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1.  PUBLIC COMMENT PROCESS

This chapter of the Comment Response Document describes the public comment process for the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement for the Production of Tritium in a Commercial Light Water Reactor and the procedures used to
respond to those comments. Section 1.1 describes the means through which comments were acquired, summarized,
and numbered. Section 1.2 discusses the public hearing format that was used to solicit comments from the public.
Section 1.3 describes the organization of this document, including how the comments were categorized, addressed,
and documented. Section 1.4 also provides guidance on the use of this document. Section 1.5 discusses the major
comments received on the environmental impact statement. Section 1.6 includes a discussion of the major changes
to the environmental impact statement that resulted from the public comment process. This chapter includes indexes
of all comments received during the 60-day public comment period and the December 14, 1998, public meeting.

1.1 INTRODUCTION

In August 1998, the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) published the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
for the Production of Tritium in a Commercial Light Water Reactor (CLWR Draft EIS). This document
explained the need for a domestic tritium production source to maintain the United States' nuclear deterrent
and described and analyzed the environmental impacts associated with tritium production at one or more
nuclear power plants owned and operated by the Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA). The 60-day public
comment period on the CLWR Draft EIS began on August 28, 1998, and ended on October 27, 1998. 

During the comment period, public hearings were held in North Augusta, South Carolina; Rainsville, Alabama;
and Evensville, Tennessee. After the public comment period ended, a public meeting was held on
December 14, 1998, in Evensville, Tennessee, to allow the public to comment on TVA proposals submitted
to DOE in early December. Figure 1-1 shows the locations and dates of the public hearings and meeting. In
addition, the public was encouraged to submit comments via the U.S. mail service, e-mail to a special DOE
web site on the Internet, a toll-free 800-number phone line, and a toll-free fax line. Section 1.5 includes a
summary of the major comments received through the public comment process. Section 1.6 includes a
summary of the changes that were made to the CLWR Draft EIS as a result of the public comment process.

December 14, 1998, Public Meeting

Prior to fulfilling the requirement to reach a technology decision by the end of 1998, Secretary of Energy Bill
Richardson asked TVA to submit final proposals for the Watts Bar and Sequoyah reactors, as well as for the
completion of TVA's Bellefonte reactor. These proposals were provided to DOE the first week in
December 1998, after the close of the public comment period for the CLWR Draft EIS on October 27, 1998
(see Volume 1, Section 1.1.4 of the CLWR EIS). Upon receiving the proposals, the Secretary of Energy
directed that this information be presented for public review and comment prior to his reaching the technology
decision. To enable this, it was necessary to schedule and conduct the December 14, 1998, public meeting with
a minimum of notice. At this meeting, DOE presented information on the new TVA proposals, answered
questions, and accepted comments on the proposals and the tritium program in general. The public was
encouraged to submit written, faxed, telephoned, and e-mailed comments on the new TVA proposals. All
comments received as a result of the December 14, 1998, public meeting are presented separately in Chapter 2
of this volume (200 series and 800 series commentors); DOE's responses to the December 14, 1998, comments
have been integrated with the public comment period responses in Chapter 3 of this volume.
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Figure 1-1  Public Hearing and Meeting Locations and Dates, 1998

The number of persons estimated in attendance at each hearing or meeting, together with the number of
comments submitted and recorded, are presented in Table 1-1. These attendance estimates are based on the
number of registration forms completed and returned at each hearing or meeting, as well as a rough "head
count" of the audience, and may not include all those present. 

Table 1–1  Public Hearing/Meeting Locations, Attendance, and Commentors

Location Date No. in Attendance Commentors

North Augusta, SC October 1, 1998 34 4

Rainsville, AL October 6, 1998 200 27

Evensville, TN October 8, 1998 59 14

Evensville, TN (public meeting) December 14, 1998 71 36

All public hearing and meeting comments were combined with comments received by other means (mail,
e-mail, 800-number, fax) during the comment period. Written comments were date-stamped and assigned a
sequential document number. Chapter 2 of this volume contains copies of the comment documents received
by DOE.  Table 1-2 provides an overview of the number of comments received and categorized by method
of submission.
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Table 1–2  Method of Comment Submission

Method Number of Submittals and Commentors

Faxes 18

U.S. mail 51

1-800 number 34

E-mail 17

Hearings/meetings (written statements) 82

Total submittals 203

1.2 PUBLIC HEARING FORMAT

The public hearings used a format that allowed two-way interaction between DOE representatives and the
public and encouraged public comments on the document. A neutral facilitator was present at each hearing
to direct and clarify discussions and comments. A court reporter also was present at each hearing to record the
proceedings and provide a transcript of the public comments and the dialogue between the public and the DOE
and TVA representatives on hand. These transcripts are available in DOE Public Reading Rooms near each
site and in Washington, DC.

The format used for each hearing included a presentation, question and answer session, and a public comment
period. The hearing opened with a welcome from the facilitator, followed by a presentation on the proposed
action by a DOE representative. The facilitator next opened the question and answer session to give the
audience a chance to ask questions about the material presented. This was followed by the public comment
session, during which attendees were given an opportunity to read a prepared statement of no more than five
minutes. Modifications to the format were made at each of the public hearings to fulfill the special requests
of attendees. Following the public hearings, statement summaries were prepared from the transcripts of each
hearing and the comment documents submitted by the attendees (see Chapter 2 of this volume).

1.3 ORGANIZATION OF THIS COMMENT RESPONSE DOCUMENT

This Comment Response Document is organized into the following sections:

� Chapter 1 includes a description of the public comment process; the public hearing format; the organization
of this document; the use of this document, including tables; the major comments received; and the changes
made to the CLWR Draft EIS.

� Chapter 2 contains scanned copies of the comment documents received during the public comment period
and the December 14, 1998, public meeting, as well as summaries of the comments received at the public
hearings and the public meeting. Comments received as a result of the December 14, 1998, public meeting
are presented separately (the 200 and 800 series).

� Chapter 3 includes the comment summaries and DOE's responses by category.

� Chapter 4 lists the references for this volume.
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Tables are provided at the end of this chapter to assist commentors and other readers in locating individual
comments concerning the CLWR EIS. The comments are categorized by issue (e.g., land or water resources)
and organized under assigned category codes. Table 1-3 lists the issue categories and corresponding category
codes. Similar comments within the same issue category are presented under an assigned summary code.

Table 1–3  Issue Categories

Category Code Issue Category

01 Policy issues

02 Purpose and need for tritium

03 Tritium requirements

04 Other production options

05 NEPA process

06 Reasonable alternatives selection

07 General support/opposition

08 DOE past practices 

09 TVA past practices

10 Land, aesthetics, noise, soils, general environment

11 Air, water resources

12 Ecological resources

13 Socioeconomics, environmental justice

14 Occupational and public health and safety (normal conditions)

15 Occupational and public health and safety (accident conditions)

16 Waste management

17 Spent nuclear fuel management

18 Transportation

19 Design and fabrication of tritium-producing burnable absorber rods (TPBARs)

20 Decontamination and decommissioning

21 Reactor licensing issues

22 Safeguards and security

23 Cost issues

24 Miscellaneous

All comments appear in Chapter 2. Scanned images of the comments submitted via the U.S. mail service,
e-mail, toll-free phone line, toll-free fax line, or personal submission at the public hearings are presented first.
The scanned images are followed by summaries of oral comments submitted at the public hearings and
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meeting, listed according to dates (see Table 1-4). The commentor numbers correspond to the dates the
comments were received, as indicated in Table 1-4.

Table 1–4  Assignment of Commentor Numbers

Comments Received (Dates) Commentor Numbers

August 28, 1998, to November 13, 1998 001-147

October 1, 1998 (public hearing in North Augusta, South Carolina) 500-507

October 6, 1998 (public hearing in Rainsville, Alabama) 600-629

October 8, 1998 (public hearing in Evensville, Tennessee) 700-720

December 10, 1998, to December 17, 1998 200-255

December 14, 1998 (public meeting in Evensville, Tennessee) 800-835

Table 1-5 lists all commentors who made statements or submitted comments at the public hearings or during
the public comment period and at the December 14, 1998, public meeting, including members of the public,
representatives of organizations or agencies, and public officials. Commentors are listed alphabetically by their
last name, along with the page on which their comments appear in Chapter 2, the numbers assigned to
individual comments in each document or statement summary, the comment summary-response codes, and the
page in Chapter 3 on which their comments are summarized and responded to by DOE and TVA. Table 1-6
lists the Federal, state, and local officials and agencies, companies, organizations, and special interest groups
that submitted comments. The commentors in Table 1-6 are listed alphabetically by organization, along with
the names of the individuals who submitted the comments, the document number assigned, and the page on
which the document appears in Chapter 2.

Table 1-7 is organized by comment summary-response code.  Using the appropriate comment summary-
response code, commentors can locate all of the comments that are reflected in each summary.  The table also
lists the page in Chapter 3 where each comment summary and corresponding response appears.

1.4 HOW TO USE THIS COMMENT RESPONSE DOCUMENT

This section will assist the reader in finding individual comments and the corresponding responses from DOE
and TVA.  The commentor begins by locating his or her name or organization in Table 1-5 or Table 1-6,
respectively.  Table 1-5 is an index of all commentors. Table 1-6 is an index of organizations and public
officials.  Both of these tables list the page number in Chapter 2 on which their comments appear.  To locate
other comments that address the same comment summary-response code, the commentor should use Table 1-7.
This table lists the comment summary-response codes, the page in Chapter 3 on which the comment is
addressed, and the other comment numbers addressed by each comment summary-response code.

