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This letter is to indicate for the record that the following data
relating to the status of the subject site was obtained from

Mr. Holocher of GE, (513) 243-3868, on January 12, 1981. He indicated
Air Force Plant #36 was part of the whole G.E. Evandale plant. It

was located on the south end and made-up less than one quarther of

the facility.

About % of plant #36 is still contaminated, primarily the areas known

as buildings C and D. General Electric is attempting.to purchase the
other 3/4's of the facility for use by its Airforce Engine Group.

They are presently using it for jet engine production. The contaminated
portion of the plant is being maintainted by G.E. under contract to

the Air Force. He estimated it involved about 80 people.

Mr. Holocher said that a decontamination effort was initiated with funding
from the Air Force; however, due to unexpected problems both technical

and funding oriented as well as unclear standards the effort was terminated.
He also stated that he believed another decontamination effort was being
planned.

Mr. Holocher recommended that the Air Force be contacted for more information.
He recommended Mr. Homer Watson, Wright Paterson Air Force Base, as a
starting point.
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# 2. . b . AIR FORCE PLANT ‘36, EVENDALE, OHIO
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" From 1961 through June.30, 1é70,'thé AEC occuﬁied Buildings C and D

and certain other smaller auxiliary structuresvat AF Plant 36, Evendale,
Ohio, under use permit from the Air Force. The use permit was aliowed to.
expire under its own terms and custody of the facilities was returned to

-
.-

the Air Force as of June 30, 1970.

AEC operatioﬁs involved source and special nuclear materials and residual
 contamination remains in about 20% of these buildings. A contamination
survey report was prepared by GE prior to termination of its AEC contract

but the report is not comprehensive enough to permit a very good estimate
of decontamination costs. The report was transmitted from 5. R. Sapirie '

to Martin Bilés'by memorandum entitled "Evendale Contamination," dated
- Qrotohar 21, 1869, " No decontamination hes been'undertaien by AEC., Present

use of the facilities by the Air Force is under aﬁpropfiate AZC license.
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Lyall E. Johnson, Acting Director
Division of liaterials Licensing

APPLICATION OF G 1FRAL ELECTLIC CORPANY FOR REGULATORY
LICLEI3ES NI LEVELDALL FACILITY

At z mecting en June S, 1970, vhich you attended alongz with
r;p&eecntatnvcc fron GS, RDT, OC, OGC, &C, OR, Air lorce,

s

[P res VAP VIV K N o P R .‘I

R gmre aanan

Pty wen iy cuty

e

NASA, znd GI, tie subject watter was discussed., Also dis-

cussed were the followinpg relzted watters:

a.. That the existiag AEC Contract Ho, AT{40-1)-2847
with CE UdS in process of terminatiern (sece DC TUX
to OR, dauted Hay 21, 21970}.

b. That the facility is owned by Air Jorce but is
currcntly under 2 Use Fermit to LEC. .

¢, That ALEC hzas advised fir Ferce that AFC hzs no
further noed for the facility ard vill relinanish
its Uso Perinit (see ALC letter to Secrotary oi Alr
Forcoe, dated ilay 23, 1978).

¢. Tihet the facility is conts.:r:t" with radicactive
materizls zand any futurc jwsscsser o u~cr (ecitier
Air Force or GE, ctc.) rus‘ have an a3 PTO?rlut“
Liccense or Licenses,

e. That Air Forcc has no need for the focility.

f. That GE has propC?ed to enter inte rno‘ -fuith
negotiutions with the Covernment for tic purchaze
of thc fac111;y and thc ccuinment thc ‘¢in wiaich
equipment is z2lso in part con;atlnutcd

g£. Thot Air Forcec looks with faver on cuch an ultinatc

disposition of the facility and ecuipnert; “nd hiT
Yoruc would accept transfer to it of AliC-cuncd
equiprent and would propesc to excess the cntire
facility (vith equipwment) as a pJCLu$C 1o GSA with
2 vicw touard sale on a negotiated basis to GL.
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h. - That pending resolution of such nc,ot1“t10ns, Air Force
would continue to permit GC to occupy and use the facility,
etc.,, by £dding sane tc the existing facility controzct it

-

& has with GF at the same location.

i. That HASA is intcrested in lhaving the GE expertisc remain’
intact and that G comtinue to have the use of the facility
in conncction with KASA programs. . ‘

j. That the responsilility for fuc111ty contavination and
dccohtar1rat1"q (1f docontdw411tlon cver beocane nocessary
to mect an existins Yederal nced) is net clear since the
facility was originzlly contominzted under a joint Air
Forcc-AZC program prior to thc AIiC Usze Pernit usc..

