DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS AIR FORCE MEDICAL OPERATIONS AGENCY
BROOKS AIR FORCE BASE, TEXAS

U b 31 January 1997

MEMORANDUM FOR USNRC REGION IV
FROM: HQ AFMOA/SGOR
8901 18th St
Brooks AFB TX 78235-5217
SUBJECT: Response to NRC Inspection Report 030-28641/96-17 and Notice of Violation (USNRC Litr, 2 Jan 97)

Subject letter (attached) documents the response to the Notice of Violation resulting from the NRC
nspection conducted 21 Nov 1996. The report contains the following elements concerning the violation:

a. The reason for the violation.

b. The corrective steps taken and the results achieved.
¢. The corrective steps taken to avoid future violations.
d. The date when full compliance will be achieved.

This correspondence references Permit No. 42-23539-01 AFP and Docket No 030-28641. 1If you have any
questions, please contact Capt Hicks at DSN 240-3331 or commercial (210) 536-3331. Telefax: DSN 240-4382,

(210) 536-4382. E-Mail: hicks_j@msa01 brooks.af.mil.

PAUL H. FEESER, Maj, USAF, BSC
Acting Chief

USAF Radioisotope Committee Secretariat
Office of the Surgeon General

Attachments:
97 AMW/CC Ltr, 30 Jan 97
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE

AR EDUCATION AND TRAINING COMMAND

30 Jan 97

MEMORANDUM FOR HQ AFMOA/SGOR

FROM: 97 AMW/CC
100 Inez Bivd, Suite |
Altus AFB OK 73523-5047

SUBJECT: Docket No 030-28641, Permit No 42-23539-01 AFP
Response to NRC Inspection Report 030-28641/96-17 and Notice of Violation

1. This letter with attached feport 18 provided in response to the HQ AFMOA/SGOR Itr, 8 Jan 97,
regarding Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) Inspection Report 030-28641/96- 7, and accompanying
Notice of Violation, dtd 2 Jan 97 The NRC inspection concluded there was an inadvertent shipment of
dismantled aircraft parts contaiung depieted uramium counterweights 10 a scrap yvard The attached
detauled response addresses the reason for the violation, the corrective steps that have been taken and the
results achieved, the corrective steps taken to avoid further violations, and the date when full compliance
will be achueved

2. The activity that lcad to the inadvertent shipment of depleted uranium materia) was caused by the
location of the aircra® counter weights manufactured from de) leted uranium not being identified n all the
relevant technical orders. The orders were not designed to cove: e dismantling process undertaken by
Altus AFB (AAFB) personnel Conflicting guidance as to proper disp.sition of aircra® scrap was an
additional factor that contributed to the inadvertent shipment to the scrap deaicr (See Atch)

3 Swift and comprehensive response actions were initiated as soon as AAFB pe sonnel leamed aircraft
counter weights manufactured from depleted uranium were located in disassembled tail sections The
initial installation response focused upon determuning the location of all such material, recovering it, and
ensunng any public health concerns were addressed  State radiation control offices, as well as the NRC,
were promptly notified The Air Force Radiological Assessment Team from Armstrong Laboratories at
Brooks AFB assisted in the health assessment It is the opumion of these experts that the individuals
involved in the project received an estimated dosc equivalent less than one tenth of a chest x-ray, one
mullirem  All of the material inadvertently shipped was recovered

4  Corrective actions have included follow up testing of individuals who had parucipated in the
dismantling project The samples snalyzed at Armstrong Laboratories, Brooks AFB, on five individuals,
reveal “none detected. " The three other crew members were notfied and to date, two have agreed to be
tested The results of these tests are expected to be sumilar to the others

5. To prevent further occurrences, AAFB is no longer conducting major aircraft dismantiing operations
Future needs for training fusclages will be met by acquinng them from the Aerospace Maintenance
Regeneration Center (AMARC) in Anzona, or other such organization. The base recycling center has been
advised that it ~an not process scrap aircraft parts  The mrcra® mautenance function at AAFH has
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recently undergone a conversion from mulitary personnel to civil service employees  These individuals have
been advised of the possible hazards associated with significant military equipment.  An improvement to
Air Force Technical Orders has also been requested

6 Based upon the information available to me, the base has been in compliance with the applicable rules
since 23 Aug 96. All follow-on corrective actions will be completed by 28 Feb 97. If you have any
questions about this reply, please contact the base Radiation Safety Officer, Capt Colby D Adams, at

DSN 866-5255.

