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sumecr: | Engineering Evaluation/Cost Analysis - Environmental
Assessment for the K-65 8i{lcas Removal Action, Fernald
Bnvizronmental Msnagsment Procject, Fernald, Ohio

o Leo P. Duffy

Diractor
QOffice 0f Environmantal Restoration

and Waste Management

This 48 in response to your requeat for approval of the
"Engineering Evaluation/Cost Analysis (EE/CA) - Environmental
Assaessment (EA)" for the K-05 8ilos Ramoval Action at the
Fernald Environmental Managament Projsct, per your mamograndum
of June 21, 1991. You also requestad that, based on the EA,
wa L{ssue a finding of no significant impact (FONSI) for the

proposed action.

The Office of Environment, Safety and Health has reviewed the
EE/CA=EA (including edditicnal information provided by your
stafl on October 4, 1991) in accordancs with our
rasponsibilities under DOE §5440.1D, regarding compliance with
the Nationsl Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), and 5400.4,
which states the DOE policy to integrate the procsdural and
documsntation raguirements of Comprehensive Environmantal
Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) and NEPA,
wherever practical. Your coordination with ths Stata of Ohio
on the draft documant satisfiss the raquirement in 5440.1D
and SEN-15=90 t0 provide the opportunity for pre-approval
review of an EA by o host State.

Based on my staff's raview and analysis end its
recommendations, end agter consultation with the Offics of
General Counsel, I have daterminsad that ths EE/CA adequately
satigsfies tha purpose of an EA, and DOE hereby adopta the
following documents as DOE/EA-0585:

Engineering Evaluation/Cost Analysis, July 1990

Responses tc U.S. snd Ohioc EPA Comments on ths K-63
Silcs Removal Action (undated) and tranamittal memo
(Faed Meterials Production Center (FMPC) to U.S. EPA
and Ohioc EPA, undated)

Attachments re: modification to prsferred alternative
(4 items: EM undated:; McCord/EPA Region 5 to
Davis/FMPC, September 4, 1990; Mitechell/Ohic EPA tTO
Cavis/FMPC, Sepctamber 3, 1990 and attachmencs; 1
Avael/FMPC tc McCord/EPA Region 5, October 22, 1990)
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I slac have datermined that the proposed action is not a
major Faderal action significantly affscting the quality of
the human envizonment, within the meaning of NEPA, and
therafore the preparation of an environmental iapact
gtatament is not raquired. Tha basis for ths datarmination
is explained in the attached FONS1l. Nothing in thig
determination is intended to reprasent a statement on the
legal applicability of NEPA to ramedisl actions undar CERCLA.

Plaase note that the Office of Environmantal Restoration and
Waste Managesment is responaible £0r providing public notice
of the aveilability of the EA and FONSI as required in :
Section 1506.6(b) of tha Council on Environmental Quality
Regulations for Implemsating the Procedural Provisions of the
NEPA. 1In doing so, you should prepara a cover sheet
indicating whet documents have been adopted as DOE/EA-Q385
and send the cover sheet to individuals and organizationg
that prsviously rscsived copias of the EE/CA. Plesss send
five copies of the EA and a copy of the distridbution list to
the Offica of NBPA Oversight for our files.

Paul L. 2%emer, Ph.D.

Assistant Secretary
Environment, Safety and Health

Attachment

cc: Nandy Scott, EM«20
NEPA Compliancs Officar

tynn Laweon, EM-431
NEPA Contact





