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SCD46–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the Senator’s support for the pit conversion facility at
SRS.  As indicated in the revised Section 1.6, SRS is preferred for the pit
conversion facility because the site has extensive experience with plutonium
processing, and the pit conversion facility complements existing missions
and takes advantage of existing infrastructure.  Decisions on the surplus
plutonium disposition program at SRS will be based on environmental
analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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SCD52–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the Senator’s support for the pit conversion facility at
SRS.  As indicated in the revised Section 1.6, SRS is preferred for the pit
conversion facility because the site has extensive experience with plutonium
processing, and the pit conversion facility complements existing missions
and takes advantage of existing infrastructure.  Decisions on the surplus
plutonium disposition program at SRS will be based on environmental
analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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SCD106–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the Senator’s support for siting the proposed surplus
plutonium disposition facilities at SRS.  As indicated in the revised Section 1.6,
SRS is preferred for the proposed facilities because the site has extensive
experience with plutonium processing, and these facilities complement existing
missions and take advantage of existing infrastructure.  Decisions on the
surplus plutonium disposition program at SRS will be based on environmental
analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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SCD17–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the Congressman’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility at SRS.  As indicated in the revised Section 1.6, SRS is preferred for
the pit conversion facility because the site has extensive experience with
plutonium processing, and the pit conversion facility complements existing
missions and takes advantage of existing infrastructure.  Although existing
facilities and processes at SRS could support the pit disassembly and
conversion process, a new facility would be built.  However, supporting
infrastructure and complementary missions would be used to the extent
possible.  Further, as noted by the Congressman, SRS has a well trained and
knowledgeable workforce and wide community support.

Because this comment relates directly to the cost analysis report, it has been
forwarded to the cost analysis team for consideration.  The Plutonium
Disposition Life-Cycle Costs and Cost-Related Comment Resolution
Document (DOE/MD-0013, November 1999), which covers recent life-cycle
cost analyses associated with the preferred alternative, is available on the
MD Web site at http://www.doe-md.com and in the public reading rooms at
the following locations: Hanford, INEEL, Pantex, SRS and Washington, D.C.
Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program at SRS will be based
on environmental analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy and
nonproliferation considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its
decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium
disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
HONORABLE CHARLIE NORWOOD, GEORGIA
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SCD76–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the Congressman’s support for siting the proposed
surplus plutonium disposition facilities at SRS.  As indicated in the revised
Section 1.6, SRS is preferred for the proposed facilities because the site has
extensive experience with plutonium processing, and these facilities
complement existing missions and take advantage of existing infrastructure.
Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program at SRS will be based
on environmental analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy and
nonproliferation considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its
decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium
disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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HONORABLE PETER DEFAZIO, OREGON
PAGE 1 OF 1
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1

ORD04–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the Congressman’s opposition to siting the MOX facility
at Hanford and the MOX approach.  DOE believes that Hanford’s efforts
should remain focused on its current high-priority cleanup mission.  The
importance of cleanup at Hanford was taken into consideration in identifying
preferred sites for surplus plutonium disposition activities.  However, no
decision has been made, and DOE will continue to consider Hanford for
surplus plutonium disposition or other programs that are compatible with the
Hanford mission.

ORD04–2 MOX RFP

As stated in this SPD EIS, the irradiation of MOX fuel would occur at domestic,
commercial reactors.  DOE conducted a procurement process to acquire
MOX fuel fabrication and irradiation services.  As a result of this procurement
process, DOE identified the reactors proposed to irradiate MOX fuel, the
Catawba, McGuire, and North Anna nuclear stations, as part of the proposed
action in this EIS.  Section 4.28 was revised to discuss the potential
environmental impacts of operating the selected reactors.  Hanford is not a
preferred site for either MOX fuel fabrication or irradiation.
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UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
HONORABLE ELIZABETH FURSE, OREGON
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2

ORD10–1 General SPD EIS and NEPA Process

DOE agrees with the Congresswoman that public participation is an integral
part of the decisionmaking process, and strives to provide as many means as
possible for obtaining public input and participation.

