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SEC Petition

Office of Compensation Analysis & Support
NIOSH

4676 Columbia Pkwy., MS-C-47
Cincinnati, Ohio 45226

are survivors of an energy employee,
The NIOSH tracking . was employed by Bliss & Laughlin Stecl,
Buffalo, New York, f 7936 until 1972. We would like to file

a petition for Special Exposure Cohort. Thank you so much.

attachments
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Special Exposure Cohort Petition J.S. Department of Health and Human

under the Energy Employees Occypational Centers for Disease Control and Pr.
lilnesg Compensation Act Natianal Institute for Occupational Safety and «

_ i OMB Number: (920-0639 Expires: 05/31/200,
Special Exposure Cohort Petition — Form 8 Page 1 of 7

Use of this form and disclosure of Social Security Number are voluntary. Failure to use this form or disclose
this number will not result in the denial of any right, benefit, or privilege o which you may be entitied.

General Instructions on Completing this Form (complete instructions are available in a separate packet):
Except for signatures, please PRINT all information clearly and neatly on the form.

Please read each of Parts A — G in this form and complete the parts appropriate to you. If there is more
than one petitioner, then each petitioner should complete those sections of parts A — C of the form that apply
to them. Additional copies of the first two pages of this form are provided at the end of the form for this pur-
pose. A maximum of three petitioners is aliowed.

If yvou need more space to provide additional information, use the continuation page provided at the end of
the form and attach the completed continuation page(s) to Form B.

If you have questions about the use of this form, please call the following NIOSH toll-free phone number and
request fo speak to someane in the Office of Compensation Analysis and Support about an SEC petition:
1-800-356-4674.

0 A Labor Organization, StartatD on Page 3

I you O An Energy Employee (current or former), StartatC on Page?
are; N A Survivor (of a former Energy Employee), StartatB on Page?2
O A Representative (of a current ar former Energy Employee), StartatA  on Page 1

A Representative Information — Complete Section A if you are ‘ rized by an Employeg or -
- Survivor(s) to petition on hehalf of a class. w0 AT . .

A Are you a contact person for an organization? Ul Yes (Go to A.2) x Na (Go 1o A3)
A.2  Organization Information:

Name of Org‘é%ation

Position of Confact Kerson

A3  Name of Petition Repregentative: -

Mr./Mrs./Ms.  First Name Middle tnitial .~ Last Name
A4  Address:
Street EEE P.O. Box

City State / \ Zip Code
A5  Telephone Number: (

A6  Email Address:

A7 1 Checkthe box atieft to indicafé you have attached to thetpack of this form written authorization to
petition by the survivor(s) of employee(s) indicated in Parts 8 or C of this form. An authorization

£
If you are representing a Sury&'éor, go to Part B; if you are representir%\ainﬁliimpiloyee, go to Part C.
7
Name or Social Security Number of First Petitioner: _ -




Special Exposure Cohort Petition U.S. Department of Health and Human Services

under the Energy Employees Occupational Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
lliness Compensation Act National Inshtute for Occupational Safety and Health
OMB Number: 0920-0639 Expires: 05/31/2007

Special Exposure Cohort Petition — Form B Page 2 of 7
Survivor Informatlon —_ Complete Section B, If you are a Survwor or representmg a Survivor,

B"! Name ~F QuvsiviAarn —

Middle Initial Last Name )
T

B.2  Social Security Number of Survivor:
B.3  Address of Survivor: — e

Street . 2 Apt # P.O. Box

City State Y Zip Code
B.4  Telephone Number of Survivor: ¢ .
B.5 Email Address of Survivor:
B.6  Relationship to Employee:

Go to Part C.

- Employee Information — Complete Section C UNLESS you are a labor organization. - .
C.1 Name of Fmninvas- oy Y A

“First Name Middie Initial " ast Name

c.2 Former Name of Employee (e g malden name/legai name change/other):

Mr./Mrs./Ms,  First Name Middie Initiaf _ LastName

C.3  Social Security Number of Employee:

C.4 Address of Emnlavaa (if livinay A

Street Apt # P.O. Box
City Swte Zip Code

C.5 Telephone Number of Employee: ( | o T—

C.6  Email Address of Employee: T e

C.7  Employment Information Related to Petition: e e

L&-Za- Employee Number (if known): _ S

C.7b Dates of Employment: Start _ - 36 End _ 7 2

C.7c  Employer Name: F’; /ipi $ o Gc’tu g /;l Iy kgwf ' /
C.7d  Work Site Location:  _[f0O A/ M A’l 1AMS x§7/&637"
DB lS . VewMa k . [¥230

C.7e Supervisor's Nama: _ | -
L

Go to PartE.

Name or Social Security Number of First Petitioner: _



Special Exposure Cohort Petition U.S. Department of Health and Human Services

under the Energy Employees Occupational Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
Hiness Compensation Act National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health
OMB Nurnber: 0920-0639 Expires; (05/31/2007

Special Exposure Cohort Petition — Form B Page 3 of 7
Labor Orgamzatlon Informat;on — Complete Section D ONLY if you are a labor organlzatlon '

nation:
gati

™,
Name of Organization Y

A\

Position of Contact Person 5

D.1  Labor Organization Infor

D.2  Name of Petition Representative:xk
N

7.3  Address of Petition Representative: \\

Street »\ N Apt # P.O. Box

City State A Zip Code
D.4 Telephone Number of Petition Represer;téti}b‘i { )

D.5 Email Address of Petition Representatiire' \g\

D.6  Period during which labor orgamzation represenigd employees covered by this petition
K

(please attach documentation): Star’t y End
D.7  lIdentity of other labor orgamza;lons that may repres\é t or have represented this class of
employees (if known): g \

/
/ \

o Go to Part E.

Name or Social Security Number of First Petitioner



Special Exposure Cohort Petition U.S. Department of Health and Human Services

under the Energy Employees Occupational Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
lliness Compensation Act National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health
OMB Number: 0920-0639 Expires: 05/31/2007

Special Exposure Cohort Petition — Form B _
E  Proposed Definition of Employee Class Covered by Petition — Complete Section E. .
E.1  Name of DOE or AWE Facility: 4 [iss » Zo AZph /,u'_y STowe [

J
E.2 Locations giythe Facility relevant to this petition:
?/c? lop Kiaes S“Tr‘eé’?” L fj?a,/a, ﬁa?f,&//y{)ﬁk JE220
Em’ﬁm_s e [Ty rotled, (LN Ll i B s
aSis g

Page 4 of 7

name any individuals other than petitioners identified on this form vyu believe should be

inciudeg in this class: G, @}7('//&}5(4,#@/ g/’?”ﬁc&/j 76 [;cl(//(‘
(‘i)y Do W off >

T/
E.4 Employment Dates relevant to this petition:
Start 193k End  _ 72
start _[F4&” End 1962 .
Start / ?:(3 End Z g ?g "~ Awes "'5'5%@4 / f”af,/ 7 aﬂa;;w

