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6208 
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION 5 
230 SOUTH DEARBORN ST. 
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604 

FEB 2 4 1989 REPLY TO THE AlTENTION OF 

m. ~ames A. Reafsnyder 
Site Manager 
Feed Materials Production Center 
United States D e m t  of 

P.O. Box 398705 
Cincinnati, Ohio 45239-8705 

Energy 

Re: Feed Materials Production Center 
(FMpc), Fgplication to Wify 
Pursuantto 40 C.F.R. Part  61 

Dear Mr. Reafsnyder: 

In accordance with the provisions of 40 C.F.R. Part 6 3 ,  we have reviewed 
information suhutted on December 19, 1988, to the Uni'ted States 
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EpA), to determine whether UE Scrw 
Pickling Facility, #6-053, will comply With the radionuclide mksion  
standards prolrmlgated in 40 C.F.R. Par t  61, Subpart H. 

In the letter that aceomganiecl the subruttal, you stated tllat the appllcatia 
was for a deteniJrtation by the AdrniIlistrator under 40 C.F.R. S61.06 of 
whether the equipxnt to b3 installed constitutes mdification of the source, 
as defined in 40 C.F.R. 561.15. Yct~ reqxsted that if U.S. €PA detemuned 
this installation to be a mdification, that the su$nittal shoulcl be 
considered as an application to nlodify under the requiranents of 40 C.F.K. 
S61.07. 

In our letter to you dated January 23, 1989, U.S. EPA stated that the 
sUt-anitted data indicated that the installation of the Scrap Pickling Facility 
would result in an increase in the rate of radionuclide &ssk~~-is icc ,  i3e 
atmosphere. 
at 40 C.F.R. 561.15. 

The installation therefore constitutes dfication, as defined 

U.S. EPA has llow completed a review of the information with the intent to 
=rove or d a y  approval of dfication pursuant to 40 C.F.R. 561.07. 

In review- the sulmitted material, U.S. EPA uncovered the sane types of 
errors and deficiencies that were' prese in the 14 applications for aproval 
of rrcdification which were received by our office on August 10, 1988. 
errors and deficiencies are surmnarized below with referaices rnade to our 
letter to you dated December 2 3 ,  1988, which details the errsrs a112 
deficiencies present in the 14 a@ications to nodify. 
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1. C d l c U l a t i m ~ a r d ~  'ms. The proration for dose estimation 
is made using 1986 annual €missions data. 
upn incorrect assumptions and calculation nethods and was so stated to you 
in my letter of psril 1, 1988. 
proration. 
to isotopically convert between activity and IMSS and between activity and 
dose. These deficiencies are also discussed in our December 23, 1988, letter 
to you. 

This data was shown to be based 

It is inappropriate to use faulty data for the 
=so, the proration Itaethod as given fails to give the factors used 

2. 
m-UF6 to UF4 Process No. 2 Facility Application is to serve as a nodel for 
all 40 C.F.R. 561.07 applications. The draft Federal Facilities Campliance 
Agreement states that U.S.  DOE shall subnit all applications for approval of 
construction or modification prsuant to 40 C.F.R. 561.07 in the fomt of the 
uF6 to UF4 Process No. 2 Facility Application, provided that a list of 
specified information is included. 
the draft Federal Facilities Ccanpliance Agreement and in the December 23, 1988 
letter. 

Fgplicatian Elmmt. As stated in the December 23, 1988, letter, the 

This specified information is listed in 

Based upn th is  criteria, the Sutxnittal is deficient in: 

a. 
b. 
C. 

d. 

not identifying the specific radionuclides released; 
not using m - m S K  for the dose estimation; 
not estimating the dose to the mst exposed person under routine 
operations; and 
not giving a description of and dose estimates for a potential 
accident. 

In sum~lary, U.S. EPA finds the application suhitted on December 19, 1988, to 
be deficient in key information. 
installation at this time. until approval of this installation is given, you 
are advised not to operate it as this action m y  constitute a violation of 
the Clean Air 7xt. 

Therefore, we are denying approval of this 

to the coBrments If you have any questions pertammg 
please contact L h d a  Hamsing at (312) 886-6814. 

. .  

Sincerely yours, 

made in this letter, 

David ~ e e ,  Director 
Air and Radiation Division (SAC-26) 
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cc: Al Colli 
Office of Radiation Prograrr~~ 

Weldon Dillow 
United States Department of Ehergy 
oak Ridge Operations 

Patricia P. Walling, Chief 
Division of Air Pollution Control 
Ohio Mronmental Protectim Agency 

Charles E. Schumann, Director 
southwestern Ohio Air Pollution control Agency 