For example, if Susan Gordon (commentor 137) wants to find her comments, she should go to Table 1-5 to
find her name and the corresponding page in Chapter 2 on which her document appears.  On page 2-101, Ms.
Gordon would find her scanned document has been "side-barred" (published with vertical lines in the outer
margin to identify individual comments) and her first comment has been coded for comment summary-
response 08.02.  Table 1-5 also provides Ms. Gordon with the number of comments identified, the comment
summary-response code assigned to each comment, and the page number in Chapter 3 on which the
corresponding comment summary and response are found.  After obtaining the comment summary-response
code from either the scanned document on page 2-101 or Table 1-5, Ms. Gordon would then turn to Chapter 3
to read DOE's response to her comment.  Ms. Gordon could use Table 1-7 to locate other comments expressing
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similar concerns.  For this example, comment summary-response code 08.02 on page 3-34 also addresses the
following comments:  36-1, 41-4, 58-2, 103-3, 132-2, 136-3, 137-1, 211-3, 217-3, 252-3, 507-2, 707-7, 720-2,
800-9, and 803-3.  These comments are listed numerically by commentor (first number followed by the dash)
in Chapter 2.

1.5 MAJOR COMMENTS ON THE CLWR  DRAFT EIS

During the public comment period, approximately 800 comments were received. An additional 230 comments
were received in conjunction with the December 14, 1998, public meeting. Most of the comments focused on
a limited number of major issues. These issues and DOE's responses as well as other related comments, are
found in Chapter 3 of this volume and are summarized below.

By far, a majority of comments supported the completion and operation of the Bellefonte Nuclear Plant for
tritium production because it would promote economic development in a depressed area and provide other,
similar benefits. Other commentors generally opposed the completion of the Bellefonte plant as a nuclear
power plant, particularly for tritium production. In response to these comments, DOE acknowledged there is
both public support and opposition for the Bellefonte alternative. The CLWR EIS addresses all of the benefits
cited by the commentors who favored the Bellefonte alternative, as well as the concerns expressed by
opponents. DOE's responses to these and other related comments are found in Chapter 3, under Category 7:
General Support/Opposition.

The cost-effectiveness of the CLWR and the Accelerator Production of Tritium (APT) alternatives was another
frequent theme among many commentors. Most asked for cost-related information and/or expressed the
opinion that cost should be the major determining factor in a tritium production decision. In addition, some
commentors questioned the accuracy of the cost information that DOE provided at the public hearings and the
December 14, 1998, public meeting, and many believed there was little possibility that TVA could complete
the Bellefonte plant for the cost estimates cited. Other commentors stated they felt the large expenditures
required for CLWR tritium production would be better spent on other, more urgent social needs such as
education and environmental restoration. Some commentors were concerned about possible costs to TVA
ratepayers resulting from tritium production.

In response to the cost-related comments, DOE stated that the CLWR EIS was prepared in accordance with
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the Council on Environmental Quality's regulations on
implementing NEPA (40 CFR 1500 through 1508), and DOE's NEPA regulations (10 CFR 1021). None of
these regulations require the inclusion of a cost analysis in an EIS. As discussed in Volume 1, Section 3.2.1,
the basic objective of the CLWR EIS is to provide the public and DOE decisionmakers with a description of
the reasonable alternatives for CLWR tritium production and information about their potential impacts on
public health and safety and the environment. While cost could be an important factor in the ultimate Record
of Decision, the purpose of this and other EISs is to address the environmental consequences of the proposed
action. However, DOE distributed cost information comparing the CLWR and APT alternatives (DOE 1998c)
at the public hearings in October 1998, and this information is available upon request. In response to comments
concerning the accuracy of TVA's cost estimates for completing the Bellefonte plant, DOE considers TVA's
cost estimates to be both accurate and conservative, given that the plant is nearly complete and TVA's cost
estimates were evaluated by an external reviewer. In response to comments that CLWR funds would be better
spent on other, more urgent social needs, DOE noted that Congress determines how funds are allocated, and
DOE does not determine Federal spending priorities. Furthermore, such spending priorities are beyond the
scope of this EIS. In response to the concerns of TVA ratepayers about potential costs resulting from tritium
production, DOE responded that no additional costs to ratepayers are expected. DOE's responses to the
cost-related public comments are found in Chapter 3, under Category 23: Cost Issues.
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Many commentors questioned the need for nuclear weapons and/or the present need for tritium. Other
commentors expressed a belief that the amount of tritium needed to support current and future nuclear weapons
stockpiles is less than the amount stated in the CLWR EIS. In response, DOE cited its responsibilities for
maintaining the nation's nuclear weapons stockpile under the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 and the requirements
of the 1996 Nuclear Weapons Stockpile Plan and accompanying Presidential Decision Directive, which
established the size and composition of the nation's nuclear weapons stockpile and the need for a new tritium
production source by approximately 2005. DOE stated that sufficient quantities of tritium can be obtained no
longer from weapons being retired from the existing stockpile, as cited in the most recent Presidential Decision
Directive. DOE's responses to comments concerning the need for tritium are found in Chapter 3, under
Category 2: Purpose and Need for Tritium.

Several commentors expressed concern that tritium production in a commercial reactor would violate U.S.
policy regarding the separation of commercial and military uses of nuclear energy, would hinder
nonproliferation efforts, and would encourage other nations to use their own commercial facilities for nuclear
weapons purposes. In response to these concerns, DOE cited the conclusions of a high-level study entitled
Interagency Review of the Nonproliferation Implications of Alternative Tritium Production Technologies
Under Consideration by the Department of Energy, A Report to the Congress (DOE 1998b).  This interagency
review concluded that any nonproliferation issues associated with the production of tritium in a CLWR were
manageable and that DOE should continue to pursue the CLWR option, as stated in Volume 1, Chapter 1,
Section 1.3.5.  DOE also stated that there is no U.S. policy, law, or treaty that prohibits the production of
tritium that ultimately will be used in weapons in a commercial reactor.  In addition, DOE stated that the
United States is a declared weapons state, and the purpose of nonproliferation efforts is to keep nonweapons
states from acquiring nuclear weapons while the declared weapons states work toward total disarmament.
DOE noted that other nations already operate dual-purpose reactors that serve both civilian and military needs.
DOE's responses to comments on nonproliferation, the separation of civilian and military nuclear facilities, and
other policy issues are found in Chapter 3, under Category 1: Policy Issues.

Many commentors were concerned about public and occupational health and safety issues. Some specifically
questioned TVA's past history and practices related to plant safety.  In response to these concerns, DOE stated
that the environmental impacts and potential radiological doses to both workers and the public resulting from
tritium production would be well below the limits considered acceptable by Federal and state regulatory
authorities.  Public and occupational health and safety issues are discussed in Volume 1, Chapter 5, of the
CLWR EIS.  DOE also stated that prior to irradiation of any TPBARs, a U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(NRC) safety evaluation would be required to amend the operating license of the reactors for tritium
production.  This review specifically would look at all potential health and safety issues.  DOE's responses to
public and occupational health and safety comments are found in Chapter 3, under Category 14:  Occupational
and Public Health and Safety - Normal Conditions.

Several commentors stated that DOE has a history of polluting and contaminating every site they have operated
and wanted to know why the proposed action would be any different. In response, DOE acknowledged having
a number of older facilities in need of environmental cleanup, and an aggressive cleanup program is underway
to upgrade these facilities and ensure their continued compliance with Federal and state regulations.  All of
the CLWR tritium production alternatives involve the use of state-of-the-art TVA reactors.  These reactors
have excellent environmental compliance records and exemplary environmental, health, and safety programs
to ensure their continued compliance with Federal and state regulations. In addition, DOE expressed
confidence that tritium production in a CLWR would be safe and is technically straightforward.  To
commentors who expressed concern that CLWR tritium production expenditures would drain DOE's budget
for its facility cleanup activities, DOE responded that the funding for both of these programs would come from
separate Congressional appropriations.  Funding for CLWR tritium production would not be obtained from
funding already allocated for facility cleanup activities.  DOE's responses to comments about past DOE
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practices and conflicts between DOE's cleanup activities and tritium production are found in Chapter 3, under
Category 8:  Past DOE Practices.

Some commentors suggested that the CLWR EIS was deficient and inadequate as a NEPA document.  In
response, DOE stated that it believes that the EIS is adequate and fully complies with NEPA.  The EIS
evaluates all reasonably foreseeable environmental impacts for all reasonable alternatives, in accordance with
the Council on Environmental Quality's regulations (40 CFR 1500-1508) and DOE's NEPA regulations
(10 CFR 1021) and procedures.  DOE's responses to NEPA-related comments are found in Chapter 3, under
Category 5: NEPA Process.

Other commentors stated that the relationship between the CLWR, APT (DOE 1999a,) and Tritium Extraction
Facility (DOE 1999b) EISs was not clearly explained in the CLWR Draft EIS. In response, DOE added a
Preface to the CLWR Final EIS to better describe the relationship between the CLWR EIS, the APT EIS (DOE
1999a), and the Tritium Extraction Facility EIS (DOE 1999b) .  This Preface also addresses Energy Secretary
Richardson's December 22, 1998, announcement that the CLWR would be the primary tritium supply
technology (DOE 1998d).  DOE's responses to comments concerning the relationship between the CLWR,
APT, and Tritium Extraction Facility EISs is found in Chapter 3, under Category 5:  NEPA Process (comment
summary-response code 05.01).

Several commentors were concerned about the additional spent nuclear fuel that would be generated by tritium
production. DOE responded that additional spent nuclear fuel would be generated if more than 2,000 TPBARs
were irradiated in a single reactor, as stated in Volume 1, Section 3.2.1, of the CLWR Final EIS. DOE also
stated that the CLWR EIS evaluates the environmental impacts of additional spent fuel generation resulting
from a maximum number of 3,400 TPBARs. DOE stated that it would manage the tritium production process
to minimize, to the extent practicable, the generation of additional spent nuclear fuel. In the event a suitable
repository is not available, as required by law, the additional spent nuclear fuel generated as a result of tritium
production would be stored on site in a dry cask independent spent fuel storage installation. DOE's responses
to spent nuclear fuel comments are found in Chapter 3, under Category 17: Spent Fuel Management. 