E.5 Is the petition based on one or more unmonitored, uprecorded, or inadequately monitored or
recorded exposure incidents?: O Yes 0

If yes, provide the date(s) of the incident{s) and a complete description (attach additional pages
as necessary):

F}mj% S o OL// e /aS‘ct//-s?_r y /Dar-,(-

&‘}i”iﬂ(:gﬁ /(70’7/
V/BRY

The former Bliss and Laughlin site consists of a single large bui iding with a floor a g
of about 12,000 cubic rneters. There have been only minor changes to the structure
since the 1950's. The floor is concrete and conlains several shiallow trenches. Flour
““surfacas are generally rough, pitted, and covered with a thin laiyer of oil absorbent
waterial, dried oil, and Gfease. Machining equipment and mate:rial storage racks —
. prevent access {o some floor surface arear Ceilings are apprioximately 12 meters —

high and suppdrted by a framework of lrusses. The achining: area of the building is _

e P e it I asendle Ar naditinne) -
Upe” “,U, WHHTLHIE HIDIUG YWailld Wi s oy, i 'ﬂ J—— —
T K L

ﬁ) 0‘6@@.«(} L. ;{’%é(”‘ =T JM _

Go to Part F.

M%AL_Wﬁﬁ%JJﬂ@K%MQ cong
E.3 Listjob titles and/or job duties of employees included in the class. In addition, you can list by

/s

Name or Social Security Number of First Petitioner:



Special exposure cohort petition - Form B

Enclosures state that uranium, machined at Bliss and Laughlin Steel was owned by the
government and operations were conducted on Saturdays to avoid disruption of other
activities or for enhanced security. (please see enclosure) lid work

on those Saturdays. 1, .
No records indicating the

radiological conditions of the sité, following uranium machining, have been located.
We have enclosed a man of the site’s floor plan. There was epe building housing the mill.

T 777 (please see
enclosure.). This information was stated in our transcript at the hearing for this claim
March 22, 2006. 1 only the mill roof.

There was no separate controlled ventilation system. He breathed the same contaminated
air and was exposed to the same occupational radiation as all other mill workers.
However, his exposure was repeatedly compounded by his 48-60 hour work week.

' was exposed to external radiation, deposition of particles on the skin,
immersion in a radioactive cloud, inhalation and ingestion of radionuclides. For lack of
monitoring, NIOSH does not have any informational records on Bliss and Laughlin
Steel, Buffalo, N.Y.

NIOSH tracking



Special Exposure Cohort Petition U.S. Department of Health and Human Services
under the Energy Employees Occupational Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
{liness Compensation Act National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health

OMB Number: 0920-0639 Expires: 05/31/2007

Special Exposure Cohort Petition — Form B Page 6 of 7

F Basis for Proposing that Récords and Information are lnadéquate for Ind'ivi:duaI'D'bée —
Complete Section F. . I ) : _ oo

Complete at least one of the following entries in this section by checking the appropriate box and providing
the required information related to the selection. You are not required to complete more than one entry.

F.1 X I/We have attached either documents or statements provided by affidavit that indicate that
radiation exposures and radiation doses potentially incurred by members of the proposed class,
that relate to this petition, were not monitored, either through personal monitoring or through area
monitoring.

{Attach documents and/or affidavits to the back of the petition form.)

Describe as completely as possible, to the extent it might be unclear, how the attached
documentation and/or affidavit(s) indicate that potential radiation exposures were not monitored.

- I;/')'}\J) pe _gre Yo pmenig 75/? 14 Nece mc.A:
W gla ble a4 FJIOSLE o The |
,b Yt 62O b /V)q o fecpp o LW ha ve.
s (110 50 Tl a ' AN aTenia f
[h Ceanmif

“f,/’mc"’/f ing fcate  readia Tip. ﬂf;;b{,lx) S es &8
cAnel nel pron Tond,

7
Docimente e fosed

F.2 O I/ We have attached either documents or statements provided by affidavit that indicate that
radiation monitoring records for members of the proposed class have been lost, falsified, or
destroyed; or that there is no information regarding monitoring, source, soy@e term, or process
from the site where the employees-worked. .

[d WAl

., -
(Attach documents and/or affidavits to.the back of the petitiom/rm.’f

Describe as completely as possible, to tl'ﬁg extent it might be-tinclear, how the attached
documentation and/or affidavit(s) indicate“tt;lat radiation.mionitoring records for members of the
proposed class have been lost, altered illega,liy, or destroyed.

a\%

Part F is continued on the following page.

Name or Social Security Number of First Petitioner:



Special Exposure Cohort Petition U.S. Department of Health and Human Services

under the Energy Employees Occupational Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
lliness Compensation Act National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health

OMB Number; 0920-0639 Expires: 05/31/2007
Special Exposure Cohort Petition — Form B Page 6 of 7

.3 X I/We have attached a report from a health physicist or other individual with expertise in
radiation dose reconstruction documenting the limitations of existing DOE or AWE records on
radiation exposures at the facility, as relevant to the petition. The report specifies the basis for
believing these documented limitations might prevent the completion of dose reconstructions for
members of the class under 42 CFR Part 82 and related NIOSH technical implementation
guidelines.

{Attach report to the back of thg petition form.)

F.4 0 1/We have attached a scientific\sxr technical report,yjssn‘éa& by a government agency of the
Executive Branch of Government or the Gene}rai-*’ﬂccounting Office, the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, or the Defense Nuc\f‘e‘ar Facilitiés Safety Board, or published in a peer-reviewed

journal, that identifies dosimetry and related information that are unavailable (due to either a lack

of monitoring or the destruction or loss of records) for estimating the radiation doses of

employees covered by the petition.
(Attach report to the back of jife petition‘@"m.)
Go to hart G.

All Petitioners should sian and date the petition. A maximum of three persons may sign the petition.

_ JOH 2 0og
S Date

* . Ol ~R00E”
S Date i
o /ﬂ - // XA 5/

_§IHIICII.UIG é Date

Notice: Any person who knowingly makes any false statement, misrepresentation, concealment of
fact or any other act of fraud to obtain compensation as provided under EEOICPA or who
knowingly accepts compensation to which that person is not entitled is subject to civil or
administrative remedies as well as felony criminal prosecution and may, under appropriate
criminal provisions, be punished by a fine or imprisonment or both. | affirm that the information
provided on this form is accurate and tiue.

Send this form to: SEC Petition
Office of Compensation Analysis and Support
NICSH
4876 Columbia Parkway, MS-C-47
Cincinnati, OH 45226

If there are additional petitioners, they must complete the Appendix Forms for additional petitioners.
The Appendix forms are located at the end of this document.

