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remote a defunct hcense, B) Make the retum of offsite slag to the site legal (especially smcc there happens
to be qimte a h4 ofit), and C) avad yet another pubbe embarrassment for the federal agency

The solubon though long in commg was simple. Clann that the malenals were NEVER bcensed matenals,
an thus not withet the juns&ctional control of the NRC. Nice neat package if they could sell all parbes on
this plan. (Problen it, I am not buymg as I know a rat when i smell one) So, open up talks with Ohio EPA,
Ohio Department of Health, State Attomey General's office and the responsible parties. IfOhio
Department of Health agrees to juns&c6onal control , an everyone else goes along with the plan a ruce neat
package is dehvered with the foBowmg benefits.

A) NRC does not have to remstate a defunct bcense
D) The retum ofoffsite slag to the StueideGoy site becomes legal
C) AR contammated ossite area's become much less so since they no lenger contamed hcensed

smannels above NRC's essahhshed release entena, thus melcvig inaitu deposal in and around
people's home a much greater hkelihood.

D) Cisars the way for any slag excavated offsiae to be retumed to the sine for insitu &sposal, as it
einanntes the pmblan of meManay being in pass ====i ofheensed matennis not belongmg to
them.

E) ShmidaEny's beense can be extended on a admmistrative level thus avoiding public scrutmy.

One nice neatly packaged idea that ehmmates lots of problems Only problem is the legabty ofit. Even a
cursory glance raises eyebrows and makes one wonder what kinds oflaws have been violated. 'Dus goes
well beyond simple back room pohtics. It is made even worse in that the Ohio EPA and Department of
Health are refusmg to release vanous records clamung Attomey/ Client privilege. (see recent court decision
that Vouuvich and lus crorues lost m regards to his personal army ofin house attomeys) Test results show
that both on and off site slag have idenheal matchmg test resuhs. So, this begs the queshon...how can one
sample be bcensed whde the other is unheensed. Perhaps part two of this Complaint will shed more bght
on this part of the equation.

SECTION TWO: SHIELDALLOYS DECOMMISSIONING PLAN WRONGFULLY MIXED
LISENCED AND UNLICENSED WASTE:

When the Shieldalloy company apphed to the NRC to retire their la.nse, they submatted a
decomnussioning plan and preferred opnon to said agency. In said plan, they state that some 500,000 tons
of LICENSED MATERIALS ON SITE (emphasis added) needed to be reme&ated for their heense to be
termmated. The NRC only has junsdictional control over LICENSED MATERIALS (emphasis added).

Our orgeruzabon has lemmed that a pubhc announcement and official position win soon be releaud
regardmg the off site slag and wtuch agency has control ofit. Sand announcement will clamm that all slag
wluch left the facihty was never hcensed ra&oactrve matenals and thus not wrthm the regulatory oversight
of the NRC. Instead, a0 juns&ction for the offsite slag wiB become that of the Ohio Department of Heahh.
Now this raises a very intereshng ddemma that the NRC seems unwilhng to adnut.

We know that over the years the plant was in opershon, that both beensed and unheensed matenals were
processed at the Shield =Iloy site. The fact that vanous owners may have rexed boensed matenals with
unheensed matenals does not change the fact that the NRC only has jeh control over the materials
that fan under the classification of heensed matenals. So,in declanns the off site slag matenals non heensed

,,

matennis, the NRC has now drawn a distmet hne of demarcahon between hcensed slag and unheensed slag
matenals This being so,it now seems to reason that the same hne MUST be drawn in regards to the
500,000 tons of masenals found at the ShieldaBoy site.
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Our orgamzanons best estimates anecate that the ShicidaDoy site contams 150,000 tons of bcensed4

j materials, and some 350,000 tons of non licensed matenals. In Shieldalloy's decommissiorung plan

| submitted to the NRC, they wrongfuuy and allegally have combmed both bcensed and unheensed matenals.
If the NRC does itsjob propedy, they would order said plan redone AB opbons (an pnmanly the insitu1

j disposal opnon) numbers change dramancaDy if only beensed slag is factored into the equenons By co-
inv Lia the two separate an distmct waste streams, the company has greatly reduced the real risk factors;

from exposure to hcensed matenals thus wrongfully inhancmg their own preferred plan for insitu disposal
j which would require the NRC wavmg enforcement rules and regulations.

