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The above notices of determination 
were received from the indicated 
jurisdictional agencies by the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission pursuant 
to the Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978 
and 18 CFR 274.104. Negative 
determinations are indicated by a “D” 
before the section code. Estimated 
annual production (PROD) is in million 
cubic feet (MMCF). An (‘) before the 
Control (JD) number denotes additional 
purchasers listed ai the end of the 
notice. 

The applications for determination are 
available for inspection except to the 
extent such material is confidential 
under 18 CFR 275.206, at the 
Commission’s Division of Public 
Information, RoTm 1000,825 North - 
Capitol St., Washington, D.C. Persons 
objecting to any of these determinations 
may, in accordance wiih 18 CFR 275.203 
and 275.204. file a protest with the 
Commission within fifteen days after 
publication of notice in the Federal 
Register. 

Categories within each NGPA section 
are indicated by the foilov;ing codes: 
Section 102-l: New OCS lease 

Section 102-Z: New we!/ (2.5 mile rule) 
Section 102-3: New well (1000 ft rule) 
Section 1024 New onshore reservoir 
Section 102-5 New reservoir on old BCS 

lease 

Sec!ion IO;-DP: 15~330 fret or deeper 
Section 107&B: Geopressured brine 
Section 107-G: Coal seams 
Section 107-DV: Devonian shale 
Section l07-PE: Production cnhancemcnt 
Section IC~-TF: New tight formation 
Section 107-R? Recompletion tight 

formation 

Section 108: Stripper well 
Section 10~SA: Seasonally affected 
Section lOl3-F.R: Enhanced-recovery 
Section ioaPn: Pressure buildup 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secrclory. 
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Office of the Secretary 

Long-Term Management of Liquid 
High-Level Radioactive Waste at the 
Western New York Nuclear Service 
Center, West Valley; Record of 
De&Ion 

This Record of Decision has been 
prepared pursuant to rcgclationv of the 
Council on Environmental Quality (40 
CFR Part 1505) and Implemer.ting 
Procedcres of the Department of Energy 
(45 FR 20694). 

Decision 
The Department of Energy (DOE] has 

~rc.irirtl ‘I, Vl,.’ ‘,, II.! .I’ ! ,.:, 

facilities at the Western New York 
Nuclear Service Center (Center), West 
Valley. New York, to solidify the 
existing liquid High-Level Radioactive 
Wastes (HLW) which are presently 
being stored in underground tanks. The 
wastes will be solidified into a form 
which is suitable for transportation and 
disposal in a Federal geologic repository 
(Alternative 1A) in accordance with the 
West Valley Demonstration Project 
(WVDP) Act of 1980 [Pub. L. 96-368). 
Related decisions, such as selection of 
the terminal waste form. final 
decontamination and decommissionir,g 
of solidification facilities, and the siting 
and design of the repository will be 
addressed in subsequent environmental 
analyses. Each of these decisions will be 
subject to appropriate documen!ation to 
comply with the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) as provided for by 
DOE compliance guidelines. 

Disposition of project generated low- 
level waste is another decision which 
must stil! be made. Two principal 
options exist: packaging and stcrage on 
site until transportation to a regional 
low-level waste burial site can be 
effected, or use of the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission [NRC) licensed 
burial area at West Valley. Selection of 
one of these options will be made after 
appropriate environmental review. 

Bac!<ground 

The Center is located nctr the town of 
West Valley, approximately 50 km (30 
miles) southeast of Buffalo, New York. 
At this site there are about z million 
liters (GOO.000 gallons) of liquid high- 
level radioactive wastes stored in 
underground tanks. The wastes are the 
byproducts of commercial reprocessing 
of nuclear reactor fuel from both Federal 
Government reactors and commercial 
power reactors during the period 196& 
1972, and are composed of a sludge 
phase and an aqueous supcrnatant 
solution. 

