
   
 

   
 

    1 

 2 

DOE/EA-2057D 
 

DRAFT Environmental Assessment 
National Energy Technology Laboratory; Albany, Oregon 

Building 2 Disposition 

Waseyabek-CTI Environmental Services 

August 2024



   
 

   
 

 1 



 

 

This page intentionally left blank. 1 



mailto:Lee.jensen@netl.doe.gov
mailto:Johnna.Sholtis@netl.doe.gov


https://nam02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fnetl.doe.gov%2Fnode%2F6939&data=05%7C02%7Ctzick%40cticompanies.com%7Cf5c9d1f1d87148e752d608dc6ec47b3a%7C0bb2d94ba752409e87a28168635f5e5b%7C0%7C0%7C638507037533778732%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=uxWI0OTiUPADfR8BUl92TN%2Bf8Jx8hOEAVTDQlqQcLAw%3D&reserved=0
https://nam02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.energy.gov%2Fnepa%2Fdoe-environmental-assessments&data=05%7C02%7Ctzick%40cticompanies.com%7Cf5c9d1f1d87148e752d608dc6ec47b3a%7C0bb2d94ba752409e87a28168635f5e5b%7C0%7C0%7C638507037533790070%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=2%2BQlMZLWOuLABHe8cn%2BCPfXzg79uYBFnkMJy2Ez2TDM%3D&reserved=0


   
 

August 2024 Draft Environmental Assessment i 

TABLE OF CONTENTS  1 
 Page 2 
1.0 INTRODUCTION ..................................................................................................................... 1-1 3 

1.1 PURPOSE AND NEED FOR AGENCY ACTION .......................................................... 1-1 4 
1.2 LOCATION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION ................................................................. 1-1 5 
1.3 SCOPE OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT .................................................. 1-3 6 
1.4 RESOURCE AREAS ELIMINATED FROM FURTHER CONSIDERATION ................... 1-3 7 

1.4.1 Land Use ........................................................................................................ 1-3 8 
1.4.2 Surface Water ................................................................................................. 1-3 9 
1.4.3 Floodplains ..................................................................................................... 1-4 10 
1.4.4 Sole Source Aquifer ........................................................................................ 1-4 11 
1.4.5 Socioeconomics .............................................................................................. 1-7 12 
1.4.6 Environmental Justice ..................................................................................... 1-7 13 
1.4.7 Transportation ............................................................................................... 1-11 14 
1.4.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Climate Change ......................................... 1-11 15 

1.5 FEDERAL, STATE, AND LOCAL PERMITS, LICENSES, AND FEES ........................ 1-11 16 
1.6 COORDINATION, CONSULTATION, AND PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT ......................... 1-12 17 

2.0 PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES ........................................................................... 2-1 18 
2.1 INTRODUCTION ......................................................................................................... 2-1 19 
2.2 PROPOSED ACTION .................................................................................................. 2-5 20 
2.3 DESCRIPTION OF ALTERNATIVES ......................................................................... 2-11 21 

2.3.1 Renovation Alternative .................................................................................. 2-11 22 
2.3.2 Decommissioning Alternative ........................................................................ 2-11 23 
2.3.3 No Action Alternative ..................................................................................... 2-12 24 

3.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND CONSEQUENCES ............................................................ 3-1 25 
3.1 GEOLOGY AND SOILS ............................................................................................... 3-1 26 

3.1.1 Geology .......................................................................................................... 3-1 27 
3.1.2 Soils................................................................................................................ 3-6 28 
3.1.3 Prime and Unique Farmland ............................................................................ 3-6 29 
3.1.4 Wetlands......................................................................................................... 3-6 30 
3.1.5 Environmental Consequences: Soils and Geology ......................................... 3-11 31 

3.2 HAZARDOUS MATERIALS ....................................................................................... 3-12 32 
3.2.1 DOE Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial Action Program ................................. 3-12 33 
3.2.2 Chlorinated Solvents ..................................................................................... 3-13 34 
3.2.3 Asbestos Containing Materials ...................................................................... 3-14 35 
3.2.4 Lead-Based Paint ......................................................................................... 3-15 36 
3.2.5 Polychlorinated Biphenyls ............................................................................. 3-15 37 
3.2.6 Hazardous Waste Management .................................................................... 3-15 38 
3.2.7 Environmental Consequences:  Hazardous Materials and Hazardous Waste . 3-16 39 

3.3 WATER RESOURCES .............................................................................................. 3-17 40 
3.3.1 Groundwater ................................................................................................. 3-17 41 
3.3.2 Environmental Consequences: Water Resources .......................................... 3-19 42 

3.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES...................................................................................... 3-19 43 
3.4.1 Vegetation .................................................................................................... 3-19 44 
3.4.2 Threatened and Endangered Species (TES) ................................................. 3-20 45 
3.4.3 Sensitive Habitats ......................................................................................... 3-27 46 
3.4.4 Environmental Consequences: Biological Resources .................................... 3-28 47 

3.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES ........................................................................................ 3-30 48 
3.5.1 Prehistoric and Historic Archaeological Resources ........................................ 3-30 49 
3.5.2 Environmental Consequences: Cultural Resources ....................................... 3-31 50 

3.6 AIR QUALITY ............................................................................................................ 3-32 51 
3.6.1 National Ambient Air Quality Standards ......................................................... 3-32 52 
3.6.2 Existing Air Quality Standards ....................................................................... 3-32 53 
3.6.3 Environmental Consequences:  Air Quality .................................................... 3-34 54 

3.7 NOISE ....................................................................................................................... 3-35 55 
3.7.1 Environmental Consequences:  Noise ........................................................... 3-35 56 



   
 

August 2024 Draft Environmental Assessment ii 

3.8 UTILITIES ................................................................................................................. 3-36 1 
3.8.1 Environmental Consequences: Utilities .......................................................... 3-36 2 

3.9 SAFETY AND OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH ................................................................. 3-38 3 
3.9.1 Site Conditions .............................................................................................. 3-38 4 
3.9.2 Radiation ...................................................................................................... 3-39 5 
3.9.3 Environmental Consequences: Health and Safety ......................................... 3-42 6 

4.0 CUMULATIVE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS .......................................................................... 4-1 7 
4.1 COMPATIBILITY OF PROPOSED ACTION WITH FEDERAL, STATE, REGIONAL, AND 8 

LOCAL OBJECTIVES .................................................................................................. 4-1 9 
4.2 RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SHORT-TERM AND LONG-TERM EFFECTS ................. 4-1 10 
4.3 IRREVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENT OF RESOURCES ................ 4-2 11 
4.4 CUMULATIVE ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES ................................................ 4-2 12 

5.0 CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION ................................................................................. 5-1 13 
5.1 CONSULTATION ........................................................................................................ 5-1 14 
5.2 NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY DISTRIBUTION ............................................................... 5-1 15 

5.2.1 Federal Agencies ............................................................................................ 5-1 16 
5.2.2 Native American Tribes ................................................................................... 5-1 17 
5.2.3 State Agencies ................................................................................................ 5-1 18 
5.2.4 Local Agencies/Organizations ......................................................................... 5-1 19 

6.0 LIST OF PREPARERS AND CONTRIBUTORS........................................................................ 6-1 20 
7.0 BIBLIOGRAPHY ...................................................................................................................... 7-1 21 
 22 

LIST OF TABLES 23 

Table 2-1 Proposed Building to be Demolished 24 

Table 2-2 Comparison of Environmental Impacts 25 

Table 3-1 Fault Zones 26 

Table 3-2 2014 Vapor Intrusion Sampling Results, B-2 Basement 27 

Table 3-3 Identified Federal and State Threatened and Endangered Species   28 

Table 3-4 Identified Eagles and Migratory Birds    29 

Table 3-5 Modeled Species Identified by ODFW Strategy Report 30 

Table 3-6  NETL Albany Air Emissions Inventory Summary 31 

Table 4-1 Cumulative Effects 32 

  33 





   
 

August 2024 Draft Environmental Assessment iv 

LIST OF ACRONYMS/ABBREVIATIONS  1 
 2 

ACHP Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 3 

ACM Asbestos-containing material  4 

ACDP Air Contaminant Discharge Permit 5 

AEC Atomic Energy Commission 6 

amsl Above Mean Sea Level 7 

ARC Albany Research Center 8 

 9 

B-2 Building 2 10 

BCC Birds of Conservation Concern 11 

bgs Below Ground Surface 12 

 13 

CAA Clean Air Act 14 

CEJST Climate and Economic Justice Screening Tool 15 

CEQ Council on Environmental Quality  16 

CERCLA Comprehensive Emergency Response Compensation and Liability Act 17 

CFR Code of Federal Regulations 18 

CO Carbon Monoxide 19 

CWA Clean Water Act 20 

cy Cubic Yard 21 

 22 

DAC Disadvantaged Communities 23 

dB Decibels 24 

DOE Department of Energy 25 

DOGAMI Oregon Department of Geology and Mineral Industries 26 

 27 

EA Environmental Assessment 28 

ECOS Environmental Conservation Online System 29 

EO Executive Order  30 

EPA Environmental Protection Agency 31 

EPSC Erosion Prevention and Sediment Control  32 

ERDA Energy Research and Development Administration 33 

ESA Endangered Species Act  34 

 35 

FEMA Federal Emergency Management Agency 36 

FFCA Federal Facility Compliance Act 37 

FIRMette Flood Insurance Rate Map 38 

FONSI  Finding of No Significant Impact 39 

FPPA Farmland Protection Policy Act 40 

ft Feet or Foot 41 

FUSRAP Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial Action Program 42 

 43 



   
 

