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GRraVES, DOROTHY
Pace 1or 1

This is Dorothy Graves at 429 Mesquite Avenue in Amar
Texas and | was unable to go to the meeting that they ha
here in Amarillo at the Radisson Inn and we were making
were voting either for or against having this, having this

program, at the, at the Pantex Plant. And just wanted to
that | am in favor of it, of it coming to Amarillo. | worked
Pantex for fourteen years. I'm retired now, but | worked
there fourteen years and | do know that they were very g
very careful and we certainly were not afraid of working

there. And | just wanted to say | do hope that you come

Amarillo. We would love to have you. Thank you and bye
bye.
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PD024-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for new 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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GREEN, CHARLES E.
Pace 1or 1

1.

7616 Tarrytown Avenue
Amarillo, TX 79121

August 7, 1998

U.S. Department of Energy

Office of Fissile Materials Disposition ¢/o SPDEIS
P O. Box 23786

Washinaton, DC 20026-3786

Gentlemen:

The following factors ar.d thoughts are offered in favor of Pantex as the selected site for the Pit
Disassembly and Conversion Facility:

The plutonium is at Pantex. Processing this material at Pantex avoids the cost of
packaging, transpoeting, and unpackaging the plutonium. Potential safety concemns
associated with personnel radiation exposure due to handling the material or due to
shipping accidents are avoided. The inevitable public outcry opposing the movement of
plutonium on public highways will be avoided. Public outery could easily be elevated into
court challenges involving legal delays and expense for the Department of Energy.

Pantex is closer to the National Laboratories than Savannah River, Travel expense for
supporting technical personnel will be reduced if Pantex is the sclected site.

Pantex enjoys commendable public and community support at all levels of the political,
economic, secial and academic institutions.

The DOE should consider the cost of not selecting Pantex for this work as well as the
dircet cost of constructing the facility, Pantex has a large fixed cost with the infrasiructure
to support 3000-4000 workers, It is much more efficient to operate Pantex in a fully busy
state than to maintain it at a half utilized state of approximately 2000 workers. In addition
locating new work at Pantex will improve employee morale and provide a young
workforce incentive to work at Pantex. Continuing the present trend of downsizing Pantex
is goiny to result in a hollow facility that will be increasingly expensive to operate and
mainiain and that is staffed by an aging workforce,

Very truly yours,

hadh € Hoi

Chatles E. Green

MDO014-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversiom
facility at Pantex. Because costissues are beyond the scope of this SPD HIS,
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, consutost Analysis in Support of Site Selection
for Surplus Weapons-Usable Plutonium Disposit{i&f®©E/MD-0009,

July 1998) report and thelutonium Disposition Life-Cycle Costs and
Cost-Related Comment Resolution Docum@©OE/MD-0013,

November 1999), which covers recent life-cycle cost analyses associatgd
with the preferred alternative. These documents are available on the
MD Web site at http://mww.doe-md.com and in the public reading rooms a
the following locations: Hanford, INEEL, Pantex, SRS and Washington, D.C

Worker exposures from repackaging pits to shipping containers as requirgd
by the decision to use the AL—R8 sealed insert container were revised |n
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 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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HewmpPHILL , Davip H.
Pace 1or 1

August 11, 1998

U. 8. Department of Energy

Office of Fissile Materials Disposition
MD-4 Forrestal Building

1000 Indepcndence Avenue, SW
Washington, 1. C. 205685

As a citizen of Amarillo, T wish to express my feelings about the location of
the disassembly and conversion of nuclear weapans plutonium components
(“pits”) at the Amarillo Pantex plant. I feel very comfortable with the
expansion of Pantex’s responsibilities. This comfort is based on the long
history of responsible action that has been conducted through the DOE (its
predecessor organizations) and through the excellent day-to-day management
by the plant’s primary contractor, Mason & Hanger Company.

Given the past history of the Pantex plant, the environmental assurances
given by the DOR and the proven history of the plant operator, I support the
expansion of the Pantex facility for ~ither or hoth of the pending
opportunities.

Sincerely,

A ffox E

David H. Hemphill
‘7041 Chelsea
Amarillo, TX 79109

TXD09-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the proposed surply
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 regardin
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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HEerNoON, DaviD
Pace 1or 1

United States

Department Comment Form
of Energy

NAME: (Optionsl) __Domald  MERLID

ADDRESS: __ (07 Sensed TeMoed. , Awadllo Tx 9104
TELEPHONE: (%) _ 877-F78¢

E-MAIL:
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TXD26-1 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.

ts,

SEXG_L—SGSUOdSGH pue sjuswnoog juswuwioD



e8¢

HickmaN , JoYycE
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United States
Department
of Energy