DAVID R LOVE, Brig Gen, USAF
Commander

Attachment
97 AMDS/SGPB rpt, 30 Jan 97
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE

AR EDUCATION AND TRAINING COMMAND

24 Jan 97

MEMORANDUM FOR HQ AFMOA/SGOR

FROM 97 AMDS/SGPB
I0IN 1" &t
Altus AFB OK 735232

SUBJECT Reply to NRC Inspection Report 030-2864]/96-17 and Notice of Violation

| This letter is the response to the Nuclear Regulatory Commussion (NRC) letter, NRC Inspection Report
030-2864)/96-17, and accompanying Notice of Violaticn The NRC inspection at Altus AFB was conducted
in response to notification made by the United States Air Force Radioisotope Committee (RIC) to the NRC
about an incident that occurred at Altus AFB It addresses the reason for the violation, the corrective steps
that have been taken and the results achieved, the corrective steps taken to avoid further violations, and the
date when full compliance will be achieved

2 The notice of violation refers to the period between 13 May 96 and 20 Aug 96. Dunng thus period Altus
AFB (AAFB) personnei used power saws 10 cut and disassemble aircraft parts. While cutting the tail sections
of the aircraft, they also cut through depleted uranium (DU) counterweights contained inside the tail section
clevators of C-14) aircraft

Reason for the violation' Investigation by AAFB personnel and an NRC inspector indicated that major
structural alterations like the removal of arcraft wings are nonroutine events at AAFB. Personnel interviewed
did not know of a previous occurrence st AAFB  One of the base’s most qualified techrucians was tasked as
the project lead This individual had 16 years experience, including 11 years of expenence in a umt that
converted active aircraft to museum pieces, and had participated in the removal and re-installation of complete
C-14] tail assemblies. The maintenance crew, eight personnel including the project leader, performed their
tasks in &8 manner consistent with the expertise and technical guidance available to them Inconsistency in the
technical data regarding the presence of DU was the most significant factor that led to the incident

The inconsistency involved the Air Force Techrucal Orders (TO) that were consulted before the crew cut up
the aircraft assemblies In order to determine the most efficient method for cutting up the wings and tail
assemblics, the project leader referenced Air Force Technical Order (TO) 1C-141B-4-2, an illustrated
structural marual This TO did not identify the counterweights located in tail section elevators as being
conrirucied rom DU The cutting of the assemblies was accomplished 13-17 May

It was not until Aug, 3 months after the cutting was accomplished, that the project leader was shown another
TO with diagrams that specificd DU counterweights in the tail sections of C-14] aircraft  The TO he was
shown, TO 1C-141B-3, is a structural repair manual The project leader did not refer to this TO before
because they were dismantling the aircraft and not conducting repairs

3 Background to the incident To help explain the response to the inciuent, the following background
information needs to be given



The project icader had initially contacted the Defense Reutilization and Marketing Organuzation (DRMO) at
Ft. Sill OK 1n May 96 regarding the turn-in of the wings and tail assemblies They informed tum that it would
be necessary to reduce the size of the assemblies to 8-foot by B-foot picces so they could be hauled by flatbed
truck In June, DRMO personnel inspected and photographed the cut assemblies At this time the DRMO
representatives informed the project leader that the disposal of the assemblies would probably take 2 months to
complete through normal DRMO procedures  DRMO representatives suggested that the project leader contact
the AAFB recycling center to attempt to process the assemblics as scrap metal ]t was thought that this
method would be quicker

The project leader contacted the base recyeling center  Ultimately, an agreement was reached between AAFB
and Ft Sill DRMO that allowed AAFB to directly seil recyclable matenals

On Wednesday, 14 Aug 96 a scrap hauler purchased portions of the cut-up assemblies as scrap metal The
hauler then transported the scrap 10 a scrap dealer in Joplin MO Among those pieces, the hauler had taken
one piece of an elevator that contained approximately 30 pounds of DU Air Forge personnel were not aware
that the scrap hauler had taken any pieces contaiung DU