k. Thot expenditure of lorje surs of Federanl funds to decontaminote
absent 2 knovr oi at‘Clﬁnu~d rederal noed would not be
warranted; and th1t, althiouph the Air Ferce lLsc Permit re-
quir"s restorution, a scerious questich exifts a5 to vhether
any Jdecentonination by ANLC would not constitute restoration
and the thpC“uL;dTC of Humds by ALC therefor be prch1L1tcu

under decisions of the Co*“t*ol icr Coneral,

1. That GE has subnitted to Director of Reygulation, ALC, its
applicatinns for scie four licenses. ’

Within the framewer®: of the zbove, you cxnlained- LGR policy of
issuipg licerses (assurming all other recuiremonts wmet) only upon
apprepriate assvrance that the licensce or sene other r05po:sngle
entity vould assume the facility “clearnup' or decontmminstion
functicn at the expirutien or revocation of i1he license, ctc.
You peinted out that thie purchase nejotiztions might fail, and
the licensed sctivity be (‘.Je,cuntim:m ctc., leoaving nmo clearly
entifiable entity responsilble fer szflensuordine or clcnninp up
th~ contamirated facility. Ycou alsc Sthth thot uncer Lo pelicy
GE would nced te assumo resronsibility for ultimate ‘'cleznup” ol
the fucility. Gk indicated tiat it had no nreosent obligaticn to
"cleanup' tae {uci]it) cnd thut it wouvld not be arrecable to
assuning this costly obll ation as a norn-owncer under the LCTPOTETY
{fzcilitics contlaci xlr*tgo:cnt vhich night be cancelled by AaT
Force or be of other short curation.
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..DC, OR, and Air Force representatives pointed out that should
’ - sales negotiations with GE f2il and GE no Joncer be cccupvine
the premiscs for the conduct of a licensed activity, the
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: facility would still bhe 2 Goverpisent-cwned fzcility @nd the

- . respensitility for "clcznnr“uof'tho foeilivy would then revert
: to the serie £tatus 25 now exists. It was nrrced bBetween Air

» Force and ALC ithat should sales negotiotieus, ¢tc., break
o éewn or fzil, Air Force and ALC would then nerotinte in . socdd

i faith 1o resolve the cuastiens ef joint or soveral reswonsi-

: bility ifor ”cl:zn"p and/or hecalth and safcty surveillance or
: . standby, eor ether ultlna;e USC OT disacsitxn“ 0f the faclility
s of Alr ¥orce or otier

& £s mipht tien be apnrorr: te in torms
: Government nced for 11s usa. In.shcrt, if CE o scunec ether
) licensed ovner or operntor doo S not foquirse tihe fucility, ihe
_ Air FYorce and ALC wvouvld then 1UHTQ$S thrnrelves to the sang
) questions and problove which exist teday znd venld require
' prorpt resolutlron woere pet Go Projpesing to nonetiante vidh the
Goverrmi:ent for tic purciase of the prepsriv.
The ability of GL to obtain the mocessory iicoennes is cf cours
_ & controilin: factor in moin- foruard wivl l"- thove rronecnd
i srranzement. G oapd Alr Ferce vast cooerdin THe Yecrinl ol

ary 1icenses issued to G ona Twe Alr Force issnﬂnro of s
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focility coatrzct ancndrent, Uo oare honcoiun) of havies the
‘ Nistinm ALC _contract clesed et ry June 500 10Th, and the
. property bacw in Alr Perce cnd/er Cf posacasion.  You indicated
: the akteve ALC-Adr Ferce undavoton "x" shrould G nuvchnse
- nepotiations £2i1, venld satis®y the P'L"*zﬁJ; lec :gine nolicy
requirement.  I{ you still concur, pleese see that the license
. approval is crxpodited and advisce re in order t‘ :t 1 can rotify
- ' tiie &ir Force. Should you have ony foriner eunceticns, 1 would

-

apprecizte being adviscd os quiclhly s possiiile,
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AGMO _
SAAGH Rebert £ Teoiler
OGC-3 (Hiestand,Roberts,Engelhardt) obert A, Loilcy
CONS D?puby ﬂlTC’tP*
- RDT _ Divisien Contricts
OAGMR ' :
0C
0S
OR<2 (McCauley § McCasland)
Mgr., CA . ,
Joscph E. Jocrs, Asst. Dep. for Sys. § Prod, Dept. of AF,Wash.D.C. 203D
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