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City of Amarillo, Texas

Comments of Hon. Dianne Bosch Regarding the DOE Surplus
Plutonium Disposition Draft Environmental Impact Statement

1 would like to begin by thanking the Department of Energy for the
opportunity to comment on matters of great importance to the Amarillo area. As
a City Commissioner for the largest city in this region, let me say that | strongly
favor the Pantex Plant as the single preferred alternative for the DOE’s Pit
Disassembly and Conversion mission.

This mission has been extensively reviewed by experts from federal and
state government agencies, university researchers and workers from Pantex.
Based on their reports, | believe that the Pit Disassembly and Conversion facility
can be operated in a manner that does not threaten our precious natural
resources. Specifically, | believe that this facility would not pose a threat to the
Ogallala aquifer, which supplies irrigation and drinking water to this region.

One reason for my confidence in the safety of this mission is the excellent
work force at Pantex. Pantex has been a good neighbor to our city for over 50
years. Pantex has the best radiological safety record in the nuclear complex,
and it is the only site that has a large number of workers who are specifically
trained to handle and safeguard plutonium weapons components. The
components, often called “pits,” are already safely stored at Pantex.

The Pantex workforce is second-to-nene in its implementation of safety
initiatives such as the Voluntary Protection Program. This employee-based
safety program has been successful in reducing occupational hazards and has

become a model for the entire DOE weapons complex. In addition, the Metal

Dianne Bosch

City Commissioner
City of Amarillo
P. 0. Box 1971
Amarillo, TX 79186
(806) 378-3000

TXD29-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversiom

facility at Pantex. Asthe commentor points out, and as indicated in Chapter
of Volume |, impacts of operating the pit conversion facility on health, safety,
and the environment at Pantex would likely be minor. Decisions on thé

surplus plutonium disposition at Pantex will be based on such environmentgl

analyses, as well as technical and cost reports, national policy an
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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Trades Council has safety officers to whom employees may directly address
safety concerns. The Savannah River Site does nat have either of these
important safety programs in place.

The Department of Energy should carefully consider the enhanced safety
programs already in place at Pantex when deciding where to locate the Pit
Disassembly and Conversion Facility. Furthermore, the Department should

understand that union support in Washington will play a crucial role in getting this

1
expensive program funded by the Congress. A viable Pantex plant, with the
strong bi-partisan support of the Texas congressional delegation and the
national AFL-CIO is important to the long-term future of both the Surplus
Plutonium Disposition program and the DOE weapons complex.
Pantex has the key technical and political advantages that make it the
only logical choice for Pit Disassembly and Conversion. | urge the Secretary of
Energy to name Pantex as the site for this important mission. Again, thank you
for the opportunity to comment.
Dianne Bosch
City Commissioner
City of Amarillo
P. O. Box 1971
Amarillo, TX 79186 TXD29

(806) 378-3000
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City of Amarillo, Texas

Comments of Hon. Robert Keys Regarding the DOE Surplus
Plutonium Disposition Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Welcome to Amarillo and thank you to the Department of Energy for
allowing the elected officials and residents of the Amarilio area comment on the
Surplus Plutonium Disposition program. Pantex is a very important part of the
economy for the entire northwest region of the state of Texas. As such, the
economic future of this area is tied very closely to the future of the Pantex Plant.

The Amarillo City Commission has supported new missions at Pantex for
many years. We have insisted, and continue to insist, that all such missions be
conducted in a manner that protects the natural resources of the Texas
panhandle. My fellow Commissioners and | believe that the Pit Disassembly and
Conversion and MOX fuel manufacturing missions can, and should be,
performed in a safe manner at Pantex.

When | am not wearing my “City Commissioner” hat, | operate a land
surveying business. On numerous occasions, 1 have performed surveying work
at Pantex. | am always impressed with the care shown by employees at the
plant regarding care for the environment.  The pump-and-treat and ground water
manitoring systems in place at Pantex are state of the art. | have every
confidence that the employees at Pantex would perform the Pit Disassembly and
Conversion and MOX manufacturing missions with great care and in a manner
that protects the envirenment of this region.

Furthermore, on my visits to Pantex, | am always impressed with the

cutstanding security procedures in place to protect classified weapons

Robert Keys
City Commissioner
City of Amarillo
P.O. Box 1971
Amarillo, TX 79186
(806) 378-3000

TXD28-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversiom

and MOX facilities at Pantex. Decisions on the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyse
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input. DOE will announce its decisions regardin
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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components. With recent announcements of underground nuclear testing by
India and Pakistan, and with’well known weapons programs. in Iraq, Iran and
North Korea; it is obvious that many countries or other groups would like to have
weapons such as those at Pantex. For this reason, the DOE’s own non-
proliferation experts have recommended that the transport of plutonium weapons 2
compornents should be minimized. The United States even pays Russia to
minimize the transport of their weapons components. Surely, if we are spending
US tax dollars in Russia to minimize transport of their weapons, we should also
be willing to equally safeguard our nuclear secrets in this country.

The workforce in the Texas panhandle is truly outstanding. We just
received confirmation of this fact when Bell Helicopter announced plans to
assemble the V-22 Osprey Tiltrotor aircraft in Amarillo. Surely the DOE should
also recognize the outstanding work ethic and expertise of the people of this
region. You need not look further than this room tonight to see evidence of the
passion, integrity and expertise of Pantex workers from the panhandie of Texas.
These same employees are the best qualified to work with plutonium pits 1
removed from nuclear weapons. Since these pits are already stored at Pantex,
the Pit Disassembly and Conversion and MOX Fuel Manufacturing missions
should alsa be performed at Pantex.

Once again, thank you for the opportunity to comment on this important

matter. 1 urge the Secretary of Energy to name Pantex as the site for Surplus

Plutonium Disposition missions.

Robert Keys
City Commissioner
City of Amarillo
P. O. Box 1971
Amarillo, TX 79186
(806) 378-3000

TXD28

TXD28-2 DOE Policy

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s concern regarding safe transport (
weapons-usable plutonium. In order to address security againg
terrorist-related incidents, all intersite shipments of plutonium for the
surplus plutonium disposition program would be made using DOE’s
SST/SGT system. This involves having couriers that are armed Feder
officers, an armored tractor to protect the crew from attack, and specially
designed escort vehicles containing advanced communications and additior]
couriers. The transportation of special nuclear materials is the subject ¢
detailed planning with DOE’s Transportation Safeguards Division. The date
and times that specific transportation routes would be used for special nucle
materials are classified information; however, the number of shipments
that would be required, by location, has been included in Appendix L of thig
SPD EIS. Additional details are providedHissile Materials Disposition

Program SST/SGT Transportation Estimati¢8AND98-8244,

June 1998), which is available on the MD Web site at http:/mww.doe-md.com
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Auguse 10, 1998
Good Afternoon,

As always, [ would like to thank the Department of Energy for the opporunity to
provide cominents on this most important issue. For the last four to five years,
members of this community have come to these hearings you have provided for
many issues relating {o the Puntex Plant. We lake Lime out of our days (o do this
because we care about the outcome of Pantex and the workforce who has provided
a security comtort o the entite nation for many decades.

‘I'he issue involving pit disassembly may be the biggest issue (hat we as a nation
will face going into the next millennium. The satety of our entire nation is at
stuke. The components making up our nuclear arsenal should be handled with the
greatest of ¢are in order w0 make certain that our environment doesn’t suffer from
this obviously needed procedure. Pantex has had the gargantvan task of providing
this setvice (o our nation tor many years. The plant has always performed in the
safest manner possible for the workers, environment and surreunding community
members,

1 represent the city of Amarillo as @n elected ofticial, For close to cight years the
people have been asking me to speak in favor of expanded activity at the Pantex
Plant. Today I comc to you as an clccted official as well ag a resident of Amarillo
to do just that. [ believe there is only one site that has a proven positive track
record in the handling of plutonium after disassembly, Pantex. The workers have
proven that safety comes first before production, and have more expetience in
handling plutonium piis than any other sit¢ in the complex, The DOE should not
place classified weapons components in the hands of employees at the Savannah
River Site who have extremely limited experience in dealing with pits.

Just one advantage Panex has over Savannah River Site 1s that converting
classified plutonium weapons companeits {pits’™) into non-classified forms at
Pantex requires no oit-site shipment ¢f pits. Performing the work at Pantex would

P.O. Box 1971, Amarito, Texas 701860001 806/378-3000 Pax 800/378-3015

TXD02-1

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversiom
facility at Pantex. Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition progran
at Pantex will be based on such environmental analyses, as well as technigal
and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation considerations, angd
public input. DOE will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and
approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.

Alternatives

TXD02-2

As indicated in the revised Section 1.6, SRS is preferred for the pi
conversion facility because the site has extensive experience with plutoniu
processing, and the pit conversion facility complements existing mission
and takes advantage of existing infrastructure.

Alternatives

=

o7

TXD02-3 Transportation

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s concern for the security of offsitg
shipment of pits. As indicated in Section 2.18, no traffic fatalities from
nonradiological accidents or LCFs from radiological exposures or vehicld
emissions are expected. Transportation would be required for both tH
immobilization and MOX approaches to surplus plutonium disposition.
Transportation of special nuclear materials, including fresh MOX fuel, would
use DOE’'s SST/SGT system. Since the establishment of the DO
Transportation Safeguards Division in 1975, the SST/SGT system h4g
transported DOE-owned cargo over more than 151 million km
(94 million mi) with no accidents causing a fatality or release of radioactive
material. The transportation requirements for the surplus plutonium
disposition program are also evaluated in this SPD EIS. Section 2.4.4
discusses safety measures taken for shipment of pits.

D
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decrease the risk of classified weapons parts falling into unfriendly hands. The
DOE should heed the advise of its own nuclear non-proliferation experts who have | 3
argued to minitize shipments of pits.

Given these advantages and many others that have or will be mentioned today, I
urge you to give full consideration to Pantex for the mission of pit disassembly
and disposal.

Sincerely,

p -

Kevin Knapp
Amarillo City Commissioner
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AUGUST 11, 1998
COMMENTS OF HONORABLE KEL SELIGER REGARDING
TIIE DOE SURPLUS PLUTONIUM DISPOSITION
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Thank you for the opportunity to address the Department this evening.
We live in exciting times in Amarillo and in the United States. The dawn of
anew millennium is a signal that we are going to see the tremendous changes
in the years ahead. However, our focus on the future should not be
interpreted as an’endorsement of forgetting our history. A big part of the
history of this nation during the last half of the 20% century has been the
nuclcar weapons program. Amarillo and Pantex are proud to have played a
big part in the success of that program for nearly 50 years. We believe that
we are an irreplaceable element in this era of disarmament.

The success of the Pantcx plant over the past 50 years should not be
forgotten when considering the future of the nuclear weapons complex.
Pantex has long had one of the lowcst operating costs in the weapons
complex and it has had excellent relations between the contractor and the

largest labor bargaining unit. Pantex is among the cleanest weapons complex

sites from an environmental perspective. The Department has recently

TXD37-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support of Pantex. Decisions on th
surplus plutonium disposition program at Pantex will be based or
environmental analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy an
nonproliferation considerations, and public input.

Q.

SEXG_L—SGSUOdSGH pue sjuswnoog juswuwioD



0cL—¢€

AMARILLO
HoNoRABLE KEL SELIGER
Pace 20F 4

Hon. Kel Seliger

August 11, 1998

Page 2

recommended that Pantex be removed from the National Priorities List
because of the excellent progress being made in the environmental area.
Pantex has long had outstanding support of the public in the Texas panhandle
and the elected officials who represent this area at the local, state and federal
levels.

When considering the future mission assignments that could come to
Pantex, such as the Pit Disassembly and Conversion and MOX Fuel
missions, the DOE should consider the substantial strengths possessed by
Pantcx. The recent financial analysis conducted by the DOE shows that there
is no significant cost diffcrence between Pantex and Savannah River. In fact,
I believe that report significantly undcrestimates the cost of repackaging pits
for off-site transport from Pantex to Savannah River if the South Carolina
sitc is choscn for both new missions. In addition to the cost of shipping pits,
the Department should listen carcfully to its own non-proliferation experts

who favor the minimization of pit transport.

From an environmental aspect, the Department has shown that both pit

TXD37-2 Transportation
DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversior

oinld4 snjdins

and MOX facilities at Pantex. Because this comment relates directly to the3.

cost analysis report, it has been forwarded to the cost analysis team f
consideration. Thélutonium Disposition Life-Cycle Costs and
Cost-Related Comment Resolution Docum@©OE/MD-0013,
November 1999), which covers recent life-cycle cost analyses associatdg
with the preferred alternative, is available on the MD Web site at
http:/mww.doe-md.com and in the public reading rooms at the following
locations: Hanford, INEEL, Pantex, SRS and Washington, D.C.