Name or Social Security Number of First Petitioner:



Special Exposure Cohort Petition U.S. Department of Health and Human Services

under the Energy Employees Occupational Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
lliness Compensation Act National Institute for Cccupational Safety and Health

. OMB Number: 0920-0639 Expires; 05/31/2007
Special Exposure Cohort Petition - Form B Page 7 of 7

Public Burden Statement

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 300 minutes per response,
including time for reviewing instructions, gathering the information needed, and completing the form. If you
have any comments regarding the burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information,
inciuding suggestions for reducing this burden, send them to CDC Reports Clearance Officer, 1600 Clifton
Road, MS-E-11, Atlanta GA, 30333; ATTN:PRA 0920-0639. Do not send the completed petition form to this
address. Completed petitions are to be submitted to NIOSH at the address provided in these instructions.
Persons are not required to respond to the information collected on this form unless it displays a currently
valid OMB number.

Privacy Act Advisement

In accordance with the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended (5 U.S.C. § 552a), you are hereby notified of the
following:

The Energy Employees Occupational lliness Compensation Program Act (42 U.S.C. §§ 7384-7385)
(EEOICPA) authorizes the President to designate additional classes of employees to be included in the
Special Exposure Cohort (SEC). EEOICPA authorizes HHS to implement its responsibilities with the
assistance of the National Institute for Occupational Safety (NIOSH), an Institute of the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention. Information obtained by NIOSH in connection with petitions for including additional
classes of employees in the SEC will be used to evaluate the petition and report findings to the Advisory
Board on Radiation and Worker Health and HHS.

Records containing identifiable information become part of an existing NIOSH system of records under the
Privacy Act, 09-20-147 “Occupational Health Epidemiological Studies and EEOICPA Program Records.
HHS/CDC/NIOSH.” These records are treated in a confidential manner, unless otherwise compelled by law.
Disclosures that NIOSH may need to make for the processing of your petition or other purposes are listed
below.

NIOSH may need to disclose personal identifying information to: (a) the Department of Energy, other federal
agencies, other government or private entities and to private sector employers to permit these entities to
retrieve records required by NIOSH; (b) identified witnesses as designated by NIOSH so that these
individuals can provide information to assist with the evaluation of SEC petitions; (¢} contractors assisting
NIOSH; (d) collaborating researchers, under certain limited circumstances to conduct further investigations;
{e) Federal, state and local agencies for law enforcement purposes; and (f) a Member of Congress or a
Congressional staff member in response to a verified inquiry.

This notice applies to all forms and informational requests that you may receive from NIOSH in connection
with the evaluation of an SEC petition.

Use of the NIOSH petition forms (A and B) is voluntary but your provision of information required by these
forms is mandatory for the consideration of a petition, as specified under 42 CFR Part 83. Petitions that fail to
provide required information may not be considered by HHS.

Name or Social Security Number of First Petitioner:



Spetial Exposure Cohort Petition U.S. Department of Health and Human Servic_és

under the Energy Employees Occupationat Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
fiihess Compensation Act National institute for Occupational Safety and Health

» OMB Number; 0920-0639 Expires: 05/31/2007
Special Exposure Gohort Petition — Form B Appendix — Petitioner 2

Use of this form and disclosure of Social Security Number are voluntary. Failure to use this form or disclose
this number will not result in the denial of any right, benefit, or privilege to which you may be entitled.

Use this Appendix for Petitioner 2.

This appendix form is to be used as needed. Petitioner 2, or his or her representative, should complete the
parts applicable to him or her,

Refer to the General Instructions on completing petitioner information for Parts A, B,orC.

If vou need more space to provide additional information, use the continuation page provided at the end of
the form and attach the completed continuation page(s) to Form B.

Except for signatures, please PRINT all information clearly and neatiy on the form.

Q@ An Energy Employee (current or former), Startat C
If you are: | | A Survivor (of a former Energy Employee), Start at B
{1 A Representative (of a current or former Energy Employee), Startat A

“'A  Representative Inf_ormatidn — C‘ompl'ete Section A if you éreQ_authorizéd by an Employee or
S_ur_vi_v‘or(s) to petition on behalf of a class. : s '

A1 Are you a contact person for an organiation? a Yes (Goto A.2) No (Go to A.3)

A.2  Organization Information:

Name of Organization \

Position of Contact Person
A3  Name of Petition Representative:

Mr./Mrs./Ms. First Name Middief Initial Last Name
A4  Address:

Street / \\ Apt # P.O. Box
City }zfe \Zip Code
A5  Telephone Number: ( / ) .

AB Emait Address:

A7 O Check the box at Jéft to indicate you have attached to the back of this form written authorization to
petition by the gdrvivor(s) or employee(s) indicated in Parts B ohC of this form. An authorization
form for this pdrpose is provided.

If you are representing a Survivor, go to Part B; if you are representing an Employee, go to Part C.

Name or Social Security Number of First Petitioner:|




Special Exposure Cohort Petition U.S. Department of Health and Human Services

under the Energy Employees Occupational Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
lliness Compensation Act National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health
OMB Number: 0920-0639 Expires: 05/31/2007

Special Exposure Cohort Petition — Form B . Appendix — Petitioner 2
B Survivor Infgrmation — Complete Section B if you are a Survivor or representing a Survivor.

B.1 Ngma AF Snrvivar:

" First Name Middle Initial "~ Last Named

B.2  Social Security Number of Survivor:

B.3 Address of Survivor:

Streat ' Apt # P.O. Box
City " State Zib Code ™

B.4  Telephone Number of Survivor:

B.5 Email Address of Survivor:

B.6 Relationship to Employee:

Go to Part C.

_ _Empldyee Information — Complete Section C.

C.1  Name of Emplovee: -

“irst Name Middle Initial L.ast Name

C.2  Former Name of Employee (e.g., maiden name/legal name change/other): |

[E s ot

Mr./Mrs./Ms. First Name Middle Initial Last Name

C.3  Social Security Number of Employee: o

C.4  Address of Employee (if living):

A — L,

R

Street Apt # P.Q. Box
City State Zip Code
C.5 Telephone Number of Employee: ( ) e

[EYPRE .

C.6 Email Address of Employee:

C.7 Employment Information Related to Petition:
C.7a Employee Number (if known): )

C.7b Dates of Employment; Start “*"'l ?34 End - { l '7_:1
C7c EmployerName: Bl jss And Laughl in S tee.l

C.7d Work Site Location: || {J H/‘l Phns ST
Rurent s Y. HH- 4 )

C.7e Supervisor's Name:

Sign Part G of the original petition,

Name or Social Security Number of First Petitioner:



Special Exposure Cohort Petition U.S. Department of Health and Human Services

under the Energy Employees QOccupational Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
lHiness Compensation Act National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health

) . OMB Number: 0920-0639 Expires: 05/31/2007
Special Exposure Cohort Petition — Form B Appendix — Petitioner 3

Use of this form and disclosure of Social Security Number are voluntary. Fallure to use this form or disclose
this humber will not result in the denial of any right, benefit, or privilege to which you may be entitled.

Use this Appendix for Petitioner 3.