The Federal Government’s long-term 
radioactive waste management 
objective is to isolate existing and future 
wastes from the biosphere so they pose 
no significant risk to public health and 
safety. The U.S. Cnngrcss directed the 
Department in October 1980 to carry out 
a high-level radioactive waste 
management demonstration project at 
the Center for the purpose of 
demonstrating solidification tcchniqut?s 
which can be used for preparing high- 
level radioactive waste for disposal. 
Solidification of the wastes is consistent 
with DOE’s policy and management 
objective regarding the isolation of 
radioactive waste from the biosphere. 

In accordance with the National 
Envirc’- ~lt*ll !‘(l!li y i1f.l (R::i’,?). IIIC 

DOE published the FirmI E~lr~iru/:n~r~?lo/ 
Impact Statement-LonCcS- Term 
Management of Liquid-High-Level 
Radioactive Wastes Stored at the 
LVcstern New York Nuclear Scrr*icc 
Ceil/er, IVest ~‘ullc~ (DOE/EIS-O087] in 
July 1982. The action considcrcd in the 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) i9 
to construct and operate facilities 
necessary to solidify the liquid 1 ILW 
stored at West Valley in accordance 
with Pub. 1,. g&368. Reasonable 
alternatives tu imp:cmunting this action 
were analyzed in the EIS. Notice cf the 
availability of the EIS was published in 
the Federal Register on July 1G. 1982 (47 
FR 3106’). 

Description of Alternatives 

The following alternatives lvcrc 
considered in the EIS for management of 
the liquid I ILW. 

1, Alternative l--On-Site Procrssi~rg 
to Terminal 1V.xte Form. 

l IA-Separated Salt/Sludge Prc:cc>ss 
(Preferred Alternative). In this 
alternative the majority of radioactive 
components of the waste supernntnnt 
would be stripped from the aqueous s 

phase. The remaining low-level aqueous 
phase would then be dried to a low-Ieve; 
radioactive salt cake and the high-level 
radioactive components would br miscd 
with the rcma:ning IILW sludge. This 
HLW mixture v-quid then be 
concentrated. chemically treated and 
converted into a solid, terminal waste 
form suitable for transportation off-site 
and disposal in a Federal gcrjlogic 
repository. 

l 1B-Nonsepuro!cd Snlt/Sludgc. 
This alternative is similar to lA, excrpt 
that the sludge and supernatant ph:lsc,s 
of the HLW would be converted 
together to a terminal waste form (i.e.. 
no separation and concentration]. 

In either Alternative 1A or 1B. the 
solidified I1LW would most likely be 
stored at the West Vallrv site until such 
time that a Fcdcral repository bccornos 
available [late 1990's). 

2. Alternative 2-On-Site I’rcxrssi;lg 
to an Interim Itbste Form. In this 
alternative the I~quid IILW would be 
converted to a solid interim waste form 
which would be shipped to a Federal 
waste facility (not presently availablr) 
for future processing to a terminal form 
and disposal in a Federal geologic 
repository. 

3. AIternative &-In Tunk 
So/idifiration. In this alternative the 
liquid HLW would br mixed with 
cement and other additives. poured h;lc:k 
into the existing underground tilnks and 
the solidified HI,lY lrft on-sitr. 

,I .I’; ‘, .I” 



30706 Federal Register / Vol. 47. No. 179 / Wednesday, Sep!ember 15. 1982 / Notices 
_- __ 

-.. 

l 4A-Delay 10 Years. In this 
alternative the liquid HLW would 
continue to be stored in the underground 
tanks for IO vears. after which time 
solidification alternatives would be 
reconsidered. 

l 4Montinued Storage in Tanks. In 
this alternatIve the liquid H1.W would 
continue to be stored in the tanks 
indefinitely with the liquid I fLiY 
FCriodiCally transferred to new storage 
tanks. 