ORD10–2 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the Congresswoman’s opposition to siting the proposed
surplus plutonium disposition facilities at Hanford and the MOX approach.
DOE believes that Hanford’s efforts should remain focused on its current
high-priority cleanup mission.  The importance of cleanup at Hanford was
taken into consideration in identifying preferred sites for surplus plutonium
disposition activities.  However, no decision has been made, and DOE will
continue to consider Hanford for surplus plutonium disposition or other
programs that are compatible with the Hanford mission.

U.S. policy dating back to the Ford Administration has prohibited the
commercial, chemical reprocessing and separation of plutonium from spent
nuclear fuel.  The use of U.S. surplus plutonium in existing commercial reactors
does not involve reprocessing (reprocessing is a chemical separation of
uranium, transuranic elements [including plutonium], and fission products
from spent reactor fuel and the reuse of the plutonium and uranium to produce
new fresh fuel).  The proposed use of MOX fuel is consistent with the
U.S. nonproliferation policy and would ensure that plutonium which was
produced for nuclear weapons and subsequently declared excess to national
security needs is never again used for nuclear weapons.
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UNITED STATES SENATE, HONORABLE STROM THURMOND AND HONORABLE ERNEST F. HOLLINGS
UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, HONORABLE JAMES E. CLYBURN, LINDSEY O. GRAHAM, BOB INGLIS, MARK SANFORD,
FLOYD D. SPENCE, AND JOHN M. SPRATT, JR., SOUTH CAROLINA
PAGE 1 OF 3

SCD77–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the Senators’ and Congressmen’s support for siting the
proposed surplus plutonium disposition facilities at SRS.  As indicated in the
revised Section 1.6, SRS is preferred for the proposed facilities because the
site has extensive experience with plutonium processing, and these facilities
complement existing missions and take advantage of existing infrastructure.
Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program at SRS will be based
on environmental analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy and
nonproliferation considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its
decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium
disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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UNITED STATES SENATE, HONORABLE STROM THURMOND AND HONORABLE ERNEST F. HOLLINGS
UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, HONORABLE JAMES E. CLYBURN, LINDSEY O. GRAHAM, BOB INGLIS, MARK SANFORD,
FLOYD D. SPENCE, AND JOHN M. SPRATT, JR., SOUTH CAROLINA
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UNITED STATES SENATE, HONORABLE STROM THURMOND AND HONORABLE ERNEST F. HOLLINGS
UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, HONORABLE JAMES E. CLYBURN, LINDSEY O. GRAHAM, BOB INGLIS, MARK SANFORD,
FLOYD D. SPENCE, AND JOHN M. SPRATT, JR., SOUTH CAROLINA
PAGE 3 OF 3
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UNITED STATES SENATE
HONORABLE STROM THURMOND, SOUTH CAROLINA
PAGE 1 OF 2

1

SCD44–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the Senator’s support for siting the proposed surplus
plutonium disposition facilities at SRS.  As indicated in the revised Section 1.6,
SRS is preferred for the proposed facilities because the site has extensive
experience with plutonium processing, and these facilities complement existing
missions and take advantage of existing infrastructure.  Decisions on the
surplus plutonium disposition program at SRS will be based on environmental
analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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UNITED STATES SENATE
MAURY LANE FOR THE HONORABLE ERNEST F. HOLLINGS, SOUTH CAROLINA
PAGE 1 OF 6

1

SCD16–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the Senator’s support for siting the proposed surplus
plutonium disposition facilities at SRS.  As indicated in the revised Section 1.6,
SRS is preferred for the proposed facilities because the site has extensive
experience with plutonium processing, and these facilities complement existing
missions and take advantage of existing infrastructure.  Decisions on the
surplus plutonium disposition program at SRS will be based on environmental
analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
HONORABLE LINDSEY O. GRAHAM, SOUTH CAROLINA
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

SCD49–1 Alternative

DOE acknowledges the Congressman’s support for the surplus plutonium
disposition program at SRS.  As indicated in the revised Section 1.6, SRS is
preferred for the pit conversion facility because the site has extensive
experience with plutonium processing, and the pit conversion facility
complements existing missions and takes advantage of existing infrastructure.
Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program at SRS will be based
on environmental analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy and
nonproliferation considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its
decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium
disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
HONORABLE LINDSEY O. GRAHAM, SOUTH CAROLINA
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