This appendix form is to be used as needed. Petitioner 3, or his or her representative, should complete the
parts applicable to him or her.

Refer to the General Instructions on completing petitioner information for Parts A, B, or C.

If you need more space to provide additional information, use the continuation page provided at the end of
the form and attach the completed continuation page(s) to Form B.

Except for signatures, please PRINT all information clearly and neatly on the form.

J An Energy Employee (current or former), StartatC
If you are: N A Survivor (of a former Energy Employee), Start at B
0 A Representative (of a current or former Energy Employee), Startat A

A Representative Information — Complete Section A if you are authorized by an Employee or
Survivor(s) to petition on behalf of a class._

A Are you a contact person for an organization? Q Yes (Go to A.2) Kl No (Goto A3)

A2  Organization Informé\icg\n: /
Name of Organization \

Position of Contact Person

A3 Name of Petition Representative:

Mr./Mrs./Ms. First Name iddle Initial Last Name
A4  Address: s

Street \ Apt# P.O. Box

City /B’Tate
A5  Telephone Number: | )

A6  Email Address:
A7 0O Check the;;;(/p«' left to indicate you have attached to the back of this form written authorization to

petition by the“survivor(s) or employee(s) indicated in Parts B or C of this form. An authorization
form for thig'purpose is provided.

if you are representing a Survivor, go to Part B; if you are representing an Employee, go to Part C.

Name or Social Security Number of First Petitioner: _
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Special Exposure Cohort Petition U.S. Department of Health and Human Services

under the Energy Employees QOccupational Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
lliness Compensation Act National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health
OMB Number: 0920-0639 Expires: 05/31/2007

Special Exposure Cohort Petition — Form B Appendix — Petitioner 3

Survivor Information — Complete Section B if you are a Survivor or representing a Survivor.

B.1  Name of Survivnr ' ' NV I |

First Name Middle Initial ) Last Name _

B.2  Social Security Number of Survivor: .

B.3  Address of Survivor: TN
4 - r g4 - U TR Y IRy = -
Stieet o s .. Apt # ) P.O. Box
City ' State 4 Tin Madn
B.4  Telephone Number of Survivor: . . , _ ., - —

B.5 Email Address of Survivor:

B.6 Relationship to Emptoyee:

Go to Part C.

.Wé;"nplo'yee Inforﬁ'_u;fion_—f Complete Section C.

C.1 Name of Emblovee: . -~ PR P i

First Name ' Middle Initial Last Name o
C.2 Former Name of Employee {e.g., maiden name/legal name change/other):
“ v et T T —
Mr./Mrs./Ms. First Name Middle Initial Last Name

C.3  Social Security Number of Employee:

C.4  Address of Employee (if living):

S

Street Apt # P.O. Box

PO—————— )

City State Zip Code

C.5 Telephone Number of Employee: ( B

C.6  Email Address of Employee:

C.7 Employment Information Retated to Petition:
C.7a Employee Number (if known):

C.7b Dates of Employment: Start 4 -/ ﬁé 7 End _ /97&2
C.7c Employer Name: ‘Bll‘SS cinel  fauwgh /”’Z Stee/

C.7d Work Site Location; _ // 0 /%’/}9/4"/’}75' \g'\%f”c’”c"f"
Butfalo, New York JH 22

C.7e Supervisors Name;
i

Sign Part G of the original petition.

Name or Social Security Number of First Petitioner:
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RADIQLOGICAL SURVEY
OF THE EXTERIOR PORTIONS OF THE FORMER
BLISS AND LAUGHLIN STEEL COMPANY FACILITY
BUFFALQ, NEW YORK

INTRODUCTION AND SITE HISTORY

| Lead of Ohio (NLO) operated the Fernald Site in Ohio under contract to the Atomic

Energy Commission (AEC). In the fall of 1952, the Bliss and Laughlin Steel Company, locatcd
ww,ﬁmi*' T <. i

in Buffalo, New York, performed machining and straightening operations on uranium rods undcr

subcontract to NLO. The finished rods were shipped directly to the Fernald site; turnings were

Nationa

returned by the AEC, to the Lake Ontario Ordinance Works (LOOW) for packaging and ultimale $
9
disposal or recycle. Available records indicate uranium machmmg occurrcd at the site during 3
; g

~r and October of 1952, and that 53 drums of turnings wcre gencraled by the Bliss and

Septemnt
Laughlin activities.” It is unknown whether these records described the full extent of the Bhiss

and Laughlin work; no records, indicating the total quantity of uranium handied at this site, have
heen tocated. There is also mention of possible earlier AEC work at the site (the nature of
which is unknown') in an Octobe- 1951 correspondence, which indicated that several drums of s

dry uranium oxide had been accumulated. in 1972 the facility was sold to Ramco Steel, Inc |

the current owner is Niagara Cold Drawn Corporation.

ot e

Based on the operation"é, performed at this site, the potential radiological contaminant would be

rrocessed natural urapium, 1.e uranium chemically separated from its long-hved daughter

products and in its naturally occurring isotopic abundances. Surveys ot the facality, conducted

by NLO at the time of the rod turning Operanons. identified contamination on the turning R
machines  The machinery used for this work has been replaced. disposiion of the old
equipment is not known No records 1ndicating the radiological conditions of the site following

the uramsum machining. have been located

As a result, the U.S. Deparument of Energy's Office of Environmental Restoration and Waste

(DOE/EM) recommended that the current radiological conditions bhe determined

s o Mamm . .
ST T TR R T T T

Management
and requested that the Environmental Survey and Site Assessment Program (ESSAP) of the Oak
D
Blss & LauphbvButfalo NY - Januan 19 1995
R D Ak B v S PRI T AR ol LA S R ’ ' .
R A e A
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1.0 PURPOSE

This Work Instruction (WI)} provides the site~specific health and
safety plan for the remedial action at the Former Bliss and
Laughlin site located in Buffalo, New York. The instructions
provided arxe adequate to maintain the health and safety of the
workers performing the characterization and subsequent cleanup and
to protect the general public and the environment. This document
contains all the program elements required by 29 CFR 1510.120(b) (4)
for a site-specific health and safety plan. The scope of the
remedial action involves the cleanup of the radiological and
‘chemical contaminants found at the site as a result of Manhattan
Engineering District (MED) work which took placé’at the facility in
the 1950/s. Chemical c¢ontaminants incidental to the facilities
operation and co-mingled with the MED contaminants will be
remediated within the scope of this work. '

1.1 Site Description

Tz site i1s located at 110 Hopkins Street in Buffalo, New York and
is presently owned by the Niagara.Cold Drawn Corporation (Figure
1). In the fall of 1952, the former Bliss and Laughlin Steel
company performed machining and straightening operations on uranium
rods. The finished rods were shipped directly to the Fernald site
in Ohio; turnings were returned by the Atomic Energy Commission
(AEC) to the Lake Ontario Ordinance Works (LOOW) for packaging and
ultirate disposal oo recycle. Avalilable records indicate uranium
machining occurred at the site during September and October of 1952
and that 53 drums of turnings were genc:ited by Bliss _and Laughlin
activities "Correspondence dated Oc..rer 1951, indicates the
accunmulation of four drums of dry urar® m oxides; the nature of the
work associated with these uranium oxide drums is unknown.  These
records probably do not describe the full extent of Bliss and
Laughlin activities as no records indicating the total gquantity of
uranium handled at the site have been located.