4

I Proper regulatory review and overaght would requae that the NRC evaluate and mestasi investigative
control of the becsised mahnials, winne the Ohio EPA and Department of Health evalente the 350,000 tons:

! ofnen heensed rnmannans in their Rl/FS Once the Ohio Department of Health had done so, said

; mih as a part of the Rl/FS would be incorporated into the EIS as regased un&r disdarallow.
; However, said law does not aBow the NRC to evahante waste streams winch faR outande ofits jamnactional

control. Not only is this not bang done, but the NRC has told me that they do not want to make said
,

i &stmchen as it would then be impossible for the NRC to approve insitu Aspan=1 for said bcensed wastes.

] A computer modehng ofONLY LICENSED WASTES ON SITE (emphaans aMarf) would raise the
'

exposure levels to members of the general pubbc from hcensed matenals to weH above 600 m/ rem per year.

i (these are our urgaruzations estimates and would have to be venfied through proper lab analysis.)
!

! :

\ '

j Again in attemptmg to allow insitu disposal to become a reahty, the NRC, Ohio epa, Department of

| Health, parties to the decomnussionmg and the Ohio Attomey General's ofBee m coUusion with each other

j an. trymg to circumvent the rules, regulations and laws that have been put in place to protect human health

! and the environment. In fact, when the above hcense issue was brought to the attention of the NRC in a
phone conversation with Jim Kennedy, I was told that I brought up and interesting point but that it did not
matter, the NRC was gomg to have the current EIS available for pubbe comment by Sept 16 as they had a
time hne that had to be met.. ..end of discussion I tired to point out that a division of the waste streams
would mvahdate all the data found wittun said document, and was told that if that happened they would
circumvent it by having the company subnut a revised decommissioning plan aAer the EIS had been
approved and insatu disposal officially sanctioned.

'The bottom kne in all of this,is that a NRC bcensee (Shieldalloy and Foote Mmeral) at two different times
have sulmutted fraudulent data, and both times the NRC refuse's to take appropnate action.

1. To tilt ther decommissionmg plan m favor ofinsitu disposci, the ShieldaDoy company fraudulently and
with mahce and forethought used unhcei' sed materials to truhgate the health and safety effects wiuch

the general public would be exposed to from LICENSED MATERIALS.

2. Fcote Mmeral fraudulently clanned that no beensable w : is were at the m sa.nay site when they
fded the papers to have their hcense officiaDy retired.

It is therefore requested that 1) Foote Mmeral's beense be rww.tatc-d, and that Sl=eWHoy and Cypress
Foote be made co responsib6e hcensee's responsible for the proper teniaAa%s and dimmm of
the SineWilny sale. 2) That any and au partes found to be involved in any wrong doing as aBeged in this'

cumyR.: be termmated from employment, and where.yy.uy. e enmmal charges pursued. 'ihat the
current EIS be ts =2=', and Slu,mn y and Cypress Foote be jointly ordered to submit ao
decos..;.ussioning plan for the hcensed matenals that includes within it only a plan to reme6 ate bcensed

(.
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| matenals. ( in tius fasluon, all of the vanous assorted optons mchuhng &sposal at a bcensed &sposal
'

facahty wiH be faidy graded and evahmted)
l

It is father asked, that the Otuo EPA and Department of Heahh broaden the current Rl/FS to include the
evaluahon of *aB* unheensed slag found at the Shwallny site.

! I Sherwood Baumari to hereby ear before a Notary Pubbe that the foregoing statements are true and
accurate to

_

'

a Nota. Pubhc on this d oGuly,1996.Swan to benne
i
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