Several commentors suggested that the production of tritium in a CLWR would make TVA reactors an
attractive target for terrorists and that DOE should address the consequences of such an attack in the EIS. In
response, DOE stated that, prior to loading TPBARs in TVA's Watts Bar reactor as part of the Lead Test
Assembly Program, a thorough security review was conducted. This review found existing security provisions
to be adequate to protect against such a threat. Prior to utilizing Watts Bar or other TVA reactors for tritium
production, additional DOE and NRC reviews would be required to ensure adequate safeguard and security.
DOE's responses to these and other security-related comments are found in Chapter 3, under Category 22:
Safeguards and Security.

1.6 CHANGES FROM THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

In response to comments on the CLWR Draft EIS and as a result of information that was unavailable at the
time of the issuance of the Draft, Volume 1 of the CLWR Final EIS contains revisions and new information.
These revisions and new information are indicated by a double underline for minor word changes or by a
sidebar in the margin for sentence or larger changes. A brief discussion of the most important changes is
provided in the following paragraphs.

TPBAR Failures

In analyzing the potential releases of tritium to the environment from the proposed action, the CLWR Draft
EIS assumed that two of the TPBARs under irradiation would fail and the entire inventory of tritium would
be available to be released to the environment under normal operating conditions. The same two-TPBAR
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failure assumption was made in the analysis of transportation accidents. The assumption was based on the
failure statistics of standard burnable absorber rods, i.e., two failures out of 29,700 rods through July 1980.
Since the issuance of the CLWR Draft EIS, additional information obtained from Westinghouse revealed that
both failures were attributed to early manufacturing defects that have been corrected. The failures were
attributed to slumping of the absorber material--a condition that cannot occur in the TPBARs. Since the two
early failures, more than 500,000 Westinghouse burnable absorber rods have been used without a single
observed failure. Consequently, the CLWR Final EIS still analyzes the impacts to the health and safety of the
public from the potential failure of two TPBARs, but characterizes the event of such a failure as an abnormal
event during an irradiation cycle, rather than a continuous, normal-operation occurrence. This change in
assumptions results in changes in the potential tritium releases and estimated doses to the public under normal
reactor operation and some accident conditions (i.e., the nonreactor design-basis accident) for all reactor
alternatives.

The Secretary's Technology Announcement

The CLWR Draft EIS was issued in August 1998. At the time, the decision on the primary and backup
technologies to be used for tritium production had not been made. On December 22, 1998, Energy Secretary
Bill Richardson announced that the CLWR would be DOE's primary option for tritium production and the
proposed linear accelerator at the Savannah River Site would be the backup option (DOE 1998d). In addition,
the Secretary designated TVA's Watts Bar and Sequoyah Nuclear Plants as the preferred CLWR facilities. The
CLWR Final EIS was revised to reflect the Secretary's announcement decision and include the Preferred
Alternative. Changes were made primarily in the introductory sections of the CLWR Final EIS for accuracy.
The evaluation of the impacts was not affected. 

Clarification of TVA Proposals

In response to public comments about the status of the TVA proposals to provide irradiation services or the
sale of a CLWR, Volume 1, Section 1.1.4, of the CLWR EIS was revised. The discussion of the procurement
process clarifies that DOE is considering only the purchase of irradiation services, not the purchase of a
reactor. Additionally, the section clarifies that TVA submitted several proposals to DOE during the ongoing
negotiations. An earlier TVA proposal for the use of Watts Bar expired. However, in December 1998, TVA
submitted another offer to DOE to provide irradiation services at Watts Bar and Sequoyah, as well as
additional proposals for Bellefonte. TVA's offer to provide irradiation services at one or more of the three
proposed sites is still viable.

Nonproliferation Policy Issues

In response to public comments requesting DOE to provide examples of the commingling of civilian nuclear
programs with military nuclear programs, Volume 1, Section 1.3.5, of the CLWR EIS was revised. The
discussion of nonproliferation now includes an explanation and some background information on the issue,
as well as examples of the commingling of civilian and military uses of nuclear power.

Water Quality Analysis

In response to public comments expressing concern about impacts to public water withdrawals downstream
of the Bellefonte Nuclear Plant, sections of Chapters 4 and 5 in Volume 1 were revised. The discussions of
surface water use for Bellefonte (Volume 1, Section 4.2.3.4) identifies nearby intakes downstream. The
discussions of potential impacts to surface water near the three reactor sites (Volume 1, Sections 5.2.1.4,
5.2.2.4, and 5.2.3.4) include the tritium concentration at various locations downstream. In addition, Volume 1,
Section 5.2.3.4 was revised to include potential chemical concentrations downstream of Bellefonte.
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Accident Analysis

During the preparation of the CLWR Final EIS, data related to the design and fabrication of the TPBARs
indicated that the release of tritium from an accidental breach of a TPBAR more likely would be
time-dependent than instantaneous and finite, as was assumed in the Draft EIS (PNNL 1999). Consequently,
the analyses for the TPBAR handling accident and the transportation cask handling accident at the reactor site
(Volume 1, Appendix D) and the transportation cask accident en route (Volume 1, Appendix E) were revised
to reflect the more recent data.

Environmental Justice

Figures in Volume 1, Appendix G were revised to improve their quality. New figures were added to show the
location of minority and low-income populations within a 16.1-kilometer (10-mile) radius. In addition, a
representative average individual dose at 40.2 kilometers (25 miles) to each of the 16 principal directions has
been overlaid onto the 80.5-kilometer (50-mile) radius to show the potential dose to minority and low-income
populations.

Tritium Requirements and Supply

In response to public comments expressing concern about the disparity between the amount of tritium needed
and the amount that could be supplied by one CLWR, Volume 1, Section 3.2.1 was revised. The discussion
explains that the exact amount of tritium needed is classified information, however, for the purposes of
analysis, it is not expected to exceed 3 kilograms per year (6.6 pounds per year). It further clarifies that one
reactor with 3,400 TPBARs would be expected to satisfy a steady-state tritium requirement in most years.

Comparison of the APT and CLWR Alternatives

In response to public comments requesting additional information about the No Action Alternative, Volume 1,
Section 3.2.6 was expanded to include a table comparing the impacts of producing tritium under the accelerator
and CLWR options. A document comparing the costs of the technology options is available upon request from
DOE (DOE 1998c).

Source of Uranium-235 for Tritium Production

In response to public comments concerning the source of blended-down uranium-235 that could be used as
nuclear fuel for tritium production, Volume 1, chapter 5, Section 5.2.7 was revised for clarification. A
discussion of the environmental impacts resulting from blending-down activities of highly enriched uranium
was also added.

Mitigation Measures

The CLWR Draft EIS discusses the need for mitigation measures, if such need were warranted, right after the
presentation of the impacts for each environmental resource,. A new Volume 1, Section 5.5 was added to the
CLWR Final EIS to summarize these discussions.

Sensitivity Analysis

An additional variation from the baseline analysis has been included in Volume 1, Section 5.2.9 of the CLWR
EIS, i.e., the possibility of producing tritium at some date later than 2005.
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Miscellaneous Revisions and Editorial Changes

Several sections in the CLWR Final EIS were revised to reflect the availability of more recent data, or to
include corrections to erroneous information, improvements in the presentation, and other editorial changes.
None of these revisions affect the environmental impact assessment of the EIS. The sections with these types
of revisions are:

3.2.3 Reasonable Alternatives
4.2.1.1 Affected Environment, Land Resources, Watts Bar
4.2.1.3 Affected Environment, Air Quality, Watts Bar
4.2.1.8 Affected Environment, Socioeconomics, Watts Bar
4.2.2.1 Affected Environment, Land Resources, Sequoyah
4.2.2.3 Affected Environment, Air Quality, Sequoyah
4.2.2.4 Affected Environment, Water Resources, Sequoyah
4.2.2.6 Affected Environment, Ecological Resources, Sequoyah
4.2.2.8 Affected Environment, Socioeconomics, Sequoyah
4.2.3.3 Affected Environment, Air Quality, Bellefonte
4.2.3.4 Affected Environment, Water Resources, Bellefonte
4.2.3.6 Affected Environment, Ecological Resources, Bellefonte
5.2.1.8 Environmental Consequences, Socioeconomics, Watts Bar
5.2.3.6 Environmental Consequences, Ecological Resources, Bellefonte
5.2.3.8 Environmental Consequences, Socioeconomics, Bellefonte
5.2.3.9 Environmental Consequences, Public and Occupational Health and Safety, Chemical

Hazards, Bellefonte
Environmental Consequences, Public and Occupational Health and Safety, Energizing
Transmission Lines, Bellefonte

5.2.7 Fabrication of TPBARs
5.3 Cumulative Impacts
6.2.2 Environmental Protection Permits
6.3.1 Environmental Protection, Endangered Species Act

Environmental Protection, National Historic Preservation Act
6.3.3 Worker Safety and Health
6.4 DOE Regulations and Orders
6.5.2.1 NRC Performance, Civil Penalties-Watts Bar 1
6.5.3.1 NRC Performance, NRC Notices of Violation and Enforcement Action, Sequoyah
Chapter 7 References
A.3.2 Physical Description of the TPBAR
Appendix B Methods for Assessing Environmental Impacts
C.3.4 Radiological Releases to the Environment and Associated Impacts
D.1.1.10 Beyond Design-Basis Accident
G.5 Environmental Justice Analysis, Results for the Sites
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Table 1–5  Index of Commentors

Name of Commentor Page Number Number Response Code Number

Document or Statement Comment Response on
Summary on Chapter 2 Comment Summary- Chapter 3 Page