Basis for Decision 

facilites may be added. All facilities will 
comply with DOE standards for such 
factors as: earthquake, tornado, fire. 
radiation protection and environment;+1 
protection. The constr;:ction of new 
fac:!ities should not pose any significant 
or unmitigcble impacts and wou!d take 
place in previorlsly disturbed areas of a 
site already used for nuclear 
applications. XIeascres to minimize 
potential environmental impacts include 
sound engineering design. proper 
construction, practices and an ndr>ql?ate 
quality assurance program. 

Safety Analysis Reports and 
Operational Safety Requirements are 
required for !his project and will be 
approved by DOE and reviewed by the 
U.S. Nuclear Kegulatory Commission to 
ensure that the project develops and 
operates in a safe and environmcnt:iliy 
sound manner. The final design and 
lilvout of the facilities will include ~111 

pricticable methods of mitigating 
impacts. The ongoing environmental 
monitoring program will be fZXpilIld(!d !I) 

a more comprehensive program so 
potc’ntial impacts of new construi:lion 
and new oprrations can be q~~ic:kly 
dclc:c~fcl and mitl~atotl. 

For the I!nitc:tl S:alcs IIrp~~rtnlr~rlt ol 
EnrrKy. 

and Toxic SubStances Fnforcrmrnt (EN- 
342). Environmental Protrctinn Agency. 
Rm. 322ofi. 401 M St. SW.. LVashington, 
D C. 2041M (202-382-5598). 
SUP~EMENTARY INFORMATION: Tht, I)01 
Pl,~n at present applies ORIS to 
(:mp]oy’cs of the Bureau oF Lam! 
hf:~n:lg(!mcnt, If the Department should 
;it ;I ];lter date wsish to include othtlrs 
under the certification plan. the 
submittal and approval of a new 
c(.rt:fir::jtl(ln plan or an nmendmc~nt t(: 
{his cf~r~ifl(:~~ji~l!l Illiin Will I)(> rrql(Irt*d. 

High-level radioactive waste must be 
managed so that current and future 
generations will be protected from its 
pntrntial hazards. The principal 
objective of disposal is the isolation of 
the Msste from the human envlronmcnt. 
with minimum reliance on maintcnancc 
and surveillance. Continued tank 
storage at ivest Valley would required 
periodic construction of replacement 
tanks. and transfer of such wastes. 
Continued storage is therefore only an 
interim measure for management of 
these wastes. 

Tables 2.3 and 2.4 of thr EiS provides 
a summary compa;ison of the tecllnicill 
aspects and environmental impucts of 
the various alternatives. The projected 
impacts of the HLW solidification 
alternatives would be small. None of the 
alternatives in the ElS is so 
environmentally superior that it can be 
identified as clearly preferable. 

The Secretary is required by the LVcst 
Va!lcy Demonstration Project Act 10 
solidijy. at West Valley, the liquid H1.W 
in a form which is suitable for 
subsequent transportation and disposal 
in an appropriate Federal rcspository. 
Alternative I options are the only 
approaches which comply fully with this 
requirement. 

Alternative 1A (separated salt/sludge 
process] appears environmentally to be 
siightly preferable, based on 
occupational and short-term (100 ye;jrs] 
population impacts. and has the 
strongest technological basr; 
conseouently alternative 1A was 
select&d. 

Ongoing efforts will further refine 
design, construction, and operational 
aspects of the W\‘DP. The process of the 
actual WVDP, as built, may therefore 
differ from the present descriptions due 
to the incorporation of refinements from 
the development program. Such 
rcfinemcnts are not expected to 
substantially alter the projrctcd 
environmental impacts. 

! Considerations in the Implementation of 
the Decision 

T’b<, r#-i<.tinr! Wrst Valir:, f;tr:i!itirnS 
~~111 IX modilrcd for use and nl:w 

Dakf~: Soptrn1br: 9. l!K?. 
Shtrlby T. Brewer, 
,t.s.~l:;ltr:r~ S/~crrlor~~for.~r!c~/~~II/.~llr~r~!~ 
IFR Ihx “:-‘5J,O F,lcd %,u1:: H 45 H~I] 

BILLING COM 645001-Y 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[OPP 40009A; FRL 2199-41 

Department of the Interior Federai 
Agency Plan; Approval of Plan for 
Certification of Applicators of 

Restricted Use Pesticides 

AGENCY: Environmcnta1 P~otc~tion 
Agmf:y (EPA). 