On Monday, 19 Aug 96, the project leader was shown documentation that indicated the elevators on the tail
assemblies contained DU counterweights The project leader knew the scrap ' '~ was supposed to pick up
more scrap from AAFB on the following day, 20 Aug 96 Maintenance persou rned to ensure he would
not take any elevator pieces The scrap hauler did not disturb or remove any piec aming DU

On Tuesday, 20 Aug 96, maintznance personne! inspected the multiple pile. Aut-up parts and could not
locate two pieces of elevator, parts which they thought mught contain some DU At this time, the project
lcader noufied the scrap vard in Joplin MO that there could be pieces contaiming DU at tus facility They
asked the scrap yard propnetor to not disturb the shipment that had come from AAFB. The project leader and
another crew member left AAFB that afternoon to go to Joplin MO

4 Response actions. Approximately 2130 Tuesday eveung, 20 Aug 96, aircraft maintenance personncl
notified the base Radiation Protection Officer (RPO) that some DU had possibly been transported off AAFB
The base RPO, in turn, reported the incident to the on-call representative of the Radiosotope Comnuttee

That same evening, Tuesday, 20 Aug 96, the project leader and crew member from AAFB located one elevator
endpiece at the scrap vard in Joplin  The pioce was undamaged and the DU was intact  There was no
evidence that the DU inside the piece had been damaged They did not find any other cut-up elevator pieces at
the scrap vard

Wednesday, 21 Aug 96, the RIC notified the NRC of the possibility of DU leaving the base The base RPO
notified the Missour: Radiation Contro) Officer and the Oklahoma Radiation Office of possible DU in Joplin

MO Neither officc cxpressed concern  Each offered their assistance, if needed, and asked to be kept
informed

Please note that the NRC inspection report, dated 2 Jan 97, stated that the notification to the NRC was made
on 20 Aug 96, a day earlier than it actual'y occurred This is signuficant because it makes it appear that the
base' response to ensure public heaith and safety after discovering 2 possible inadvertent transfer of DU was
not as swift as it was

On Wednesday, 2| Aug 96, the RPO at AAFB needed qualificd personne! to be in the ficld at the Joplin scrap
dealer to assist in recovering any DU that had been transported to Joplin He coordinated a short-notice
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temporary duty assignment for the base RPO and two technicians from Tinker AFB OK (TAFB) to travel to
Joplin MO  The TAFB RPO and technicians traveled to Joplin that afternoon, Wednesday, 21 Aug 96,
ammiving in Joplin at 2100

Also on Wednesday, 21 Aug ¥6, the AAFB RPO coordinated a response of the Air Force Radiological
Assessment Team (AL/OEB2) from Brooks AFB TX They were asked to assist in the health assessment of
the cutting incident

On Wednesday, 21 Aug 96, the base's focus was on the recovery of the inadvertently transferred DU The
other preces of the elevators were still on AAFB and were considered to be secure  The base recycling center
was not notified that they could not sell the aircraft parts as scrap until after they escorted a contractor to the
site on Wednesday, 21 Aug The contractor did not disturb or remove any DU at the site

On Thursday, 22 Aug 96, two consultants from AL/OEBZ traveled to AAFB arriving that afternoon. On 22
Aug 96 the consultants gathered information about the cutting performed on the elevator sections and the
current situation That aftemoon the consultants gave the base their preliminary assessment of the situation

On Thursday, 22 Aug 96, the TAFB RPO and technicians conducted a survey of the scrap yard in Joplin
They confirmed that the already located elevator piece contained DU They found no further evidence of any
other DU at the scrap vard (Atch |) That afternoon thc AAFB RPO coordinated with the Tinker AFB RPO
and the project leader to transport the elevator piece back to Altus AFB The project leader and the crew
member transported the piece back to Altus AFB that evening

All of the DU that was located in the awrcraft tail sections was recovered and accounted for at AAFB, Friday,

23 Aug 96 That morning at AAFB the elevator sections were pieced back together by maintenance personnel
who then accounted for all of the clcvator scctons.