August 2024 Draft Environmental Assessment v 

GLO General Land Office 1 

GSA General Services Administration 2 

 3 

HABS Historic American Buildings Survey 4 

HAP Hazardous air pollutants 5 

hr Hour 6 

 7 

ID# Identification Number 8 

IICEP Interagency and Intergovernmental Coordination for Environmental Planning  9 

 10 

LBP Lead-Based Paint  11 

lbs Pounds 12 

 13 

m2 Square Meters 14 

m3 cubic meters 15 

mg milligrams 16 

mg/L milligrams per liter 17 

MMBTU Million British Thermal Units 18 

MOA Memorandum of Agreement 19 

MW Monitoring Well 20 

 21 

NAS National Academy of Sciences 22 

NAAQS National Ambient Air Quality Standards 23 

NEPA National Environmental Policy Act 24 

NETL National Energy Technology Laboratory 25 

NHPA National Historic Preservation Act  26 

NOA Notice of Availability  27 

NORM Naturally Occurring Radioactive Material 28 

NOx Nitrogen Oxide 29 

NPDES National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 30 

NPS National Park Service 31 

NRCS Natural Resources Conservation Service  32 

NRHP National Register of Historic Places 33 

NWI National Wetlands Inventory 34 

 35 

OAR Oregon Administrative Rules 36 

OARRA Oregon Archaeological Records Remote Access 37 

OBIC Oregon Biodiversity Information Center  38 

ODEQ Oregon Department of Environmental Quality 39 

ODFW Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife 40 

ODOT Oregon Department of Transportation 41 

ODSL Oregon Department of State Lands 42 



   
 

August 2024 Draft Environmental Assessment vi 

OHA Oregon Health Authority 1 

ORAP Oregon Radon Awareness Program 2 

ORD Ordinance 3 

OSHA Occupational Safety and Health Administration 4 

 5 

PCB polychlorinated biphenyls  6 

PCE Perchloroethylene (Tetrachloroethylene) 7 

pCi/L Picocuries per liter 8 

PPE Personal Protective Equipment 9 

ppm Parts per Million 10 

 11 

RACM Regulated Asbestos Containing Material 12 

RBC Risk-Based Concentrations 13 

RCRA Resource Recovery and Conservation Act 14 

 15 

SDWA Safe Drinking Water Act 16 

sf Square Feet 17 

SHPO State Historical Preservation Office 18 

SIP State Implementation Plan 19 

SO2 Sulfur Dioxide 20 

SQG Small Quantity Generator 21 

SSA Sole Source Aquifer  22 

SWPPP Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan  23 

 24 

TCE Trichloroethylene 25 

TENORM Technologically Enhanced Naturally Occurring Radioactive Material 26 

TES Threatened and Endangered Species 27 

TSCA Toxic Substances Control Act 28 

 29 

U.S. United States 30 

USBM U.S. Bureau of Mines 31 

USC U.S. Code 32 

USCB U.S. Census Bureau 33 

USDA U.S. Department of Agriculture 34 

USDHS U.S. Department of Homeland Security 35 

USEPA U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 36 

USFWS U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service  37 

USGS U.S. Geological Survey 38 

USTA Underground Storage Tank Act  39 
 40 
VOC Volatile Organic Compound 41 
 42 
WCES Waseyabek-CTI Environmental Services 43 



   
 

August 2024 Draft Environmental Assessment vii 

WPCF Water Pollution Control Facility 1 





 

August 2024 Draft Environmental Assessment  1-2 

 1 

Source: https://earth.google.com/web/ 2 

Figure 1-1:  Proposed Action Location Map:  1450 Queen Ave., SW, Albany, OR 3 

 4 
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 1 

Source: https://www.fema.gov/flood-maps/national-flood-hazard-layer 2 

Figure 1-2:  FEMA Flood Map Service Center Map 3 

 4 
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 1 

Source: https://epa.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer 2 

Figure 1-3:  EPA Sole Source Aquifer Map 3 
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1.4.5 Socioeconomics 1 

Except for temporary short-term increases in contractor activity at the NETL Albany Campus, no change 2 

in on-site personnel is reasonably expected to occur, and no change in economic conditions would be 3 

anticipated.  The DOE NETL anticipates that the same number of permanent staff would be retained 4 

following the completion of the Proposed Action and each of the Alternative Actions; therefore, no effects 5 

to socioeconomics would be expected and no further analysis is conducted in this EA. 6 

1.4.6 Environmental Justice  7 

Executive Order (EO) 12898 (EO, 1994), Environmental Justice.  Objectives of the EO, as it pertains to 8 

this EA, include development of federal agency implementation strategies, and identification of low-income 9 

and minority populations potentially affected by proposed federal actions.   10 

EO 14008 (EO,2021b), Tackling the Climate Crisis at Home and Abroad, further directed the Council on 11 

Environmental Quality (CEQ) to develop a new tool called the Climate and Economic Justice Screening 12 

Tool (CEJST).  The tool uses U.S. Census Bureau (USCB) and other data to identify communities that are 13 

experiencing burdens or are under-served in the following areas: 14 

1. climate change, 15 

2. energy, 16 

3. health, 17 

4. housing, 18 

5. legacy pollution, 19 

6. transportation, 20 

7. water and wastewater, and 21 

8. workforce development. 22 

DOE has developed an evaluation and scoring process for identifying disadvantaged communities (DAC) 23 

using indicators including the CEJST criteria outlined above. Based on data evaluation for the City of 24 

Albany (Census tract 41043020300) using both the CEJST Tool (CEQ, n.d.) and the DOE DAC (DOE, 25 

n.d.) scoring tool, the tract within which the proposed Action is located is not considered to be a DAC 26 

(Figures 1-4 and 1-5). 27 

Further, EO 13045 (EO, 1997), Protection of Children from Environmental Health Risks and Safety Risks 28 

directs federal agencies to identify and assess environmental health and safety risks that may 29 

disproportionately affect children.  The Proposed Action will occur on property adjacent to public 30 

secondary school and a residential area.  While children are frequently present in areas proximal to the 31 

NETL campus, previous installation of a security fence separating the campus from areas frequented by 32 

children preclude direct impacts that may disproportionately affect minors.  Further, the short-term effects 33 

of demolition under the Proposed Action are not expected to generate significant emissions or other 34 

environmental conditions that may affect children in off-site residential or school settings.  Potential noise 35 

issues which may have an effect on schools are discussed further in Section 3.7.  36 

https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2021/02/01/2021-02177/tackling-the-climate-crisis-at-home-and-abroad#:~:text=Sec.%20223.%20Justice40,40-percent%20goal.
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Neither the Proposed Action, nor the Alternative Actions are reasonably expected to result in 1 

disproportional impacts to low-income, minority, or child populations; therefore, these factors are not 2 

analyzed further in this EA.  3 
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 1 

Source: Council on Environmental Quality Climate and Economic Justice Screening Tool 2 
https://screeningtool.geoplatform.gov/en/#12.18/44.6354/-123.0822 3 

Figure 1-4:  Climate and Economic Justice Screening Tool 4 

https://screeningtool.geoplatform.gov/en/
https://screeningtool.geoplatform.gov/en/
https://screeningtool.geoplatform.gov/en/
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 1 

 2 
Source: https://energyjustice.egs.anl.gov/ 3 

Figure 1-5:  DOE Disadvantaged Community Scoring, Albany Oregon 4 

 5 

https://energyjustice.egs.anl.gov/
https://energyjustice.egs.anl.gov/
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1.4.7 Transportation   1 

Short-term minor increases in traffic are anticipated in conjunction with implementation of the Proposed 2 

Action alternatives involving renovation or decommissioning of B-2.  An estimated 1,500 to 2,000 cubic 3 

yards (cy) of demolition debris is expected from the complete demolition of B-2.  Assuming 40-cy 4 

containers are used to transport the debris for recycling/disposal, approximately 50 loads of material may 5 

require transportation for proper management off-site.  The project duration is estimated to require 6 

5 working days to complete, equating to an average of 10 loads of added heavy truck traffic per day.  Linn 7 

County has not issued weight limitations or truck routing in the project area based on a review of the Linn 8 

County Weight Restricted Bridges and Approved Route List (Linn County, 2020). 9 

Neither Queen Avenue SW nor Broadway Street SW are designated or posted as Traffic Congested 10 

Thoroughfares under Albany Ordinance (ORD 13.22) and impact to traffic volume in the area is expected 11 

to be of short duration and is not expected to cause significant traffic disruptions.  12 

Specialized equipment that may be required for demolition or renovation under the Proposed Action or its 13 

alternatives would be subject to existing requirements for over-dimension load permitting and route 14 

restrictions associated with equipment mobilization.  Contractors and their transporters will be responsible 15 

for compliance with existing regulations and limitations established under Chapter 818 of the Oregon 16 

Vehicle Code as implemented by the Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT).  Contractors will be 17 

required to comply with restrictions established under City of Albany Ordinance including, but not limited 18 

to, seasonal and other load restrictions.  19 

Sufficient area is available for temporary staging of equipment and vehicles in the parking area south of 20 

B-2 and encroachment onto street or sidewalk rights of way are not expected.  No additional traffic would 21 

be anticipated under the No Action Alternative.  Based on this information, significant impacts to 22 

transportation would not be expected under any of the alternatives and are not analyzed further in this EA. 23 

1.4.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Climate Change 24 

EO 13990 (EO, 2021a) Protecting Public Health and the Environment and Restoring Science to Tackle the 25 

Climate Crisis, and CEQ Interim Guidance (FR 88 1196) require consideration of potential impacts of 26 

project implementation to the production of greenhouse gas emissions and overall influence on climate 27 

change objectives.  Short-term heavy equipment use associated with potential activities related to the 28 

Proposed Action or its alternatives represents the potential for minor temporary impacts to site-wide 29 

generation of greenhouse gas emissions.  As such, adverse climate change impacts are not expected, and 30 

are not considered further in this EA. 31 

1.5 Federal, State, and Local Permits, Licenses, and Fees  32 

In accordance with Article VI of the United States Constitution, the doctrine of Sovereign Immunity has 33 

been interpreted to exempt the federal government from State and local requirements except as required 34 

under the Federal Facility Compliance Act (FFCA) of 1992.  EO 12088 (EO, 1978) Federal Compliance 35 

with Pollution Control Standards, further requires all federal facilities to comply with federal, state, and 36 
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1 local requirements related to environmental protection under federally promulgated statutes including the 
2 Clean Air Act (CAA), Clean Water Act (CWA), Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), 
3 Underground Storage Tank Act (USTA), Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA), and the Comprehensive 
4 Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA).  Common interpretation concludes 
5 that federal facilities are not obligated to conform to state and local regulations which are independent of 
6 these statutory programs.