Comment
Summary and

Abraham, Steve 2-22 38-1 07.03 3-31
Distah, AL

Aderholt, Robert, U.S. 2-37 54-1 07.03 3-31
Congressman
Washington, DC

Aderholt, Robert, U.S. 2-194 609-1 07.03 3-31
Congressman
Washington, DC

Allen, Ronald 2-80 114-1 23.15 3-89
Homosassa, FL

Ambrose, Jackie 2-20 35-1 07.03 3-31
Huntsville, AL

Anderson, Charles 2-193 601-1 14.21 3-58

Anderson, Philip, Mayor 2-38 55-1 07.03 3-31
Dutton, AL

Anderson, Philip, Mayor 2-196 613-1 07.03 3-31
Dutton, AL

Anonymous 2-11 17-1 07.03 3-31
Scottsboro 17-2 14.04 3-52

Anonymous (1) 2-17 28-1 07.02 3-30

Anonymous (2) 2-34 48-1 02.01 3-8
Knoxville, TN 48-2 01.04 3-2

48-3 14.04 3-52

Anonymous (3) 2-54 79-1 07.03 3-31

Anonymous (4) 2-54 80-1 14.04 3-52
80-2 22.01 3-84
80-3 15.03 3-61

Anonymous (5) 2-108 144-1 07.03 3-31
North Alabama

Anonymous (6) 2-127 228-1 07.03 3-31
TN

Anonymous (7) 2-127 229-1 07.07 3-32

Anonymous (8) 2-128 230-1 07.07 3-32
230-2 23.23 3-91

Anonymous (9) 2-128 231-1 07.03 3-31
231-2 05.26 3-23

Arrington, James 2-71 97-1 01.03 3-2
Spring City, TN

Barron, Lowell, State Senator 2-195 611-1 07.03 3-31

Beasley, Leroy 2-196 614-1 07.03 3-31
Soddy-Daisy, TN

Beasley, Leroy 2-209 710-1 07.04 3-31
Soddy-Daisy, TN 710-2 07.03 3-31
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Belcher, Jeffrey 2-16 27-1 18.09 3-75
Nashville, TN

Bellomy, David & Willie 2-71 98-1 10.03 3-40
Scottsboro, AL 98-2 07.06 3-32

Bevill, Don 2-197 619-1 07.03 3-31
None Given

Billmeier, Jr., M.D., G. J. 2-4 5-1 02.01 3-8
Memphis, TN 5-2 01.01 3-1

Bizzarri, Ms. 2-36 52-1 01.09 3-5
Tuxedo Park, NY 52-2 14.04 3-52

Blanton, Monica 2-89 118-1 07.03 3-31
Chattanooga, TN

Blanton, Monica 2-145 245-1 01.09 3-5
Chattanooga, TN 245-1 23.16 3-89

245-3 07.04 3-31

Blanton, Monica 2-222 828-1 01.09 3-5
Chattanooga, TN 828-2 23.13 3-89

828-3 07.04 3-31

Blazek, Mary Lou 2-109 146-1 17.10 3-70
Salem, OR 146-2 17.11 3-70

146-3 14.18 3-58
146-4 24.12 3-95
146-5 24.16 3-96
146-6 12.06 3-46
146-7 13.04 3-48
146-8 24.17 3-96
146-9 19.01 3-76
146-10 15.09 3-64
146-11 15.10 3-65
146-12 11.06 3-42
146-13 14.01 3-51
146-14 15.11 3-65
146-15 24.20 3-97
146-16 17.12 3-71
146-17 24.23 3-97
146-18 17.13 3-71
146-19 17.14 3-72
146-20 18.12 3-76
146-21 14.19 3-58
146-22 24.18 3-97
146-23 24.13 3-95

Boggess, Fred 2-209 709-1 07.03 3-31
Chattanooga, TN

Boggess, Fred 2-217 810-1 21.08 3-84
Chattanooga, TN 810-2 23.26 3-92

810-3 23.27 3-92

Boles, Ronnie 2-140 240-1 07.08 3-33
Huntsville, AL 240-2 01.14 3-7



Final Environmental Impact Statement for the Production of Tritium in a Commercial Light Water Reactor

Name of Commentor Page Number Number Response Code Number

Document or Statement Comment Response on
Summary on Chapter 2 Comment Summary- Chapter 3 Page

Comment
Summary and

1-14

Boles, Ronnie 2-196 617-1 07.03 3-31
Huntsville, AL

Boles, Ronnie 2-214 801-1 06.03 3-28
Huntsville, AL

Booker, Silas M. 2-116 206-1 01.09 3-5
Spring City, TN

Borsody, R. P. 2-3 3-1 01.03 3-2
Dacula, GA 3-2 23.13 3-89

Bowen, Mary Ellen 2-76 105-1 14.04 3-52
Lewis County, TN

Brewer, Melvin L. 2-38 56-1 07.03 3-31
Chattanooga, TN

Brewer, Melvin L. 2-55 81-1 07.01 3-30
Chattanooga, TN

Brewer, Melvin 2-193 603-1 24.06 3-94
Chattanooga, TN 603-2 01.01 3-1

603-3 01.10 3-6

Brooks, Mary 2-146 246-1 07.07 3-32
Dayton, TN

Brown, Elizabeth R. 2-12 18-1 04.01 3-11
Charleston, SC 18-2 08.01 3-33

18-3 18.08 3-75
18-4 18.11 3-76

Budin, Earl, M.D. 2-78 110-1 01.04 3-2
Santa Barbara, CA 110-2 01.01 3-1

110-3 02.02 3-8
110-4 01.03 3-2
110-5 01.09 3-5
110-6 24.08 3-94

Buttram, Joe 2-196 616-1 07.03 3-31
None Given

Caldwell, Clyde 2-211 714-1 07.03 3-31
Dayton, TN 714-2 24.11 3-95

Call-In 2-29 43-1 04.01 3-11
Augusta, GA
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1-15

Caratoo, Michelle 2-208 707-1 06.05 3-29
707-2 18.07 3-74
707-3 02.02 3-8
707-4 24.03 3-93
707-5 01.04 3-2
707-6 01.09 3-5
707-7 08.02 3-34
707-8 23.13 3-89
707-9 05.24 3-22
707-10 12.01 3-45
707-11 23.11 3-88
707-12 20.04 3-82
707-13 24.02 3-93
707-14 20.01 3-81
707-15 13.05 3-49
707-16 04.04 3-12
707-17 14.24 3-59
707-18 20.03 3-82

Chaput, Ernest 2-216 808-1 05.29 3-25
Aiken, SC 808-2 05.32 3-26

808-3 03.04 3-10
808-4 24.31 3-99

Charles, Beverly 2-91 122-1 02.01 3-8
Springfield, IL 122-2 14.04 3-52

Clark, Don, Mayor 2-219 819-1 08.04 3-35
Pleasant Hill, TN

Clark, Donald B., Mayor 2-147 248-1 01.01 3-1
Pleasant Hill, TN 248-1 07.02 3-30

248-3 02.01 3-8
248-4 23.13 3-89
248-5 01.10 3-6
248-6 08.04 3-35
248-7 10.04 3-40

Coan, Clark 2-5 6-1 02.01 3-8
Lawrence, KS 6-2 04.01 3-11

6-3 01.09 3-5
6-4 22.01 3-84

Cod, James William 2-21 37-1 10.03 3-40
Athens, AL

Coffey, Joyce 2-8 12-1 07.03 3-31
Hollywood, AL 12-2 14.04 3-52

12-3 07.06 3-32
12-4 10.01 3-39

Coggins, Nathan 2-5 7-1 01.09 3-5
Jonesborough, TN 7-2 01.01 3-1

7-3 23.13 3-89

Colgan, Maggie 2-92 123-1 07.02 3-30
None Given
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Conlon, Michelle 2-206 704-1 05.18 3-21
Knoxville, TN 704-2 05.19 3-21

704-3 14.23 3-59
704-4 03.01 3-9
704-5 19.12 3-80
704-6 01.12 3-6
704-7 24.06 3-94
704-8 02.02 3-8
704-9 05.10 3-16
704-10 24.22 3-97
704-11 06.04 3-29
704-12 23.01 3-86
704-13 21.04 3-83
704-14 07.06 3-32
704-15 07.02 3-30
704-16 23.10 3-88

Conlon, Michelle 2-214 802-1 05.27 3-24 
Knoxville, TN 802-2 23.23 3-91

802-3 05.10 3-16
802-4 05.31 3-25
802-5 01.15 3-8

Crafton, Ralph E. 2-70 96-1 07.03 3-31
Scottsboro, AL

Cramer, Bud, U.S. Congressman 2-39 57-1 07.03 3-31
Washington, DC

Cramer, Bud, U.S. Congressman 2-194 607-1 07.03 3-31
Washington, DC

Cramer, Bud, U.S. Congressman 2-220 820-1 07.08 3-33
Washington, DC

Crane, Mike 2-117 209-1 07.03 3-31
Spring City, TN

Crase, Kenneth W. 2-18 31-1 14.08 3-54
Aiken, SC

Cumbee, Judith C. 2-99 136-1 22.01 3-84
Lanett, AL 136-2 16.03 3-66

136-3 08.02 3-34
136-4 18.04 3-74
136-5 18.10 3-76
136-6 01.04 3-2
136-7 01.09 3-5
136-8 01.10 3-6
136-9 02.02 3-8
136-10 14.04 3-51
136-11 01.01 3-1
136-12 07.03 3-31

Cumbee, Judith 2-116 207-1 05.31 3-25
Lanett, AL 207-2 01.01 3-1

Davis, Robert L. 2-118 210-1 07.03 3-31
Huntsville, AL
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1-17