On Fnday, 23 Aug 96, the consultants continued to gather information The information gathered by the
consultants on the number and s.zes of the cuts on the DU counterweights was relayed to a health physicist for
an asscssment of the projoct crow's exposure  The health physicist’s resulting worst case exposure estimate
was a dose of less than one mullirem (Atch 2) This estimated dose is less than 1/300 of the annual dose
received from naturally occurring background sources in the United States An average chest x-ray results in
a dose of about 10 mullirem and a person on a plane flying from Los Angeles to London receives a dose of
about 4 millirem

On Saturday, 24 Aug 96, th: AAFB RPO and the AL/OEBZ consultants sealed the exposed DU on the
eievators with plastic and tapc  The consultants left that afternoon to travel back to Brooks AFB  The
clovators were later tripie-bagged and placed in locked storage

That weekend, 24-25 Aug 96, the five members of the cutting crew still stationed at AAFB were given a 24-
hour uninalysis for possible uptaxe of the DU The samplcs were analyzed at Armstrong Laboratones, Brooks
AFB.  The results for all five members came back “nonc detected” The three other crew members were
notified and to date two personncl have agreed to be sampled. The results of these tests are expected to be
sumular to the others

On 28 Aug 96, the base RPO called the contractor who hauled the aircraft assemblies to Joplin MO The
RPO offered to survey the contractor’'s vehicle the next time the contractor came to Altus AFB  The
contractor acknowledged the offer and ugreed (o notify the base RPO the next time he was at the base The
contractor did not notify the base RPO during hus subsequent visits  After the NRC inspection, the base RPO




again called the contractor to offer a survey of the vehicle The contractor did not object and once again
agreed to notify the base RPO of tus next visit. The base recycling organization was contacted and has agreed
to not:fy the base RPO in advance of the contractor’s next visit. The contractor is expected to perform a scrap
pickup in late Jan or carly Feb We will survey his vehicle at that time

$ Provention cfforts: To prevent further occurrences, Aitus AFB 1s no longer completing major aircraft
dismantling operations Future needs for training fusclages will be met by acquinng the fuselage from the

Acrospace Maintenance Regeneration Center (AMARC) in Anzona, or another such organization, afler
alterations have been made

Further research conducted by the Altus AFB RPO and the base legal office after the incident revealed that
items requinng demulitanzation, such as aircraft parts, cannot be recycled through the base recycling center
Aur Force Instruction 32-7080, 12 May 94, states that “ltems excluded from recycling by Code of Federal
Regulation, Part 32, 172 2 inciude ships, planes, or weapons that must be demulitarized before sale " This
has boen clarificd and does include aircra®t assemblics. A DoD letter of clanfication of the policy on recycling
(Atch 3) was also located and bnefed to the responsible parties Although the Defense Reutilization and

Markeung Organization at Ft. Sill approved the previous recycling of aircraft parts, the base recycling center
15 no longer recycling such material as scrap metal.

The aircraft maintenance function at AAFB has recently undergone & conversion to civil service contract A
letier about the possible hazards associated with significant miltary equipment (SME) is being distnbuted to
all personnel now performing aircraft maintenance at AAFB (Atch 4) The aircraft maintenance function has

also initiated a change to the Aur Force TO 1C-141B-4-2 The change requests a warning about the presence
of DU counterweights (Atch §)

6 Based on the information available the base has been ;n compliance with the applicable rules since

23 Aug 96, and all follow-on corrective actions are expected to be completed by 28 Feb 97. If you have amy
questions about thus reply, please call me, at DSN 866-5255

\MS" Capt, USAF, BSC
Base Radiation Safety Officer

Anachments

| Tnp Report for Joplin MO

2 Dose Reconstruction for Workers

3 Policy for DoD Recycling

4 Dismanthing Signuficant Military Equipment Letter
$ Technical Order Improvement Report and Reply
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS 72 MEDICAL GROUP (AFMC)
TINKER AIR FORCE BASE OKLAHOMA

MEMORANDUM FOR 97 AMDS/SGPB 0 AUG %

301 N. First St
Altus AFB OK 73523-5005

FROM: 72 AMDS/SGPB
7701 2nd St, Door C, Suite 110
Tinker AFB OK 73145-9200

SUBJECT:  Trip Report for Radiation Survey Conducted in Joplin, MO

1. PURPOSE: A radiaticn survey was requested by Lt Adams to locate depleted uranium (DU)
counterweights that ere used in C-141 aircraft ailerons and elevators. The survey was conducted
at the Twelfth Street Scrap Yard in Joplhin, MO.