ACTION: Notice. 
_____ --._-_----. -- 

SUMMARY: In the Federal Kegister of 
June IS.1982 [37 FR 25708). the 
Administrator of EPA announced her 
intention to approve the plan of the 
Department of the interior (DOI) for the 
certification of its emplovees to apply 
restricted use pesticidesin the 
performance of their duties. The 
comment period for the DOI Plan ended 
on July 30, 1982. No comments \” erc 
received. Accordingly, this notice 
announces the Administrator’s approval 
of the DOI Plan. 
DATE: This approval is effective 
September 15, 1982. 
FOR FLIRTHER INF3RMATION COIJTACT: 

J~,hn M;icUon;iId, CIffi(;c of I)~:sticIdcs 

Sum.nary of Plan 

t:t-dt!r;il c::il~loycrs ;ir~: cc>nsidl*rcnd !)y 
El’.\ to bc commerci;\l a;~plic;ltor~. ‘I’h(1 
1)01’s I’l;:n f:f>rtifies its crnpluyc,c~s in this 
following commercial applic:ltor 
(:;rtc!gories: Agriculture> l’est Cnr.trol- 
I’lant; Forest Pest Control; Orni~mt~ntill 
ilIld Turf Pest Control: Aqli.ltic P18st 
Control: Right-of-IYay Prst Cnntrol: 
Industrial. Institutional. Struf:tur~ll :Incl 
I j~~:~l~h-Rrl;ltud Prst Control; I’ul~l~c 
) ic>;llth Pest Control: and I)c,monstrilliol~ 
iIn(l Rrsearch Pest Control. 

Certification is based on the t,tkinc 
illld passing of a writtcr ~hill:llll~~ll(~ll 

antI is valid for a period not 10 rxf,l,4%(! 
tllree years. Recertification will :IIs~ 
rr*qllirr the taAing and passing of :I 
wrjttrn examination. It is anticipiitl~cl 
that training for crrtification and 
rccc~rtification \vill oftrn be providtYI I)!* 
outside organizations. most cspcci;lll) 
the Dep<irtment of Defense lvhich h;is ;in 
approved certific:atiun plilll in opc>riltion. 
M’ht*n training i:; provided by outsido 
or~;ll~iz;ltic)ns, H TIcpartmcnt of !hr 
Inirrior cxamlnation lvill still h;lvcb IO 110 
pilSS(?d before ccr:ification or 

recertification is granted. 
Certified applicators will be issucxd ;I 

c;c@rtific;ltc and ~Villlet-sii?P identifi:::ltion 
c:ard to be c;trricd when applying: 
prasti(:id<Bs or supervising thrlir II~I~. 
‘[.ht>sr documents will idrntify !hc 
cctrtificnd applicator. thr c;ltc>gor;; in 
ivhic:h ihc applicator is certifil:d, tl:11 
(!;I~P of issuance. expiration datr. anrl 
issuing icuthority. Examples Of thl*!7(! 

documents arc containrd in the ;‘I;II~. 

Genural use and restricted USC 
pesticides will be applied either by a 
certified applicator or by a person undc!r 
the direct supervision of a certified 
applicator. The certified epplicatut. will 
retain responsibility for the actions of 
the! non-cerlified applicator and bc 
avail;~ble if and when required. 

The Plan provides for the hiring of 
non-DO1 cmplo:<ocs for pest control 
operations. Such persons must I)(> 
crrtificd commercial npplic;ltors. or 
.mmj,j,.r t]jca (lirct,.’ , , -1. I ,f 
~.l’lillll!~i (:0111!111 P.1~~1 il~l/Jll.~~~~II, I//J/b’ 