7 Prior to initiation of activities associated with the Proposed Action or its alternatives, DOE NETL or its 
8 contractors would be required to file necessary notification and obtain any required federal, state, and local 
9 permits and adhere to applicable requirements related to environmental discharges or emissions regulated

10 under resulting from project activities.  Adherence to local requirements, including City of Albany 
11 ordinances, which are not specifically intended to support the aforementioned regulatory areas is 
12 discretionary.

13 1.6 Coordination, Consultation, and Public Involvement

14 DOE is the responsible agency for this action and has implemented Interagency and Intergovernmental 
15 Coordination for Environmental Planning (IICEP) process as required by NEPA and CEQ regulations. 
16 Through the IICEP process, DOE NETL notified relevant federal, state, and local agencies about the 
17 Proposed Action to consider stakeholder views in implementing the Proposed Action or its alternatives.  On 
18 August 9, 2024, a copy of this Draft EA and Consultation Letters (Appendix A) were provided to federal, 
19 state, tribal, and local agencies, as well as other stakeholders identified in Section 5 soliciting comment on 
20 the Proposed Action.  The 30-day comment period extends through September 8, 2024.  Stakeholder 
21 comments will be considered and addressed in development of the Final EA.

22 Oregon State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO).  DOE is required to consult with the Oregon SHPO 
23 to determine the potential for the Proposed Action to have an adverse effect on historic properties under 
24 Section 106 of the NHPA.  In 2017, the Oregon SHPO determined that Building B-2 contributes to the 
25 NRHP eligibility of the ARC Historic District and removal of the building constitutes an adverse effect on 
26 a historic property.  On March 22, 2017, SHPO assigned Case Number 17-0418 for this proposed 
27 undertaking.  Subsequent consultation between DOE NETL and SHPO determined that a Historic American 
28 Building Survey (HABS) report will be completed along with other activities to mitigate the adverse effect 
29 of the Proposed Action on B-2.

30 The HABS collection is among the largest and most used historical resources in the Prints and Photographs 
31 Division of the Library of Congress (Library of Congress, n.d.).  Administered since 1933 through 
32 cooperative agreements with the National Park Service (NPS), the Library of Congress, the private sector, 
33 and the NPS have recorded America's built environment in multiformat surveys comprising more than 
34 581,000 measured drawings, large-format photographs, and written histories for more than 43,000 historic 
35 structures and sites dating from Pre-Columbian times to the twentieth century.  This curated online 
36 collection includes digitized images of measured drawings, black-and-white photographs, color 
37 transparencies, photo captions, written history pages, and supplemental materials which memorialize 
38 cultural history across the country.
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 1 
Source: An Evaluation of the Historic Significance of the Department of the Interior, Bureau of Mines, Northwest Electrodevelopment Laboratory/ 2 
ARC, Albany, Oregon (Vol. 1) 3 
Figure 2-1:  Original Construction of B-2 Building Pre-1926 4 
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 1 
Source: An Evaluation of the Historic Significance of the Department of the Interior, Bureau of Mines, Northwest Electrodevelopment Laboratory/ 2 
ARC, Albany, Oregon (Vol. 1) 3 
Figure 2-2:  B-2 Building Exterior Post-1926 (Looking Northwest) 4 
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 1 
Source: An Evaluation of the Historic Significance of the Department of the Interior, Bureau of Mines, Northwest Electrodevelopment Laboratory/ 2 
ARC, Albany, Oregon (Vol. 1) 3 
Figure 2-3:  B-2 Building Post-1926 (Looking Northwest) 4 
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 1 

Source: https://earth.google.com/web/search/1450+Queen+Ave+SW,+Albany,+OR 2 

Figure 2-4:  B-2 Exterior (Looking Northeast) 3 

https://earth.google.com/web/search/1450+Queen+Ave+SW,+Albany,+OR
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 1 
Source:  Waseyabek-CTI Environmental Services (WCES), October 18, 2023, Site Visit B-2 Photographs (Appendix B) 2 

Figure 2-5:  Photographs of B-2 Window Coatings with Potential Hazardous Materials  3 
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 1 

Source: WCES, October 18, 2023, Site Visit B-2 Photographs (Appendix B) 2 

Figure 2-6:  Photographs of Observed Water Damage and Potential Mold 3 
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 1 

Source: WCES, October 18, 2023, Site Visit B-2 Photographs (Appendix B) 2 

Figure 2-7:  Photographs of Potential Sources of Polychlorinated Biphenyls and Regulated Asbestos 3 
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2.3.3 No Action Alternative 1 

Under the No-Action Alternative, B-2 would continue to exist in its current condition without 2 

decommissioning or rehabilitation.  Documented safety hazards would continue to be addressed primarily 3 

through procedures/practices prohibiting unprotected entry or occupancy.  In the no-Action Alternative 4 

scenario, B-2 would continue to present health and safety concerns for maintenance personnel and pose an 5 

increasing potential for exposure of campus personnel to risks associated with decaying structural integrity 6 

and elevated risk of asbestos release from decaying building components.  The No-Action Alternative 7 

would not meet the purpose and need of the Proposed Action; however, it is analyzed in this EA to establish 8 

baseline conditions as required by CEQ regulations. 9 
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 1 

   Source: https://topobuilder.nationalmap.gov/ 2 

   Figure 3-1:  USGS Topographic Map of the Albany, Oregon Quadrangle 3 

https://topobuilder.nationalmap.gov/
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Documented earthquakes detected in the project area include two earthquakes of 4.4 magnitude and 1 

2.4 magnitude, respectively, measured in Linn County, Oregon in October 2022 (USGS, ESRI, Garmin, 2 

n.d.).  The sources of the two seismic events in 2022 were not associated with any of the four known faults.  3 

The Cascadia Subduction Zone is a convergent plate boundary located approximately 110 miles west of the 4 

project site.  Forty-one (41) major (7.5 +) earthquakes have occurred on the fault in the past 10,000 years.  5 

According to the DOGAMI Subduction Zone Earthquake Scenario (Burns, et.al., 2008), a 9.0 magnitude 6 

earthquake is projected to pose low to moderate risk for the City of Albany (Figure 3-3).  The last major 7 

earthquake related to the Cascadia subduction zone is thought to have occurred in 1700 and generally have 8 

occurred once every 500 years on average based on USGS estimates (USDHS, 2011).   9 

Table 3-1:  Fault Zones 10 

Fault Name 
Approximate Distance from 

Site (Miles) Direction 
Owl Creek 7 Southwest 

Corvalis 7 West-Southwest 

Salem-Eola 14 Northeast 

Turner and Mill Creek 14 Northeast 

Cascadia Subduction Zone 100 West-Southwest 

 11 

FEMA identifies potential risk associated with earthquakes and projected damage potential relative to 12 

construction type.  FEMA has concluded that potential earthquake hazards in the City of Albany may 13 

include strong to very strong shaking (Figure 3-3).  Ground shaking would cause minor to substantial 14 

damage to buildings varying from good to poor condition (FEMA, 2023).  Building B-2 is in poor condition, 15 

therefore, damage due to a significant earthquake has the potential to be substantial.  16 
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  1 

Source: https://earthquake.usgs.gov/scenarios/eventpage/cszm9ensemble_se/shakemap/intensity 2 

Figure 3-3:  Earthquake Damage Potential Based on USGS Scenario Modeling 3 

https://earthquake.usgs.gov/scenarios/eventpage/cszm9ensemble_se/shakemap/intensity
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 1 

Source: https://wesoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov 2 

Figure 3-4:  USDA Soil Classification 3 

https://wesoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/
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Additionally, based on the well-drained nature of the soil reported by the USDA, it is unlikely to have 1 

hydric properties.  On-site observations on October 18, 2023, confirmed that wetlands are not a potential 2 

concern on the project site.  While isolated areas of the NETL campus are underlain by documented hydric 3 

soils (Figure 3-6), soils across the majority of the campus, including the project area, do not exhibit hydric 4 

characteristics based on USDA Web Soil Survey information.  Site observations made on October 18, 2023, 5 

confirmed the absence of wetland indicators surrounding B-2.  As wetlands are not reasonably expected in 6 

the immediate or adjacent area surrounding B-2, this resource is not considered further in this EA. 7 
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 1 