Dawson, R. C. 2-12 19-1 01.01 3-1
Los Angeles, CA

DeCamp, Greg 2-207 706-1 06.03 3-28
Aiken, SC 706-2 23.08 3-88

706-3 23.09 3-88
706-4 23.10 3-88
706-5 24.10 3-95

Dotson, Charles 2-220 821-1 07.03 3-31
None Given

Drinkard, Gary 2-217 809-1 23.23 3-91
Spring City, TN 809-2 05.31 3-25

809-3 05.29 3-25

Duckles, Madeline 2-97 132-1 14.04 3-52
Berkeley, CA 132-2 08.02 3-34

132-3 01.04 3-2
132-4 02.02 3-8
132-5 01.09 3-5

Dyer, Cheryll A. 2-118 211-1 10.04 3-40
Clinton, TN 211-2 07.03 3-31

211-3 08.02 3-34

Dyer, Cheryll 2-215 804-1 05.27 3-24
Clinton, TN

Easter, Danny M. 2-55 82-1 07.03 3-31
Rockwood, TN

Easter, Ronald E. 2-56 83-1 07.03 3-31
Rockwood, TN

Edmondson, Louvain 2-197 622-1 07.04 3-31
Soddy Daisy, TN 622-2 07.03 3-31

Edmondson, Louvain 2-210 711-1 07.04 3-31
Soddy Daisy, TN

Edmondson, Louvain 2-222 827-1 07.03 3-31
Soddy Daisy, TN

Eigelsbach, Robert E. 2-104 140-1 07.03 3-31
Chattanooga, TN

Evans, Charles F. 2-6 8-1 07.01 3-30
Hollywood, AL

Ewald, Linda 2-56 84-1 10.03 3-40
Knoxville, TN 84-2 14.04 3-52

84-3 16.04 3-67
84-4 23.13 3-89
84-5 01.10 3-6
84-6 02.02 3-8
84-7 01.04 3-2
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Ewald, Linda 2-119 212-1 05.31 3-25
Knoxville, TN 212-2 01.12 3-6

212-3 01.01 3-1
212-4 01.04 3-2
212-5 01.13 3-7
212-6 14.04 3-52
212-7 10.03 3-40
212-8 23.13 3-89

Ewald, Linda 2-210 712-1 10.03 3-40
Knoxville, TN 712-2 14.04 3-52

712-3 16.04 3-67
712-4 01.10 3-6
712-5 02.02 3-8
712-6 23.13 3-89
712-7 01.04 3-2

Ewald, Linda 2-216 807-1 01.13 3-7
Knoxville, TN

Fagan, H.M. 2-218 815-1 24.27 3-98
None Given 815-2 06.03 3-28

815-3 09.03 3-36
815-4 14.04 3-52

Fagan, Patty 2-119 213-1 08.03 3-35
Dayton, TN 213-2 14.04 3-52

Fagan, Patty 2-219 818-1 08.03 3-35
None Given 818-2 14.04 3-52

Federico, John J., Jr. 2-39 58-1 07.03 3-31
Guntersville, AL 58-2 08.02 3-34

58-3 05.27 3-24
58-4 17.03 3-68
58-5 09.01 3-35
58-6 06.05 3-29

Federico, John 2-194 610-1 07.03 3-31
Guntersville, AL 610-2 05.27 3-24

610-3 06.05 3-29
610-4 17.03 3-68
610-5 14.04 3-52
610-6 07.04 3-31

Finley, James D. 2-23 40-1 23.13 3-89
Arab, AL

Forster, Ronald L. 2-41 59-1 07.01 3-30
Ringgold, GA

Forster, Ronald L. 2-120 214-1 07.08 3-33
Ringgold, GA

Forster, Ronald 2-199 628-1 07.04 3-31
Ringgold, GA 628-2 07.01 3-30

628-3 07.03 3-31

Forster, Ronald 2-212 715-1 07.03 3-31
Ringgold, GA
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1-19

Forster, Ronald 2-218 814-1 24.26 3-98
Ringgold, GA 814-2 07.08 3-33

Foster, Jr., Robert L. 2-96 129-1 11.03 3-41
Nashville, TN

Fowler, Carl 2-143 242-1 06.03 3-28
Birmingham, AL 242-2 07.01 3-30

242-1 07.08 3-33

Fowler, Carl 2-223 832-1 06.03 3-28
Birmingham, AL 832-2 07.01 3-30

832-3 07.08 3-33

Frees, C.A. 2-194 606-1 11.09 3-43
Fyffe, AL

Galt, Ralph 2-215 805-1 01.04 3-2
Pleasant Hill, TN

Gonce, Erich R. 2-120 215-1 07.03 3-31
Chattanooga, TN

Gordon, Susan 2-101 137-1 08.02 3-34
Washington, DC 137-2 01.01 3-1

137-3 05.16 3-20
137-4 02.01 3-8
137-5 02.02 3-8
137-6 01.04 3-2
137-7 23.13 3-89
137-8 19.09 3-79
137-9 17.09 3-70
137-10 13.08 3-50

Gorenflo, Louise 2-72 99-1 01.09 3-5
Crossville, TN 99-2 02.02 3-8

99-3 23.13 3-89
99-4 01.04 3-2
99-5 14.04 3-52

Graham, Roger 2-41 60-1 07.03 3-31
Nashville, TN

Graham, Roger 2-193 604-1 02.02 3-8
Chattanooga, TN 604-2 01.04 3-2

604-3 07.01 3-30
604-4 07.03 3-31

Gray, Peter 2-9 14-1 01.09 3-5
Aiken, SC 14-2 21.05 3-83

14-3 04.02 3-11

Gray, Peter 2-191 504-1 01.09 3-5
Aiken, SC 504-2 21.05 3-83

504-3 04.02 3-11
504-4 03.03 3-10
504-5 23.16 3-89

Green, James H. 2-42 61-1 07.03 3-31
Scottsboro, AL
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Griffith, William 2-57 85-1 07.03 3-31
Boston, MA

Griffith, Bill 2-209 708-1 07.03 3-31
Atlanta, GA

Groups Across the Nation Oppose 2-138 239-1 07.02 3-30
Commercial Reactor Production of 239-2 01.09 3-5
Tritium 239-3 02.01 3-8

239-4 23.13 3-89
239-5 01.04 3-2

Gunn, Chris, Dr. 2-77 108-1 14.04 3-52
Gullowhee, NC 108-2 23.13 3-89

108-3 02.01 3-8

Haas, Elizabeth, Mayor 2-42 62-1 07.03 3-31
Hollywood, AL

Hallock, Judith 2-37 53-1 01.04 3-2
Woodier, NC 53-2 02.01 3-8

53-3 23.13 3-89
53-4 14.04 3-52

Hancock, Larry 2-130 233-1 07.07 3-32
Chattanooga, TN 233-2 07.08 3-33

233-3 07.01 3-30

Hardesty, Marita M. 2-90 119-1 01.04 3-2
Kingston Springs, TN 119-2 02.01 3-8

119-3 23.13 3-89

Harper, Herbert L. 2-108 145-1 14.06 3-53
Nashville, TN

Harris, Ann 2-58 86-1 20.01 3-81
Ten Mile, TN 86-2 14.11 3-55

86-3 18.02 3-73
86-4 05.25 3-23
86-5 05.28 3-24
86-6 19.06 3-78
86-7 09.05 3-37
86-8 14.12 3-56
86-9 11.01 3-40
86-10 23.14 3-89
86-11 09.06 3-37
86-12 15.01 3-60
86-13 03.03 3-10

Harris, Ann 2-142 241-1 01.14 3-7
Ten Mile, TN 241-2 14.04 3-52

241-3 14.25 3-59
241-4 09.10 3-39
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Harris, Ann 2-205 703-1 11.01 3-40
Ten Mile, TN 703-2 11.04 3-41

703-3 03.03 3-10
703-4 18.05 3-74
703-5 18.06 3-74
703-6 24.13 3-95
703-7 19.06 3-78
703-8 14.03 3-52
703-9 05.17 3-21
703-10 14.02 3-51
703-11 23.10 3-88
703-12 15.01 3-60
703-13 09.06 3-37

Harris, Ann 2-217 811-1 01.06 3-4
Ten Mile, TN 811-2 19.14 3-81

811-3 24.25 3-98
811-4 01.14 3-7
811-5 14.04 3-51
811-6 14.25 3-59
811-7 09.10 3-39
811-8 01.15 3-8

Hartwig, Randall L. 2-43 63-1 07.03 3-31
Decatur, AL

Hartwig, Randy 2-199 627-1 07.04 3-31
Decatur, AL 627-2 12.02 3-45

627-3 13.05 3-49
627-4 14.22 3-59
627-5 07.03 3-31

Haston, Ernest 2-202 701-1 04.01 3-11
Spring City, TN 701-2 11.13 3-44

Hasty, Betty 2-10 15-1 07.03 3-31
Scottsboro, AL
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Haynie, Leigh 2-81 116-1 06.01 3-27
for Wild Alabama 116-2 05.11 3-17
Montgomery, AL 116-3 16.02 3-66

116-4 05.10 3-16
116-5 24.14 3-96
116-6 05.12 3-18
116-7 22.01 3-84
116-8 06.02 3-27
116-9 02.02 3-8
116-10 03.03 3-10
116-11 12.03 3-45
116-12 13.02 3-47
116-13 12.04 3-45
116-14 14.14 3-56
116-15 05.13 3-19
116-16 05.14 3-19
116-17 11.10 3-43
116-18 05.15 3-20
116-19 12.05 3-46
116-20 10.02 3-39
116-21 11.07 3-42
116-22 13.03 3-47
116-23 05.26 3-23
116-24 05.16 3-20
116-25 15.08 3-64
116-26 14.04 3-52
116-27 16.01 3-66

