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FIN NO: A2157
Date: February 20, 1984

PROJECT TITLE: Environmental Impact Statement on the Decommissioning of the

Kerr-McGee West Chicago Rare Earths Facility

Objective of Proposed Work

The objective of this extended work is to evaluate whether Kerr-McGee's
proposed plan to stabilize residues at the inactive thorium facility
located in West Chicago, Illinois, is in compliance with the technical
requirements of the Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) standards
governing stabilization of uranium and thorium residues which were
promulgated in October 1983.

Summary of Prior Efforts

The Final Environmental Statement (FES) for the decommissioning of the
West Chicago facility was completed and issued in May 1983. The alterna-
tives considered in the FES included onsite disposal, onsite storage,
offsite disposal at potentially suitable sites within Illinois, offsite
disposal at existing disposal sites, temporary storage by covering ore
residues, segregation of wastes according to level of contamination, and
no action. Environmental impact and cost analyses were performed for all
the alternatives. Comments on the Draft Environmental Statement were
addressed by specific responses in the FES.

Work to be Performed and Expected Results

Kerr-McGee's proposed disposal cell design for onsite waste stabilization
(Alternative I in FES) will be evaluated with respect to EPA's closure
standards set forth in 40 CFR 192 regarding the longevity of the cell
cover design and the control of radon release to the atmosphere. The
disposal plan will also be compared with the EPA's closure performance
standards of 40 CFR 264 for minimal maintenance of the disposal site and
long-term groundwater protection. The study results will be presented in
a report which will be prepared and submitted to NRC according to the
Reporting Schedule.

Description of any Follow-on Efforts

It is anticipated that ANL staff will be called upon to assist in provid-
ing expert testimony for the NRC Atomic Safety Licensing Board hearing.

The schedule for testimony is unpredictable. However, it is anticipated
that it will be initiated in FY 1984 and carry into FY 1985.

Relationship to Other Projects

This is a continuation of a project initiated in FY 1982.



6. Reporting Schedule

The report will be prcpared according to the following schedule:

Draft report sent to NRC kay 1, 1984
ANL receives NRC's review comments May 15, 1984
Final report sent to NRC June 1, 1984

A monthly letter report will be submitted by the 15th of the month to
Mr. W.A. Nixon, Office of Nuclear Masterial Safety and Safeguards. These
reports will include the following:

(1) A listing of efforts completed during the period; milestones reached,
or if missed, an explanation provided.

(2) Any problems or delays encountered or anticipated and recommendations
for resolution,

(3) A summary of costs and progress to date.
(4) Plans for the next report period.

7. « Subcontractor Information

Not applicable.

8. List of New Capital Equipment Required

None,

9. Describe Special Facilities Required

None.

10. Conflict of Interest Information

There are no known significant contractual or organizational relationships
of this organization or its employees with industries regulated by NRC
(e.g., utilities) and suppliers thereof that might give rise to an
apparent or actual conflict of interest.