 Source:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Standards and Support Team; wetlands_team@fws.gov 2 

 Figure 3-5: USFWS National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) Map 3 

mailto:wetlands_team@fws.gov
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 1 

Source: https://maps.dsl.state.or.us/swi/ 2 

Figure 3-6: ODSL Statewide Wetlands Inventory Map 3 

https://maps.dsl.state.or.us/swi/
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3.1.5 Environmental Consequences: Soils and Geology 1 

3.1.5.1 Proposed Action 2 

Implementation of the Proposed Action is reasonably expected to result in minor short and long-term 3 

impacts.  The soils in the demolition area have slight erosion potential as defined in the USDA National 4 

Soil Survey Handbook (USDA, 2017) and the topography is relatively flat.  Therefore, significant impacts 5 

from storm- water runoff events are not anticipated during the short-term demolition project or subsequent 6 

to revegetation of soils upon completion of demolition and grading.  7 

Demolition of B-2 would convert approximately 3,800 SF of impermeable building footprint area to 8 

pervious area which will allow for a proportion of stormwater to infiltrate rather than being shed as run-off.  9 

The EPA National Stormwater Calculator classifies the rainwater infiltration rate for natural soils in the 10 

project area as 0.43 in/hr.  A rainfall event of 1 inch in an hour may be expected to result in a total rain 11 

volume of 2,118 gallons over the footprint area.  Under current conditions, 100% of that volume would be 12 

shed as sheet flow run-off.  Removal of the impervious structure will result in infiltration of approximately 13 

900 gallons of rainwater over the same footprint area resulting in a minor long-term positive effect due to 14 

enhanced soil drainage at the site. 15 

As described in Section 1.5, federal facilities are exempted from regulation under local ordinances unless 16 

the local requirement is directly related to implementation of federally promulgated statutes.  The City of 17 

Albany serves as the responsible agency for implementation of erosion control provisions of the Clean 18 

Water Act (40 CFR Part 450).  As such, local ordinances directly related to compliance with Part 450 apply 19 

to federal facilities as described in Section 1.5.  Specifically, Albany ordinance (Ord. 5727 § 1, 2010, 20 

Section 12.40.030) requires that an erosion prevention and sediment control (EPSC) permit be obtained for 21 

land-disturbing activities affecting an area of 2,000 SF or greater.  The footprint of B-2 is approximately 22 

3,800 SF and does not meet exemption criteria identified in Section 12.40.031, therefore, a permit and 23 

associated EPSC Plan (Ord. 12.40.040) will likely be required unless otherwise exempted from permitting 24 

by the City of Albany.  25 

The demolition and re-grading activities for the proposed project must consider the presence of active or 26 

abandoned utilities (see Section 3.10).  Grading permits may also be required as a function of erosion 27 

control for projects managing more than 50 yards of soil on a slope of 12% or greater (Ord. 12.35.010).  As 28 

current slopes are relatively flat, the provisions of the ordinance do not appear to be applicable for 29 

compliance with CWA soil erosion control requirements as implemented by the City of Albany.  30 

3.1.5.2 Renovation Alternative 31 

The building footprint would remain unchanged under the Renovation Alternative action. As described in 32 

Section 2.3.1, the 2015 Feasibility Study conducted for B-2 considered two scenarios under which the 33 

renovation might occur.  Both schemes include reducing the building to include only wood framing and 34 

floor structure, bearing walls, and exterior framing.  The roof would be repaired and minor repairs to the 35 

façade, including new windows and paint, would occur.  None of the alterations considered in the feasibility 36 
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report are expected to disrupt the soil or geology of the site.  The concrete building foundation would remain 1 

impermeable under this alternative, thus no improvements to local stormwater drainage would occur. 2 

3.1.5.3 Decommissioning Alternative 3 

The decommissioning of B-2 would not include any significant alterations of the exterior of the structure, 4 

therefore, the conditions associated with soils and geology would remain unchanged from current 5 

conditions and no significant impacts to soils or geology would be reasonably expected.  The concrete 6 

building foundation would remain impermeable, thus no improvements to local stormwater drainage would 7 

occur. 8 

3.1.5.4 No Action Alternative 9 

No demolition, renovation or unique maintenance activities would occur; therefore, the soils and geology 10 

conditions would remain the same as the existing conditions resulting in no significant soils and geology 11 

impacts.   The concrete building foundation would remain impermeable, thus no improvements to local 12 

stormwater drainage would occur.   13 

In the event of a seismic event such as an earthquake, B-2 would be susceptible to damage due to its decayed 14 

condition.  Asbestos in the building could become airborne and affect health and safety and localized air 15 

quality potentially affecting personnel and emergency responders on the campus.  Structure fires are 16 

common after earthquakes; however, the utilities would remain disconnected so there is little risk of a fire 17 

at B-2 resulting from an earthquake.  See Section 3.11 for further discussion of potential health and safety 18 

implications related to potential damage of B-2. 19 

3.2 Hazardous Materials  20 

Current and historic activities conducted at the NETL Albany Campus entail use of hazardous materials.  21 

Materials known to be associated with activities at the complex since 1943 include radioactive isotopes 22 

used in historic proprietary research, asbestos building materials, PCBs associated with electrical systems, 23 

petroleum products associated with infrastructure and equipment maintenance, pesticide application, 24 

solvents and other chemicals used in laboratory and maintenance activities, and hazardous wastes generated 25 

by operations at the NETL Albany Campus.  Potential impacts associated with hazardous materials related 26 

to the Proposed Action and its alternatives are considered in this section. 27 

3.2.1 DOE Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial Action Program  28 

In 1974, the Atomic Energy Commission (AEC) initiated an evaluation of the radiological conditions at the 29 

Albany Campus designed to identify and characterize environmental contamination from past activities 30 

under the Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial Action Program (FUSRAP).  The DOE implemented successful 31 

remedial action based on findings of the AEC investigation (DOE, 1993) and is currently responsible for 32 

long-term monitoring at the Albany Campus.   33 
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Environmental Report (NETL, 2023).  The TCE plume was discovered in 2005 by NETL (previously 1 

known as ARC) and was determined to have originated from activities conducted on the NETL Albany 2 

Campus.  Concentrations of TCE in the vicinity of B-2 are monitored using permanent monitoring wells 3 

(MW), with MW-20, located approximately 60 ft west of the Proposed Action location.  4 

Based on the August 2022 groundwater sampling data (DOE, 2023) for MW-20, concentrations of TCE, 5 

chloroform, and carbon tetrachloride were detected above Oregon DEQ Risk-Based Concentrations (RBCs) 6 

for groundwater.  (ODEQ, 2023a).  Ongoing monitoring of the plume is being conducted by NETL in 7 

accordance with state and federal guidance.  The source of the groundwater impact is not related to 8 

hazardous materials activities at B-2 based on site history and potentiometric surface maps prepared for 9 

ongoing monitoring activities.  10 

A vapor intrusion sampling event was conducted in the basement of B-2 in 2014. Results of the study were 11 

provided by NETL staff (L. Jensen, personal communication, February 5, 2024).  Analytical results were 12 

previously compared in 2014 against the RBC established by ODEQ for vapor intrusion and determined to 13 

be below applicable regulatory thresholds by NETL staff.  Subsequently, ODEQ RBC values were updated 14 

in 2023 (ODEQ, 2023b).  Criteria for the detected volatile organic compounds (VOCs) remained unchanged 15 

in the 2023 revision, and results continue to be below criteria established by ODEQ (Table 3-1). 16 

Table 3-2:  2014 Vapor Intrusion Sampling Results, B-2 Basement 17 

Compound 
Concentration 

(ppb) 
Concentration 

ug/m3 
2014 RBC 
(ug/m3) 

2023 RBC 
(ug/m3) 

Chloroform 0.017 0.083 0.53 0.53 
Carbon Tetrachloride 0.074 0.465 2.0 2.0 

Tetrachloroethene <0.01 <0.002 47 47 
Trichloroethene <0.005 <0.001 3.0 3.0 

 18 

3.2.3 Asbestos Containing Materials 19 

Asbestos surveys completed in 2019 (L. Jensen, personal communication, January 10, 2024) identified 20 

asbestos containing material (ACM) including roofing material and vermiculite insulation in B-2.  Three 21 

homogenous area materials that are uniform in texture and color, were identified; ridged cementitious 22 

roofing tile, underlayment for roofing tile, and adhesive roofing tar.  All three of the areas tested returned 23 

results greater than 1% asbestos by weight and are considered to be regulated asbestos-containing material 24 

(RACM) 25 

Vermiculite can be visually identified by its pebble-like physical appearance and shiny gray or silver 26 

coloration.  Vermiculite is a naturally occurring mineral that was broadly used as insulation due to its 27 

lightweight and fire-resistant characteristics.  A significant proportion of vermiculite mined in the United 28 

States was cross contaminated with asbestos due to mining techniques prior to 1990.  Vermiculite, which 29 

is pervasive in B-2, is assumed to be ACM by NETL as a measure of precaution due to the prevalence of 30 

asbestos contamination of commercially available vermiculite. 31 
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Management of ACM is regulated under 40 CFR Part 61, National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air 1 

Pollutants (HAPs), 29 CFR 1910 and 1926 Occupational Health requirements, as well as by Oregon 2 

