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Response to Comment Letter L3:

L3-1 DOE is unaware of official documentation from SCDHEC on the feasibility of permitting
new HLW tanks at SRS.

L3-2 DOE has revised the sections on the long-term impacts of the No Action alternative.  The
Summary, Sections 2.9.2 and 4.2, and Appendix D have been modified to incorporate the
results of the analysis of long-term impacts of the No Action alternative.  For purposes of
analysis, DOE assumes only salt waste remains in the HLW tanks.  Section 1.2 includes a
discussion of the consequences of a project delay in terms of the cost of producing salt-only
canisters.
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Response to Comment Letter L4:

L4-1 The description of CIF suspension has been revised.

L4-2 DOE believes it is more cost effective and environmentally acceptable to operate a single
processing facility rather than multiple processing facilities tailored to variable levels of
cesium removal.  Therefore, DOE has evaluated alternatives that either remove or do not
remove cesium from the salt component.

L4-3 DOE has not canceled the Plutonium Immobilization project for disposition of certain
quantities of surplus plutonium.  Rather, the Secretary of Energy has decided to suspend
plutonium immobilization activities because the President’s budget for Fiscal Year 2002 and
beyond would not simultaneously support the peak construction of the Pit Disassembly and
Conversion Facility, the Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility, and the Plutonium
Immobilization Facility.  Delay in implementing the Plutonium Immobilization project would
not affect the availability of plutonium for immobilization in DWPF glass, because DOE
plans to operate DWPF until all SRS HLW has been vitrified, in about 2023.

L4-4 The sources of the dose conversion factors (picocuries per volume to millirem) are numerous.
References are found in Chapter 4 under the environmental dosimetry calculations (e.g.,
Simpkins, 1999).

L4-5 No. Table 3-1 has been corrected.

L4-6 These tables use different units of measurement and different standards appropriate to the
parameter being measured.  DOE does not use dose conversion factors in any of these tables.

L4-7 The sentence has been revised.

L4-8 The text has been corrected.

L4-9a Footnote “a” applies to doses associated with the No Action alternative.  The footnote will be
relocated in Table 4-10 and associated with the Maximum dose heading.

L4-9b Refer to response to L4-6.

L4-10 The information in Table 4-30 has been clarified.
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Response to Comment Letter L5:

L5-1 Thank you for your review.