Based on the operations performed at this site, the potential
radiological contaminant would be processed uranium (i.e.; uranium
chemically separated from its long-lived daughter products and in
its naturally occurring isotopic abundances). Surveys of the
facility, conducted by National Lead of Ohio at the time of the rod
turning operations, indicated contamination on the turning
machines. The machinery used for this work has been replaced;
disposition of the removed machinery is unknown. No records
indicating the radiological conditions of the site following
uranium machining have been located.

Health. Physicists from the 0ak Ridge Institute for Science and
Technology (ORISE) conducted a radiological survey of the plant in
March'of 1992. Localized Contamination was found in that portion of
the facility known as the "special finishing"” area (Figure 2).
Total beta activities in the special finishing area ranged from
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POST-REMEDIAL RADIOLOGICAL
DOSE AND RISK ASSESSMENT
FOR THE BLISS & LAUGHLIN SITE
BUFFALO, NEW YORK

Prepared for:
U. S. Army Corps of Engineers, Buffalo District

Prepared by:
URS Group, Inc.
3065 Southwestern Blvd., Suite 202
Orchard Park, New York 14127

March 5, 2002



1 INTRODUCTION
Radiological dose and risk assessments were performed for the Bliss & Laughlin site in
order to determine the potential dose and risk due to residual radioactive materials from
work conducted under contract to the Manhattan Engineer District (MED). The U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) determined that Subpart E of 10 CFR 20 is relevant
and appropriate in considering the remediation of the Bliss & Laughlin Site. Under these
criteria, a site is considered acceptable for unrestricted use if the residual activity that is
distinguishable above background radiation results in a total effective dose equivalent
(TEDE) to an average member of the critical group that does not exceed 25 mrem/y and
the residual radioactivity has been reduced to levels that are as low as reasonably
achievable (ALLARA). To assure compliance with the selected ARAR (10 CFR 20
Subpart E), two post-remedial dose assessments were performed for the Bliss & Laughlin
Site. The first assessed the dose and radiological cancer risk to a resident (subsistence)
farmer located on the site, (assuming the buildings would be removed and the property
redeveloped in the future), and the other determined the dose and risk to a worker in the
facility. These assessments were developed using the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE)
RESRAD computer code version 6.1 and RESRAD-Build version 3.1. The details of the

assessments are presented in subsequent text.

1.1  SITE DESCRIPTION AND HISTORY

Bliss & Laughlin is located at | 10 Hopkins Street, Buffalo, New York. The location of
the site is shown in Figure 1. The site consists of a single building with a floor area of
about 12,000 m® surrounded by approximately 15,000 m” of grounds. The plot plan is
shown in Figure 2. In 1952, Bliss & Laughlin Steel Company performed machining and
straightening operations on uranium rods for National Lead Company of Ohio, a prime
contractor for the Atomic Energy Commission {AEC). The site, now owned by Niagara
LaSalle Cold Drawn Corporation, is currently used for the forming of steel products and

is an active industrial site with equipment such as rolling mills.

Historical records indicate that machining operations involving uranium rods were

performed in a section of the building called the “Special Finishing Area,” which



occupies a nominal 300 square meters of floor space. The floor of the special finishing
area is concrete and contains shallow utility trenches. There are no floor drains. The
floor surfaces are generally rough and pitted and are covered with a thin layer of oil
absorbent material and dried oil and grease. Machining and material storage racks are
present in various areas of the floor. The ceiling is approximately 12 meters high and is

supported by a framework of steel trusses. The machining area of the building does not

have any interior walls or partitions.
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The USACE selection of values for RESRAD input parameters for assessing dose and
risk at the Bliss & L:;ughlin site follows this hierachy: (1) site-specific values, (2) values
recommended by USEPA, (3) RESRAD defaults. Based upon the Soil Survey of Erie
County New York done by the United States Department of Agriculture, Soil
Conservation Service, December 1986, the area surrounding the Bliss & Laughlin site is
Urban Land. This classification is a miscellaneous one in which 80 percent or more of
the soil surface is covered by asphalt, concrete, buildings, or other impervious structures.
However, immediately adjacent the land is classified as Niagara Silt Loam. This
classification is most closely related to silty clay loam. Therefore, the RESRAD
parameters relating to soil type were changed appropriately or RESRAD default values
were used. In addition, climatic data was obtained from the National Weather Service for

the Buffalo area and used in the model. These values as well as all other inputs for the

computer code are provided in Appendix C.

2.2  INDUSTRIAL WORKER

In order to determine the radiological dose to the industrial worker, a series of
assumptions were made. The scenario that would result in the largest dose to a worker
would be when he works in the facility immediately adjacent to the contamination for
nine hours a day. The worker would be exposed to several pathways. These pathways are
external radiation, deposition of particles on their skin, immersion in a radioactive cloud,
inhalation and ingestion of radionuclides. The radon pathway was not assessed, as

previously justified. The pathways are listed in Appendix A.

In reviewing the Final Status Survey Report, two areas of contamination were identified
to include in the RESRAD-Build model. The first is the contamination of the Special
Finishing Area floor. The second is the trusses above this area. The Special Finishing
Area is 300 m® and there are 16 linear meters of trusses in this area. The total length of
the trusses was converted into a respective circular area directly above the receptor. The

trusses were assumed to be 8 cm in width and cross members 5 ¢cm, which gives a

combined truss area of 2.08 m’.
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REPLY TO

ATTN OF: EM"421

SUBJECT:  Authorization for Remedial Action at the Former Bliss & Laughlin Steel
Company Site, Buffalo, New York

TO: Mapager, DOE Oak Ridge Field Office

This is to notify you that the Former Bliss & Laughlin Steei Company site
in Buffalo, New York, is designated for remedial action under the Formeriy
Utilized Sites Remedial Action Program (FUSRAP). This notification does
not constitute a FUSRAP baseline change control approval. Approval of the
baseline change will be accomplished through the normai baseline change

control procedures.

The site was used by the former Atomic Energy Commission for the machining
and shaping of uranium matal during the 1950s. A radielogical survey
found residual uranium within one of the buildings. Becausc of the
limited extent of the contamination, the site may be remediated using the
expedited cleanup process now under development.