The transportation requirements for the surplus plutonium disposition
program are evaluated in this SPD EIS. If the pit conversion facility were
located at Pantex (Alternative 5), the risks from transportation-related
radiological exposures would be an estimated 7:8kTJF, and from traffic
accidents (non-radiological), an estimated 5.2%fdtality. For
comparison, if the pit conversion facility was located at SRS (Alternative 3),
the risks would be slightly higher, 8.0x40CF and 5.6x18 fatality,
respectively. Transportation impacts are summarized in Chapter 4 of Volume)
and Appendix L. As indicated in Section 2.18, no traffic fatalities from
nonradiological accidents or LCFs from radiological exposures or vehiclg
emissions are expected.

TXD37-3 Alternatives
This comment is addressed in response TXD37-1.
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disassembly and MOX foel manufacture can be done without harm to the
natural environment. The choice comes down to where the work will be
done correctly. Pantex has a continuing production mission and a highly
qualified workforce that pays careful attention to detail. The very people
who are promoti.ng the Savannah River Site for this work say in essence “put
the missions here because we are a dirty site and we don’t care if we get it
dirtier.” In the future, can DOE afford to have that attitude prevail? We
believe this work can be done safely, but only if it is performed by employees
who have a true commitment to doing so. Pantex employees have long
demonstrated such a commitment.

1 would like (o remind the Department that it has enjoyed strong
support from the Texas Delegation in the Congress to accomplish its defense,
maintenance and remediation missions. This same delegation has supported
Pit Disassembly, Conversion and MOX production at the Pantex plant.

There is no reason to assume that there will be such support in transporting

weapons ready plutonium half way across the country. That is, unless the

TXD37-4 DOE Policy

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s concern for environmental issue
related to surplus plutonium disposition. Cleanup at SRS is a priority an
will remain a priority, and can coexist with other DOE initiatives. Although
the surplus plutonium disposition program is also considered a top priority
it would be conducted in such a way that any additional waste would b
processed and disposed of in a timely and environmentally
acceptable manner.

TXD37-5 Alternatives
This comment is addressed in response TXD37-1.

TXD37-6 Transportation

This SPD EIS analyzes the risk involved in transporting weapons-usabl
plutonium between DOE sites for processing. Transportation would bd
required for both the immobilization and MOX approaches to surplug
plutonium disposition. Transportation of special nuclear materials, including
fresh MOX fuel, would use DOE’s SST/SGT system. Since the
establishment of the DOE Transportation Safeguards Division in 1975, th
SST/SGT system has transported DOE-owned cargo over more thg
151 million km (94 million mi) with no accidents causing a fatality or
release of radioactive material. As discussed in Appendix L.3.2, key
characteristics of the SST/SGT system include, but are not limited tg
couriers who are armed Federal officers, specially designed escort vehiclg
24-hour real-time monitoring, and stringent maintenance standardg
Appendix L.6.5 discusses sabotage or terrorist attack during transportatio

0
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Department of Energy has decided that minimization of the risk of
proliferation is no longer a priority. I have seen no such pronouncement.

1 urge the Secretary of Energy to carefully consider all of these aspects
before making a [inal decision on the site location for Pit Disasscmbly and

Conversion and MOX [ue! munufacturing, Keeping these factors in mind, 1

strongly recommend that the Scerctary namce the Pantex Plant for these

missions.

TXD37-7
This comment is addressed in response TXD37-1.

Alternatives
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CITY OF AMARILLO

Comments of Hon. Trent Sisemore Regarding the DOE Surplus
Plutonium Dispesition Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you for allowing me the opporiunity to represent my constituents in
Amarillo by making comments on the draft IS for Surplus Plutonium Disposition. It is
an honor to represent more than 170,000 residents in Amarillo. Thousands of those
residents are either Pantex emplayees ar Jive in heusehalds of Pantex amployess.
Pantex has a profound effect on our local economy. | am proud of the support that the
pacpie of Amarillo have shown for the Pantex facility, and it is my pleasure to state that |
wholeheanedly support the location of the Pit Disassembly and Canversion Facility and
MOX Fuei Fabrication Facliity at Pantex.

In addition to representing the ciizens of Amarillo as a City Commissioner, } am
also a retailer and music minister. Since nene of these "credentials” qualify me as an
exgert in nuglear physics, | have sought to hecome familiar with Pantex and the
proposed new missions that may come to Fantex. In my research on Pantex, | have
read reports, talked with expers and sven tourad nuclear facilitizs in England and
France,

After having dona alt that, one fact stands out. The typa of work snvisicred in
tha plutonium disposition program can be done safely by the outstanding employees at
Pantex. In fact, the DOE has said that both the pit disasssmbily and MOX fusl missions
can be done safely at Pantex. Furtharmore, the DOE has etated that the anticipated
cost diffarences batween the eites being censidered for these new missions are
instgnificant relative to the anticipated margin-of-error of the financial analysis. In the
absence of major disciiminators between the sites, the decision is likely to be very
political.

Trent 3isemore
City Commissioner
City of Amarille
P. 0. Box 1971
Amarillo, TX 79186
(606} 378-3000

P. 0. Box 1971, Amaiilo, Texas 79186-0001 806/578-3000 Fax 806/378-3018

TXD27-1

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversiom
and MOX facilities at Pantex. Although cost will be a factor in the
decisionmaking process, this SPD EIS contains environmental impact daja
and does not address the costs associated with the various alternatives,| A
separate cost repo@pst Analysis in Support of Site Selection for Surplus
Weapons-Usable Plutonium DispositigpOE/MD-0009, July 1998),
which analyzes the site-specific cost estimates for each alternative, was
made available around the same time as the SPD Draft EIS. This report ahd
the Plutonium Disposition Life-Cycle Costs and Cost-Related Commen
Resolution DocumenDOE/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 locations: Hanford, INEEL, Pantex,
SRS and Washington, D.C. Decisions on the surplus plutonium dispositiop
program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses, technical apd
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.

Alternatives
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The dual-track methad of plutonium disposition is the best way for the United
States and Russia to permanently reduce the amount of weapans giade plutonium in
their nuelear stockpiles. This is an important task but it will be a controversial procass
bacause of the dedicated affarts of anti-ruciear activists around the glabe. While itis
my apinion that many of these activists are opposed to anything nuclear, they seam
particularly oppesed to the use of plutonium as a fuel in nuclear reactors. Kasping this
controversy in mind, it is important for the Department 1o develap a program that has
broad ranging support amang Demacrats, Republicans. state leaders, local officials,
indian tribes, and labor unions in many states to assure that this important function gets
the funding in Congress necessary to carry out the program. Pantex offers strong, bi-
partigan support from local, state and federal officeholders and tha fabor movement.

The Depariment has already chosen the Savannah River Site in South Carolina
for the important task of immobilizing so called *non-pit ptutonium. |n addition South
Carolina has been chosen to praduce tritium for weapons in the future. Since South
Carolina has already received 2 great deal of new work, tha Department should now
place some new missions at Pantex. The powerful support of the Texas Congressional
dalegation will be erucial in getting this program funded. | encourage you to salidify that
support by naming Pantex as the preferred alternative site for the pit disassembiy and
conversion and MOX fuel missiens.

Thank you for the chance to be heard on this issue,

o e

Trent Sisemore
Clty Commissioner
City of Amarillo
P. O. Box 1971
Amarillo, TX 79186

{806) 378-3000 TXD27

TXD27-2 DOE Policy

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for the hybrid approach
Pursuing both immobilization and MOX fuel fabrication provides the United
States important insurance against potential disadvantages of implementir
either approach by itself. The hybrid approach also provides the beg
opportunity for U.S. leadership in working with Russia to implement similar
options for reducing Russia’s excess plutonium in parallel. Further, it send
the strongest possible signal to the world of U.S. determination to reduc
stockpiles of surplus plutonium as quickly as possible and in a manner thg
would make it technically difficult to use the plutonium in nuclear weapons
again. The U.S. Congress is supportive of DOE’s efforts to implement
U.S. nonproliferation policy.

TXD27-3 Alternatives

As indicated in the revised Section 1.6, SRS is preferred for the propose
surplus plutonium disposition facilities because the site has extensivg
experience with plutonium processing, and these facilities complemen
existing missions and take advantage of existing infrastructure.
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AMARILLO ASSOCIATION OF REALTORS), INC.

. 5601 Enterprise Gircle * Amarillo, Texas 79106
REALTOR (806) 358-7736 = Fax (806) 358-4140

RESOLUTION

Whereas, the Department of Energy is seeking commicnts on the Surplus Phuonium Disposition Environmental
Impact Statement; and

Whereas, the Sceretary of Energy should name the Pantex Plant as the preferved site for the Pil Disussembly and
Conversion Facility in the final Surplus Plutonium Disposition Environmental Impact Statement;

NOW THERETORE,

We, the Board of Directars of the Amarillo Association of REALTORS® which represents over 500 members,
hereby unanimously support the Pantex Plant in Texas as the Deparumont of Energy's location for the Pit Disassembly
and Conversion Facility provided such missions are done in a safe and envirenmentally-friendly manncr.

As REAT.TORS®, we belicve the Pantex Plant is the preferred site for the Pit Disassembly and Conversion
Facility in view of the foltowing facts:

(1) The primary mission of the Pantex plant is to take apart nuclear weapons as part of the United States” obligations
under the START treatics that have been signed with Russia. It makes sense to finish the disarmament mission
by converting the pits at Pantex which would require no off-site shipment of the pits, which would then decrease
the risk of classilied weapons components falling into unfriendly hands.

) For nearly half a century, the employees o' Mason & Hanger Corporation have handled and worked with pits
without ever exposing the environment or the residents of the Texas Panthandle o any contamination from
plutonium. Ta further enhanee cmployce and public safety, Mason & Hanger has implemented a Yoluntary
Prutection Program and employees at Pantex have full-time union safety officers to whom they can raisc safety
coneerns.

2) The security force at Pantex has successfully guarded highly classified weapons components since 1951
Recently. the Pantex guard foree was rated the highest in the DOE complex. DOE should protect the highly
classified pits at the facility with the best guard force, which is Pantex.

@) And finally, repeated publiv opiniun polling has shown support for the Pantex Plant to be in the 80% range
among residents of Carsen, Potter and Randall Counties, [n addition, Pantex has outstanding support from the:
clected officials representing local governments in the area around the facility and Pantex also enjoys unanimous
support from clectod officials representing the area in the Texas House and Senate and the United Staies House
and Senate.

The Pantex Plant has plaved an invaluable role in the United States’ history and should be the Department of
Enetgy's location for the Pit Disassembly and Conversion facility,

Approved by the Board of Directors on the 16th day of July 1998,

e

RANBY JEH-fRs,'Cl’fB, GRI - PRESIDENT

@ REATCR: - isaregistored marh which centres a profess i i1

| estate who suhscribes 1 shit Sk Fllws s ien fn o
1+ NATIONAE ASSOTIATIGN GF REALTORS

TXD51

TXD51-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversiom

facility at Pantex. Analyses in Chapter 4 of Volume | indicate that impacts
of operating the pit conversion facility on health, safety, and the environmer]
at Pantex would likely be minor. Decisions on the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analysq
(including analyses of transportation risks), technical and cost reportd
national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and public input. DOH
will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplu
plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.

n
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A RESOLUTION OF THE AMARILLO CHAMBER OF COMMERCE
BOARD OF DIRECTORS IN SUPPORT OF
PANTEX

WHEREAS, the Pantex plant currently employs 2869 Amarillo-area residents and puts
over $200 million directly into our area, and is responsible for about one out of every ten
Amarillo-srea jobs

WHEREAS, Pantex has outstanding support from the residents in the area. Pantex
enjoys strong support from local and state elected officials and the Texas congressional
delegation. Pantex shows 80% support among area resideats.

WHEREAS, Pantex employees have more experience in handling plutonium pits than
any other site in the nuclear weapons complex.

WHEREAS, Pantex requires no off-site shipment of pits, decreasing the risk of ciassified
weapons parts falling into unfriendly hands.

WHEREAS, Pantex has more than adequate storage space for converting plutonium.

WHEREAS, Pantex guard force is the highest rated in the nuclear weapons complex.
Pantex has an outstanding safety record. The employees at Pantex have full-time union
safety officers to whom they can raise safety concerns, and Mason & Hanger Corporation
has implemented a Voluntary Protection Program to further enhance employee and public
safety.

WHEREAS, Pantex employees have safely handled, worked with, and stored pits.
The Savannah River Site has a history of radioactive contamination of the environment.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Amarillo Chamber of Commerce
Board of Directors supports the disassembly and conversion of nuclear weapons
plutonium components (pits) program to be assigned to the Pantex plant.

BE IT FUTHER RESOLVED that the Amarillo Chamber of Commerce encourages the
Texas Congressional Delegation to continue to support and work toward this goal.

ADOPTED this __{ ©  day of

AR RN

David Wilks, Chairman of the Board

August, 1998

TXD50-1

DOE acknowledges the commentors’ support for siting the pit conversior]
facility at Pantex. Analyses in Chapter 4 of Volume | indicate that impacts|
of operating the pit conversion facility on health, safety, and the environmen
at Pantex would likely be minor. Decisions on the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyse
(including analyses of transportation risks), technical and cost reportd
national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and public input. DOE|
will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplug
plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.

