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memorandum 
DATE: August 20, 1996 

REPLY TO 

ATTN OF: OH : Smiley 

. : .  _ .  -. . . 

Ohio Field Office 

SUB'ECT: APPROVAL OF NEPA SUPPLEMENTAL ANALYSIS FOR PROPOSED SILO 3 
ALTERNATIVES AT THE FWP 

Jack R. Craig, Director, FN TO: 

As requested by Ed Skintik and Nina Akgunduz of your staff, 
the NEPA Compliance Officer (NCO) has completed her review 
of the E v a l u a t i o n  of S i l o  3 Alternatives (Draft Final dated 
June 1996) and determined that the proposed alternatives do 
not constitute a substantial change in project scope, or 
result in the availability of significant new information 
related to environmental impacts, from the original 
alternatives evaluated in the OU4 FS/PP-EIS (ROD issued 
December 7, 1994). Therefore, a Supplemental EIS (SEIS) is 
not required for the proposed alternatives. 

This decision is consistent with DOE'S NEPA Regulations 
which require the preparation of a IISupplemental Analysis" 
where the decision to prepare a SEIS is unclear (10 CFR 
1021.314). The Supplemental Analysis should discuss the- 
changed or new circumstances that are pertinent in 
determining whether or not to prepare a SEIS. The 
discussion should contain sufficient information for DOE to 
determine whether a SEIS, new EIS, or no new NEPA 
documentation is required. I believe that the E v a l u a t i o n  o f  
S i l o  3 Alternatives document satisfies this requirement 
under NEPA for a Supplemental Anaiysis. 
I reached a similar decision on January 9, 1996, when I 
approved a Supplemental Analysis to the OU4 FS/PP-EIS that 
evaluated shipping Silo 3 materials for disposal via truck 
only. Shipment via truck (as opposed to the combination of 
rail/truck evaluated in the original EIS) resulted in a 
modest cost savings to the project while providing an 
equivalent level of protection for human health and the 
environment. 

As you may recall, 

My decision regarding the E v a l u a t i o n  of S i l o  3 Alternatives 
document is also consistent with the Secretary's June 1994 
Policy on NEPA that allows for the procedural aspects of 
NEPA to be addressed by the CERCLA process for CERCLA 
actions, so long as the substantive aspects of NEPA are 
carried out. It is important to note that these 
"substantive aspectstt include the opportunity for public 
review and comment on the proposed alternatives for S i l o  3 
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residues. As stated in the IIPurpose and Need" section of 
the Evaluation of S i l o  3 Alternatives document, stakeholder 
input into the selection of the "preferred alternativeftl 
through the solicitation of community and state agency 
comments, will be incorporated into an assessment of the 
alternatives against the two modifying criteria (for state 
and community acceptance) in the EPA's National Contingency 
Plan. It is my understanding that a Public Workshop is 
being conducted today at the FEMP to satisfy the public 
participation requirements under CERCLA and NEPA. 

I commend the efforts of your staff and the staff of FERMCO 
to re-examine and determine whether specified alternatives 
would simplify the implementation of the technical 
requirements for the remediation of the Silo 3 residues, 
accelerate the project schedule and/or reduce the 
remediation costs, while providing an equivalent or improved 
level of protection for human health and the environment. 
More specifically, the alternative stabilization of Silo 3 
residues creates a significant opportunity to accelerate 
both the remediation of Silo 3 residues by approximately 24 
months and the overall remediation of OU4 by nine months, at 
no additional cost to the project. Such process 
efficiencies move us one step closer to our IIVision 2005" 
for the Ohio Field Office! 

Should you have any- questions on my decision to approve the 
above subject Supplemental Analysis, please contact Sue 
Smiley, NCO, at (513) 865-3987. 

J. Phil Hamric 
Manager 

' cc: 
Ed Skintik, - FN 
Nina Akgunduz, FN 
Yardena Mansoor, EH-42 