R.7P. f{e
Deputy Assistan
for Environm

Secretary
tal Restoration
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Designation Summary
Bliss & Laughlin, Buffalo 1

INTRODUCTION

The Department of Energy (DOE), Office of Environmental Restoration, has
reviewed the past activities of the Manhattan Engineer District {MED} at the
former Bliss & Laughlin Steel Company Site in Buffalo, New York, and has

completed a radiological survey of the site (Burger, et al 1992). DOE has b
determined that the residual radioactive materials inside and ocutside the e
building exceed current guidelines (USDOE 1987, 1930) for use without i

radiological restrictions.

Based on a review of the available historical documentation-and the results of =4
the survey, the DOE has concluded that this site shall be designated for i
remedial action under the Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial Action Program Eﬁ
(FUSRAP). The site has been assigned a Tow priority as the survey results A

indicat2 that the residual radiecactivity is limited in extent and poses no ?5
immediate risk to workers. The remainder of this report summarizes the site %
information and the designation decision. *
BACKGROUND

Site Function:

The following discussion is oaced upon the Authority Review {Williams 1992).

The Bliss & Laughlin Steel Company was a large processor of cold drawn steel.
In the fall of 1952, the company performed machining and straightening
operations on uranium rods. Although contracts or purchas: orders have not
been located, records of the AEC New York Operations Office (NY0Q) suggest the
work was performed for the National Lead Company of Ohio (NLG), an AEC prime
contractor cperating AEC’s Feed Material Production Center at Fernald, Ohic.
Rods were shipped from Lake Ontario Ordnance Works (LOOW) to Bliss & Laughlin,
machined on-site, and then shipped directly to Fernald., Turninge from the
operaticn were picked up by AEC trucks and returned to LOOW for packaging
under oil and subsequent shipment to Fernald,

ERoe
ety

i

Machining operations were conducted on Saturdays; Saturday operations may have
been for security reasons or to avoid disrupting Bliss & Laughlin’s on-going
steel business. The exact guantity of uranium and the duration of operations
is not known. NY0O records indicate machining in September and October of
1952, and 53 drums of turnings collected from Bliss & Laughlin were shipped
from LOOW to Fernald in November 1952. There is no evidence of any operations
after this date. _

el

B TS P,

AT

Bliss & Laughlin is referenced also in an October 1951 AEC letter as haviﬁg
accumuTated four drums of dFy uranium oxide. The nature of this earlier work
is unknown,

08/04/92 1
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Designation Summary
Bliss & Laughlin, Buffalo N 2

Site Description:
The following discussion is based upon the survey report (Burger, et al 1992).

The former Bliss and lLaughlin facility at 110 Hopkins Street consists of a
single large building, with a floor area of about 12,000 m (Figures 1 and 2}.
There have been only minor changes to the main structure, since the uranium
operations in the 1950’s. Equipment inside the building has been rearranged
or replaced to varying degrees. The current facility occupants indicate that
machining operations, such as were performed on the uranium rods, would have
been Jocated in the “special finishing” area occupies about 300 m* of floor
space, The floor is concrete and contains several shallow utility (water,
electricity, lubricant, and pneumatic) trenches; there are no drains in this
area. Floor surfaces are generally rough and "pitted” and are covered with a
thin layer of oil absorbent matarial and dried oil and grease. Machining
equipment and material storage racks prevent access to some flgor surface
areas. Cnilings are approximately 12 m high and supported by a framework of
trusses. The machining area of the building is open (without inside walls or
partitions). The processing area has not changed, altlough the mechining
equipment has been replaced. The disposition of the old equipment is not
known, but it may have been returned/traded-in to the Medart Company in

St. Louis, Missouri.

Owner History:

The following discussion is based on the authority review (Williams, 1992).
The site was owned by Bliss & Laughlin Steel Company. Ramco Steel
Incorporated purchased the facility in 1972. As of March 19¢2, the current
owner and occupant is the Niagara Cold Drawn Cerporation.

Radiological History and Status:

Surveys were conducted by NLO during rod-turning operations. The alpha
measurements of the general area ranged from 60 to 4900 disintegrations

per minute per cubic meter (épm/M’), above the guidelines of the day which
restricted exposure to 70 dpm/M’. The Medart rod turning machine gave very
nigh readings, approximate]y 20,000 dpm/M on average with a maximum reading
of 205,000 dpm/M’. Samples taken of the general area with the machine off
showed only slightly elevated levels of radjocactivity {Ref. a).

There is no evidence that the site was decontaminated.

An on-site visit was conducted by the Department of Energy and Qak Ridge
Institute for Science and Education on March 14, 1992. This survey determined
that residual uranium was present in the floor of the building above DOE

Guidelines (DOE, 1987).

08/04/92 2
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Designation Summary
Bliss & Laughlin, Buffalo 3

Authority Review:

In 1992, the DOE determined that it had the authority to conduct remedial
acrtion at the site (U.S. DOE 1586; Williams 1992). This determination based

upon the following significant factors.

o Available records suggest that Bliss & Laughlin was directly supervised by
the AEC prime contractor. AFC staff apparently approved the arrangements
to use the facility.

As a part of the operations at the site, there were requirements

concerning security, accountability, health, and safety. It is not known
—  whether these were controlled by AEC directly or through its prime

contractor.

o The u-~anium machined at the site was owned by the government; pperations
wera apparently conducted on Saturdays to avoid disruption of other Bliss
% tatghlin activities or for enhanced security.

AEC staff arranged for transportation of raw materials, wastes, and
products to and from the site.

A radiological survey has established that uranium is present within the
facility in excess of leveis specified in DOE Order 5400.5, Chapter IV.

DESIGNATION DETERMINATION:

Although few records are available on the Bliss & Laughlin zite, the available
records indicate a direct involvement of the AEC in Bliss & Laughlin
activities. A radiological survey indicates that uranium remains on the
premises; this residual uranium is a likely result of the AEC work at the
facility. Based on a review of the available historical documents, COE has
authority to perform the needed remedial action at the Bliss & Laughlin site.

REFERENCES:

3. D. Berger, Radiclogical Survey of the Former Bliss & lLaughlin Steel Company
Facility, Buffalo, New York, 0ak Ridge Institute for Science and Education,

Report ORISE 92/G-6, June 1992.

United States Department of Energy {USDOE, 1986): Formerly Utilized Sites
Remedial Action Program, Summary Protocol, Identification - Characterization -

Designation - Remedial Action - Certification. Office of Nuclear Energy,
January.
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Designation Summary
Biiss & Laughlin, Buffalo 4

USDOE, 1987: U.S. Department of Enerqgy Guideiines for Residual Radicactive
Material at Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial Action Program and A Remote
Surplus Facilities Management Program Sjites. Revision 2, Office of Nuclear
Energy, March.

USDOE, 1990: Radiation Protection of the Public and the Environment. DOE
Order 5400.5. Office of Environment, Safety, and Hsalth, February 8.