2. TRAVELERS:
Capt Ronald E. Porte, Bioenvironmenta! Engineer

SSgt Jerome B. Espiritu, Bioenvironmental Engineering Craftsman
SrA Loretta B. Fisher, Bioenvironmental Engineering Journeyman

3. ITINERARY:
Depart Tinker AFB, OK at 1700 hours, Z1 Aug 96
Arrive Joplin, MO at 2100 hours, 21 Aug 96
Depart Joplin, MO at 1500 hours, 22 Aug 96
Arrive Tinker AFB, OK at 1900 hours, 22 Aug 96
4. DISC JSSION:

a. The survey was conducted using four ADM-300A, Radiological Assessment Kits.
The survey was conducted using two meters to measure beta/gamma and two x-ray probes.

ADM-690506 3/25/96 ADM-690531
ADM-690503 3/25/96 ADM-650528
ADM-650504 3/25/96 ADM-690529 XP-690346
ADM-690505 3/25/96 ADM-690530 XP-690347

A +"fu.d.
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'b. MSgt German and StA Merton, from Altus AFB, had already located a section of an
aileror, before we arrived in Joplin, MO. This aileron section was confirmed to contain DU
counterweights, At this time, there was one aileron section stili unaccounted for. Natural
background radiation levels were 15-25 microRoentgens per hour (uR/hr) for beta/gamma and
25-125 counts per minute (cpm) using the x-ray probe.

v ¢. The next step was to follow the path that the material from Altus AFB took through
the scrap-yard. Measurements were taken at all locations where the material was processed.
There was only one location in the scrap yard that had levels higher than natural background
radiation. This is the furnace area, where the aluminum is melted down and separated from
higher melting point metals. Measurements at the furnace using the x-ray probe were 175-225
cpm. 9

d. The scrap yard also analyzes by spectroscopy cach aluminum ingot that is produced
out of the furnace. The aluminum ingots produced during the period in question contained
0.00% Jead.

5. CONCLUSIONS/RECOMMENDATIONS:

a. The slightly higher levels of radiation may be attributed to instrument noise from
working in 8 harsh environment. The furnace operates at 1400 °F (760 °C). The temperature
around the furnace was not measured. However, the ADM-300As operating temperature
environment is betveeen -30 °C and 50 °C.

b. The aileron section was crated and transported back to Altus AFB by MSgt German
and StA Morton. Prior to transporting the crate back o Altus AFB, the crate was surveyed and
swipe tested. There was no removable alpha contamination and the beta/gamma measurements
were below S0 uR/hr.

¢. Based on the results of the survey it is unlikely that any other DU counterweights were
received by the Twelfth Street Scrap Yard from Altus AFB. If there are any questions
concerning the survey conducted, please call me at DSN 884.7844,

RONALD E. PORTE, Capt, USAF, BSC
Bioenvironmental Engineer

ce:
HQ AFMOA/SGOR
AL/'OEBZ
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(0) DU aerosol charctensics. conceniration, AMAD, functiousl form of the particie distributions,
solubility (ar chemical form), ete.
(b) leagih of exposure per worker.
BMMMNMNN.M. 1o be the best way of delermining werker Soue.

Sources of Assumptions ‘

(a) 1Lt Adama: Mumthltwn;hwmuwmolvdummm. o sddition, assume that the
m;mGmeDUM|wmdbum. These assumplicns represent the worst-
ca .
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Als Cancentration (DAC). WW«H%DJ\C have beeo recorded.  Veatlatios s
20t weed Guring these JpErEUoOs.

Simpiistic Calculations
Aseume DU agrosol conoentrations of 7% the DAC.