Administrative Rules (OAR) at 340, Division 248.  Oregon adopted updated regulations in 2018 which may 3 

require additional survey requirements prior to removal of ACM in support of the Proposed Action or any 4 

alternative requiring disturbance, renovation, or occupancy. 5 

3.2.4 Lead-Based Paint 6 

LBP is known to be toxic to humans and is regulated under TSCA.  Paints produced prior to 1978 are 7 

reasonably expected to contain lead in varying concentrations.  Although no LBP surveys are known to 8 

exist related to B-2, due to the age of the building and numerous renovations through the years, LBP is 9 

anticipated to be present.  Regulations regarding LBP abatement apply primarily to residential and childcare 10 

facilities rather than commercial structures such as B-2.  Prior to renovation or demolition, a survey for 11 

LBP may be required to assess personal protective measures during demolition and assign disposal 12 

requirements.  Disposal of LBP from non-residential structures is regulated under Subtitle C of the RCRA 13 

as hazardous waste if leachable lead exceeds 5.0 milligrams per liter (mg/L) when prepared for analysis 14 

using the toxicity characteristic leaching procedure extraction Method 1311.  Abatement of LBP under the 15 

Proposed Action, Renovation Alternative or Decommissioning Alternative will require waste 16 

characterization and proper management. 17 

3.2.5 Polychlorinated Biphenyls  18 

DOE NETL is required to manage PCBs in accordance with 40 CFR 761 and OAR 340, Division 110.  A 19 

variety of electrical equipment and construction materials containing PCBs were in use during the period 20 

in which the building was constructed, renovated and/or upgraded.  As such, PCBs are reasonably expected 21 

to be present in building materials and potentially present in equipment remaining in the building.  22 

Section 3.2.1 identifies historic remediation of PCB-impacted soils at the NETL Albany Campus under the 23 

FUSRAP; however, no PCB-impacted soils were detected in the immediate vicinity of B-2.  The Proposed 24 

Action would require a survey of possible regulated materials such as caulk, paints, sealants, equipment 25 

with electrical or hydraulic components prior to implementation to identify materials requiring management 26 

as hazardous materials. 27 

3.2.6 Hazardous Waste Management 28 

The NETL Albany site is classified as a small quantity hazardous waste generator (SQG) and operates 29 

under Generator ID# OR2141590008 based on ODEQ records (ODEQ, 2022.) as established in the 2022 30 

Hazardous Waste Site Annual Report submitted by DOE NETL on February 27, 2023.  As a SQG, campus-31 

wide hazardous waste generation is limited to less than 2,200 lbs of monthly hazardous waste generation.  32 

In 2022, the total mass of hazardous waste generated at the campus was reported to be 1,686.03 lbs based 33 

on the referenced annual report submitted to ODEQ.  Hazardous waste transportation and disposal is 34 

required to be performed by licensed and permitted contractors in accordance with ODEQ requirements 35 

OAR 340-100:104.  There are no known current sources of hazardous waste generation associated with B-36 

2.  Demolition or abatement materials meeting the definition of a hazardous waste would require proper 37 







https://www.nrcs.usda.gov/resources/data-and-reports/web-soil-survey
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It is anticipated that trees, other than one designated heritage tree described below, proximal to the Proposed 1 

Action may be removed, trimmed, or unintentionally damaged during the proposed demolition activities.  2 

However, flora in the area is not known to be threatened, endangered, or unique and will not represent a 3 

significant impact.  No threatened or endangered plant species were observed to be present immediately 4 

adjacent to the project area during the 2023 site reconnaissance.  Further, NETL protocol includes voluntary 5 

consultation of an arborist when removal of trees is required.  Established practices includes replacement 6 

of removed trees to maintain both aesthetic standards and a net neutral impact to vegetation at the campus.  7 

The project will require precautions to be taken to protect against potential adverse effects which may be 8 

detrimental to established trees. City of Albany ordinance (Ord. 5948 Section 1, 2020) specifies protections 9 

required for protection of mature trees during projects within the City limits, however, NETL is exempt 10 

from regulation by City ordinances which are not directly associated with implementation of federal 11 

statutes. A designated heritage tree has been documented to be present by the City of Albany within the 12 

vicinity of B-2.  The heritage tree is identified as a hybrid Persian Walnut (Juglans regia) with a 15.5-ft 13 

circumference and a crown of approximately 110 ft.  The tree is observed to be located more than 500 ft 14 

north of the Proposed Action site and is not reasonably expected to be affected by actions involved with 15 

demolition of B-2.  16 

3.4.2 Threatened and Endangered Species (TES) 17 

The NETL Albany Campus is located in the Willamette Valley ecoregion as defined by the Oregon 18 

Department of Fish and Wildlife (ODFW).  The project area and adjacent properties have been historically 19 

developed and significantly disturbed by residential, agricultural, and industrial activities.  Specifically, the 20 

NETL Albany Campus (formerly ARC) and Montieth Campus, Albany College has been the site of ongoing 21 

human occupation and development since approximately 1867.  Therefore, the Project Area represents 22 

limited diversity in biological habitat for potential threatened and/or endangered species.  23 

Information regarding the potential state or federally listed threatened, endangered, or candidate species 24 

within the vicinity of B-2 was obtained from the USFWS (Figure 3-8) and the ODFW (Figure 3-9).  25 

Table 3-2 summarizes information regarding status and habitat requirements for federal and state listed 26 

species.  These are species that have the potential to be present within the B-2 project area and are therefore, 27 

considered in this EA.   28 

The Monarch Butterfly is currently considered a candidate and has not, to date, been formally listed or 29 

proposed for listing under the Endangered Species Act (ESA) (Endangered Species Act, 1973), consultation 30 

with the USFWS under Section 7 of the ESA is not required, however, the species was considered in this 31 

EA out of an abundance of caution.  The Monarch Butterfly does not have a designated critical habitat, and 32 

there are no unique features/vegetation associated with B-2 that preferentially support Monarch habitat. 33 

Further, based on the general developed nature of the NETL property, it is unlikely that the Proposed Action 34 

would have a negative effect on this species.  There are elements of potentially suitable habitat for the 35 

Oregon vesper sparrow (grassland with trees, shrubs, bare ground) at the NETL Albany Campus, however, 36 

the Oregon Conservation Strategy states that this swallow requires high structural diversity for foraging 37 

and nesting, which is not present at B-2 or its immediate surrounding area.  38 
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Additionally, the USFWS identifies several eagles and other migratory birds on its Birds of Conservation 1 

Concern (BCC) list which are considered as part of this evaluation.  Applicable species are identified in 2 

Table 3-3.  3 
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 1 

Source: https://fws.maps.arcgis.com/ 2 

Figure 3-8:  US Fish and Wildlife Service Critical Habitat      3 

 4 

https://fws.maps.arcgis.com/
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 1 

Source: https://www.dfw.state.or.us/maps/compass/ 2 

Figure 3-9:  Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife Habitat 3 

https://www.dfw.state.or.us/maps/compass/
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presence of this building and area of the NETL campus would result in a negative impact on any of the 1 

above-identified species. 2 

3.4.4.4 No Action Alternative 3 

Under the No Action Alternative, B-2 would continue to be maintained at a rudimentary level with only 4 

basic repairs as required to minimize health and safety hazards.  No changes or impacts would be expected 5 

to vegetation, mature trees, or other Biological Resources within the vicinity of B-2.  6 

3.5 Cultural Resources  7 

3.5.1 Prehistoric and Historic Archaeological Resources 8 

The Proposed Action will take place in the Willamette Valley, on traditional lands of the Kalapuya people.  9 

Kalapuyans typically resided near tributaries of the Willamette River with others who spoke the same 10 

dialect of language.  Kalapuyans moved to different locations throughout the year to sustain themselves on 11 

plants like wapato and camas, and animals including elk, birds, deer, rabbit, fish, and black bears.  During 12 

drier and warmer periods, housing was temporary and sited for harvesting plants and other foods.  During 13 

winter, Kalapuyans lived in permanent villages with dwellings constructed above floodplains of Willamette 14 

River tributaries.  Preserved food served as a primary source of nourishment for Kalapuyans when hunting 15 

and gathering was seasonally limited (Zenk, 1990).   16 

Europeans and Americans who arrived at the Willamette Valley in the nineteenth century introduced 17 

disease and displaced native people.  Some surviving Kalapuyans resettled on what would become the 18 

Grand Ronde reservation after negotiations between the territorial government and Kalapuya groups took 19 

place during the mid-nineteenth century.  The displacement of Kalapuyans led to increased settlement and 20 

development of the Willamette Valley by non-native people during the mid- to late-nineteenth century and 21 

continued into the twentieth century (Boyd, 1985).  General Land Office (GLO) surveys of Township 11 22 

South, Range 4 West, Willamette Meridian from 1852 and 1862 and show that George Cline claimed 23 

642 acres overlapping what is now the NETL Albany Campus and established a house and farm near the 24 

location of Building B-2 (GLO, 1852; GLO, 1862).  U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) maps published from 25 

1911 to 1916 show buildings concentrated along present-day Queen Avenue SW, but no buildings are noted 26 

within the central portion of the NETL campus or at the location of Building B-2 (USGS, 1911; USGS, 27 

1916).  28 

Prior to its use as the ARC, the NETL Albany Campus was home to Albany College.  The college was 29 

originally established in downtown Albany at the present-day location of Central Elementary School but 30 

moved to the current NETL Albany Campus in 1927 after years of planning.  The college operated from 31 

the Albany Campus until 1938, when it moved to Portland and was eventually renamed Lewis & Clark.  32 