Williams, W.A., 1992: Authority Review for the Bliss & lLaughlin Steel Company
in Buffalo, New York. USDOE, July 22.
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RADIOLOGICAL SURVEY
OF THE FORMER
BLISS AND LAUGHLIN STEEL
COMPANY FACILITY
BUFFAL0O, NEW YORK

INTRODUCTION AND SITE HISTORY

In the fall of 1952, the Bliss and Laughlin Steel Company, Buffalo, New York, performed
machining and straightening operations on uranium rods. The finished rods were shipped
directly to the Fernald site in Ohio; turnings were returned by the Atomic Energy Commission
(AE() to the Lake Ontario Ordnance Works (LOOW) for packaging and ultimate disposal or
recycle. Available records indicate uranium machining occurred at the site during September

and Uctober of 1952, and that 53 drums of turnings were generated by the Bliss and Laughlin

activities'. It is unknown whether these records described the fuil extent of the Bliss and
Laughlin work; no recoras, indicating the :otzl quantity of uranium handled at this site, have
been located. There is also mention of possible earlier Atomic Energy Commission work at the
site (the nature of which is unknown') in an October 1951 correspondence, which indicated that
several drums of dry uranium oxide had been accumulated. In 1972 the facility was sold to

Ramco Steel, Inc.; the current owner is Niagara Cold Drawn Corporation.

Based on the operations performed at this site, the potential radiological contaminant would be
prce.sed natural uranium, i.e. uranium chemically separated from its long-lived daughter
products and in its naturally occurring isotopic abundances. Surveys of the facility, conducted

by National Lead of Ohio at the time of the rod turning operations, identified contamination on

the turning machines. The machinery used for this work has been replaced; disposition of the

old equipment is not known. No records, indicating the radiological conditions of the site

following the uranium machining, have been located. The U.S. Department of Energy’s Office
of Environmental Restoration and Waste Management recommended that the current radiological
conditions be determined; the Environmental Survey and Site Assessment Program (ESSAP) of

Oak Ridge Associated Universities/Oak Ridge Institute for Science and Education




(ORAU/ORISE) was requested to perform a survey of the site. This report describes the

procedures and results of that survey,

PROJECT ORGANIZATION AND RESPONSIBILITY

DOE Headquarters provides overview and coordination for all FUSRAP activities. DOE Oak

Ridge (DOE-OR) is responsible for implementation of FUSRAP and The Former Sites

Restoration Division of DOE-OR, manages the daily activities,

Under the FUSRAP protocol, an initial investigation/survey of 2 potential site is performed by
ORISE or Oak Ridge National Laboratory (ORNL), under contract to DOE Headquarters. If
appropriate, DOE Jeadquarters designates the site into FUSRAP based upon the results provided
by the initial investigation/survey. DOE's Project Management Contracte: (PMC) for FUSRAP
is B htel National, Inc. (BNI). BNI is responsible for planning and implementation of
FUSRAP activities and managing any required remedial actions, The final phase for a FUSRAP
site is independent verification, which is provided by ORISE or ORNL, after remedial action
is complete. This verification activity provides independent (third party) data to assist DOE in
evaluating the accuracy of the post-remedial action status of the site, as presented by the PMC,
and in assuring that the documentation accurately and adequately describes the condition of the
site.  DOE Headquarters uses the information developed by the remediation and verification

activities to certify that a site can be released for use, without restrictions.

FACILITY DESCRIPTION

The former Bliss and Laughlin facility at 110 Hopkins Street consists of a single large
building,with a floor area of about 12,000 m? (Figures 1 and 2). There have been only minor

changes to the main structure, since the uranium operations in the 1950°s. Equipment inside the

building has been rearranged or replaced to varying degrees. The current facility occupants

indicate that machining operations, such as were performed on the uranium rods, would have
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been located in the "special finishing" area, but machining is no longer performed in this section
of the facility. The "special finishing" area occupies about 300 m’? of {leor space (Figure 3).
The floor is concrete and contains several shallow utility (water, electricity, lubricant, and
prneumatic) trenches; there are no drains in this area. Floor surfaces are generally rough and
“pitted” and are covered with a thin layer of oil absorbent material and dried oil and grease.
Machining equipment and material storage racks prevent access to some floor surface areas,
Ceilings are approximately 12 m high and supported by a framework of trusses. The machining

area of the building is open (without inside walls or partitions).
PROCEDURES

On March 14, 1992, representatives of the ORISE Environmental Survey and Site Assessment
Program (ESSAP), assisted by W. A. Willlams of the DOE Office of Eavironmental
Restoration, conducted a radiological survey at the former Bliss and Laughlin Steel Company
facility. The survey was initially conducted in accordance with a plan prepared by the ESSAP
and approved by DOE/EM. Positive findings of residual contamination exceeding guidelines
established the possible eligibility under FUSRAP; initial plans were then modified and the
number of surface activity and exposure rate measurements was reduced.  Additional

information, concerning major instrumentation and survey and analysis procedures, is provided
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in Apperdices A and B.

P

iy

OBJECTIVE

The objective of the survey was to determine the radiological status of the site, relative to the

FUSRAP guidelines and DOE Order 5400.5, Chapter IV?. The results will be used by

DOE/EM to determine whether there is a need for further actions under FUSRAP.
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PROJECT SUMMARY

SITE CHARACTERIZATION AND REMEDIAL ACTION
. e AT THE«MM\.‘
FORMER'BLISS AND LAUGHUN STEEL COMPANY SITE

PROPOSED ACTIONS: Planned aclivities consist of site characterization in late
February 1995 and future remedial action, if necessary, in July 1995, Planned
activities at the site to further define the nature and extent of contamination prior to
remediation will involve the collection of samples to assist in the characterization of
potential waste material, and performance of a radiological survey to verify pravious
characterization results. A survey of the accessible overheads around the special

~finishing area will be conducted. A less intensive survey will be performed throughout

el S

the remainder of the building, with emphasis on adjacent areas, high traffic areas, and
likely areas of contamination, such as areas which have had the floor re-finished or at
slab joints. This will consist of collecting core samples by drilling through the concrete
slab in re-finished areas and slab joints. Dust samples will be collected from the

‘overheads and the material in “oor trenches. Remedial activities may consist of

decontamination of interior building surfaces and potential removal of soil beneath the

. concrete flOOFS. .. . ramerar s

L]

LOCATION: The former Bliss and Laughlin Steel Company site is located at 110
Hopkins Street in Buffalo, New York and is presently owned by Niagara Cold Drawn

Corporation (NCDC).