(0.07 DAC) (4 hr axposurs) (5000 curenyv2000 DAC b exposure) = 0.7 mrem

Therefore, § WorslCasc PRPrOXADALOD of worker dose 18 sbovt | mrem.
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MEMORANDUM FOR SECRETARIES Or THE MILITARY DEPARTMENTS
CCMPTROLLER
INSPECTCR GENERAL
OIRECTCRS CF TME DEFENSE AGENCIZS

SUBJECT: Policy for DoD Recycling

Please refer z=o my memorandum of August 18, 1953, on tha
abeve subject, The examples used in the astacament T2 that
pemorandum have created coniusicn over what Ltems are properly
included in our recycling preograms, [ nave, therefcrw, Zeavissc
the examples to list scrap (including ferrous and nonlersrous
scrap) and, specifically, Zirzing range expended brass and mixed
netals gleaned f{rom firing range cleanup which do not require
demilitarization as icems Qualified for the recycling program,
Please disseminate this {aportant clarification as broadly as

pesgible t2 preclude disruption of existing rvrecycling programs.

72, (0, &

/ Sherri Wasserman Gocdzman
Deputy Under Secretary cf Defense
(Envisenmental Security)

Attachment

ee: USD (A)
ce: USD (P)



POLICT TOR CCO2 RECYCLING

. GOALS AND CBJECTIVIS. ‘2revent tolluticon anc conserve
sesources on ,co anZoaL.dtiong bY: -oauc-n » T8US.INg, recover-
-0g, and recycling to civerr marterials fzom tle sclid waste
stream, &ana crecu::nq recycied ptDch'° ~ado ¢? pest-consumer

TATEZLALS anc oth recyclied materials, and Procuring new materi-
als that are more eaa::y recyclieq.,
2., GENERAL

4. Racyclizg Funcamentals. All installaticns, world-
wide, snlll have recycling proqrtna as tequxred by Executive
Orger 12780. In order to close the recycling loop, the Deparse
ment and the Componentcs wi.. estarlish 4 preference program fof
Lhe acquasiticn of procuc:s :an:l.n;“q recycled matezials and 252
Procucts taat are more easily :ecyclod. Separate guidancs iTple-

genting the Laviccnmental Protectison Agency Affirmacive Procure~
ment Guidelines will be issuec by USD(A).

., Proegram Egstaklishamant., Pursuant to Pubiic law
§7-214, 10 U.5.C., Section 2577, eack installaticn, and facility
not on a military installat:on, world=wide, shall have, or-be
associated with, a Qualified Recycling Program (QRP) To service
all tenant activities. This includes all leased and governmant
owned/coAtrac=or Cperated space. Iastallaticns having several
recycling pruyrams gshall iaccrporate them into the single instal-
saticn QRP. Each LoD Component will ‘ensure the gover:ment owned,
Centracter cperated facillities participate ia a recycling pre-
gTam. Zach QRP snall have a designated coerdinater.

Lt

8, ltﬂ'tll Review, Zach QRP snal. be continually
reviewed to identify materials appropriace for waste stresn
diversion, explere recycling methods and identiily potential
markers, Additicpal recyclable materials include net only mate-
'zals qencratinq a profit, but materials whcse civersion from T
vast TeAR §enerate a savings to the Department in disposal

:as:s. cr when diversicn (s required Dy state/.ocal law OF regu-
-aticn. '

; d. Aceo:nttbtl&:y and Repertisg. QRPs :elling materials
dizectly, shall maintain cperaticnal reccrds for annual fiscal
year —spor:iaq requiremencs, ceview, and gprogram evaluation
puzpelul. These recorcs are %0 include at & minimum, QUANTITY

G types ol materials recycled and p:cceods from sale and shall
bc csnsistent with guidance provided by the Compuroiler.

3. RECYCIARLE MATERIALS

a. Recyclable. Recyclable material incluces mater:als
diverted fIsm the solic waste streax 2nd the Denericial use ©F
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o. Reeyeclable Materials alsc -~clude scrap (laglucing
gresus and acnferseus fcrap) and fizing Ttange expenced DTass anc
1XeQ mactals gleaned from f:iring range cleanup wnich 4o net
sequize demilitarizaticn.