Heckler, Angela 2-114 203-1 07.03 03-31
Hollywood, AL

Henighan, Richard and Lucy 2-72 100-1 14.04 3-52
Seymour, TN 100-2 02.02 3-8

100-3 01.04 3-2
100-4 01.09 3-5

Hodges, Glenda H., Mayor 2-44 64-1 07.03 3-31
Woodville, AL

Hodges, Glenda H., Mayor 2-98 133-1 07.03 3-31
Woodville, AL

Hoesly, Dick 2-121 216-1 07.08 3-33
Scottsboro, AL

Holt, Kenneth W. 2-73 101-1 14.06 3-53
Atlanta, GA

Horn, Stewart 2-35 49-1 21.02 3-83
New Hope, AL 49-2 09.04 3-36

Horton, Randy 2-98 134-1 07.03 3-31
Wilmington, DE

Houser, Dot 2-76 106-1 14.04 3-52
Ringo, GA 106-2 13.01 3-45

Houser, Mrs. Ed 2-113 200-1 13.01 3-47
Ringo, GA
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Howell, William W. 2-93 125-1 02.01 3-8
Nashville, TN 125-2 23.13 3-89

Howell, Steven 2-138 238-1 07.08 3-33
Scottsboro

Hutchison, Ralph 2-203 702-1 05.23 3-22
Oak Ridge, TN 702-2 05.30 3-25

702-3 05.04 3-14
702-4 23.16 3-89
702-5 23.15 3-89
702-6 05.10 3-16
702-7 01.02 3-2
702-8 01.05 3-4
702-9 01.01 3-1
702-10 14.05 3-53
702-11 01.04 3-2
702-12 21.03 3-83
702-13 22.01 3-84
702-14 05.05 3-14
702-15 13.08 3-50
702-16 20.02 3-81
702-17 01.10 3-6

Hutchison, Ralph 2-221 825-1 01.01 3-1
Oak Ridge, TN 825-2 14.05 3-53

825-3 02.01 3-8

Imhof, Joseph A. 2-103 139-1 10.03 3-40
Huntsville, AL 139-2 04.01 3-11

Imhof, Joseph A. 2-134 236-1 07.08 3-33
Huntsville, AL

Imhof, Joseph 2-193 602-1 11.11 3-43
Huntsville, AL 602-2 11.12 3-44

Imhof, Joseph 2-221 824-1 01.09 3-5
Huntsville, AL 824-2 07.08 3-33

Johnson, John 2-121 217-1 01.01 3-1
Chattanooga, TN 217-2 01.04 3-2

217-3 08.02 3-34

Johnson, John 2-213 800-1 24.24 3-98
None Given 800-2 23.02 3-86

800-3 16.01 3-66
800-4 05.31 3-25
800-5 01.04 3-2
800-6 01.01 3-1
800-7 24.21 3-97
800-8 24.19 3-97
800-9 08.02 3-34

Johnson, Terry 2-213 720-1 01.01 3-1
Decatur, AL 720-2 08.02 3-34
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Karpen, Leah R. 2-2 2-1 01.09 3-5
Asheville, NC 2-2 02.01 3-8

2-3 23.13 3-89
2-4 01.01 3-1
2-5 05.21 3-22

Karpen, Leah R. 2-7 9-1 01.09 3-5
Asheville, NC 9-2 02.01 3-8

Kazanas, Judi 2-97 131-1 07.03 3-31
Chattanooga, TN

Key, Joelle 2-95 128-1 05.10 3-16
Nashville, TN 128-2 14.16 3-57

King, Joan O. 2-13 20-1 01.09 3-5
Sautee, GA 20-2 02.01 3-8

King, Linda 2-102 138-1 15.03 3-61
Hoover, AL 138-2 14.04 3-52

Kittrell, Jackie 2-218 812-1 05.26 3-23
Knoxville, TN 812-2 21.07 3-84

Kuka, Larry 2-122 218-1 01.09 3-5
Harrison, TN

Lancaster, Colleen 2-99 135-1 01.09 3-5
Brentwood, TN 135-2 04.01 3-11

Lansden, Carl 2-197 621-1 07.03 3-31
Chattanooga, TN 621-2 23.13 3-89

Lee, James H. 2-105 142-1 14.06 3-53
Atlanta, GA

Leming, Earl C. 2-94 127-1 14.15 3-56
Oak Ridge, TN 127-2 04.04 3-12

127-3 23.16 3-89
127-4 17.08 3-70
127-5 19.13 3-81

Lentsch, Mary Dennis 2-133 235-1 02.01 3-8
Chattanooga, TN 235-1 01.09 3-5

235-3 01.04 3-2
235-4 01.12 3-6
235-5 07.07 3-32

Lentsch, Mary 2-222 829-1 02.01 3-8
None Given 829-2 01.09 3-5

829-3 01.04 3-2
829-4 01.12 3-6
829-5 07.07 3-32

Lind, Eskel 2-90 120-1 07.02 3-30
Santa Cruz, CA 120-2 01.09 3-5

Liska, R. D. 2-79 112-1 01.01 3-1
Republic, MO 112-2 23.13 3-89

112-3 14.04 3-52
112-4 02.01 3-8
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Lomax, Carol 2-197 623-1 04.04 3-12
None Given 623-2 23.03 3-86

623-3 15.01 3-60

Losey, David 2-191 505-1 01.09 3-5
Aiken, SC

Lugo, Chris 2-219 817-1 05.21 3-22
None Given 817-2 01.09 3-5

817-3 02.01 3-8

Machen, Jyles 2-44 65-1 07.03 3-31
Huntsville, AL

Machen, Jyles 2-200 629-1 07.03 3-31
Huntsville, AL 629-2 24.06 3-94

MacNulty, Joanne 2-89 117-1 01.09 3-5
Paonia, CO

Mann, Ed 2-197 620-1 07.03 3-31
Scottsboro, AL 620-2 24.09 3-95

Marshall, Suzanne 2-9 13-1 14.04 3-52
Jacksonville, AL 13-2 15.03 3-61

13-3 02.01 3-8
13-4 22.01 3-84
13-5 01.09 3-5

McCuisten, Mr. & Mrs. Ford P., Jr. 2-122 219-1 07.08 3-33
Dutton, AL

McFarland, Diane 2-22 39-1 14.04 3-52
Harvest, AL

Metchnik, Bill 2-45 66-1 07.03 3-31
Paint Rock, AL

Mills, Jerry V. 2-59 87-1 07.03 3-31
Dayton, TN

Mock, Dorothy J. 2-78 109-1 07.02 3-30
Pisgah Forest, NC 109-2 02.01 3-8

109-3 14.04 3-52
109-4 01.04 3-2

Monroe, Bill 2-207 705-1 21.01 3-82
Oak Ridge, TN

Morris, Donald 2-192 506-1 06.03 3-28
Aiken, SC 506-2 05.27 3-24

506-3 23.19 3-90
506-4 23.21 3-91
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Mueller, Heinz J. 2-106 143-1 23.16 3-89
Atlanta, GA 143-2 05.06 3-15

143-3 05.10 3-16
143-4 11.05 3-42
143-5 19.10 3-80
143-6 24.15 3-96
143-7 24.04 3-93
143-8 14.17 3-57
143-9 19.11 3-80

Myczack, Leaf 2-223 835-1 05.31 3-25
None Given 835-2 05.09 3-16

835-3 24.29 3-98
835-4 24.30 3-99
835-5 07.04 3-31

Nelms, Don 2-45 67-1 07.03 3-31
Gadsden, AL

Nelms, Don 2-144 243-1 07.08 3-33
Gadsden, AL

Nelms, Don 2-223 831-1 07.03 3-31
Gadsden, AL

Nicholas, David 2-46 68-1 07.03 3-31
Scottsboro, AL

Oak Ridge Environmental Peace 2-65 94-1 24.12 3-95
Alliance 94-2 02.02 3-8

94-3 21.03 3-83
94-4 06.03 3-28
94-5 02.01 3-8
94-6 01.04 3-2
94-7 01.06 3-4
94-8 09.07 3-38
94-9 05.08 3-15
94-10 05.09 3-16
94-11 05.05 3-14
94-12 17.01 3-67
94-13 19.07 3-79
94-14 19.08 3-79
94-15 06.07 3-30
94-16 18.03 3-73
94-17 09.08 3-38
94-18 17.04 3-68
94-19 14.13 3-56
94-20 22.01 3-84
94-21 13.08 3-50
94-22 17.05 3-69
94-23 17.06 3-69
94-24 01.07 3-4
94-25 14.05 3-53
94-26 17.07 3-69
94-27 01.10 3-6
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Oak Ridge Environmental Peace 2-148 250-1 07.02 3-30
Alliance 250-2 02.02 3-8

250-3 01.09 3-5
250-4 01.04 3-2
250-5 23.13 3-89
250-6 01.01 3-1

Olson, Donald E. 2-47 69-1 07.03 3-31
Decatur, AL

Page, Robert H. 2-77 107-1 07.03 3-31
Signal Mountain, TN

Paschal, Rick 2-7 10-1 07.03 3-31
Dutton, AL

Petition 2-163 147-1 07.03 3-31

Petition (December 9, 1998) 2-154 254-1 07.03 3-31

Petition (December 14, 1998) 2-161 255-1 07.07 3-32

Phillippe, Mark D. 2-123 220-1 07.08 3-33
Scottsboro, AL

Poe, Jr., W. Lee 2-3 4-1 05.22 3-22
Aiken, SC 4-2 19.02 3-77

4-3 19.03 3-77
4-4 05.10 3-16
4-5 05.01 3-13
4-6 05.02 3-13
4-7 01.08 3-5
4-8 01.09 3-5
4-9 04.03 3-12
4-10 23.15 3-89