Comment Form

NAME: (Optional) 7 /Y P

ADDRESS: 3LV il yre — Crna Ly, 79/29

TXD11-1 Transportation

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s concerns about the dangers of shippi
plutonium cross-country and losing talented personnel to plutonium-relate
missions at other sites. Transportation would be required for both thd
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 DOK

Transportation Safeguards Division in 1975, the SST/SGT system hal
transported DOE-owned cargo over more than 151 million km (94 million mi)
with no accidents causing a fatality or release of radioactive material. Th
transportation requirements for the surplus plutonium disposition prograni
are also evaluated in this SPD EIS. Decisions on the surplus plutoniur]
disposition program will be based on environmental analyses, technical an
cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation considerations, ang
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 4

Type B package in 1974 and was used mainly for the movement of pits betweg

RFETS and Pantex. The container is no longer used for shipment; it is no
the primary container used for pit storage at Pantex. The containers havq
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 i
secured on a metal frame and surrounded by Celotex (a high-density, cane-filj
pressboard) insulation.

TXD11-3

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

Water Resources

TXD11-4 DOE Policy
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There are no land acquisitions planned as part of the surplus plutoniu
disposition program.
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Hoprps, HARVEY B.
Pace 1or 1

United States

Department Comment Form
of Energy

I
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TXD42-1 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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HucHEs, TomMmy AND DAD
Pace 10F 2

MD323-1 Other
DOE acknowledges the commentors’ observations.

Director,

Ms. 0@@(‘01 Bor?gi—rom) My ol a/maﬂ d

aene Falblng,
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INTERNATIONAL GuARDS UNION OF AMERICA , LocaL 38
RANDALL SKINNER
Pace 1oF 1

Pantex Guards Union
Local Numbcer 38
International Guards Union of America

320 Holiday Drive
Amarillo, Texas 79109
Phone / Fax (806) 467-9089

The Interational Guards Union of America (1.G.U.A.) Local # 38, supports Pantex in its pursuit
10 be awarded the Plutonium Pit Disassembly nversion Facility contract with the
Department of Energy (DL.0O.E.).

Currently Mason & Hanger Corporation is
around 3000 people in Amarillo and the s
awarded to Savannah River and producti
10 acquire new work in this field.
The future i
essential per:
maintained at |
areas of Amarillg!
Currently the stor:
w accommodale the

tlargest employers in the area employing
Wilth the M.O.X. [uel contruct being
time low it is imperative that we strive

y facility able
ilars converting
1o uceomplish this

¢ than 45 yeurs with
duties are highly

and more tha; = A it
The securily force members are contin
sufeguarding of nuclear mulerials. The Parg
the best in not only the D.O.E. complex bu
Security Police Ofticer of The Year Competit
National Championship and the Sceretary’s T
So please consider the alternatives and then add 4 dollars saved, the safety records of
Pantex and the comfort afforded by a world class s¢curity foree and commit your support

10 Mason & Hanger Corporation in this endeavor to secure the futures of our jobs and families.

Randall Skinner
Business Agent
[.G.U.A. Local # 38

TXD35-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversior
facility at Pantex. Although cost will be a factor in the decisionmaking
process, this SPD EIS contains environmental impact data and does n
address the costs associated with the various alternatives. A separate ¢
report, Cost Analysis in Support of Site Selection for Surplus Weapons
Usable Plutonium Dispositio(DOE/MD-0009, July 1998), which
analyzes the site-specific cost estimates for each alternative, was magl
available around the same time as the SPD Draft EIS. This report and th
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 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 dispositio
program at Pantex will be based on environmental analyses, technical an
cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation considerations, ang
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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JEFFERSON STREET FamiLy PracTicE, PA
ELLioT J. TRESTER
Pace 1or 1

#hh

Jefferson Street Family Practice, PA.

16 August 1998

U.S. Department of Energy

Office of Fissile Materials Disposition
P.O. Box 23786

Washington, D.C. 20026

Dear Fellow Citizens:

[ would like to take this opportunity to voice my opposition to the use
of the Pantex site for plutonium processing.  Although Pantex is not in a
heavily populated area, the faet that it is above the Ogallala aquifer is quite
important to the region. Any contamination of the water supply would have
far reaching effects.

Also, the need to transport the plutomium would be a major risk as
well. Any accident in its transportation could have devastating results. Since
this would be the case in any scenario where plutonium would nced to be sent
from on¢ place to ancther, probably the best option would be for a
ceramification can-in-canister approach to its disposition with more local
storage of the contairners.

There are already doubts about the safety of storage of plutonium
currently occwrming at Pantex. Plutonium is now being kept in containers that
are not corrosion free and they are being temporarily stored in bunkers that
arc inadequate for any long term storage, and probably are dangercus even in
the short run.

T admit that T am no expert on nuclear technology or waste, but the
processing and storage of plutonium at Pantex secms an unwise plan.