-
~
"
i

-

sold through a QRP: precious metals; jovernment Zurnished mate-
rials; hazardous waste (including ncusencld hAZArdoUS waste) !
nachine parts; electrical components; unopensdc contalners of
unused cil, solvents, or paints; and repairaple items that have

not progressed tarcugh the disposal cyc-e.

c. QRP Dxclusicms. The following materials may not ©

€. Damilitarized Matezials. -tems r=quiring
degilitazizaticn or mutilaticn pricr o2 sale are not recyclable
mater:als and the procesds frem sale are not eligisle for
raimbursement to the iastallacion puzsvant te 10 U.S5.C, Sect:ic

=3}
2577 (32 CFR 172).
4., SALE OF RECYCIARLE MATERIALS.

8. Gaseral. Any sale of recyclable materials ov the
Secrecary of Defense or Secretary of & milliltary cepartzent shall
ke inm accordance with the procecures in Sectisn 203 of the Fea~

eral Sroperty and Administrative Services Act of 19849 (40 U.5.C.
Seczien 484), as amenced.

B. Sales. OCLA shall remain tTne Srizary agency responsi-
sle f3r i@ sale of recyclable materials senerated IIom an appre-
sriated fundec source (Dol assets) . Upon request Dy tie Listal-
Latisn, or other Cempenent division, and approval by DLA, an
‘nscallation may directly sell recyclable materials acquired with
appropriatad funds Lf cne of the following conditicns L3 nmet!

(4) girect sale is expecteg o IesSUlT La lncreasec
sreceecs, net of cost, iancreased efficLency or cost gffective~
fess, Ccii

(44) the sale of a material is expected to rnlul:‘;n
the cirect revurn of 4 usable procuct contalining CRAT materia..

OLA will Aughgzize the sele of commeditles by the inscalldtion
for a CUraticn to be determined between the twWo signatcories,
Vater:als generated fsom non- apprepriated of personal Junds
(@.5., POST consumer waste from base housing, private ncmes, anc
.nstallaticn concessicns) may oSe sclc by the lagtallation progranm
witheus CLA apprsval.
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. MANAGIMENT OF PROCEEDS FROM RECYCLED MATERIALS,

. Reimbursement. ‘‘hen DRMS sells materials fzr the
castallstion, they use Do 4160.2--M, =s return funds T tne
.ngtallacicn and ColI TIL0.1, Zsor “inancial accounting proce-
tures. One huncrea rercent (100%) of the proceeds £rom zhe sals
¢Z recyclable material at an installation with a QRP shall be
Sfeditec to the 71875 Bucget Clearing Accsunt (Suspense) of =-e
inatallation, Tuncs will be maintained and managed at the
Jascallacion.

o. Distriduticn of Proceeds. The distribution of pro-
ceeds for crerating a gualifiec recycling rregram shall be cen~-
sistent with 10 U.5.C. Section 2577 (32 CSFR 172). Proceeds from
the sale of reyclable material shall be used to reizburse the
installation level costs incurzed in cperating the recyeling
srogram., After rsimbursement of the cost i‘ncurred by the instal~
~ation for cperaticns (i.e., cperaticn and maintenance, and
cvernead) LnsTallation commancers may use up to §0 percenn of the
TeRALNANg sale proceedcs Ior polluticn abatementc, energy censerva-
titn, and cccupaticnal safety and health activities. Prodects
may be funcded with these proceeds up to 50 percent ¢f the cost of
& MiNOr CONSTIUCTION preject. Any remaining preceeds may be
tTangfecczed tTo inastallacticon morale or welfare activities.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE

AR EDUCATION AND TRAINING COMMAND

28 January 1997
MEMORANDUM FOR All Maintenance Personnel

FROM. 97 LG/CC
SUBJECT: Dismantling Significant Military Equipment

1. Effective immediately, there will be no dismantling of surplus aircraft and significant military
equipment (SME) to obtain training aids.

2. Disposition of surplus aircraft parts is permitted only through the Defense Reutilization and
Marketing organization and not through the base recycling center. Some SME, including aircraft,
contain specialized materials. These specialized materials, such as depleted uranium, can become
hazardous if not handled correctly.

3. Any further questions can be directed to the following agencies: Environmental Management,
ext 7346, for waste disposal issues, and Bioenvironmental Engineering, ext 5494, for radioactive
materials issues.

~
=

AN Caddon,
RO\IALDD CARBON Colonel, USAF

Commander, 97th Logistics Group
cC.

97 SPTG/CC
Ft Sill DRMO

Aac |
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