During an interim period between use by Albany College and the USBM, which acquired the site in 1943, 33 

the National Youth Administration used the site between 1941 and 1943.  34 

Building B-2 was moved to the Albany NETL campus in 1926 for use as a dormitory of Albany College.  35 

Since that time, the building has been extensively altered.  Constructing a foundation for Building B-2 in 36 
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meeting the definition of a Major Source and those classified as Area Sources.  A Major Source includes 1 

any facility which operates emission sources that emit HAPs totaling at least 10 tons of any single HAP or 2 

25 tons of any combination of HAPS annually.  Implementation of Air Quality regulations in Oregon is a 3 

shared responsibility between the EPA and ODEQ.  Oregon air quality regulations were most recently 4 

updated in 2021 and are codified at OAR 340-200:248.  5 

Facilities meeting the definition of a major source, or an area source are required to obtain a Title V air 6 

quality permit in accordance with OAR 340-218-0020 unless otherwise exempted.  The DOE NETL Albany 7 

Campus has the potential to emit a fraction of the HAPs required for designation as a Major Source and is 8 

not subject to permitting under the Oregon Title V program.  The NETL Albany Campus does not meet the 9 

requirements necessitating application for a Title V permit based on the 2022 Air Emissions Inventory 10 

prepared by NETL and summarized in Table 3-6 (G. Hunzeker, personal communication, September 8, 11 

2023). 12 

Table 3-6:  NETL Albany Air Emissions Inventory Summary13 

 14 

Oregon DEQ also requires permitting for minor sources not otherwise required to obtain a Title V permit 15 

under its Air Contaminant Discharge Permit (ACDP) program.  The activities required to obtain an ACDP 16 

are defined in OAR 340-216-8010, Table 1.  ACDP permits are classified based on emissions type as Basic, 17 

General, Simple, or Standard permits.  Based on the applicable source descriptions, current and/or proposed 18 

activities associated with B-2 do not meet the requirements of any of the ACDP permitting categories and 19 

are not subject to ACDP permitting. 20 

In addition to ongoing activities identified in Table 1 of OAR 340-216-8010, ODEQ also identifies short-21 

term emissions sources requiring permitting.  In 2021, Oregon DEQ implemented a short-tern NAAQS 22 

modeling requirement (OAR 340-216-0054) applicable to facilities which are required to obtain short-term 23 

ACDP.  Short-term activities include those which are unexpected or due to unforeseen circumstances 24 

(OAR 340-216-0054).  Activities at B-2 do not meet the definition or criteria for short-term activities 25 

requiring permitting.  As such, short-term NAAQS modeling is not applicable to the activities proposed at 26 

B-2 under any of the alternatives and will not be considered further in this EA. 27 

 28 

 29 
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3.6.3 Environmental Consequences:  Air Quality 1 

3.6.3.1 Proposed Action 2 

Demolition of B-2 would likely result in a short-term increase in particulate emissions during the demolition 3 

process.  HAPs, including Total Particulate Matter and PM10 are reasonably expected to be emitted during 4 

the demolition activities over a short duration.  Limited amounts of volatile organic compounds (VOCs), 5 

nitrogen oxide (NOx), carbon monoxide (CO) and sulfur dioxide (SO2) are expected to be produced by 6 

equipment used to complete the demolition and transport waste materials off-site.  The NETL Albany 7 

Campus generates very low levels of emissions on an annual basis and the temporary emissions resulting 8 

from demolition is not reasonably expected to change the regulatory status of the complex or pose 9 

significant harm to the environment. 10 

3.6.3.2 Renovation Alternative 11 

Under the Renovation Alternative, B-2 would remain physically present and would be converted into 12 

useable, occupied space.  The overall building footprint may expand or otherwise be altered depending on 13 

final building plans.  The renovation of B-2 would likely result in a short-term increase in dust and 14 

emissions related to renovation activities and equipment operation.  Climate control systems would be 15 

required including heaters, water heaters and air conditioning units which will each contribute minor 16 

emissions.  Permitting of natural gas heating units less than 9.9 MMBTU/Hr is generally not required under 17 

OAR 340-216-8010. 18 

3.6.3.3 Decommissioning Alternative 19 

Under the Decommissioning Alternative, B-2 would remain physically present but would continue to be 20 

unoccupied.  The overall building footprint would not be altered, and only limited electrical utility 21 

connections would be re-established to facilitate climate control.  Equipment selected to control temperature 22 

and/or humidity in the decommissioned building would require evaluation to determine permitting 23 

applicability under OAR 340-216-8010, however, air permitting is not anticipated.  No additional short or 24 

long-term emissions are expected under this alternative.  25 

3.6.3.4 No Action Alternative 26 

Under the No Action Alternative, conditions related to air quality would remain unchanged from existing 27 

conditions.  28 
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3.7.1.2 Renovation Alternative 1 

Based on the 2015 Feasibility Study (DRS, 2015), the majority of renovation is expected to occur on the 2 

interior of the building, although some exterior upgrades may occur, and the roof would require significant 3 

upgrade.  Ambient noise level would increase during renovation activities and following the completion of 4 

such actions, the ambient noise level would be expected to return to current levels.  As noted above, a public 5 

school is located approximately 650 ft east of B-2 and residential properties adjoin B-2 to the west across 6 

Broadway Street SW.  The short-term noise impacts related to renovation are expected to be minor, although 7 

renovation will likely occur over a longer period of time than demolition, with truck and equipment activity 8 

in excess of current conditions being required for several months.   9 

3.7.1.3 Decommissioning Alternative 10 

Decommissioning B-2 is expected to entail fewer structural modifications than the Proposed Action or 11 

Renovation Alternative.  Significant roof repairs are anticipated as a function of effective decommissioning 12 

to protect the interior of the building from further rapid decay.  Other minor interior and exterior 13 

modifications to slow decay of the structure.  Significant noise impacts are not anticipated under this 14 

alternative due to the relatively minor scope of retrofitting required to decommission the structure. 15 

3.7.1.4 No Action Alternative 16 

Under the No Action Alternative, conditions related to ambient noise would remain unchanged from 17 
existing conditions.  18 

3.8 Utilities  19 

According to NETL, utilities (electric, water and wastewater service) previously serving the structure have 20 

been disconnected from B-2.  The main utility lines continue to exist within close proximity of B-2, 21 

however, service lines to the building have been capped, or otherwise physically separated from the 22 

structure.  Wastewater lines, including toilets and sink traps have been removed and/or capped to preclude 23 

migration of gases into the building from the main service lines.  The electrical panels have been de-24 

energized or removed from the building such that the electrical system in the building cannot be energized 25 

according to the facility services staff and as observed during on-site reconnaissance on October 18, 2023 26 

(Appendix B). 27 

3.8.1 Environmental Consequences: Utilities 28 

3.8.1.1 Proposed Action 29 

Under the demolition alternative, residual piping, electrical lines, and wastewater conduits at B-2 would be 30 

identified and removed or dismantled and recycled or disposed during demolition.  Prior to removing the 31 

utilities, screening for hazardous materials, such as ACM or LBP and PCBs associated with piping and 32 

other utility equipment would occur as required by Oregon regulation.  Demolition activities would be 33 

subject to applicable federal, state, and local regulations to minimize the potential risk to human health and 34 
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the environment.  Any ACM, LBP, or PCBs materials generated as a result of demolition activities would 1 

be managed in accordance with applicable regulations at an appropriately permitted off-site facility.  2 

No significant negative impacts related to utilities are anticipated under the Proposed Action.  Removal of 3 

residual utility piping, chases, and other conduits will require abatement of existing asbestos insulation and 4 

other ACM which will result in a minor positive effect from the Proposed Action.  Further, disconnected 5 

utility lines may offer a migration pathway for VOCs which may volatilize from known impacted 6 

groundwater beneath the structure.  Removal of dormant piping as a result of demolition may result in a 7 

minor positive effect.    8 

3.8.1.2 Renovation Alternative 9 

Under the Renovation Alternative, B-2 would remain physically present and would be converted into 10 

useable space.  The overall building footprint may expand or otherwise be altered depending on final 11 

building plans.  Utilities would be identified and restored to B-2 or new utilities would be installed.  Prior 12 

to restoring the utilities, screening is required to determine whether ACM or LBP or PCBs may be present.  13 

Abatement of ACM or other hazardous materials would be subject to applicable federal, state, and local 14 

regulations to minimize the potential risk to human health and the environment.  The ACM, LBP, or PCB 15 

materials generated as a result of renovation activities would be disposed in accordance with applicable 16 

regulations at an appropriately permitted off-site facility.  Renovation would result in an upgrade of utilities 17 

which would potentially eliminate current asbestos and other hazardous materials concerns, resulting in a 18 

slight positive effect. 19 

3.8.1.3 Decommissioning Alternative 20 

Under the Decommissioning Alternative, B-2 would remain physically present but would remain unusable 21 

and unoccupied.  The overall building footprint would not be significantly altered but would be substantially 22 

sealed to minimize pathways for contaminants to migrate from the building (i.e., asbestos).  Limited utility 23 

re-connection would be required to power humidity control systems which will likely be required to control 24 

moisture levels in the building once ventilation has been limited through sealing of current structural gaps 25 

in eaves and other interfaces with outdoor air.  As removal of residual conduits for water and 26 

heating/cooling utilities is not anticipated, pathways for possible VOC migration would continue to be 27 

present.  The building will continue to exist in a condition similar to the current state and is expected to 28 

have a negligible effect on overall utilities at the site with the exception of building-specific electrical 29 

upgrades which may be required to accommodate re-energizing the building.  A fire safety evaluation will 30 

likely be required to ensure safe operation of the electrical system that has been out-of-service since 2018. 31 