Poe, Jr., W. Lee 2-29 44-1 05.01 3-13
Aiken, SC 44-2 04.03 3-12

44-3 05.04 3-14
44-4 05.29 3-25
44-5 06.06 3-29
44-6 06.03 3-28
44-7 03.03 3-10
44-8 19.04 3-78
44-9 19.05 3-78
44-10 23.15 3-89
44-11 01.09 3-5
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Poe, Lee 2-188 501-1 04.01 3-11
Aiken, SC 501-2 05.04 3-14

501-3 23.14 3-89
501-4 04.03 3-12
501-5 05.02 3-13
501-6 05.29 3-25
501-7 06.03 3-28
501-8 24.01 3-92
501-9 03.03 3-10
501-10 19.04 3-78
501-11 19.05 3-78
501-12 23.15 3-89
501-13 23.16 3-89
501-14 01.04 3-2
501-15 01.09 3-5
501-16 01.10 3-6

Price, Gene and Barbara 2-28 42-1 07.03 3-31
Guntersville, AL

Price, Louis, Mayor 2-47 70-1 07.03 3-31
Scottsboro, AL

Proffitt, Tim and Jennifer 2-149 251-1 07.07 3-32
Decatur, TN

Proffitt, Ned and Joyce 2-150 252-1 07.07 3-32
Decatur, TN 252-2 15.03 3-61

252-3 08.02 3-34

Pulsipher, Alex A. 2-92 124-1 01.09 3-5
Knoxville, TN 124-2 01.01 3-1

Reed, Jesse L. 2-60 88-1 07.01 3-30
Grandview, TN

Reiber, Bre 2-74 102-1 01.09 3-5
New York, NY 102-2 01.04 3-2

102-3 07.05 3-32
102-4 17.15 3-72
102-5 01.11 3-6

Reynolds, Dick 2-189 502-1 06.03 3-28
Martinez, GA 502-2 03.02 3-9

Roberson, James 2-212 717-1 07.04 3-31
Chattanooga, TN

Roberts, Michael D. 2-48 71-1 07.03 3-31
Decatur, AL

Robinson, Mrs. W. H. 2-13 21-1 02.01 3-8
Scottsboro, AL

Rolce, Joyce 2-91 121-1 07.02 3-30
Nashville, TN

Ryan, R. Kent 2-48 72-1 07.03 3-31
Huntsville, AL
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Sanders, Patricia Pelot 2-81 115-1 23.13 3-89
Murfreesboro, TN 115-2 14.04 3-52

115-3 01.04 3-2
115-4 02.02 3-8

Sandlin, James B., P.E. 2-144 244-1 07.08 3-33
Scottsboro, AL

Sandlin, Jimmy 2-222 826-1 07.08 3-33
Scottsboro, AL

Sanford, C. S. 2-14 22-1 14.07 3-54
Nashville, TN 22-2 11.08 3-43

Sax, Steven 2-123 221-1 07.08 3-33
Fort Payne, AL

Scarbrough, W. D. 2-21 36-1 08.02 3-34
Huntsville, AL

Scarbrough, Wm. D. 2-75 103-1 10.04 3-40
Huntsville, AL 103-2 24.07 3-94

103-3 08.02 3-34
103-4 23.13 3-89

Scarbrough, W.D. 2-113 201-1 07.07 3-32
Huntsville, TN

Schmidt, George E., Jr. 2-124 222-1 07.02 3-30
Chattanooga, TN 222-2 05.21 3-22

Schowalter, Bob 2-14 23-1 07.03 3-31
Knoxville, TN 23-2 18.01 3-73

23-3 07.02 3-30

Schwartz, Bob 2-192 507-1 02.01 3-8
Aiken, SC 507-2 08.02 3-34

Schwenk, Nate 2-16 26-1 06.03 3-28
Spring City, TN 26-2 09.01 3-35

26-3 07.03 3-31

Sessions, Jeff, U.S. Senator 2-194 608-1 07.03 3-31
Washington, DC

Sexton, Jim 2-18 30-1 14.04 3-52
Florence, AL 30-2 01.01 3-1

Shelton, Delbert 2-199 626-1 07.03 3-31
Scottsboro, AL

Sherer, Cameron G. 2-11 16-1 04.01 3-11
Evans, GA

Smith, Steven 2-148 249-1 02.01 3-8
None Given 249-2 01.04 3-2

249-3 01.15 3-8
249-4 07.08 3-33
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Smith, Steven 2-200 700-1 06.03 3-28
None Given 700-2 23.22 3-91

700-3 23.16 3-89
700-4 23.04 3-87
700-5 17.16 3-72
700-6 03.03 3-10
700-7 17.17 3-72
700-8 06.05 3-29
700-9 06.06 3-29
700-10 23.05 3-87
700-11 02.02 3-8
700-12 03.01 3-9
700-13 02.01 3-8
700-14 05.02 3-13
700-15 01.04 3-2
700-16 01.09 3-5
700-17 23.06 3-87
700-18 23.07 3-87
700-19 06.04 3-29
700-20 01.02 3-2

Smith, Steven 2-215 803-1 23.24 3-92
None Given 803-2 01.07 3-4

803-3 08.02 3-34
803-4 24.31 3-99
803-5 05.31 3-25
803-6 01.04 3-2
803-7 01.15 3-8
803-8 23.05 3-87
803-9 05.05 3-14
803-10 07.03 3-31
803-11 02.01 3-8

Smith, Bob 2-188 500-1 09.08 3-38
Aiken, SC 500-2 03.02 3-9

500-3 24.05 3-93

Snell, Jim 2-117 208-1 14.04 3-52
Nashville, TN 208-2 02.01 3-8

208-3 01.09 3-5
208-4 05.33 3-26
208-5 23.13 3-89

Sparks, Robert 2-20 34-1 07.03 3-31
Arab, AL

Stanfill, Mary 2-19 33-1 07.03 3-31
Huntsville, AL 33-2 14.04 3-52

Stark, Kristina 2-150 253-1 01.14 3-7
Oakley, KS

Stephens, Jennifer 2-75 104-1 07.03 3-31
Albertville, AL

Stephens, Jennifer 2-198 625-1 07.03 3-31
Albertville, AL 625-2 13.05 3-49
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Stephens, Jennifer 2-212 716-1 07.03 3-31
Albertville, AL

Stiefel, Denny R. 2-15 24-1 07.03 3-31
Fyffe, AL

Stiles, William 2-115 205-1 07.03 3-31
Scottsboro, AL

Stone, Thomas J. 2-70 95-1 01.09 3-5
Aiken, SC

Stooksbury, Gary 2-31 45-1 01.04 3-2
Aiken, SC 45-2 21.06 3-84

45-3 23.17 3-90
45-4 04.01 3-11
45-5 05.07 3-15
45-6 15.07 3-63
45-7 03.03 3-10
45-8 23.15 3-89

Stooksbury, Gary 2-190 503-1 01.04 3-2
Aiken, SC 503-2 21.06 3-84

503-3 23.02 3-86
503-4 23.17 3-90
503-5 09.09 3-38
503-6 23.20 3-91
503-7 04.01 3-11
503-8 05.07 3-15
503-9 15.07 3-63
503-10 05.05 3-14
503-11 03.03 3-10
503-12 23.18 3-90

Sturtridge, Richard J. 2-80 113-1 01.09 3-5
Nashville, TN 113-2 14.04 3-52

Stutts, Steven C. 2-49 73-1 07.01 3-30
Jackson, MS

Stutts, Steven 2-198 624-1 07.01 3-30
Jackson, MS

Tanner, Steve 2-60 89-1 24.12 3-95
Chattanooga, TN 89-2 01.04 3-2

89-3 04.05 3-12

Tanner, Steve 2-62 90-1 23.15 3-89
Chattanooga, TN 90-2 01.02 3-2

90-3 01.04 3-2
90-4 07.01 3-30
90-5 06.05 3-29
90-6 04.01 3-11

Tanner, Steve 2-136 237-1 07.08 3-33
None Given



Final Environmental Impact Statement for the Production of Tritium in a Commercial Light Water Reactor

Name of Commentor Page Number Number Response Code Number

Document or Statement Comment Response on
Summary on Chapter 2 Comment Summary- Chapter 3 Page

Comment
Summary and

1-32

Tanner, Steve 2-211 713-1 05.20 3-22
Chattanooga, TN 713-2 23.15 3-89

713-3 01.02 3-2
713-4 01.04 3-2
713-5 07.01 3-30
713-6 06.05 3-29
713-7 04.01 3-11

Tanner, Steve 2-220 823-1 07.08 3-33
Chattanooga, TN

Taylor, Lucy W. 2-124 223-1 23.13 3-89
Chattanooga, TN 223-2 01.01 3-1

223-3 01.10 3-6

Thomas, Sharon and Gerry, Jr. 2-8 11-1 07.06 3-32
Flat Rock, AL 11-2 14.04 3-52

Thompson, Peaches, Mayor 2-50 74-1 07.03 3-31
Gurley, AL

Thornell, David 2-53 78-1 07.03 3-31
Scottsboro, AL

Thornell, David 2-195 612-1 07.03 3-31
Scottsboro, AL

Thrasher, Virginia 2-79 111-1 02.01 3-8
Birmingham, AL

Tiller, Hank 2-2 1-1 04.01 3-11
Hixson, TN

Tucker, John 2-17 29-1 10.03 3-40
None Given

Turner, Christopher F. 2-96 130-1 07.02 3-30
Walnut Creek, CA

Underwood, Calvin 2-220 822-1 07.08 3-33
Huntsville, AL

Van Wyck, Robert W. 2-23 41-1 01.09 3-5
Brentwood, TN 41-2 22.01 3-84

41-3 15.04 3-61
41-4 08.02 3-35
41-5 09.02 3-35
41-6 09.03 3-36
41-7 05.03 3-13
41-8 15.05 3-62
41-9 14.09 3-54
41-10 21.02 3-83
41-11 20.04 3-82
41-12 14.10 3-55
41-13 15.06 3-62

