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PD024

GRAVES, DOROTHY
PAGE 1 OF 1

This is Dorothy Graves at 429 Mesquite Avenue in Amarillo,
Texas and I was unable to go to the meeting that they had
here in Amarillo at the Radisson Inn and we were making, we
were voting either for or against having this, having this
program, at the, at the Pantex Plant.  And just wanted to say
that I am in favor of it, of it coming to Amarillo.  I worked at
Pantex for fourteen years.  I’m retired now, but I worked
there fourteen years and I do know that they were very good,
very careful and we certainly were not afraid of working
there.  And I just wanted to say I do hope that you come to
Amarillo.  We would love to have you.  Thank you and bye-
bye.

1

PD024–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for new missions 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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MD014

GREEN, CHARLES E.
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

MD014–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex.  Because cost issues are beyond the scope of this SPD EIS,
this comment has been forwarded to the cost analysis team for
consideration.  For a better understanding of the cost and schedule estimates
for each alternative, consult Cost Analysis in Support of Site Selection
for Surplus Weapons-Usable Plutonium Disposition (DOE/MD-0009,
July 1998) report and the Plutonium Disposition Life-Cycle Costs and
Cost-Related Comment Resolution Document (DOE/MD-0013,
November 1999), which covers recent life-cycle cost analyses associated
with the preferred alternative.  These documents 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.

Worker exposures from repackaging pits to shipping containers as required
by the decision to use the AL–R8 sealed insert container were revised in
Section 2.18 and Appendix L.5.1.  These results will be factored into the
siting decision for the pit conversion facility.  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.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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TXD09

HEMPHILL , DAVID  H.
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

TXD09–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the proposed surplus
plutonium disposition facilities at Pantex.  Decisions on the surplus
plutonium disposition program will be based on environmental analyses,
technical and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation
considerations, and public input.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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TXD26

HERNON, DAVID
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

TXD26–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility 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.  DOE
will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplus
plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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TXD11

HICKMAN , JOYCE
PAGE 1 OF 1
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TXD11–1 Transportation

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s concerns about the dangers of shipping
plutonium cross-country and losing talented personnel to plutonium-related
missions at other sites.  Transportation would be required for both the
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 DOE
Transportation Safeguards Division in 1975, the SST/SGT system has
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.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium
disposition program will be based on environmental analyses, technical and
cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and
public input.

TXD11–2 DOE Policy

Plutonium pits are stored in AL–R8 containers, which were developed by
DOW Chemical in the late 1960s.  The AL–R8 container was certified as a
Type B package in 1974 and was used mainly for the movement of pits between
RFETS and Pantex.  The container is no longer used for shipment; it is now
the primary container used for pit storage at Pantex.  The containers have a
uniform, nominal outside diameter of 51 cm (20 in).  All AL–R8 containers are
constructed of 18-gauge carbon steel.  Within the AL–R8 container, a pit is
secured on a metal frame and surrounded by Celotex (a high-density, cane-fiber
pressboard) insulation.

TXD11–3 Water Resources

A description of water resources at the candidate sites is provided in Chapter 3
of Volume I.  Section 4.26 analyzes the impacts of the immobilization and
MOX approaches at the candidate sites.  This analysis includes both surface
water and groundwater resources.  No impacts are expected on water resources
at either Hanford or SRS.  Chapter 4 of Volume I also includes an analysis of
human health risk and the results of this analysis demonstrate that the activities
would likely have minor impacts at any of the candidate sites.

TXD11–4 DOE Policy

There are no land acquisitions planned as part of the surplus plutonium
disposition program.
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TXD42

HOPPS, HARVEY  B.
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

TXD42–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility 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.  DOE
will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplus
plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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MD323

HUGHES, TOMMY  AND DAD
PAGE 1 OF 2

1

MD323–1 Other

DOE acknowledges the commentors’ observations.
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HUGHES, TOMMY  AND DAD
PAGE 2 OF 2
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TXD35

I NTERNATIONAL  GUARDS UNION OF AMERICA , LOCAL  38
RANDALL  SKINNER
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

TXD35–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex.  Although cost will be a factor in the decisionmaking
process, this SPD EIS contains environmental impact data and does not
address the costs associated with the various alternatives.  A separate cost
report, Cost Analysis in Support of Site Selection for Surplus Weapons-
Usable Plutonium Disposition (DOE/MD-0009, July 1998), which
analyzes the site-specific cost estimates for each alternative, was made
available around the same time as the SPD Draft EIS.  This report and the
Plutonium Disposition Life-Cycle Costs and Cost-Related Comment
Resolution Document (DOE/MD-0013, November 1999), which covers
recent life-cycle cost analyses associated with the preferred alternative,
are available on the MD Web site at http://www.doe-md.com and in the
public reading rooms at the following locations: Hanford, INEEL, Pantex,
SRS and Washington, D.C.  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.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and
approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.
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MD040

JEFFERSON STREET FAMILY  PRACTICE , PA
ELLIOT  J. TRESTER
PAGE 1 OF 1

1
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3

MD040–1 Water Resources

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to locating the pit
conversion and MOX facilities at Pantex.  Section 4.26.3.2 indicates that
there would be no discernible impacts to water quality from construction
and normal operation of the proposed facilities.