1600 W. 33N Streat
Sui

Ausin, Tas 18731
(312) 480147
Fax (12, 4599134

Sincereiy, Pameia Gersia, MO
ARYGLYE 1D,

bark J Levy, WD,

— AmH Messer MD.
. Eliof J Tester,MD.

Wart~ Goseh, RN FNP

Elliot J. Trester, MD.

Gay L Zain Managar

MDO040

MDO040-1

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

Water Resources

MD040-2

DOE does not agree that the transportation of nuclear materials required [to
disposition surplus plutonium is a major risk. Section 2.18 describes th
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 (accidentg
or not) or vehicle emissions are expected. DOE acknowledges th
commentor’s support for the use of the ceramic can-in-canister approac

Transportation

D

= D —

MD040-3 DOE Policy

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s concern regarding the storage

plutonium pits at Pantex. DOE is committed to the safe, secure storage
pits and is evaluating options for upgrades to Pantex Zone 4 facilities t
address plutonium storage requirements. In addition, DOE has address
some of the commentor’s concerns in an environmental review concernin
the repackaging of Pantex pits into a more robust container. This evaluatig
is documented in th&upplement Analysis for: Final Environmental
Impact Statement for the Continued Operation of the Pantex Plant angl
Associated Storage of Nuclear Weapon Components—AL—R8 Sealed Ing
Container (August 1998). This document is on the MD Web site at
http:/mww.doe-md.com. Based on this supplement analysis, the decisig
was made to repackage pits at Pantex into the AL—R8 sealed insert contai
and to discontinue plans to repackage pits into the AT-400A container.
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JoHnson, J. P.
Pace 1orF 1

United States

Department Comment Form
of Energy

NAME: ©ptional) T /> B AnSdo—
ADDRESS:
TELEPHONE: { )
E-MAIL:

AR 74! ,4'rzaa///bz Arsaronce  Jolniiii alFRoac
J'm /;Lén %4— AT PN )4.4/,_,/92 74:%— ”7‘1 Garé &,

DB bt [0 oF Heme S My aren L B St A
Mabe  Flowe fonZldtr T con df Lde o 240455
ﬁ;% ,C\ee,«[;\u,&, A«DU\CZJ/ % __pe

W gre proad pf te work Jhod &5 e o

Poadey, For free dees  @rpactly Wl ¥ s oAl

\egﬂy”ﬂiéﬁé. We ppsnre. e ﬁvu-//ﬁ a/wb/é «7‘ e
Partes  Pland. Lot M« 1-7557/”"5 Yee M/MLQ
of He whrk Lhat 3 perdormed ot /‘.Zz %e«
Pbot 5 Sop wetellBRur, por ﬁamm/ m«)"
S b T Durrw/ e wréenc 2 in fle werk
D/a(,e,

We stiive dn g/oe yen, JOE o Bess procuct
%bszé/& N

7

et I
2

[

by shriue b g au He Publi . ou. Lomda s

i cavivonment e sufest wort ghie poss Yo

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 en
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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JonnsoN, MINA FIELDS
Pace 1or 1

United States

Department Comment Form
of Energy
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TXD08-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to the surplus plutonium

disposition program at Pantex. Decisions on the surplus plutoniu
disposition program will be based on environmental analyses, technic3
and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation considerations, an
public input.
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KaczMAREK , Doris K.
Pace 10F 2

TXD03-1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the proposed surply
plutonium disposition facilities at Pantex. 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 regardin
facility siting and approach to surplus plutonium disposition in the
SPD EIS ROD.
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KaczmAREK , Doris K.
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K ARRH, ROBERT
Pace 1or 1

This is Robert Karrh. My address: Route 8, Box 40-10,
Amarillo, Texas 79118. | 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
logical to place the pit disassembly and conversion facili
in Amarillo instead of having to cart these pits X number
hundred miles to Savannah River or somewhere else. T
in the possibility of them, you know getting damaged or
whatever. So | want to voice my comments for Amarillo,
Texas and the Pantex Plant for the preferred pit disasse
and conversion facility. The community here really
supports Pantex. They got a great safety record. They ¢
qgualified people, engineers and technicians and | think it

be,
ty

of
neke,

mbly

jot

makes more sense to place it here.

PD012-1

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s support for siting the pit conversion
facility at Pantex. Potential impacts of transportation of pits would likely

Alternatives

be minor if Pantex were chosen as the site for pit disassembly and conversi¢

because pits are currently stored there, while transportation would b
minimized if SRS were chosen because SRS is the preferred location fq
the MOX facility. 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
(accidental or not) or vehicle emissions are expected. Decisions on th
surplus plutonium disposition program at Pantex will be based on|
environmental analyses (including analysis of transportation risks), technica
and cost reports, national policy and nonproliferation considerations, an
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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KEEN, MARILYN
Pace 1or 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
at the Pantex Plant. Thank you.

its

PD015-1 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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