Alternatives
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AMARILLO COLLEGE
M. K AREN RubpDY
Pace 1oF 1

TXD38-1 General SPD EIS and NEPA Process
DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for DOE's efforts in coming tg

fair and well-reasoned decisions regarding surplus plutonium disposition.
Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program will be based o

environmental analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy an
nonproliferation considerations, and public input.
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AMARILLO COLLEGE
M. K AREN RupDY

Pace 10oF 2

FD151-1 Alternatives
DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support of DOE and its surplug

To: U.S. Deparumen of Energy plutonium disposition program.

From: Dr. M. Karen Ruddy, Director of the Electronic Resource Library (BERL) Project

at Amarillo College found at http://plutonium-erl.actz.edu

Date: August 27, 1998

RE: Comments on the Pantex Missions

Dear Sir or Madam:

1 believe that this country does indeed face a clear and present danger in the fact that plutonium
disposition and waste materials in our environment need to be addressed. The issues need to be
based on sound and reliable scientific and technical research (an exemplary effort in Amarillo is
the work being carried on through the Amarillo National Resource Center for Plutonium).

T commend the DOE for the policy of openness over the last five or six years. I deal with the
plutonium literature dsily in my role as Director of the Electronic Resource Library - a library
dedicated 10 the scientific and technical study of plutonium - use, disposition, storage.
transportation, health policy and history, and I know that most of the environmental problems in
regard to the USDOE policies have come about because of the Cold War legacy.

I also believe that the future enerzy souree in the world ia going to be nuclear and believe any
decisions made today must keep that reality in mind. Ralph Nader used to te right, now he is
old and confused.

1 deplore the representation in the Amerillo meetings of the “left-over-hippies” who have no
right to represent the majority of the citizens in Amarillo and the Panhandle of Texas, I think it 1
is immoral for the areas that the government has poured meney into aver the years (Yucca Mt.
in Nevada for example) 1o now be against the deployment of these areas to serve their purpose.
I hope you disregard their comments and follow scientific and technical research to make your

decisions.

Mr. Richardson was here in Amarilln yesterday and I wish I could have met him. I am
comforted that he is the new Secretary of Erergy and believe he will make the hard decisions
for the good of all.

We (the Electronic Resource Library (ERL)) are collaborating with OSTI to digitize paper
documents that they provide to us and we hope to acquire a microfiche scarning machine
through a grant to the IMLS program in the Executive Office. We will be able to then digitize
the DOE OS8TI microfiche tollections and retrieve documents stored only on that media.

We serve Pantex, Amarillo College, the Amarillo and Panhandle community and the researchers
and scientists at UT, A&M and Texas Tech through the ERL services and resources and zre
proud to be part of the great effort to help our country 25 Pantex has done in the past.
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AMARILLO COLLEGE
M. K AREN RubpDY
PAGe 20F 2

We collaborate with Los Alamos, with the Lovelace Institute, with the FOIA program, the DOE
Reading Room program (interactively with the one here at Amarillc College} and with the
WIPP site through other regional community colleges (i.e. New Mexica Junior College in
Hobbs, NM) to obtain plutonium-releted docurments and joint grant proposats such as the IMLS
(Institute of Museums and Library Servicas).

1 believe that additional missions should come to Pantex for the following reesons:

1. You have ingredible community support in Amerillo and surrounding areas.

2. The workforce is highly skilled in this area due to the past and present programs at Amarillo
College (attested to by the recent announcement that Bell Helficopter is
going to build their new aircraft kere in Amarilio.

3. The pits are already here and as I understand the ARIES {Advanced Recovery and
[ntegrated Extraction System) process, it includes “nuclear weapons dismantiement,
reduction, and processing with minimal additions to the nuclear waste stream.” This quote
cames from a document found in the Electronic Resource Library collection.

4. The Pantex solution would meet the SFD-EIS mission of reducing the threat of
nucleer weapons and the proliferation theeat by aveiding transportation of pits
in their “weapons-ready” form.

5. Spreading the dis-assembly program around (i.e. So. Carolina, Texas, New Mexico)

would garner more support for your ultimate programs of storage and disposition.

Cost is turning out to be a non discriminating factor in the location decision.

The Amarillo National Resource Center for Phetonium (funds the ERL project

through competitive grants) is 2 strategic social, politicel, educational, and research

vriable in this area - as in just three short yeers, the ANRCP has helped “thinking and
reasoning” people in this area sort through the mire and conflision of exponentially
exploding informetion to get to the fcts, be more assured and make better decisions.

8. The Texas Energy Conservation program environmentally monitors the Pantex

operation and helps ensure a safe and environmentelly seund operation.
The safety and secunity record of Pantex.

. Most important, I believe we must ACT SOON on plutonium dispesition with alt

the ramifications in Russia and the rest of the world - trusting that you in

the “drivers seat” of this great mission have secured out national future and act
with the knowledge that plutonivm must indeed be tumed into plowshares for
“planting and harvesting” of the energy needs of the future.

by

— \0
o

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on this potential program. We love our country,
support our government and want to work toward world peace and prosperity.

Sincerely, /g iVMI M

M. Karen Ruddy, Ph.D.

Director, Elsctronic Resource Library Project at Amarillo College
Amarillo College

Amarillo, TX 79189

(806) 371-5148 office

e-mail; mkruddy@acte edu

FD151-2 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support of expanded missions at Pant
Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program at Pantex will bd
based on environmental analyses (including analyses of transportation risk
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input. DOE will announce its decisions regardin
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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AMARILLO Econowmic DeveLoPMENT CORPORATION
DeBRrA BaLLou
Pace 1oF 1

LAmarillo Economic Development Corporatio;l

Comments of Debra Ballou Regarding the DOE Surplus
Plutonium Disposition Draft Environmental Impact Statement

My concern today is with our area’s future. While | am proud of our area's
accomplishments in the field of econsmic development, | am still concerned with the
long-term future of Pantex. Pantex is such a large force in our local aconomy that
negative impacts from Pantex can essentially take away the gains we may make in
other areas.

In essence, if the AEDC brings a new employer to town it may be like taking a
step forward. However, if Pantex fails to grow, it may be like taking two steps backward.
One step fonNar‘d and two steps backward is no way to get where you want to go.

Pantex has been a great employer in the Texas panhandle for many years, The
spin off of Pantex dollars in the local econamy provides employment opportunities in ali
sectors of the economy. The jobs at Pantex and the skilled service jobs that result in
the economy are the kind of opportunities that keep people who are raised in Amarillo
from taking their skills to larger metro areas where jobs are abundant. We cannot affard
to take two steps back for every one forward.

Pantex has operated safely for many years, and its éxcewlent track record should
weigh heavily in the decision making on the location for plutonium disposition missions.
This area, and its elected officials at all levels, support Pantex overwhelmingly.
Considering this area’s strong support for Pantex and the good fit between these
missions and Pantex’s current mission, | strongly urge the Secretary of Energy to

choose Pantex for Pit Disassembly and Conversion and MOX Fuel Manufacturing.

Debra Ballou
Secretary, Board of Directors
Amarillo Economic Development Corporation
Bank One Center, Suite 1503
600 8. Tyler Street
Amarillo, TX 79101
(806) 379-6411

TXD53-1 Other

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support of expanded missions at Pante
Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program at Pantex will bg
based on environmental analyses, technical and cost reports, national poli
and nonproliferation considerations, and public input.
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TXD53-2 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversior
and MOX facilities at Pantex. Decisions on the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyse
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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AMARILLO Economic DeveLoPMENT CORPORATION
MicHAEL R. Bourn
Pace 10oF 2

| Amarillo Economic Development Corporation I

Comments of Michael Bourn Regarding the DOE Surplus
Plutonium Disposition Draft Environmental Impact Statement

The Amarillo Economic Development Corporation is dedicated to expanding and
diversifying the economy in the Amarillo area. We focus on basic employers, that is
employers who derive their income from outside of our economic region. We have
assisted many local basic employers and we continue to recruit new basic employers to
aur community. Because of our extensive work with hundreds of existing businesses
and those that have considered Amarillo over the past eight years, we have gathered
extensive, detailed knowledge of our area's business climate.

Beyond the quantitative measures such as our very low utility costs, affordable
and available labor, and low cost of living lies the real key to this region's success — we
have a truly outstanding workforce. As | mentioned, the quality of our workforce
transcends the quantitatively measurable. Nevertheless, our quality workforce is very
real. Recently, Bell Helicopter announced pians to locate the assembly plant for the V-
22 Osprey Tiltrotor Aircraft in Amarillo. in announcing that decision, one of the key
factors mentioned was the great skill of our workforce. But Bell did not make that
decisicn just based on our ward, they had twenty years’ experience with a facility in
Amarillo from the late 1960s to the late 1980s.

The Department of Energy should likewise recagnize the skill of Amarillo’s
workforce when choosing its location for plutenium dispositien missions. And the
disassembly of plutonium pits should rightfully be seen as a logical extension of the
weapons disassembly work already performed by the highly skilled workers at Pantex.
The MOX mission also makes sense to be performed within the high security areas at

Pantex.

Michael R. Bourn

Executive Dircctor
Amatillo Economic Development Corporation
Bank One Center, Suite 1503
600 5. Tyler Street
Amarillo, TX 79101
(806) 379-6411

TXD30-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversiom

and MOX facilities at Pantex. Decisions on the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyse
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input. DOE will announce its decisions regardin
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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AMARILLO Economic DeveLoPMENT CORPORATION
MicHAEL R. Bourn
PAGe 20F 2

Mtr. Michael R. Bourn
Page 2

The controversial aspect of using plutonium as a fuel should also be considered.
As we look at our neighbors to the west who are trying to open the WIPP site, we can
see that political controversy can cause enormous delays in scientifically sound projects.
While | believe the MOX program to be technically sound and the best policy for the
United States, | also believe that the current timetable for implementation of MOX
manufacturing is not realistic. The program could be defayed for years over political
controversy regarding cur nation’s policy toward nuclear energy.

Given the likelihood of delays in the MOX program, the DOE should take an
affirmative step in demilitarizing its surplus weapons components by putting the Pit
Disassembly and Conversion Facility into operation as quickly as can safely be done.
This work can be done best, and with the least likelihood of political delays, at the
Pantex Plant. | therefore urge the Secretary of Energy to name Pantex as the sole
preferred alternative for Pit Disassembly and Cenversion. Furthermore, | would ask
that Secretary Richardson to re-examine the decision made by Secretary Pefia to locate
the MOX facility at the Savannah River Site. In light of the controversy likely to surround
the MOX program, a final decision on site location for that facility should be made after
the site for the pit disassembly mission has already been determined.

Thank you for the chance to make comments on this very important issue.

Michael R. Bourn

Executive Director
Amarillo Economic Development Corporation
Bank Onc Center, Suite 1503
600 S. Tyler Street
Amarille, TX 79101
(806) 379-6411

TXD30-2 DOE Policy

DOE acknowledges the commentor’'s concern over potential controvers
surrounding MOX fuel fabrication. The goal of the surplus plutonium
disposition program is to reduce the threat of nuclear weapons proliferatio
worldwide by conducting disposition of surplus plutonium in the United

States in an environmentally safe and timely manner. Converting the surply

plutonium into MOX fuel and using it in domestic, commercial reactors is
an effective way to accomplish this.

Further, selection of the disposition technology (immobilization or MOX
approach) should not impact the pace of pit declassification. Pit
declassification would likely depend on the agreements reached with Russi
In late July 1998, Vice President Gore and Russian Prime Minister Sergq
Kiriyenko signed a 5-year agreement to provide the scientific and technicg
basis for decisions concerning how surplus plutonium will be managed
This agreement enables the two countries to explore mutually acceptab
strategies for safeguarding and dispositioning surplus plutonium.

As indicated in the revised Section 1.6, SRS is preferred for the propose
surplus plutonium disposition facilities because the site has extensivg
experience with plutonium processing, and these facilities complemen
existing missions and take advantage of existing infrastructure.
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AMARILLO Economic DeveLoPMENT CORPORATION
GiLBERT GuzmAN
Pace 1oF 1

Amarillo Economic Development Corporation l

Comments of Gilbert Guzman Regarding the DOE Surplus
Plutonium Disposition Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you for the chance to express the views of the Amarillo Economic
Development Corporation regarding the surplus plutonium missions being considered
for Pantex. The Amarillo Economic Development Gorporation (AEDC) serves as the
development arm of the City of Amarillo local government. The Corporation is funded
by a half-cent sales tax and its board is appointed by the elected Mayor and City
Commissioners of the City of Amarillo. As a public corporation our activities are carried
out with the public interest first and foremost in mind.

Since the early part of this decade, the AEDC has striven to bring new work to
the Pantex Plant in order to enhance the manufacturing base of our community. When
measured by payroll and economic impact, Pantex is the largest manufacturer in a
region comprised of over 50 counties in the Texas panhandle and south plains. Our
support for new missions at Pantex is contingent on those missions being done in a
manner that does not endanger human health or the environment.