SCD105–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the Congressman’s support for siting the proposed
surplus plutonium disposition facilities at SRS.  As indicated in the revised
Section 1.6, SRS is preferred for the proposed facilities because the site has
extensive experience with plutonium processing, and these facilities
complement existing missions and take advantage of existing infrastructure.
Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program at SRS will be based
on environmental analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy and
nonproliferation considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its
decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium
disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
HONORABLE FLOYD D. SPENCE, SOUTH CAROLINA
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1

SCD107–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the Congressman’s support for siting the proposed
surplus plutonium disposition facilities at SRS.  As indicated in the revised
Section 1.6, SRS is preferred for the proposed facilities because the site has
extensive experience with plutonium processing, and these facilities
complement existing missions and take advantage of existing infrastructure.
Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program at SRS will be based
on environmental analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy and
nonproliferation considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its
decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium
disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
HONORABLE FLOYD D. SPENCE, SOUTH CAROLINA
PAGE 1 OF 3
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SCD18–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the Congressman’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility at SRS.  As indicated in the revised Section 1.6, SRS is preferred for
the pit conversion facility because the site has extensive experience with
plutonium processing, and the pit conversion facility complements existing
missions and takes advantage of existing infrastructure.

Because this comment relates directly to the cost analysis report, it has been
forwarded to the cost analysis team for consideration.  The Plutonium
Disposition Life-Cycle Costs and Cost-Related Comment Resolution
Document (DOE/MD-0013, November 1999), which covers recent life-cycle
cost analyses associated with the preferred alternative, is available on the
MD Web site at http://www.doe-md.com and in the public reading rooms at
the following locations: Hanford, INEEL, Pantex, SRS and Washington, D.C.
Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program at SRS will be based
on environmental analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy and
nonproliferation considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its
decisions regarding facility and approach to surplus plutonium disposition
in the SPD EIS ROD.
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UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
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UNITED STATES SENATE, HONORABLE KAY BAILEY HUTCHINSON AND
HONORABLE PHIL GRAMM, TEXAS
PAGE 1 OF 2

3

1

2

TXD52–1 General SPD EIS and NEPA Process

DOE acknowledges the Senators’ support for siting the pit conversion and
MOX facilities at Pantex.  The environmental impacts of siting the proposed
surplus plutonium disposition facilities at Pantex are summarized in
Section 2.18.1 and analyzed in various sections in Chapter 4 of Volume I.
The analyses show that such action would not have a major effect on the
health, safety, and environmental resources in the Amarillo area.

TXD52–2 Alternatives

As indicated in Section 1.6, SRS is preferred for the MOX and pit conversion
facilities because these activities complement existing missions and take
advantage of existing infrastructure and staff expertise.  In addition, SRS has
extensive experience with plutonium processing.  Decisions on the surplus
plutonium disposition program will be based on environmental analyses,
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.

TXD52–3 Alternatives

In determining its preference, DOE also considered the transportation
requirements for each alternative, including the shipment of surplus plutonium
both in the form of pits (Alternative 3) and plutonium dioxide (Alternative 5)
from Pantex to SRS.  The transportation risks and costs would be slightly
higher for Alternative 3 because the required number of SST/SGT shipments
are higher for pits than plutonium dioxide.  The radiological risk for both
alternatives is about the same.  All the candidate sites were considered to
have adequate safeguards and security systems in place, as well as the
capability to perform the necessary radiation monitoring and dosimetry.

Although cost will be a factor in the decisionmaking process, this SPD EIS
contains environmental impact data and does not address the costs
associated with the various alternatives.  A separate cost report, Cost Analysis
in Support of Site Selection for Surplus Weapons-Usable Plutonium
Disposition (DOE/MD-0009, July 1998), which analyzes the site-specific cost
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3

UNITED STATES SENATE, HONORABLE KAY BAILEY HUTCHINSON AND
HONORABLE PHIL GRAMM, TEXAS
PAGE 2 OF 2

estimates for each alternative, was made available around the same time as
the SPD Draft EIS.  This report and the Plutonium Disposition Life-Cycle
Costs and Cost-Related Comment Resolution Document (DOE/MD-0013,
November 1999), which covers recent life-cycle cost analyses associated
with the preferred alternative, are available on the MD Web site at
http://www.doe-md.com and in the public reading rooms at the following
sites: Hanford, INEEL, Pantex, SRS, and Washington, D.C.


