General Briefing 
for Public on 
SWEIS 

General Comrm.n'lity 
Briefing on SWEIS 

General community 
Briefing on SWEIS 

Public Briefings 
on Topical Areas 
1, J, and 4 

Public Briefings 
on Topical Areas 
2, 5, and 6 
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9/~8/94 1 - 9:30pm Public sweeney Center 
201 W. Marcy, Santa Fe 
Rooms 1, 2, J 

9/29/94 l - 9:30 pm Public Sweeney Center 
santa Fe 
Rooms 1, 2, J 

10/12/94 1 - 9:50 pm Public Los Alamos Inn 
2201 Trinity Dr. 
Los Alamos 
Riva, Peacepipe, and 
Bandelier Rooms 

• It : 

10/13/94 1 - 9:50 pm Public Los Alamos Inn 
. - Los Alamos 

Kiva, Peacepipe, and 
Bandelier Rooms 

Public Briefings 
on Topical Areas 
l, 3, and 4 

Public Briefings 
on Topical Areas 
2, 5, and 6 

Public Briefings 
on Topical Areas 
l, J, 4, and 7 

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