The AEDC strongly supporis the selection of Pantex as the site for the Pit
Disassembly and Conversion Facility and MOX fuel manufacturing mission. These new
missions will provide jobs for Pantex employees who might otherwise not have jobs as
the disassembly work the plant now performs winds down. Pantex has been an
important part of this community for over 50 years. We hope that with the addition of
plutonium disposition missions, Pantex continues to be a major economic presence in

this area for the next 50 years,

Gilbert Guzman
President
Amarillo Economic Development Corporation
Bank One Center, Suite 1503
600 S. Tyler Street
Amarille, TX 79101
(806) 379-6411

TXD31

TXD31-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversiom

and MOX facilities at Pantex. Analyses in Chapter 4 of Volume | indicate,
that impacts of operating these facilities on health, safety, and th
environment at Pantex would likely be minor. Decisions on the surplus
plutonium disposition program at Pantex will be based on environments
analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferatio|
considerations, and public input. DOE will announce its decisions regardin
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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AMARILLO Economic DeveLoPMENT CORPORATION
GLENN M cM ENNAMY
Pace 10F 2

Amarillo Economic Development Corporation

Comments of Glenn McMennamy Regarding the DOE Surplus
Plutonium Disposition Draft Environmental Impact Statement

The people of the Texas panhandle are proud of the Pantex plant. They
support the current plant operations and the expansion of the activities at
Pantex. The payroll of Pantex pours hundreds of millions of dollars into the
regional economy. All told, Pantex is responsible for about one out of every 10
jobs in the Amarillo metro area.

Today, you will hear from many people who come from different
perspectives. Let me remind you of the overwhelming support the Department of
Energy has in this area. Repeated polling has shown more than 80% of the
residents of the area support Pantex. Qur elected officials at the local, state and
national level all support Pantex. Pantex is supported by Republicans,
Democrats, Labor and Business. All demographic groups in our area support
Pantex. | have been involved in local, state and national politics for many years
and few of the candidates or issues with which | have dealt have ever had the
broad support that Pantex enjoys.

Strong support is important for the DOE. In years past, the pressures of
the Cald War made big budgets standard for the Department, In the post-Cold
War era, the DOE budget receives an encrmous amount of scrutiny. Different
sites in the nuclear weapons complex have been reduced to fighting one another
for new work and even for funding for the cleanup of heavily contaminated sites
in 1daho, Colorado, Washington, and South Carolina. With all this budgetary
scrutiny the DOE should seek the help of its political friends.

Glenn McMennamy
Vice President
Amarillo Economic Development Corporation
Bank One Center, Suite 1503
600 5. Tyler Street
Amariilo, TX 79101
(806) 379-6411

TXD33-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the proposed surply
plutonium disposition facilities at Pantex, as well as the observationg
regarding broad political and community support. Decisions on the surplu
plutonium disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmenta|
analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferatio

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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AMARILLO Economic DeveLoPMENT CORPORATION
GLENN M cM ENNAMY
PAGe 20F 2

Mr. Glenn McMennamy
Page 2

The Texas congressional delegation overwhelmingly supports the
expansion of Pantex. The Governor and Lt: Governor of Texas support the
expansion of Pantex. The AFL-CIO supports the expansion of Pantex.

These are very important constituencies to the Department of Energy.
Their will should be carefully considered when deciding where to locate new

missions. We know this work will be done in a safe manner. We know we are 1
the right place to perform these missions. We will be very disappointed if the
DOE fails to name Pantex as the site for this new work. The Texas
congressional delegation will also be very disappointed if Pantex is not selected.
I sincerely hope the DOE makes the right choice and decides to locate these
new missions in Texas.
Glenn McMennamy
Vice President
Amarillo Economic Development Corporation
Bank One Center, Suite 1503
600 S. Tyler Street
Amarillo, TX 79101
(806) 379-6411 TXD33
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AMARILLO Economic DeveLoPMENT CORPORATION
GEORGE RAFFKIND
Pace 10F 2

| Amarillo Economic Development Corporation

Comments of George Raffkind Regarding the DOE Surplus
Plutonium Disposition Draft Environmental Impact Statement

| appreciate the chance to speak with you today about the draft
Environmental Impact Statement on Surplus Plutonium Disposition. The
Amarillo Economic Development Corporation (AEDC) has worked for years to try
to bring new work to Pantex. We have always insisted, and continus to insist,
that new work coming to Pantex be environmentally sound and a good *fit” with
the existing missions. The Pit Disassembly and Conversion and MOX fuel
missions meet both those criteria. Therefore, the | strongly encourage the
Secretary of Energy to name Pantex as the sole preferred alternative for these
plutonium disposition missions.

As a retailer in Amarillo, | understand the profound impact of agricultural
income on the entire economy of this region. While | am not directly involved in
agricuiture, | know that my business’ sales decline when times are hard for
farmers and ranchers. | also know that for more than half-a-century, the
presence of Pantex in this area has never led to reduced crop yields or reduced
prices for commadity crops or livestock. The economy of all of West Texas is
presently feeling the effects of drought and the subsequent dacrease in farm and
ranch income. Sales growth in the retail sector in Amarillo and surrounding
towns has slowed. Even though the airlines are carrying recard loads on a
national basis, airline loads are down in Amarillo, Lubbock, and Midiand, We &ll
recognize that the rural and urban economies of this area are wholly and

inextricably linked.

George Raffkind
Member, Board of Directors
Amarillo Economic Development Corporation
Bank One Center, Suite 1503
600 S. Tyler Street
Amarille, TX 79101
(806) 379-6411

TXD32-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversior
and MOX facilities at Pantex. Analyses in Chapter 4 of Volume | indicate

that impacts of operating these facilities on health, safety, and th¢

environment at Pantex would likely be minor. Decisions on the surplus
plutonium disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmenta|
analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferatio

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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AMARILLO Economic DeveLoPMENT CORPORATION
GEORGE RAFFKIND
PAGe 20F 2

Mr. George Raffkind
Page 2

The proposed new missions at Pantex will lead to ecaromic growth in our
area, without harming agriculture. | would not support a project that negatively
impacts agriculture, because my own fivelihood is affected by the condition of
the agricultural sector of the economy. Moreover, the AEDC receives a great
deal of sales tax revenue from persons who live in rural areas and shop in
Amarillo. We have no intention of growing one part of the economy at the
expense of ancther.

I hope that the Secretary of Energy will keep in mind that the vast majority
of the people in Carson, Potter and Randall Counties support agriculture and the
Pantex Plant. Most people in this area recognize that both are essential to the
well-being of eur economy. | urge the Secretary to name Pantex as the sole
preferred alternative for Pit Disassembly and Conversion and MOX Fuel

Manufacturing.

George Raffkind
Member, Board of Directors
Amarillo Economic Development Corporation
Bank One Center, Suite 1503
600 S. Tyler Street
Amarillo, TX 79101
(806) 379-6411 TXD32

SEXG_L—SGSUOdSGH pue sjuswnoog juswuwioD



8€.—¢€

AMARILLO GLOBE-NEWS
GARET VON NETZER
Pace 10F 3

Remarks
For DOE Hearings on Pantex
August 11, 1998, Amarillo, TexAs
By Garet von Netzer
Publisher, Amarillo Globe-News

Thank you for allowing me to
present these remarks at today’s
hearing.

My comments are very brief.

They focus on the practical and
cost-effective reasons the Pantex
Plant should be awarded the
mission of disassembly and
conversion of nuclear weapons
plutonium pits.

First, the pits already are

The plant’s security force is one of
the finest paramilitary forces in
the world, and it’s the highest
rated among all the DOE complex
facility forces.

securely stored at the Pantex Plant.

TXD54-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversior
facility at Pantex. Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition progran

at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses, technical and cost repoi:

national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and public input. DOE|
will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplud
plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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AMARILLO GLoBE-NEws
GARET VoN NETZER
Pace 20F 3

Page Two

Why would the DOE even consider
the risks and added expense of
transporting plutonium pits to
another site?

Second, the Pantex Plant already
has the trained and highly qualified
workforce to do the disassembly
work. Workers at another site
would have to be trained and would
lack the background available
already at the Pantex Plant.

Third, the Pantex plant’s track
record with handling and storing
plutonium pits is proven, over many
years, and without incident. In
fact, the Pantex Plant has the
finest safety and environmental
record of all the major DOE sites in
the nuclear weapons complex.

Fourth, consider the region’s and
city’s strong support for the Pantex
Plant, what it does and how it does
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GARET VoN NETZER
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Page Three

it. Polls have shown for many
years that more than 8 of 10 people
strongly support the Pantex Plant
and its role in our national defense.
These are just some of the
reasons why the DOE should locate
the disassembly mission at Pantex.
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AMARILLO HispaNic CHAMBER oF COMMERCE
GILBERT GUZMAN ET AL.
Pace 1oF 1

Amarillo Hispanic Chamber of Commerce

Camara de Comercio Hispana de Amarilio
P.0O. Box 1861 Amarillo, Texas. 79105

A RESOLUTION OF THE AMARILIO HISPANTC CHAMBER OF COMMERCE
BOARD OF DIRECTORS IN SUPPORT OF
PANTEX

WHEREAS, the Pantex plant currently employs 2869 Amarillo-area
residents and puts $200 million direerly into our area, and is
responsible for about one cut of every ten Amarillo area jobs.

WHEREAS, the Pantex plant consistently employs Amarille-area
Hispanics at all levels, and consistently promotes minority business
procurement opportunities.

WHEREAS, Pantex employees have more experience in handling plutonium
pits than any other site in the complex.

WHEREAS, Pantex has wmore than adequate storage space for converting
plutonium.

WHEREAS, the Pantex guard force is the highest rated in the DOE 1
complex. Pantex has an outstanding safety record. The emplcoyees at
Pantex have full-time union safety officers to whom they can raise
safety concerns, Mason & Hanger Corporation has implemented a
Voluntary Protection Program to further enhance employee and public
safety.

WHEREAS, Pantex employees have safelv handled, worked with, and
stored pits. The Savannah River Site has a history of radiocactive
contamination of the enviromment.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Amarililo Hispanic Chamber of
Commerce Poard of Directors support the disassembly and conversion of
nuclear weapons plutonium components (pits) program to be assigned to
the Pantex plant.

ADOPTED this_ / _cay of 5T, 1998

A en | L

., ) vy et
Gilbert Guzman, Chairmad of tHe Board Torly Quezadd, President

TXD36

TXD36-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentors’ support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex. Analyses in Chapter 4 of Volume | indicate that impacts
of operating the pit conversion facility on health, safety, and the environmerit
at Pantex would likely be minor. Decisions on the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyseg,
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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AMARILLO NATIONAL RESOURCE CENTER FOR PLUTONIUM
RicHARD HARTLEY
Pace 1oF 1

TXD43-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the findings of the ANRCP’s study in support of pit
' Amarillo National Resource Center for Plutonium disassembly and conversion and MOX fuel fabrication at Pantex. Decision

A Higher Education Consortiura of The Texss ASM TUniversity Syste. Texss Tech University, anc Ths Unsvers:ty of Tex s System

environmental analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy an
nonproliferation considerations, and public input.

Comments of Richard Hartlecy, Ph.D., Technical Director of the Amarillo National
Resource Center for Plutonium, August 11, 1998, at the Amarillo, Texas Puhlic
Meeting to discuss the Surplus Plutonium Disposition Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS).

Tt is the Center’s mission to provide objective technical advice to the elected officials, regulators,
and citizens of Texas on missions, like pit conversion and MOX, that potentially could come to
Pantex. This independent technical advice is obtained by using academic experts ftom the
consortium universitics in Texas, (A&M, UT, TTU). We also work closely with the agricultural
community lhr()ugh the Agricullure Research & Ag Extension Service here in the Panhandle of
Texas.

N . i r I
One project the Centet was asked to perform by the governor's office 1 p-uhé an independent
safety and health analysis of both the plutonium conversion mission and MOX at Pantex and a
review of the EIS on behalf of the state of Texas. Our technical team included:

s Dr. lan Hamilton, Texas A&M University, certificd health physicist

s Dr. Randy Charbeneau, University of Texas, professional environmental engineer
s Dr. John Sweeten, agricultural engineer with Ag Extension Service

s Dr, Bobby Stewart, West Texas A&M University, agricultural scientisl

e  Dr. Jim Rock, Texas A&M, certified industrial hygienists

®  Dr. Paul Vaughn, Texas Tech University, agricultural communications specialist

o Dr. James R. Clark, West Texas A&M, Dryland Wheat Institute

e Dr. Nolan Clark, Director, USDA Lab in Bushland, Texas

The results of that independent study were provided to elected officials, Texas regulators, and

citizens of Amarillo in Nov. of 1997. The study was conducted by expert professional

environmental engineers, certilied health physicists, certified industrial hygienists, and agricultaral
engineers and scientists. The conclusion of that study was that the risks associated with the new
missions is cornparable to the risk of current operations at Pantex and thete are no impacts on water
resources, water guality, no impacl on soil or air resource. 1

We were also asked by the governor’s office to have the university principal investigators of that
study review the draft Surplus Plutonium Disposition Environmental Impact Statement. As in the
risk characterization effort presented in November, the researchers find that there are no significant
environmental or safety impacts associated with the pit disasscmbly conversion or MOX mission
coming to Pantex.