DISCUSSION: In the fall of 1952, the Bliss and Laughlin Sleei Company performed

machining and straightening operations on uranium rods. The finished rods were

shipped to the Fernald Site in Ohio; turnings were returned by the Alomic Energy

Commission (AEC) to Lake Ontario Ordinance Works (LOCW) for packaging and

ultimate disposal or recycling. i

The former Bliss and Laughlin site consists of a single large building with a floor area
of about 12,000 cubic meters. There have been only minor changes to the slruclure
since the 1950's. The floor is concrete and contains several shallow {renches. Flou:

" surfaced are generally rough, pitted, and covered with a thin layer of oil absorbent t

material, dried oil, and grease. Machining equipment and material storage racks

~ prevent access to some floor surface arear Ceilings are approximalely 12 melers

Righ and suppGied by a framework of trusses. The machining area of the building is
open {i.e. without inside walls or partitions). o

DETERMINATION: DOE has determinéd that the proposed action would have no
effect on any archaeological sites or relics or historic properties included or eligible for

" inclusion’in the National Register of Historic Places. DOE requests your concurrence -

in this delermination,
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PROJECT SUMMARY

SITE CHARACTERIZATION AND REMEDIAL ACTION
WWAT THEwﬂiﬂﬂﬁ&‘* hea v

- T sy - . I
FORMER'BLISS AND LAUGHLIN STEEL COMPFANY ik

2 fAE

PROPOSED ACTIONS: Planned activities consist of sitg characterization in late
February 1995 and future remedial action, if necessary, in July 1995. Planned
activities at the site to further define the nature and exient of contamination prior to
remediation will invelve the collection of samples to assist in the characterization of
potential waste material, and performancs of a radiological survey to verify previous
characterization results. A survey of the accessible overheads around the special

~4efinishing area will be conducted. A less intensive survey will be performed throughout

A S

the remainder of the building, with emphasis on adjacent areas, high traffic areas, and
likely areas of contamination, such as areas which have had the floor re-finisned or at
slab joints. This will consist of collecting core samples by drilling through the concrete
slab in re-finished areas and siab joints. Dust samples will be collected from the

“sverheads and the material in faor trenches. Remedial activities may consist of

dechntamination of interior building surfaces ard potential removal of soil beneath the

..concrete floors. . - rsmme g £

[,
B

1 OCATION: The former Bliss and Laughiin Steel Company site is localed at 110
Hopkins Street in Guffalo, New York and is presently owned by Niagara Cold Drawn
Corporation (NCDC).

DISCUSSION: in the fall of 1952, the Bliss and Laughlin Steel Company performed
machining and straightening operations on uranium rods. The finished rods were
shipped to the Fernald Site in Ohio; turnings were returned by the Atomic Energy
Commission (AEG) to Lake Ontario Ordinance Works (LOOW) for packaging and
ultimate disposal or recycling.

The former Bliss and Laughlin site consists of a singie large building with a ficor area
of about 12,000 cubic meters, There have been only minor changes to the slructure
since the 1950's. The floor is concrete and contains several shailow trenches. Flou:
surfaces are generally rough, pitted, and covered with a thin layer of oil absorbent
malerial, dried oil, and grease. Machining equipment and material storage racks
prevent access to some fioor surface arear Ceilings are approximately 12 meters
high and supported by a feamework of russes. The machining area of the building is

Gpen (1.6, Without INSius wans o7 cartilions).
‘"'”"“’?‘@%

DETERMINATION: DOE has determinéd that the prg;&gﬂcjpacﬁon would have no

effect on any archaeological sites or relics of historic properties included or eligible for

e

* inclusionin the National Register of Historic Places. DOE requesls your concurrence

in this determination.
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lJlLL l{j;fj
management, as a chief timekeeper for Bliss and L@Gkéané»
gteel, in a contaminated facility, located at 110
Hopkins Street, Buffalo, New ¥Ybérk. This facility was

contaminated with excess levels of uranium, as stated in

the July 1992, memo issued by the DOE. It was
determined that residuwal uranium was far above DOE
guidelines. Please ncte that these exposure studies
were based on a 40-hour workweek, whereas my father,
being a salaried employee, typically worked 48 to 60
hours a week, including almost every Saturday. As such,
the presumption of his exposure was far greater than
most, if not all the mill workers that were there at the

time, and considerably greater than the exposure

assumption used in the dose reconstrﬁction analysis.
Thie is a mistake. It’s stated in all reports my
father's office consisted of two upright, permanent
structured walls, and two portable, upright walls,
approximately seven feet high. There was 1no permanent
ceiling enclosing his office, only the mill roof. There
was nRc separate contrceclied ventilation. He breathed the

came contaminated air, and was exposed to the sam&...
o

Egtacg 9ceg
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occupational radiatiocn as &ll other mill workers. e _ ¢
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48 to 60-hour workweek, not the dose reconstructiéﬁ

However, his exposure was repeatedly compdUided by his
-] <
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analysis figure of only 40 hours per week., gain, +thie
. L
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York Stenographic Services. Inc. oo * o .
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34 North George St.. York. PA 17401 - (717) 85420077 °oze,



FINDINGS OF FACT

1.1 filed a claim for survivor benefits on

vttt e
UV nn e —ie~ ageh filed claims for
survivor benefits on z

3. had covered emplevmant and worked at Bliss and
Laughlin Steel in Buffaio, New York, from 36 to 72.

4, was diagnosed with squamous cell
carcinoma of the lower lip. was diagnosed
with adenocarcinoma of the rectum. 1ne rectal cancer metastasized to the
brain, lungs, peritoneal cavity, abdominal wall and liver.

5. The diagnosis of cancer was after began covered
employment.

8. NIOSH reported annual dose estimates for the squamous cell carcinoma of
the lower lip and adenocarcinoma of the rectum from the date of initial
radiation exposure during covered employment, to the date of the cancers’
first diagnoses. A summary and explanation of information and methods

applied to produce these dose estimates, including -
U ' CT » -~ dnyolvement through

intewiewsy s;ﬁ‘r:ﬂeview of the dose repori, are documented in the “NIOSH
Report of Dose Reconsiruction under EEOICPA,” dated 3/31/08.

7. The probability of causation value was less than 50%, and showed that the
squamous cell carcinoma of the lower lip, adenocarcinoma of the recturn and
adenocarcinoma of the transverse colon were not “at least as likely as not’
related to employment at the covered facility. This caloulation fock info
account the fact that there was more than one primary cancer.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

e— does not qualify as a covered employee with cancer under 42
U.S.C. § 73841(9)B), as he does not meet the requirements shown in42 US.C. §
7384n(b).

The National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health performed dose
reconsiruction estimates in accordance with 42 U.S.C. § 7384n(d) and 42 C.F.R.
§82.10. The Department of Labor completed the Probability of Causation
calculation in accordance with 42 U.S.C. §7384n(c)(3) and 20 C.F.R. §30.213,
which references Subpari E of 42 C.F.R. Part 81. The calculation was based on




P

multiple primary cancer site

81.25.

s, and was completed in accordance with 42 C.F.R. §

- LYF T I e Y

It is recommended that ..._. - ) —— ———
‘ - survivor benefits under the EEOQICPA be denied as

SURVIVOTS, .o .
wra thus n

claims for
Anee nnt fully aualify as a covered employee and, as

84ds.

A

ot entitled to the compensation outlined under 42 US.C. §73