3.8.1.4 No Action Alternative 32 

Under the No Action Alternative, no changes would occur to the current state of the utilities.  Dormant 33 

utility conduits would continue to present a potential migration pathway for possible vapor intrusion from 34 

known groundwater impact, consistent with current conditions. 35 

 36 
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3.9 Safety  and Occupational Health  1 

The DOE NETL Safety Program prescribes policies and procedures to protect personnel and the public 2 

from potential risks associated with normal activities conducted on the NETL Albany Campus.  In addition 3 

to on-site DOE NETL policies, the facility is subject to requirements established by the Oregon 4 

Occupational Safety and Health Administration (Oregon OSHA) in accordance with OAR 437, including 5 

Subdivision T which establishes standards for demolition.  6 

3.9.1 Site Conditions 7 

The current structure related to this EA (B-2) has been determined to pose safety and health risks from 8 

numerous conditions, including structural integrity, potential asbestos, mold, and lead-based paint 9 

exposure.  The degradation of B-2 has been documented and assessments of its condition have been 10 

prepared including the 2015 feasibility study which evaluated the feasibility of renovation of the structure.  11 

Subsequently, a structural assessment was reportedly conducted in 2021. 12 

The findings of those evaluations concluded that the building is unsafe for occupancy without significant 13 

rehabilitation.  In 2018, NETL disconnected utilities including electric, water, and wastewater service.  14 

Wastewater fixtures including toilets and sinks were removed and the sanitary service connections were 15 

capped by NETL personnel.  The building is currently without heating, cooling, water, or wastewater 16 

service, rendering it unsuitable for occupancy. 17 

The presence of unabated asbestos and LBP and the potential for PCBs in building materials/equipment has 18 

been documented in the 2015 feasibility study.  The NETL policy for building access requires that personnel 19 

be equipped with a minimum of a negative air respirator, Tyvek® (or equivalent) protective clothing and 20 

gloves/boot covers for entry.  Entry requests are reviewed by on-site health and safety personnel and 21 

authorization issued based on verification of need.  Used personal protective equipment (PPE) is disposed 22 

as non-hazardous industrial waste. 23 

The roof is currently decayed such that tarps are required to minimize rainwater infiltration into the 24 

building.  Due to the ongoing moisture related to structural leaks, there is documented occurrence of mold 25 

throughout the building.  The building has been unoccupied since approximately 1990, and the utilities 26 

have been disconnected since 2018 which has not allowed for the regulation of humidity, as well as the 27 

ongoing deterioration of the roof allowing rainwater to enter the building.  Mold growth on walls and ceiling 28 

surfaces was observed during a site reconnaissance visit on October 18, 2023 (Appendix B). 29 

The building is constructed slightly below the ground surface and the potential for indoor air quality health 30 

and safety concerns has been reviewed in this EA.  The NETL Albany Campus is underlain by an upper 31 

aquifer known to contain concentrations of VOCs which are described in Section 3.3.1.  The potential for 32 

vapor intrusion into the building is considered in Sections 3.3.1 and 3.8.  While the presence of VOC- 33 

impacted groundwater and utility conduits and sub-surface construction of the first-floor offer pathways for 34 

VOC intrusion, data collected in 2023 indicates that VOC intrusion has not occurred to date. 35 
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 1 

       Source: https://www.epa.gov/sites/default/files/2014-08/documents/oregon.pdf 2 

       Figure 3-10:  USEPA Radon Potential Map in Albany, Oregon 3 

https://www.epa.gov/sites/default/files/2014-08/documents/oregon.pdf
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 1 

Source:  Oregon Health Authority; https://www.Oregon.gov/aha 2 

Figure 3-11:  Radon Potential in Albany, Oregon   3 

https://www.oregon.gov/aha
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Resource Proposed Action Renovation Alternative Decommissioning Alternative No Action Alternative 
increased emissions will have a negligible 
effect on air quality on the campus. 

source classification and no significant 
effect is expected 

classification and no significant effect 
is expected 

Noise 

Noise impacts are expected to be short-term under the Proposed Action and its alternatives.  The NETL campus as a whole 
is not expected to experience an overall change in ambient noise other than acute, isolated increases during physical 
activity at B-2.  

No cumulative effects are 
anticipated under the No Action 
Alternative. 

Utilities 

Utilities have been disconnected since 2018. 
Demolition of the structure may result in 
removal of residual portions of utility lines 
but is not expected to have significant 
impacts on the utility infrastructure of the 
campus. 

Previously disconnected utilities will be 
re-established, requiring planning and 
engineering to re-integrate utilities with 
the existing campus utility 
infrastructure. 

Climate control and/or ventilation 
systems necessary to control 
conditions including humidity in the 
building would be required, 
necessitating integration with 
campus-wide utility system. 

Utilities have been disconnected 
since 2018.  Continued presence 
of the unoccupied structure is not 
expected to impact the utility 
infrastructure of the campus. 

Safety and 
Occupational Health 

Removal or renovation of the deteriorating building would eliminate safety and 
health concerns including the potential for release of asbestos from the decaying 
structure into the environment surrounding B-2 and reduce facility safety concerns 
for maintenance staff, lawn maintenance crews and others required to access or 
maintain adjacent campus property 

Decommissioning B-2 will entail 
sealing significant pathways for 
asbestos emissions resulting in a 
minor positive effect to overall health 
and safety in the general area around 
B-2. 

No cumulative impacts are 
expected under the No Action 
Alternative. 

 1 
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SHPO are also developing a memorandum of agreement (MOA) for mitigation 
requirements.    
 
In addition to the Proposed Action, the EA considers two Alternative Actions, and the No 
Action Alternative for the B-2 structure. Alternative 1 involves renovation of the B-2 
structure to return it to a condition suitable for occupancy. Alternative 2 provides for 
additional decommissioning of the structure to mitigate health and safety concerns but 
does not involve plans for occupancy. Under the No Action Alternative, the existing B-2 
structure would continue in its current condition without significant additional renovation 
or mitigation. The No Action Alternative would not meet the purpose and need of the 
Proposed Action; however, it is analyzed in the EA to establish baseline conditions as 
required by CEQ regulations. 
 
REQUEST FOR COMMENT 
 
DOE NETL invites your participation and values any comments, questions, or concerns 
the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation may have on the Proposed Action 
described in the Draft EA. The comment period is expected to continue for 30 days from 
the date of this correspondence and feedback received during that time will be welcomed 
and considered in the final EA prepared for the action. Please address questions and 
comments to Johnna Sholtis, NEPA Compliance Officer at NETL. Comments may be 
sent by mail to the address below or by email indicating the specific project or EA. For 
questions, or to request a hardcopy, please call or email Dr. Sholtis at (412) 386-9395 or 
at Johnna.Sholtis@NETL.DOE.GOV indicating the specific project or EA. DOE NETL 
looks forward to consulting with you on this Proposed Action. 
National Energy Technology Laboratory  
626 Cochran Mill Rd  
Pittsburgh, PA 15236  
B921-218, M/S 921-227  
 
       
       Sincerely, 
 
 
       Johnna Sholtis, Ph.D. 
 NEPA Compliance Officer
 
Attachments: 
Figure 1: Proposed Action Location 
Figure 2: Building 2 
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Figure 2: Proposed Action Location 
 Building 2 (B-2) 
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renovation of the B-2 structure to return it to a condition suitable for occupancy. 
Alternative 2 provides for additional decommissioning of the structure to mitigate health 
and safety concerns but does not involve plans for occupancy. Under the No Action 
Alternative, the existing B-2 structure would continue in its current condition without 
significant additional renovation or mitigation. The No Action Alternative would not 
meet the purpose and need of the Proposed Action; however, it is analyzed in the EA to 
establish baseline conditions as required by CEQ regulations.   
 
REQUEST FOR COMMENT 
 
DOE NETL invites your participation and values any comments, questions, or concerns 
the Albany Regional Museum may have on the Proposed Action described in the Draft 
EA. The comment period is expected to continue for 30 days from the date of this 
correspondence and feedback received during that time will be welcomed and considered 
in the final EA prepared for the action. Please address questions and comments to Johnna 
Sholtis, NEPA Compliance Officer at NETL. Comments may be sent by mail to the 
address below or by email indicating the specific project or EA. For questions, or to re-
quest a hardcopy, please call or email Dr. Sholtis at (412) 386-9395 or at 
Johnna.Sholtis@NETL.DOE.GOV indicating the specific project or EA. DOE NETL 
looks forward to consulting with you on this Proposed Action.
 
National Energy Technology Laboratory  
626 Cochran Mill Rd  
Pittsburgh, PA 15236  
B921-218, M/S 921-227  
 
       
       Sincerely, 
 
 
       Johnna Sholtis, Ph.D. 

NEPA Compliance Officer
 
Attachments: 
Figure 1: Proposed Action Location 
Figure 2: Building 2 
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Figure 2: Proposed Action Location 
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In addition to the Proposed Action, the EA considers two Alternative Actions, and the No 
Action Alternative for the B-2 structure. Alternative 1 involves renovation of the B-2 
structure to return it to a condition suitable for occupancy. Alternative 2 provides for 
additional decommissioning of the structure to mitigate health and safety concerns but 
does not involve plans for occupancy. Under the No Action Alternative, the existing B-2 
structure would continue in its current condition without significant additional renovation 
or mitigation. The No Action Alternative would not meet the purpose and need of the 
Proposed Action; however, it is analyzed in the EA to establish baseline conditions as 
required by CEQ regulations.      
 