The ANRCP consortium represents substantial research capabilities that include: 1) 29 Campuses
with 24,276 faculty, 259,534 students, and a $6.5 B combined budgel, 2) scademic credibility and
independent verification, and 3} education based program that supports the Secretary of Energy’s
education initialive.

600 South Tyler + Suitc 800 » Amarillo, TX 79101 + $06-376-3533 « Fax 806-376-5561
TXD43

on the surplus plutonium disposition program at Pantex will be based off
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AMARILLO NATIONAL RESouURce CENTER FOR PLUTONIUM
K. L. PEDDICORD
Pace 10F 2

Comments on the

Surplus Plutonium Disposition Draft Envir tal Impact Stat t

By

K. L. Peddicord
Amarillo National Resource Center for Plutonium

Presented at the SPDEIS Hearing
Amarillo, Texas
August 11, 1998

A key elementin the surplus plutonium disposition mission will be provisions to allow for
either bilateral inspections or multilateral inspection of excess weapons material. These
functions contribute to important U.S. policy issues on transparency and openness relating
to the disposition of surplus weapons materials both in the United States and the Russian
Federation. Bilateral inspection with Russia will be important to develop a mutual level of
confidence with the Russians for the eatire disposition effort. Such bilateral inspection
agreements will also provide confirmation to the U.S. through our inspection of Russian
facilities that their efforts are proceeding accordingly. Likewise, potential multilateral
inspection under the auspices of the International Atomic Energy Agency in Vienna,
Austria, will give assurances to the global community of U.S. leadership in this key
endeavor.

While the inspection function will be an ancillary enterprise, it also will have some
environmental impact. Accommodations must be made for the facilities, equipment and
individuals performing this role. These requirements can presumably be handled in a

straightforward way with minimal environmental disruption.

In terms of the inspection function and its relation to the Pit Disassembly and Conversion
Facility (PDCF), the input material to the PDCF will be in forms which are classified.
However, the output material will be either converted to a metal “hockey puck” or
plutonium oxide powder. Subsequent storage of this material will not be of a classified
nature and will be subject to international inspection. It is noted that by locating the PDC
Facility at the Pantex Plant, the necessary Perimeter Inspection, Detection and Alarm
System (PIDAS) is in place to guarantee the security of weapons grade material.
Reconfiguration of the existing areas at Pantex could be done in a straightforward way to
allow for the inspection requirements while assuring that classified information and material
is not compromised.

TXD48

TXD48-1

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversiom
facility at Pantex. Once the United States and Russia complete an agreemg
providing the basis for exchanging classified nuclear information, thg

Nonproliferation

procedures to be used for inspection of pits in storage could potentially Qe

adapted to contribute to bilateral monitoring of the pit conversion facility.
International monitoring and inspection of the unclassified plutonium would
also allow the United States and Russia to demonstrate to each other and
the international community that disposition was being carried out unde
stringent nonproliferation controls, and that the excess plutonium was nd
being diverted for reuse in weapons. Accommodation for internationa
inspection of the unclassified material was incorporated in the design df
the pit conversion facility, as shown in Figure 2—7. The MOX facility would
be a separate function and would only process unclassified material
Accommodation for international inspection was incorporated in the desig
of the facility, as shown in Figure 2—14. Decisions on the surplus plutoniu

disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analysep
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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AMARILLO NATIONAL RESOURCE CENTER FOR PLUTONIUM
K. L. PEDDICORD
PaGe 20F 2

A second aspect of the inspection requirements is also worth noting. As mentioned above,
itis the material produced by the PDCF which will be subject to inspection. This precludes
the possibility, which has been suggested elsewhere, that a fully integrated facility might be
used which will have weapons pits as the input and MOX fuel as the output. Such a
facility would not allow for the inspection of the product of the pit disassembly and
conversion steps. If it were to be proposed at a Russian installation, presumably such a
fully integrated approach with restrictions for the inspection of unclassified material would
not be acceptableto the United States. We would want to be able to assure that the MOX
fuel coming out was the result of the pits going in. As a result, separation of the pit

conversion function from the MOX fuel fabrication will be necessary. 1

The Pantex Plant provides the opportunity for a facility for pit disassembly and conversion
which meets, in a straightforward way, the requirements for key bilateral and multilateral
inspection while minimizing the number of steps for the handling of sensitive weapons
components. The selection of Pantex for the PDC Facility should assure expediency in
carrying out U.S. and international nonmproliferation goals.  Bilateral and IAEA
requirements could be more easily facilitated at Pantex thereby implementing pit
disassembly and conversion more quickly, entering into an agreement to reach this same
result with the Russians, and achieving the critical goal of timeliness which is a key factor

in the surplus plutonium disposition mission.
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AMARILLO NATIONAL RESouRrce CENTER FOR PLuUTONIUM
ANGELA L. Woobs
Pace 1orF 1

Amarillo National Resource Center for Plutonium

A Highra Falousationt Sonmmantinnuf The Tesa A Uiz ty Sy, Taovim Tech Vniivesily, am Te U iseisi.y of Tens Sysien

Scptember §, 1998

Mr. Bert Stevenson

NEPA Compliance Officer
US Department of Energy
PO Box 23786

Washington, DC 20026-3786

Dear Mr. Stevenson:

The Center is pleased to publish in its Center Report Series ANRCP-1998-11, “Routing of

Radioactive Shipments With Time-Varying Costs and Curfews,” by Laurie A. Bowler and Dr. 1
Hani §. Mahmassani. This is key research that contains vital information for a key audience, and is

the type of research the Center supports.

Please do not hesitate to contact us if any further informatien from the Center would be helpful.

Sincerely,

el L ks

Angela L. Waoods
Technical Editor

Enclosure

600 South Tyler = Suite 800 * Amarillo, TX 79101 » §06-376-5533 * Fax 806-376-5561
MD175

MD175-1 Transportation
DOE appreciates publication of the referenced report by ANRCP.
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ANDREW, MICHAEL
Pace 1or 1

Michael Androw
3512 Rutson
Amarilio, TX 79109

Ph: 306-353-6709
E-Mail: mandrew(@ern net

Title: Yeur 2000 considerations fot the study.

As o vonotined Wapayer and one knowledgeable sbout the Year 2000 erisis I am concerned with
Uk seport that lists Pantex and the Savannah River Sitcs as "cqually preferred sites” for the DOB's
Pit Disussembly and Conversion Facility,

As a proponent of Pantex and 2 resident of Amarilio I have s¢en the proactive approach Pantex
has had on environmental inpacts and just s critical she appropriate use of our tax dollars. 1can
not say the samo for the Savanneh River Site. Specifically 1 would like to eite two instances of
many that drive home my point.

First, Savannah River was recently notsd in several national Federal Computing publications as
having abandoned & multi million dallar project to imodernize their computer systems after
spending in excess of $10 million an the effort. This upgrade was also to provide replacements
for a number of systems that will nol withstand the Year 2000, which is a little more than a year

away,

Second, Savannah River was noted as having major deficiencies meeting dates in several of (heir
systems including the Defense Waste Processing Control Systems. This prompted a special
write-up in & recent quarterly report to the Office of Management and Bndget from the I}( b
neting "the C1O determined that these justifications did not contain compelliny, reaxons far
granting exceptions.” Savannah Rivers action in part caused a funding restriction for the
Environmental Management branch of DOE imposed by QMR to temain in effect

In summary I do ot believe both are "equally” prepared 10 condict. work on January 1, 2000
much less conduct it safely and efficienly Recognizing the importance on microprocessors in
todays manutaciuring processes and the unpredictahle effscts of ignormg Year 2000 problems 1
helieve: that it firther evajuations were conducted into the readiness of each facility for the coming
millenniim that Pantex would be the clear choice.

Respectfully,
Michael Andrew

dins

FD110-1 Other

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversior
facility at Pantex. DOE is working diligently to correct the Y2K problems in all
of its computer systems and will not operate any facilities subject to such
problems. Construction of the pit conversion facility is scheduled to begin
in 2001, and operations are scheduled to begin in 2004; therefore, the compu
systems for the new facilities would not be affected by the Y2K problem.

tronisodsig

As indicated in the revised Section 1.6, SRS is preferred for the propose
facilities because the site has extensive experience with plutoniu

processing, and these facilities complement existing missions and ta

advantage of existing infrastructure. Decisions on the surplus plutoniu

disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyse
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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ANONYMOUS

PAGE 10F 2
¥ Keep Texas Panhandle water, air, and |
M YEs' soil safe from radioactive pollutants 1
NO! To any plutonium processing in the | 2
. Texas Panhandle
] To minimal handling and processing of | 3
g YES! plutonium and other nuclear materials

NO!

To converting military plutosium for | 4
use in mixed oxide (MOX) fuel

Z%;fﬁc?é %/ &2 M/@
f 70T NELE S p/a ia .

e o, z% I/f}é Y He2se, /wz;/ 5
CD1328

CD1328-1

Sections 4.17 and 4.26.3 describe the potential effects of the maximum imp3
alternative on air quality, water resources, and soil. These analyses indicg
that the impacts of construction and normal operation of the pit conversio
and MOX facilities on air, water, and soil at Pantex would likely be minor.

Alternatives

CD1328-2 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to the surplus plutonium

disposition program at Pantex. Decisions on the surplus plutoniu

disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyse
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.

CD1328-3 DOE Policy

The goal of the surplus plutonium disposition program is to reduce the
threat of nuclear weapons proliferation worldwide by conducting dispositior]

of surplus plutonium in the United States in an environmentally safe ang

timely manner. DOE is committed to public and worker safety during the

construction, operation, and deactivation of the proposed surplus plutonium

disposition facilities, and would implement appropriate controls and

procedures to ensure compliance with all applicable Federal, State, am@

local laws, rules, regulations, and requirements.

CD1328-4 MOX Approach

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to the MOX approach t(
surplus plutonium disposition. Pursuing both immobilization and MOX
fuel fabrication provides the United States important insurance agains
potential disadvantages of implementing either approach by itself. The hybri
approach also provides the best opportunity for U.S. leadership in workin
with Russia to implement similar options for reducing Russia’s exces
plutonium in parallel. Further, it sends the strongest possible signal to th
world of U.S. determination to reduce stockpiles of surplus plutonium ag
quickly as possible and in a manner that would make it technically difficult tg
use the plutonium in nuclear weapons again.

7
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ANONYMOUS
PaAGe 20F 2

dins

CD1328-5 Cost

DOE conducted a competitive procurement process to acquire MOX fue]
fabrication and irradiation services. The selected team, DCS, would desigm
request a license, construct, operate, and deactivate the MOX facility
well as irradiate the MOX fuel in domestic, commercial reactors. However,
these activities are subject to the completion of the NEPA process.

Although cost will be a factor in the decisionmaking process, this SPD EIS
contains environmental impact data and does not address the costs associa
with the various alternatives. A separate cost re@ost Analysis in
Support of Site Selection for Surplus Weapons-Usable Plutoniun
Disposition(DOE/MD-0009, July 1998), which analyzes the site-specific
cost estimates for each alternative, was made available around the sar
time as the SPD Draft EIS. This report and Bhgtonium Disposition
Life-Cycle Costs and Cost-Related Comment Resolution Documen
(DOE/MD-0013, November 1999), which covers recent life-cycle cost analyse
associated with the preferred alternative, are available on the MD Web si
at http://iwww.doe-md.com and in the public reading rooms at the following
locations: Hanford, INEEL, Pantex, SRS and Washington, D.C.
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ANONYMOUS
Pace 1oF 1

Yes, | think that the petroleum, the whatever it is, should
located at Pantex. Thank you.

i

PD013-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for the surplus plutoniurr]T

disposition program at Pantex. Decisions on the surplus plutoniu
disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyse
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.

U.
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ANONYMOUS
Pace 1oF 1

Yes, | think they need to get rid of Pantex. It's bad for our ;
crops and bad for our drinking water. Thanks.

PD019-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to the continued operatio
of the Pantex Plant. It is inferred that this would include opposition to
siting any of the proposed surplus plutonium disposition facilities at Pantex|
The Final Environmental Impact Statement for the Continued Operation
of the Pantex Plant and Associated Storage of Nuclear Weapof
ComponentgDOE/EIS-0225, November 1996) was one of many
references used during the development of this SPD EIS. Based on th
information, analysis, and public comment contained in that EIS, DOE issue
a ROD for the continued operation of Pantex. That EIS concluded that th
continued operation of Pantex would have either minor or no impacts of
the surrounding environment.
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ANONYMOUS
Pace 1orF 1

Yes, | just wanted to give my input on the deal that’s goin
about Pantex. And I'm all for it.