MD040–2 Transportation

DOE does not agree that the transportation of nuclear materials required to
disposition surplus plutonium is a major risk.  Section 2.18 describes the
transportation risk for each of the alternatives analyzed in this SPD EIS.
DOE does, however, recognizes the public concern about this issue and
will work with State, tribal and local officials on transportation plans related
to the shipment of nuclear materials in accordance with DOT, DOC, and
DOE agreements.  As indicated in Section 2.18, no traffic fatalities from
nonradiological accidents or LCFs from radiological exposures (accidental
or not) or vehicle emissions are expected.  DOE acknowledges the
commentor’s support for the use of the ceramic can-in-canister approach.

MD040–3 DOE Policy

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s concern regarding the storage of
plutonium pits at Pantex.  DOE is committed to the safe, secure storage of
pits and is evaluating options for upgrades to Pantex Zone 4 facilities to
address plutonium storage requirements.  In addition, DOE has addressed
some of the commentor’s concerns in an environmental review concerning
the repackaging of Pantex pits into a more robust container.  This evaluation
is documented in the Supplement Analysis for: Final Environmental
Impact Statement for the Continued Operation of the Pantex Plant and
Associated Storage of Nuclear Weapon Components—AL–R8 Sealed Insert
Container (August 1998).  This document is on the MD Web site at
http://www.doe-md.com.  Based on this supplement analysis, the decision
was made to repackage pits at Pantex into the AL–R8 sealed insert container
and to discontinue plans to repackage pits into the AT–400A container.
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TXD21

JOHNSON, J. P.
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

TXD21–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s views on the high quality of work at
Pantex and appreciates the assurance of continuing efforts to that end.
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.



C
o

m
m

e
n

t D
o

cu
m

e
n

ts a
n

d
 R

e
sp

o
n

se
s—

Texa
s

3
–

8
3

9

TXD08

JOHNSON, MINA  FIELDS
PAGE 1 OF 1

1

TXD08–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to the surplus plutonium
disposition program at Pantex.  Decisions on the surplus plutonium
disposition program will be based on environmental analyses, technical
and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation considerations, and
public input.
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TXD03

K ACZMAREK , DORIS K.
PAGE 1 OF 2

1

TXD03–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the proposed surplus
plutonium disposition facilities 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.  DOE will announce its decisions regarding
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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TXD03

K ACZMAREK , DORIS K.
PAGE 2 OF 2
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PD012

K ARRH, ROBERT
PAGE 1 OF 1

This is Robert Karrh.  My address: Route 8, Box 40-10,
Amarillo, Texas  79118.  I would like to voice a comment
on why doesn’t it make sense that we put the station in
Amarillo instead of taking it,  you know, somewhere else.
The pits are already here and it looks to me like it would be,
logical to place the pit disassembly and conversion facility
in Amarillo instead of having to cart these pits X number of
hundred miles to Savannah River or somewhere else.  There,
in the possibility of them, you know getting damaged or
whatever.  So I want to voice my comments for Amarillo,
Texas and the Pantex Plant for the preferred pit disassembly
and conversion facility.  The community here really
supports Pantex.  They got a great safety record.  They got
qualified people, engineers and technicians and I think it
makes more sense to place it here.

1

PD012–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex.  Potential impacts of transportation of pits would likely
be minor if Pantex were chosen as the site for pit disassembly and conversion
because pits are currently stored there, while transportation would be
minimized if SRS were chosen because SRS is the preferred location for
the MOX facility.  Transportation impacts are summarized in Chapter 4 of
Volume I and Appendix L.  As indicated in Section 2.18, no traffic fatalities
from nonradiological accidents or LCFs from radiological exposures
(accidental or not) or vehicle emissions are expected.  Decisions on the
surplus plutonium disposition program at Pantex will be based on
environmental analyses (including analysis of transportation risks), 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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PD015

K EEN, MARILYN
PAGE 1 OF 1

Yes, this is Marilyn Keen at 4018 Tulane, Amarillo, Texas,
79109.  (806) 355-6271.  I’m in favor of the Pantex
expansion and the disposition of the nuclear, plutonium pits
at the Pantex Plant.  Thank you.

1

PD015–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility 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.  DOE
will announce its decisions regarding facility siting and approach to surplus
plutonium disposition in the SPD EIS ROD.