REQUEST FOR COMMENT 
 
DOE NETL invites your participation and values any comments, questions, or concerns 
the City of Albany may have on the Proposed Action described in the Draft EA. The 
comment period is expected to continue for 30 days from the date of this correspondence 
and feedback received during that time will be welcomed and considered in the final EA 
prepared for the action. Please address questions and comments to Johnna Sholtis, NEPA 
Compliance Officer at NETL. Comments may be sent by mail to the address below or by 
email indicating the specific project or EA. For questions, or to request a hard copy, 
please call or email Dr. Sholtis at (412) 386-9395 or at 
Johnna.Sholtis@NETL.DOE.GOV indicating the specific project or EA. DOE NETL 
looks forward to consulting with you on this Proposed Action.
 

Department of Energy, National Energy Technology Laboratory  
626 Cochran Mill Rd  
Pittsburgh, PA 15236  
B921-218, M/S 921-227  

 

       
       Sincerely,  

 
       Johnna Sholtis, Ph.D. 

NEPA Compliance Officer
 
Attachments: 
Figure 1: Proposed Action Location 
Figure 2: Building 2 
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August 9, 2024
 
Johnathon W. Smith Sr., Chairman
The Confederated Tribes of Warm Springs 
1233 Veterans Street
PO Box C
Warm Springs, OR 97761
 
Subject: Invitation for Comment on Environmental Assessment 
   National Energy Technology Laboratory, Albany, Oregon 
 
 
Dear Chairman Smith:
 
The United States Department of Energy (DOE) National Energy Technology Laboratory 
(NETL) has prepared an environmental assessment (EA), in accordance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and in coordination with requirements of Section 106 
of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). The EA evaluates potential 
environmental, historical, and socioeconomic impacts of the proposed demolition of 
building 2 (B-2) located on the NETL Albany campus in the City of Albany, Oregon. 
Additionally, the Oregon State Historic Preservation Office determined that Building 2 
contributes to an eligible historic district at the NETL Albany site, triggering the need for 
NHPA Section 106 compliance.   
 
The Proposed Action would result in the demolition of a single structure, known as B-2, 
on the NETL Albany campus to mitigate safety and health concerns due to the overall 
decayed state of the structure. The building is located within the secure NETL Albany 
campus to prevent unauthorized access, and NETL has not utilized B-�����V�L�Q�F�H���W�K�H�����������¶�V����
The building is not considered to be safe for occupancy in its current state. No utilities 
(water, sewer, electric, natural gas) are currently servicing the B-2 building. The structure 
is generally located within the north-western portion of the NETL Albany campus, 
located at 1450 Queen Avenue SW, City of Albany, Linn County, Oregon (Figure 1).    
 
The Proposed Action would occur entirely within the NETL Albany campus and is 
limited to the B-2 structure (Figure 2). The area of the Proposed Action has been 
investigated for cultural resources that may be of interest to the Confederated Tribes of 
Grand Ronde. No archeological sites or sacred areas are known to be located in or near 
the project area according to DOE records. DOE is currently working with the Oregon 
State Historic Preservation Office to document the historical significance of the B-2 
structure and develop a memorandum of agreement for mitigation requirements.    
 
In addition to the Proposed Action, the EA considers two Alternative Actions, and the No 
Action Alternative for the B-2 structure. Alternative 1 involves renovation of the B-2 
structure to return it to a condition suitable for occupancy. Alternative 2 provides for 
additional decommissioning of the structure to mitigate health and safety concerns but 
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does not involve plans for occupancy. Under the No Action Alternative, the existing B-2 
structure would continue in its current condition without significant additional renovation 
or mitigation. The No Action Alternative would not meet the purpose and need of the 
Proposed Action; however, it is analyzed in the EA to establish baseline conditions as 
required by CEQ regulations.    
 
DOE NETL invites your participation and values any comments, questions, or concerns 
the Confederated Tribes of Warm Springs may have on this Proposed Action described in 
the Draft EA The comment period is expected to continue for 30 days from the date of
this correspondence and feedback received during that time will be welcomed and 
considered in the final EA prepared for the action.  The Draft EA is also being sent sepa-
rately in hardcopy form and EA can be found on the �'�2�(���1�(�7�/�¶�V���Z�H�E�V�L�W�H���D�W��https://
netl.doe.gov/node �D�Q�G���'�2�(�¶�V���1�D�W�L�R�Q�D�O���(�Q�Y�L�U�R�Q�P�H�Q�W�D�O��Policy Act (NEPA) website at 
https://www.energy.gov/nepa/doe-environmental-assessments.
 
Please address questions and comments to Johnna Sholtis, NEPA Compliance Officer at 
NETL. Comments may be sent by mail to the address below, or email to 
Johnna.Sholtis@NETL.DOE.GOV indicating the specific project or EA. For questions, 
please email or call Dr. Sholtis at (412) 386-9395. DOE NETL looks forward to 
consulting with your Tribal Nation.   
 
Department of Energy, National Energy Technology Laboratory  
626 Cochran Mill Rd  
Pittsburgh, PA 15236  
B921-218, M/S 921-227  
 
       
       Sincerely, 
 
 
       Johnna Sholtis, Ph.D. 
       NEPA Compliance Officer 
 
 
Attachments: 
Figure 1: Proposed Action Location 
Figure 2: Building 2 
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August 9, 2024
 
Mars Galloway, Cultural Resources Manager
The Confederated Tribes of Warm Springs 
1233 Veterans Street
PO Box C
Warm Springs, OR 97761
 
Subject: Invitation for Comment on Environmental Assessment 
   National Energy Technology Laboratory, Albany, Oregon 
 
 
Dear Mr. Galloway:
 
The United States Department of Energy (DOE) National Energy Technology Laboratory 
(NETL) has prepared an environmental assessment (EA), in accordance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and in coordination with requirements of Section 106 
of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). The EA evaluates potential 
environmental, historical, and socioeconomic impacts of the proposed demolition of 
building 2 (B-2) located on the NETL Albany campus in the City of Albany, Oregon. 
Additionally, the Oregon State Historic Preservation Office determined that Building 2 
contributes to an eligible historic district at the NETL Albany site, triggering the need for 
NHPA Section 106 compliance.   
 
The Proposed Action would result in the demolition of a single structure, known as B-2, 
on the NETL Albany campus to mitigate safety and health concerns due to the overall 
decayed state of the structure. The building is located within the secure NETL Albany 
campus to prevent unauthorized access, and NETL has not utilized B-�����V�L�Q�F�H���W�K�H�����������¶�V����
The building is not considered to be safe for occupancy in its current state. No utilities 
(water, sewer, electric, natural gas) are currently servicing the B-2 building. The structure 
is generally located within the north-western portion of the NETL Albany campus, 
located at 1450 Queen Avenue SW, City of Albany, Linn County, Oregon (Figure 1).    
 
The Proposed Action would occur entirely within the NETL Albany campus and is 
limited to the B-2 structure (Figure 2). The area of the Proposed Action has been 
investigated for cultural resources that may be of interest to the Confederated Tribes of 
Grand Ronde. No archeological sites or sacred areas are known to be located in or near 
the project area according to DOE records. DOE is currently working with the Oregon 
State Historic Preservation Office to document the historical significance of the B-2 
structure and develop a memorandum of agreement for mitigation requirements.    
 
In addition to the Proposed Action, the EA considers two Alternative Actions, and the No 
Action Alternative for the B-2 structure. Alternative 1 involves renovation of the B-2 
structure to return it to a condition suitable for occupancy. Alternative 2 provides for 
additional decommissioning of the structure to mitigate health and safety concerns but 
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does not involve plans for occupancy. Under the No Action Alternative, the existing B-2 
structure would continue in its current condition without significant additional renovation 
or mitigation. The No Action Alternative would not meet the purpose and need of the 
Proposed Action; however, it is analyzed in the EA to establish baseline conditions as 
required by CEQ regulations.    
 
DOE NETL invites your participation and values any comments, questions, or concerns 
the Confederated Tribes of Warm Springs may have on this Proposed Action described in 
the Draft EA The comment period is expected to continue for 30 days from the date of
this correspondence and feedback received during that time will be welcomed and 
considered in the final EA prepared for the action.  The Draft EA is also being sent sepa-
rately in hardcopy form and can be found on the �'�2�(���1�(�7�/�¶�V���Z�H�E�V�L�W�H���D�W��https://
netl.doe.gov/node �D�Q�G���'�2�(�¶�V���1�D�W�L�R�Q�D�O���(�Q�Y�L�U�R�Q�P�H�Q�W�D�O��Policy Act (NEPA) website at 
https://www.energy.gov/nepa/doe-environmental-assessments.
 
Please address questions and comments to Johnna Sholtis, NEPA Compliance Officer at 
NETL. Comments may be sent by mail to the address below, or email to 
Johnna.Sholtis@NETL.DOE.GOV indicating the specific project or EA. For questions, 
please email or call Dr. Sholtis at (412) 386-9395. DOE NETL looks forward to 
consulting with your Tribal Nation.   
 
Department of Energy, National Energy Technology Laboratory  
626 Cochran Mill Rd  
Pittsburgh, PA 15236  
B921-218, M/S 921-227  
 
       
       Sincerely, 
 
 
       Johnna Sholtis, Ph.D. 
       NEPA Compliance Officer 
 
 
Attachments: 
Figure 1: Proposed Action Location 
Figure 2: Building 2 
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