1

PD020-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for the surplus plutoniurr]T

disposition program at Pantex. Decisions on the surplus plutoniu
disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyse
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.

U.
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ANONYMOUS
Pace 1oF 1

| want to voice my opinion against Pantex. | think itis a
dump about ready to explode and | think it is a hazard for|t
people that live in this area, not only for the people but for
the cattle and the land. | think it needs to go, the sooner the
better.

PD026-1 Other

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to Pantex. Firred

Environmental Impact Statement for the Continued Operation of the
Pantex Plant and Associated Storage of Nuclear Weapon Componen
(DOE/EIS-0225, November 1996) was one of many references used durin
the development of this SPD EIS. That EIS concluded that the continue
operation of Pantex would have either minor or no impacts on the

surrounding environment. Based on the analysis and related public commeip

DOE issued a ROD for the continued operation of Pantex.
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ANONYMOUS
Pace 1oF 1

Yes, | am an Amarillo resident since 1926 and | want to
express my support for the Pantex and everything it has
and been in Amarillo. It has the best safety record of any
company that’s ever been here. I've toured the plant and
enjoyed getting to see what we’ve heard about for many,
years. | also want to support the use of Amarillo facilitie
do the plutonium research and the, something about mak
the MOX, what ever it is, the dissassembly that doesn’t m
sense to ship it all across the country when it's already h
and you just have my family, all of us, our support and we

jone

proud of you. Thank you for being here.

PD028-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the proposed surply
plutonium disposition facilities at Pantex. Decisions on the surplug
plutonium disposition program at Pantex will be based on environments
analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferatio|
considerations, and public input. DOE will announce its decisions regardin
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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BAkeERr, RoBerT D.
Pace 1or 1

United States
Department
of Energy

Comment Form

NAME: (Optional} Robuf D Bale,

ADDRESS: Ipd Riversa Tracl Aevarile Ty VG710
TELEPHONE: (§se) 383-4 5o v

EMAIL: _BBarkeryqges € Aog com
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TXD25-1

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversior
and MOX facilities at Pantex. Potential impacts from intrasite transfer of
pits would likely be minor if Pantex were chosen as the site for pit
disassembly and conversion because pits are currently stored ther
However, potential impacts from transportation of plutonium dioxide
between the MOX and pit conversion facilities would be minimized if SRS
were chosen because SRS is the preferred location for both facilitied
Transportation impacts are summarized in Chapter 4 of Volume | ang
Appendix L. As indicated in Section 2.18, no traffic fatalities from

nonradiological accidents or LCFs from radiological exposures or vehiclg
emissions are expected. Decisions on the surplus plutonium dispositio

Alternatives

program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses (including

analyses of transportation risks), technical and cost reports, national polig
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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BATTELLE PaciFic NORTHWEST NATIONAL L ABORATORY
KIMBERLY BAKER
Pace 1oF 1

Ladies and Gentlemen, Strom Thurmond and the good people of South Carolina would have you
belicve that Savannah River is the place for the Pit Disassembly and Conversion Facility.  This is
abviously a political 1ssue and I will address it as such. [ wiill prove You that Panlex, from a
political standpoint, is far and above the only reasonable site for the Pit Assembly and Conversion
mission. What is more political than safety at any Nuclear Facility??  The community and
country as a whole scrutinize facilities such as Pantex and Savannah River on a continual basis.
This has been the case for forty or fifty years.  The threat of a radiation disaster is far more
political than Strom Thurmond’s current and albeit short-lived political agenda for Savannah
River. Ibring to you and can prove to you in black and white that the workers are healthier and
therefore safer than those at Savannah River. I am a physician in the Occupational Medical
Department. At Pantex we have a strong, active and progressive preventive medicine program
which not only benefits the health of the employee (DOE’s greatest asset), but the health of every
mission at Pantex,  With a strong interactive preventive medicine program, my department has
heen able to work closely with all aspects of Labor and Management to insure the health and
safety of the workers.  The health of the workers translates into the safe and heallhy
accomplishment of the variety of missions at Pantex. ~ The medical department has worked
diligently to interact.on a continuous basis with every department on the plant.  There are
frequent visits directly with the workers and first-line supervisors to evaluate and resolve safety
and health issues.  There is one-onone communication with the employees and the medical 1
department.  If meetings are needed to resolve issues, then there is no hesitation to meet with
all players involved.  The Medical department is blessed with a wealth of knowledge in
preventive and radiation medicine.  Our medical director is double boarded in both Preventive
Medicine and Occupational Medicine.  His area of interest is in radiation protection and he
excels in his ability to take care of the employees at Pantex.. The entire department is dedicated
to the health of the workers and follows Dept. of Energy orders and regulations strictly. Froma
strong drug and alcohol pragram to the Graded Cardiac Exercise testing program, the
Occupational Medical Dept, can insure you that the workforce is healthy, safe, and far superior to
the workforce in Savannah River in their ability to undertake the Pit Disassembly and Conversion
Mission.  And is not the community and the country’s concem over safe and healthy operation
of a nuclear facility POLITICAL??  Ithink so!!!  Political fifty years ago, political today, and
yes, political years from now.  Ladies and gentlemen of DOE, I challenge you to come 1o our
medical dept. at Pantex and see how we run busi and then [ challenge you to go ta Savannah
River and have them show you that their workforce is AS healthy and safe as those at Pantex.
And 1 don’t mean lip service, 1 mean cald, hard, substantiated data.  From a palitical standpaint
that holds up now and far into the future, I am convinced that you will find that Pantex is the
ONLY puolitically correct site for the Pit Disassembly and Conversian Missian.  Thankyou very
much.
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TXDO06

TXD06-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversiom
facility at Pantex. Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition progran
at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses (including analyses pf
human health risks to the public and workers), technical and cost report,
national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and public input. DOH
will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplug
plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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BENZINGER, DANIELLE

PAGe 10F 2
D42 ARBIRWAY,
31Ty 528.1342
To: DOE, Fax 18008205156
From: If Not Now: A Citizens Lobbying Tool, EMail rep-info@ifnotnow.com
Date: Sep 16, 1998 7.04 GMT
Subject: Plutonium Disposa! By Burning In Nuclear Reactors

If Not Now is a web-based citizen's lobbying tool. We are forwarding
to you a letter from some of your constituents. At the end of this
message there is a description of how our service works and how you
can respond to your constituents.

Signatures as of Sep 18, 1998:
There were 2 new signers. Total signers to date: 4.

TOPIC: Plutonium Disposal By Burning In Nuclear Reactors
Dear DOE (Fissile Materials Program),

| am writing to oppose the current Department of Energy plan for

plutonium disposition, which is based on mixed-oxide (MOX} fuel. MOX
fuel is a bad idea. It is unproven technology as far as commercial

reactors in the U.S. are concerned. MOX techniques for plutonium disposal
are also slower and more expensive than immobilization technigques. In 1
addition, the treatment of plutonium as an energy source sets a dangerous
precedent for nuclear proliferation and the development of plutonium

fuel economies. it is essential that the DOE do everything possible to
discourage this proliferation.

New signers and comments:

Krista Bradford, New York, NY 10033
Danielle Benzinger, Arlington, TX 76006

DESCRIPTION OF IF NOT NOW SERVICE

Subscribers use If Not Now (www.ifnotnow.com) to get information about
political and social issues of concern to them. The service aiso enables
them to sign letters about these topics, which we then forward in
consolidated form to officials such as yourself. it is impontant to
emphasize that our subscriber list is authenticated through credit card
verification, and only those signers who belong to your specific
constituency are included in the signature list that you receive.

FD312

FD312-1 MOX Approach

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to the MOX approach td
surplus plutonium disposition. While it is true MOX fuel has not been

produced or used commercially in the U.S., it has been produced and us¢

in Western Europe. MOX fuel fabrication is not a new technology. This
experience would be used for disposition of the U.S. surplus plutonium
Pursuing both immobilization and MOX fuel fabrication provides the United

States important insurance against potential disadvantages of implementir
either approach by itself. The hybrid approach also provides the bes
opportunity for U.S. leadership in working with Russia to implement similar

options for reducing Russia’s excess plutonium in parallel. Further, it send
the strongest possible signal to the world of U.S. determination to reduc
stockpiles of surplus plutonium as quickly as possible and in a manner thg
would make it technically difficult to use the plutonium in nuclear
weapons again.

Any difference between the cost of the hybrid approach and that of the\

immobilization-only approach would be marginal. Although cost will be a
factor in the decisionmaking process, this SPD EIS contains environmentd
impact data and does not address the costs associated with the varig
alternatives. A separate cost rep@tst Analysis in Support of Site
Selection for Surplus Weapons-Usable Plutonium Disposition
(DOE/MD-0009, July 1998), which analyzes the site-specific cost estimate
for each alternative, was made available around the same time as the SH
Draft EIS. This report and tH&utonium Disposition Life-Cycle Costs and
Cost-Related Comment Resolution Docum@©OE/MD-0013,
November 1999), which covers recent life-cycle cost analyses associatdg
with the preferred alternative, are available on the MD Web site af
http:/mww.doe-md.com and in the public reading rooms at the following
locations: Hanford, INEEL, Pantex, SRS and Washington, D.C.
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BENZINGER , DANIELLE
PaGe 20F 2

(617) 524-1342 o Fax (617) 524.1347 contact@ifnotnow.com
An important feature of If Not Now is that we follow up on every action
letter that we send, and we report how representatives, officials and
others have acted on the issue. We also provide you with the opportunity
to respond to your constituents (via a password-protected web server,
to ensure that only legitimate responses are posted). Follow the
directions below. Your letter will be posted without editing; your
constituents will be able to view your response when they check the
results of that action. (We regret that we cannot process responses
received via fax or US mail.) We strongly encourage you to send us a
response! Our subscribers are active, invoived citizens who want to
hear from you.

To respond to an action letter: fill out the form at
http:/fwww.ifnotnow.com/respond.html -- you will need to use your
special key: PeeTJIwV. This key is valid for one-time use only. Please
send questions or comments via email to: rep-info@ifnotnow.com.
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BuckeNAL , GEORGE
Pace 1or 1

Yes, this is George Buckenal, and | live in Amarillo. It's 3|

on Monday afternoon the 17th of August and | want to cal
and let you know that | would much support the pit
dissassembly work that is being considered for Pantex.
is a needed program at Pantex and for the area. | know
we have been a great support in the past for Pantex out @
Amarillo and we certainly would continue to be so. But w
need that here in Amarillo for the jobs it would bring to
Amarillo and also the work force could certainly utilize th
extra income that would come out of that. But we would
certainly support the pit dissassembly work being consid

00
|

This

hat
f1

)

| wish you’'d please bring it to Amarillo. Thank you very mu

ch.

ered.

PD027-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversior
facility at Pantex. Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition progran

at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses, technical and cost repoi:

national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and public input. DOE|
will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplud
plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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BuckeNAL , PaTTy
Pace 1or 1

This is Patty Buckenal and I live in Amatrillo, TX and | wou|d
like to state for the record that | support the pit 1
dissassembly work going to the Pantex Plant here in
Amarillo. Thank you.

PD029-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversiom

facility at Pantex. Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition progran
at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses, technical and cost repo
national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and public input. DOH
will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplu
plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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C&B PRINTING
DenNis CLOUNCH
Pace 1oF 1

PRINTING

August 11, 1998

U.S. Deparimerit of Energy

Cffice of Fissile Materials Disposition
MD-4 Forrestal Buiiding

1000 Indepardlencs Ave. SW
Washington, DC 20585

Dear Sirs,

| would Ike to take this opportunity to express my feelings about the location of the disassembly and
conversion of nuclear weapons plutonium components (“pits™) at the Amariflo Paniex plantn Az a
business owner and a citizen of Amarilio, | am totally in support of this function and hope you will consider
the effort and the histery of the Pantex plant in your decision making process for this site.

< A
It é;
shnis Clounch &
President

2400 West Tth + Amarilio. Texas 79106 » (806) 3746262 « FAX (B0} 374.7474 = 1-800-857.7131

FD149

FD149-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversior
facility at Pantex. Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition progran

at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses, technical and cost repoi:

national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and public input. DOE|
will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplud
plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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CaMPBELL , CHARLES A.
Pace 1or 1
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TXD22

TXD22-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for the surplus plutoniu
disposition program at Pantex, which does not entail the relocation of a
existing Pantex facilities. Decisions on the surplus plutonium dispositio

program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses, technical apd

cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and
public input.
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CAMPBELL , HELEN
Pace 1or 1
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TXD23-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for the surplus plutoniumn
disposition program at Pantex. Decisions on the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.
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CARPENTERS UNION LocaL 665
JAMES N. BROOKES
Pace 1oF 1

United States
Department
of Energy

Comment Form

NAME: (Optional) \A Arg N BRooKe s
ADDRESS: 704, 5. pMfadinesd
TELEPHONE: (fog) 373 <19

E-MAIL: _ (4 B0 G s @ arpd . Nef
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TXDO07-1

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversiom
facility at Pantex. Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition progran
at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses, technical and cost repofts,
national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and public input. DOH
will announce its decisions regarding the facility siting and approach td
surplus plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.

Alternatives
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CatTLE COMPANY n
Jay O’BRIEN S
Pace 1oF 1 =
FD109-1 Alternatives o

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to siting the propose(d§

Ninia Bivins Jay O'Brien surplus plutonium disposition facilities at Pantex. The accidents analyzegiS.
Fresident Managing Partner for the proposed facilities are presented in detail in Appendix K, and thd §
consequences are summarized by alternative in Chapter 4 of Volume 1. It |35

J:\ impossible for DOE to predict how one of these accidents would be%'

gﬁ};}s‘LE COMPANY perceived by potential consumers of agricultural products from the Eante_x -5.

Amarillo, Texas 79105 In the event of a severe accident, DOE would promptly take steps to interdi¢fs:

and contain any offsite contamination. Decisions on the surplus plutoniunp>

August 16, 1998 disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyse%.'-

U.S. Department of Energy (including analyses of facility accidents and the relative size of the site)| 2

Office of Fissile Materials Disposition technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation|T

Sirs: considerations, and public input. DOE will announce its decisions regarding%.

As the manager/operatar of an 80,000 acre ranch twenty miles facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the

north west of Pantex and another 160,000 acre ranch 60 miles south SPD EIS ROD.
east of Pantex and the owner of a 45,000 acre ranch 60 miles east of
Pantex, I have a vested interest in maintaining the quality, as well as the
perception, of quality of agricultural preducts produced in the
Panhandle. Chernobyl was a catastrophe because of the radiation, but
also because it happened in Russia’s bread baskel.

As a member of the National Cattlemen'’s Beef Association’s 1
Industry Planning Group, I can tell you that beef prices are impacted
mnre by perception of food safery than by fact. Pantex is within a few
miles of [BP's large beef processing plant, in the center of an area that
produces % of the nations beef and within a few hundred feet of the
Ogallala aquifer, which waters the nations grain supply.

There has to be a better place to put a facility dealing with deadly
hazardous materials than on the incredibly small Pantex facility. Please
consider the perception of food safery as you male your decision.

jusuwiaje]s JOEdLU[ jeruswiu

Sincerely,

o

Jay O'Brien

e-mail Jay@ranches.org (800) 376-4147
FD109
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CHavez , RoBerT
Pace 1or 1

| have worked at the plant for six years. | worked in the
construction industry before that. | can honestly say this|is!
the safest place | have ever worked at.

WD010-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support. Decisions on the surply
plutonium disposition program at Pantex will be based on environments
analyses, technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferatio|
considerations, and public input.
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CLEMENS, CARLTON
Pace 10F 2

STATEMENT REGARDING PIT DISASSEMBLY AND CONVERSION FACILITY LOCATION

AT PANTEX

My name is Carlton Clemens and | have been in the Real Estate business in Amarillo for

the past 34 years. In those years of business in the Amarille community, | have met and worked
with a large cross-section of residents, and the vast majority of those people have been strong
supporters of Pantex. Wa long term residents are confident that the Flant is operated in a manner
that places safety far above all other considerations, and | am happy to say thet my children and
my grandchildren are residents of Amarillo and | never have had a concern with Pantex being

one of our neighbors,

If I had the slightest concern ever the safe operations at Pantex, | would pack my family and leave
Amariilo as fast as | could. But that is not the case. | have snjoyed living in Amarillo for the past
34 years, confident that my family and | have chosen a community that is safe, progressive, and

supportive of an installation that produces weapons to keep our country strong.

As a veteran and ralional citizen of thase United States, | believe that PITS should be de-
militarized as quickly as pessible. The competition between Pantex and Savannah River Plants for

the PIT conversion facility seems to be a waste of lime and tax payer money since the PITS are

dlready at Pantex and can more safely be converted than be shipped half way across the country

to do the same thing. 1t just does not make sense to go to the extra expense and effort to satisfy

the whims of politicians.

TXD44-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversior

facility at Pantex. DOE agrees that the surplus plutonium pits should bI

disassembled and converted in a timely manner. SRS employees a
employees at all of the candidate sites are considered qualified to suppdg
the surplus plutonium disposition program. It is understood that at any o

the sites there will have to be a training period since these facilities would

require new processes and skills. DOE plans to move ahead with the progrg
as quickly as possible, given the constraints of the U.S. agreement
with Russia.

Although cost will be a factor in the decisionmaking process, this SPD EIS
contains environmental impact data and does not address the costs associa
with the various alternatives. A separate cost re@ost Analysis in
Support of Site Selection for Surplus Weapons-Usable Plutoniun
Disposition(DOE/MD-0009, July 1998), which analyzes the site-specific
cost estimates for each alternative, was made available around the sar
time as the SPD Draft EIS. This report and Bhetonium Disposition
Life-Cycle Costs and Cost-Related Comment Resolution Documen
(DOE/MD-0013, November 1999), which covers recent life-cycle cost analyse
associated with the preferred alternative, are available on the MD Web si
at http://iwww.doe-md.com and in the public reading rooms at the following
locations: Hanford, INEEL, Pantex, SRS and Washington, D.C. Decisions
on future missions related to the surplus plutonium disposition program a
Pantex will be based on environmental analyses (including analyses
transportation risks), technical and cost reports, national policy ang
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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CLEMENS, CARLTON
PaGe 20F 2

Both Pantex and Savannah River have trained technicians who are cerfified to perform the work
that is racjuired and no site can claim an advantage in the number of trained workers, Pantex,
however, can claim the highest work ethic of any DOE installation and is represented by a strong,
well managed and highly respected labor union — a statement that the Non-Union Savannah

River Site cannat claim.

I would like to remind you that the fine employees at Pantex have more experience in handling
pits than any other site in the DOE complex. The DOE should not place classified weapons
components in the hands of employees at the Savannah River Site who have extremely limited

experience in dealing with PITS.

Thank you for your consideration, and | am confident that after you review all the FACTS in this

important task, you will find that Pantex is the clear choice for the PIT Disassembly and Conversion

Facility!

Thank you sincerely for your time.

Carlton Clemens

August 11, 1998
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CONKLIN
Pace 1oF 1

We have had a safe and long history of handling plutoniym.
People in Amarillo back up the DOE and this will bring jops1
to Amarillo. We need Pantex here and | totally support this.

WD014-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for the surplus plutoniumn
disposition program at Pantex. Decisions on the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.
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DANIEL , Louise
Pace 10F 2

380% Ovecrlook Drive
Amarillo, TX 79109
September 11, 1998

U.&. Department of Energy

Office of Fissile Malkesrials Disposition
P.C. Box 23786

Washington, D.C. 20026-3786

Re: Draft Sufplus Plutonium Disposition EIS

I oppose any form of plutonium processing at the Pantex
facility. The Plutonium Pit Disassembly and Conversicon
facility should be located at Savannah River for the
following reasons:

1. The number of sites with plutonium contamination should
not be increased. Every site which has been involved in
plutoniun processing is substantially contaminated. WwWhile
Pantex has environmental damage, the contaminants do not
include plutonium and it should not be introduced.

2. Plutonjum processing requires substantial
infrastructure which already exists at Savannah River.
It is not cost-effective to duplicate facilities at Pantex.

3. The work force at Savannah River is trained and
experienced in plutonium processing while the work force at
Pantex has keen confined to dismantling and storing senled
weapons compoenents. These jobs require different skills.
Retraining the Pantex work force would be expensive.

4. It would be cheaper and safer to ship sezaled pits from
Pantex to Savannah River than to ship disassembled and
converted pits.

5. Pantex is located in an agricultural area and is
situnted over the Ogallala aguifer. The risk to the land
and water by plutonium processing of any kind is
unacceptable.

The prospect of additional jobs and federal dellarsg at Pantex
does not offset the valid reasons for locating the Plutonium
Pit Disassembly and Conversion facility at Savannah River.

¥In 1996, DOE stated that "plutonium would not be introduced
into a site that does not currently have a plutonium
infrastructure because of the high cost and complexity of
introducing plutonium cperation into sites without current
capabilities." This was a logical policy in 1996, and it is
a logical policy now.

Sincerely yours,

\\—a.Quuu;Akd)égggﬁﬁu

Louise Daniel

AN

MD191

MD191-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to siting the pit conversio
facility at Pantex. As indicated in the revised Section 1.6, SRS is preferre
for the proposed facilities because the site has extensive experience w
plutonium processing, and these facilities complement existing mission
and take advantage of existing infrastructure.

MD191-2 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the proposed surply
plutonium disposition facilities at SRS. As indicated in the revised
Section 1.6, SRS is preferred for the proposed facilities because the s
has extensive experience with plutonium processing, and these facilitig
complement existing missions and take advantage of existing infrastructur
Although Pantex may not currently have the extensive plutonium processin
infrastructure already present at SRS, analyses in Chapter 4 of Volumg
indicate that impacts of construction and normal operation of the propose
facilities on infrastructure, health, safety, and the environment at Pante
would likely be minor. Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition

program at Pantex and SRS will be based on environmental analys¢s

(including analyses of transportation risks), technical and cost reportd
national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and public input. DOH
will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplu
plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.

MD191-3 Other
DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support of the SRS workforce

Experienced employees would be trained in the specific activities involvedl

with the surplus plutonium disposition program regardless of where thd
facilities are located.

MD191-4

This SPD EIS analyzes shipping 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

Transportation
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DaNIEL , Loulse
PaGce 20F 2

than plutonium dioxide. The radiological risk for both alternatives is about
the same.

MD191-5 Water Resources

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to siting the proposed

surplus plutonium disposition facilities at Pantex. The analyses presentg
in Section 4.26.3.2.2 indicate that there would be no discernible impact
on the quality of water in the Ogallala aquifer from normal operation of
these facilities. Other sections show, moreover, that the normal operatig
of these facilities would likely have minor impacts on human health,
agriculture, and livestock: Sections 4.17.1.4 and 4.17.2.4 address th
potential radiological and hazardous chemical effects of the
maximum-impact alternative on workers and the public at Pantex;
Appendix J.3, the potential contamination of agricultural products and
livestock, and consumption of these products by persons living within an
80-km (50-mi) radius of Pantex.
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Dav, HELEN C. anD JOE R.
Pace 1orF 1

Tuesday, August I, 1998

Department Of Energy

Washington, D.C.

To Whom Tt May Concern:

My husband and I would fike to go on recard in support for the pit disassembly and
conversion facility at Pantex. We believe that the Pantex Plant in Amarillo has had a very
good safety record over the years that it has been in the city.

The city of Amarilio ard Pantex have enjoyed a good working relationship for many vears,
and we would like to see Pantex have a new mission in Amarillo.

Sincerely,
Helen C. Da; )
v YR
Joe R. 1;3}!’ %
Il RD@
d: "‘;‘“\& /Z -
2T BN L . :
ool %S) P LS T

e L,

TXD16-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentors’ support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex. Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition progran
at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses, technical and cost repofts,
national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and public input. DOH
will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplug
plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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DAy, HELEN CHARLENE
Pace 1or 1

United States

Department Comment Form
of Energy
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TXD18-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex. Transportation impacts are summarized in Chapter 4
Volume | and Appendix L. As indicated in Section 2.18, no traffic fatalities
from nonradiological accidents or LCFs from radiological exposures or
vehicle emissions are expected under any of the proposed alternative
Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program at Pantex will bg
based on environmental analyses (including analyses of transportation riskd
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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Dav, Rick
Pace 10oF 2

To whom it may concern,

I would like to affirm my support of the Pit Disassembly and Conversion Facility being located at
Pantex Plant. I would like to speak first from the perspective of a Pantex employee. I’ve worked
in the Information Management Division for 16 years and have watched the Plant successfully
face a broad range of challenges.

These include changes in legal regulations, changes in mission, and reduced budgets and staffing.
In each case, I've watched as the Plant’s employees (bargaining, non-bargaining, and
management) have rallied to address the critical issues at hand. One of the accomplishments that 1
am most proud of, is the safety culture at Pantex.

The commitment to safety starts with the General Manager and is formally included as the #1
performance objective of every employee at the Plant. There is a high level of individual
ownership in the area of safety and this is clearly evident by the improvements in recordable
injuries made over the past 3 years. Safety is integrated into every activity carried out at the
Plant.

Another area of excellence at Pantex is environmental stewardship. The staff and program in
place at Pantex are second to none, as evidenced by the pro-active approach to issues such as
aquifer protection. Pantex has consistently been favorably evaluated by 3™ party regulatory
agencies -- groups who have nothing to gain from the Plant’s continued operation!

believe the new PDCF mission would be beneficial to the local community -- from an economic,
ecological, and social perspective. Obviously, the new mission would provide employment
opportunities for local residents - our friends and our families. Also, we know these stable jobs
have a ripple effect through the overall economy of the area.

In addition, I would like to remind everyone that the ground water, soil, air, and other natural
resources do not solely belong to the area’s agriculture industry. Everyone who lives in this area
is a benefactor of clean air and water. As a citizen of this area, I am much more concerned about
the ground water required and the waste stream created by industries other than Pantex.

As other citizens, I am concerned by the potential for aquifer contamination from the over-use of
pesticides and fertilizers, the run-off from stock yards, and the inappropriate use of industrial
chemicals. T believe that the work represented by the PDCF creates much less environmental
impact to the area than other industries (e.g. hog farms).

The social impact of a business like Pantex is extensive. Employees of this Plant contribute
financially to important social programs such as the United Way. In addition, they volunteer an
in-numerable amount of their personal time to local schools, churches, and community service
groups. Pantex provides employment opportunities for a wide variety of people ranging from
High School graduates to Ph.D.’s -- pipe-fitters to scientists. This mixture provides a balanced
social climate, with ample room for our children to live and grow.

TXD17

From the perspective of a long-term (39 year) resident of Amarillo and the Texas panhandle, I 1

TXD17-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversiom

facility at Pantex. Analyses in Chapter 4 of Volume | indicate that impacts
of operating the pit conversion facility on health, safety, and the environmer]
at Pantex would likely be minor. Decisions on the surplus plutonium
dispositions program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyse
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input. DOE will announce its decisions regardin
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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In summary, the PDCF mission would allow Pantex to continue providing stability to the local
community. This is healthy for everyone who wants to continue living in this area. For the area
to remain a viable place to live, we can’t just tely on more hog farms, truck stops, and prisons.
For the area to remain strong, there must be a patch work of businesses with diverse econotnic
resources and business cycles, that employ a wide range of workers, with diverse educational
backgrounds and vocational skills.

Thanks for your time ___.

Rick Day
6101 Cornell
Amarillo, TX 79109

(806) 358-2717
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TXD10-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversiof
facility at Pantex. Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition progran
at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses, technical and cost repofts,
national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and public input. DOH
Department Comment Form will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplug

United States

of Energy plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
NAME: (0$1a1) B)&YDQBEQN TXD10-2 DOE Policy
e ‘(?@)%?éc\%\ﬁz"&%\@r g DOE acknowledges the commentor’s concern regarding the reduction df
EMAL: Russia’s plutonium inventory. The United States and Russia recently made

progress in the management and disposition of plutonium. In late July 1998

igi:?m¥{% PR ngmﬂ«\: e Vice President Gore and Russian Prime Minister Sergei Kiriyenko signedl

g 1 a 5-year agreement to provide the scientific and technical basis for decisions

T e only lowmtal Theratiee plulontum patrs concerning how surplus plutonium will be managed. This agreement enablgs

] &Q N A‘:e . o “”e oot MN“‘ , i the two countries to explore mutually acceptable strategies for safeguarding
and dispositioning surplus plutonium. During the first week of

X e O y S 45*‘ Eagy e September 1998, Presidents Clinton and Yeltsin held a Moscow summit
%%E%Wm*ﬁiﬂf‘fﬁf el 2 and signed a statement of principles with the intention of removing
approximately 50 t (55 tons) of plutonium from each country’s stockpile.

0O
Understanding the economic dilemma in Russia, the U.S. Congress hIS
appropriated funding for a series of small-scale tests and demonstrationg
of plutonium disposition technologies jointly conducted by the g
United States and Russia. For fiscal year 1999 (starting October 1998
Congress further appropriated funding to assist Russia in design ar
construction of a plutonium conversion facility and a MOX fuel fabrication
facility. This funding would not be expended until the presidents of both
countries signed a new agreement.
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August 10, 1998

U. S. Department of Energy

Office of Fissile Materials Disposition ¢/o SPDEIS
Box 23786

Washington, DC 20026-3786

REF: Location of Pit Disassembly and Conversion Facility

As an employee at the Pantex Plant in Amarillo, Texas, and a long term resident of the Amarillo,
Texas, I want to see the pit conversion work done at Pantex.

This is not just a personal issue. The real consideration should be safety, and of the two possible
sites, Pantex is the safer facility. This can easily be confirmed by reviewing existing records for
both facilities. At times it has almost seemed like Pantex was overlooked for additional
weapons-related work because we are such a clean site.

The safety record is directly attributable to the efforts of plant employees, who have worked very
hard through the years to meet or exceed requirements. Even in the years before the creation of
the various oversight agencies such as OSHA, the plant functioned safely. The technical skills of
the employees who do hands on weapon work is another reason for the excellent record.

The fact that Texas is not as strong politically -- we don’t have aggressive PACs or Strom
Thurmond fighting for us -- should not be the major deciding point. As a matter of fact, maybe
politics should be left out of it altogether.

The Pantex Plant has provided jobs for my family since 1959, and I hope that it will continue to
provide employment for me and many others in the future. The Pantex Plant now has thousands
of pits stored. Why risk shipping these items to another location? Why increase the cost to do
the job?

I sincerely hope that the DOE will look at all issues with an open mind with the major
consideration being safety. The second and third considerations should be the technical skill of
the employees, and the last consideration should be cost. If these things are considered without
PAC or other political influence, the only logical choice is for the pit conversion to be done at the
Pantex Plant.

Respectfully submitted,

4 /
é@ /L%/L, 9@/%7%
Sarah Dworzack

MDO019-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversior
facility at Pantex. DOE believes that all the candidate sites are suitabl
from an operational, community support, and safety standpoint.

Although cost will be a factor in the decisionmaking process, this SPD EIS
contains environmental impact data and does not address the costs associa
with the various alternatives. A separate cost re@ost Analysis in
Support of Site Selection for Surplus Weapons-Usable Plutoniun
Disposition(DOE/MD-0009, July 1998), which analyzes the site-specific
cost estimates for each alternative, was made available around the sar
time as the SPD Draft EIS. This report and Bhatonium Disposition
Life-Cycle Costs and Cost-Related Comment Resolution Documen
(DOE/MD-0013, November 1999), which covers recent life-cycle cost analyse
associated with the preferred alternative, are available on the MD Web si
at http://iwww.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 Pantex will bg
based on environmental analyses (including analyses of transportation riskd
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
Department
of Energy

Comment Form

_ a»

NAME: (Optional) VWiigy Dinciy

ADDRESS:  Rex JSE T Pudllnd | T7 770/
TELEPHONE: (24 ) Y26 —3 0 7

E-MAIL:

0
\ T Deelegn M Loalol Bak o Ve ol LZJZ«;/;

(bt o A gt Lilbd, R e dpnieal Of Hew b G cccicte s
lo Tiset prrtillr s AT 1o Dt
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l <heteal pledfaxeis
v’; T 2074 dign P i o Jriaspaled o ghadocet Logloves
Thow ane e awslon. ploh Siebeluied, Clese b
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Fhor ' i iohdel Ain  paraHod To omade Gt onivgsem
ﬁ /“f@ v ad \\{ﬁ:udﬁu’m% Jeskea

TXD05-1

The transportation requirements for the surplus plutonium dispositiorn
program are evaluated in this SPD EIS. The analysis showed that the accid
risk would be slightly higher for plutonium dioxide than pits because the
dioxide is in a powder form and therefore subject to more dispersal in a
accident. However, this single fact cannot be used as the deciding factor
making a decision on the location of facilities. The number of SST/SGT|
trips required to transport these two forms and the mileage between facilitig
are also considered in the overall transportation risk analysis of eac
alternative. Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition program will
be based on environmental analyses (including analyses of transportati
risks), technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.

Transportation
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ErRwIN, INEZ

Pace 1or 1
GOOD EVENING.......... MY NAME IS INEZ
ERWIN....... 1 AM AN EMPLOYEE AT PANTEX

PLANT AND | WAS NOT BUSSED IN TO
ATTEND THIS MEETING

vessssssedl FEEL THAT THE WORK IN QUESTION
CAN AND SHOULD BE PERFORMED AT
PANTEX PLANT...... NOT ONLY ARE WE
SKILLED IN OUR JOB PERFORMANCE - AND
AS WE DEFINITELY ARE NOT AMATEURS -
ADDITIONAL TRAINING WOULD NOT BE A
MAJOR FACTOR ......IN FACT, WE HAVE
BEEN KNOWN TO TRAIN PERSONNEL FROM

- OTHER SITES - SUCH AS- SAVANNAH

RIVER........... IT WOULD BE COST EFFECTIVE
FOR THE MISSION TO BE PLACED AT
PANTEX PLANT......AND AS WE ALL
KNOW.......... COST IS THE NAME OF THE

GAME...... +&‘ﬁ

PANTEX PERSONNEL ARE COMMITTED AS
WELL AS BEINZ: DEDICATEDR T
EXCELLENCE IN THE PERFORMANCE OF
SUCH SKILLED ENDEAVORS.

THANK YOU LADIES AND GENTLEMEN FOR
YOUR ATTENTION.

TXD34-1

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for the surplus plutoniun
disposition program at Pantex. Although cost will be a factor in the
decisionmaking process, this SPD EIS contains environmental impact dat
and does not address the costs associated with the various alternatives.
separate cost repo@ost Analysis in Support of Site Selection for Surplus
Weapons-Usable Plutonium DispositigROE/MD-0009, July 1998),
which analyzes the site-specific cost estimates for each alternative, w3
made available around the same time as the SPD Draft EIS. This report af
the Plutonium Disposition Life-Cycle Costs and Cost-Related Comment
Resolution DocumenDOE/MD-0013, November 1999), which covers
recent life-cycle cost analyses associated with the preferred alternativq
are 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 dispositio
program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses, technical a
cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation considerations, ang
public input.

Alternatives
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General Services Commission
1711 San Jacinto - RO, Box 13047
Austin, Texas 78711.3047

Aiphoned Jaokazn
VICE-CHAIRMAN
FRaning “Ram” Guzman
COMMISSIONERS
Dielia do los Gantos
D.onicio Viddl Fiores, T

Web Site: www.gsc.state.1x.vs Bagam furirg
ene Shu
(512) 463-3035 EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
Torn Tieacinay

August 11, 1998

M. Bert Stevenson

NEPA Compliance Officer

U.S. Department of Ensrgy
P.O. Box 23786

Washington, D.C. 20026-3786

Dear Mr. Stevenson:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Department of Energy's Surplus
Plutonium Disposition Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The State of Texas
continues to support the Department's decision to pursue a dual track approach for the
disposition of surplus plutenium. Howcver, we believe it is in DOE's best interests to
proceed in a manner that ensures broad acceptance for ultimate implementation of the
dual disposition strategy.

The State of Texas is very proud of the work carried out at the Pantex Plant. Pantex and
its thousands of dedicated, highly trained and motivated emplayees have made this nation
a safer place to live, carrying out their ptimary mission of assembling and disassembling
nuclear weapons. This same skilled workforce can apply its proven production culture
and commitment to safety to the new mission of plutonium pit disassembly and
conversion.

Because current and future personnel of this new mission will require training on new
procedures, Pantex has a unique safety advantage over other sites in thal its work lorce
will require training, not re-training. Clearly, it is preferable to train individuals on a new
system, rather than re-train personnel who are used to older systems with cutdated
procedures and requirements.

The highly traited and motivared Pantex workforce has forged a strong relutionship with
the Amarille community, Its commitment to maintaining the integrity of the
environment, to implementing proper protocols to ensure the safety of workers and the
larger community, and to working closely with the local community have earned Pantex
the role of a good ncighbor. Pantex enjoys considerable community support and
enthusiasm for new missions.

TXD39-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for the hybrid approach t
surplus plutonium disposition and for siting the pit conversion facility at
Pantex. Analyses in Chapter 4 aflifme lindicate that impacts of operating
the pit conversion facility on health, safety, and the environment at Pante
would likely be minor. Decisions on the surplus plutonium disposition prograrr
at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses, technical and cost repo
national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and public input. DOH
will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplu
plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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This support extends beyond the local community as well. Pantex has ample resources
through the state and through the continuing research at the Amarillo National Resource
Center for Plutonium to ensure the protection of human health and safety and the
environment.

Pantex has another advantage in that it is currently storing more than 8,000 surplus
plutonium pits. In addition to the compelling reasons such as the excellent safety culture
and production culture already existing here at Pantex, it makes sense to carry out pit
disassembly and plutonium conversion where the pits are already located. Selection of 1
Pantex for pit disassembly and conversion should ensure some expediency in carrying out
U.S. and international nonproliferation goals.

In view of Pantex’s highly skilled workforce, its sound safety and production cultures, its
existing mission of pit storage, and the extensive support which Pantex enjoys from the
local community and from the state, I respectfully urge DOE to designate Pantex as the
site for pit disassembly and conversion.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment in this important decision making process.
Sincerely,
ROGER MULDER

Director, Pantex Program

awale)s joedw| [ejuswuoliAug Jeul4 uonisodsig wniuoinjd sniding