Van Wyck, Robert 2-114 202-1 07.02 3-30
Brentwood, TN 202-2 05.31 3-25

Van Wyck, Robert W. 2-146 247-1 05.31 3-25
Brentwood, TN
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Vaught, Butch, Mayor 2-196 615-1 07.03 3-31
Langston, AL

Wahl, Mike 2-35 50-1 16.04 3-67
Athens, AL

Wahl, Xerxes 2-34 47-1 02.01 3-8
Athens, AL 47-2 07.03 3-31

Ward, Jerry 2-194 605-1 23.15 3-89
None Given

Ward, Richard 2-50 75-1 07.03 3-31
Chattanooga, TN

Ward, Richard 2-196 618-1 07.03 3-31
Chattanooga, TN

Watson, Charles R. 2-64 91-1 07.02 3-30
Chattanooga, TN

Weir, Marie 2-64 92-1 07.02 3-30
Dayton, TN

Weir, Marie 2-125 224-1 07.03 3-31
Dayton, TN

Weir, Mitchell 2-65 93-1 07.02 3-30
Chattanooga, TN

Weir, Mitchell 2-223 834-1 07.08 3-33
Chattanooga, TN

West, Jason J. 2-33 46-1 01.04 3-2
Aiken, SC

Wheeler, Mark A. 2-125 225-1 07.02 3-30
Hixson, TN 225-2 01.01 3-1

225-3 07.01 3-30
225-4 07.03 3-31

Wheeler, Mark 2-213 719-1 03.01 3-9
Hixson, TN 719-2 23.15 3-89

719-3 07.03 3-31
719-4 05.20 3-22
719-5 07.04 3-31

Wilhoit, Dwight 2-131 234-1 07.08 3-33
None Given

Wilhoit, Dwight 2-223 830-1 07.08 3-33
Chattanooga, TN

Wilholt, Mrs. Susan Cassidy 2-126 226-1 07.07 3-32
Dayton, TN

Wilkey, Jimmie 2-218 813-1 24.27 3-98
None Given 813-2 13.07 3-50

Williams, Charles R. 2-126 227-1 07.02 3-30
Soddy-Daisy, TN 227-1 07.08 3-33
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Williams, Dan 2-51 76-1 07.03 3-31
Huntsville, AL

Williams, Danny L. 2-53 77-1 07.03 3-31
Florence, AL

Wilson, Justin P. 2-93 126-1 14.06 3-53
Nashville, TN 126-2 14.15 3-56

126-3 11.02 3-41
126-4 11.03 3-41

Wilson, Rex 2-213 718-1 07.03 3-31
Chattanooga, TN

Woloszyn, Mike 2-105 141-1 07.04 3-31
None Given 141-2 23.13 3-89

Womacks, Mike 2-129 232-1 13.05 3-49
None Given 232-2 01.02 3-2

232-3 23.22 3-91
232-4 13.06 3-49
232-5 07.06 3-32
232-6 01.01 3-1
232-7 07.07 3-32

Womacks, Mike 2-192 600-1 23.02 3-86
Scottsboro, AL 600-2 01.04 3-2

600-3 14.20 3-58

Womacks, Mike 2-216 806-1 23.25 3-92
None Given 806-2 23.07 3-87

806-3 13.05 3-49
806-4 01.02 3-2
806-5 23.22 3-91
806-6 13.06 3-49
806-7 07.06 3-32
806-8 02.01 3-8
806-9 07.07 3-32

Womacks, Carol 2-115 204-1 07.03 3-31
Scottsboro, AL

Womacks, Carol 2-219 816-1 24.28 3-98
None Given 816-2 23.12 3-88

Wright, Greg 2-223 833-1 07.08 3-33
Chattanooga, TN

Wright, Rhonda D., M.D. 2-15 25-1 15.02 3-60
Montgomery, AL 25-2 17.02 3-68

25-3 16.05 3-67
25-4 01.09 3-5

Zaage, Herman & Sylvia 2-36 51-1 01.09 3-5
Staten Island, NY 51-2 14.04 3-52

Zigler, Alexis 2-19 32-1 01.09 3-5
Sarasota, FL 32-2 01.04 3-2

32-3 07.05 3-32
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Commentor Information Number Number
Document Page

Chapter 2 

Action for a Clean Environment, Adele Kushner, Alto, GA 239 2-138

Akzo Nobel, Steven Howell, Plant Manager, Scottsboro, AL 238 2-138

Alliance for Nuclear Accountability, Susan Gordon, Director, Seattle, WA, and 137, 239 2-101
Washington, DC 2-138

Carolina Peace Resource Center, Harry Rogers, Columbia, SC 239 2-138

Cataract, Inc., Ronald L. Forster, Ringold, Regional Manager, GA 59, 214 2-41
2-120

Citizen Alert, Rick Nielsen, Las Vegas, NV 239 2-138

Citizens Protecting Ohio, Harvey Wasserman, Bexley, OH 239 2-138

City of Gurley, Alabama, Mayor Peaches Thompson 74 2-50

City of Scottsboro, Alabama, Mayor Louis Price 70 2-47

Cleveland Peace Action, Marjie Edguer, Cleveland, OH 239 2-138

Cumberland Countians for Justice & Peace, Donald Clark, Chair, Pleasant Hill, TN 239, 248 2-138
2-147

Economic Development Partnership of Aiken and Edgefield Counties of South Carolina, 45 2-31
Gary Stooksbury, Director, Aiken, SC

Electric Utility Board, Ronnie Boles, Chairman, Huntsville, AL 240 2-140

Engineering Association, Inc., Randall L. Hartwig, Valley-Wide Officer-Treasurer, Decatur, AL 63 2-43

Foundation for Global Sustainability, Michelle Neal-Conlon, Knoxville, TN 239 2-138

Government Accountability Project, Tom Carpenter, Seattle, WA 239 2-138

Grandmothers & Mothers Alliance for the Future, Susan Lee Solar, Austin, TX 239 2-138

Hanford Education Action League, Lynne Stembridge, Spokane, WA 239 2-138

International Association of Bridge Structural, Ornamental, and Reinforcing Iron Workers, 75 2-50
Richard Ward, General Organizer

International Association of Heat and Frost Insulators and Asbestos Workers, Bill Mahoney, 147 2-163
Union Representative

International Association of Machinists and Aerospace Workers, Bill Metchnik, Union 66 2-45
Representative, Paint Rock, AL

International Brotherhood of Boilermakers, Iron Ship Builders, Blacksmiths, Clyde Caldwell, 147 2-163
Jr., Union Representative

International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, Local 175, Mark A. Wheeler, Vice President, 225 2-125
Hixson, TN

International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, Local 721, Larry Hancock, Recording 233 2-130
Secretary, Chattanooga, TN
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International Brotherhood of Painters and Allied Trades, Mitchell Weir, Union Representative 147 2-163

International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Michael A. Kendrick, Union Representative 147 2-163

International Union of Operating Engineers, AFL-CIO, Steve Stutts, International 73 2-49
Representative, Jackson, MS

International Union of Operating Engineers, Local 320, Danny L. Williams, Business Manager, 77 2-53
Florence, AL

Iron Workers Local Union No. 704, Melvin Brewer, Business Manager, and Robert E. 56, 81, 140 2-38
Eigelsbach, Assistant Business Manager, Chattanooga, TN 2-55

2-104

Jackson County Economic Development Authority, David Thornhill, Executive Director, 78 2-53
Scottsboro, AL

Laborer's International Union of North America, Stephen E. Farmer, Union Representative 147 2-163

Los Alamos Study Group, Greg Mello, Santa Fe, NM 239 2-138

Mid-South Peace & Justice Center, Bill Akin, Memphis, TN 239 2-138

North Alabama Industrial Development Association (NAIDA), Michael D. Roberts, Executive 71 2-48
Director, Decatur, AL

North Alabama Mayors Association, Dan Williams, President, Huntsville, AL 76 2-51

Nuclear Information and Resource Service, Michael Mariotte 239 2-138

Oak Ridge Environmental Peace Alliance, Ralph Hutchison, Oak Ridge, TN 94, 239, 250 2-65
2-138
2-148

Office of Justice, Peace & Integrity of Creation, Roman Catholic Diocese of Knoxville, 239 2-138
Marcus Keyes, Knoxville, TN

Oregon Department of Consumer and Business Services, Nuclear Safety Division, Oregon 146 2-109
Office of Energy, Mary Lou Blazek, Administrator, Salem, OR

Peace Action, Bruce Hall 239 2-138

Peace Action Central New York, Diane Swords, Syracuse, NY 239 2-138

Peace-Justice Human Rights Committee of Alabama New South Coalition, Judith Cumbee, 136, 207 2-99
Chair, Lanett, AL 2-116

Peace Resource Center of San Diego, Carol Jahnkow, San Diego, CA 239 2-138

Physicians for Social Responsibility/NYC, Bre Nicole Reiber, Executive Asst., New York, NY 102 2-74

Physicians for Social Responsibility/Santa Barbara, Earl Budin, M.D., Co-Chairman, 110 2-78
Santa Barbara, CA

Pleasant Hill, Tennessee, Mayor Donald B. Clark 248 2-147

Plumbers and Steamfitters Local Union No. 498, Don Nelms, Business Manager, Gadsden, AL 67, 243 2-45
2-144

Prarie Island Coalition, Bruce & Maggie Drew, Lake Elmo, MN 239 2-138
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Proposition One Committee, Ellen Thomas, Washington, DC 239 2-138

Public Citizen's Critical Mass Energy Project, Jim Riccio 239 2-138

Savannah River Regional Diversification Initiative, Thomas J. Stone, Chairman, Aiken, SC 95 2-70

Scottsboro Electric Power Board, James B. Sandlin, Manager, Scottsboro, AL 244 2-144

Scottsboro-Jackson County Chamber of Commerce, David L. Nicholas, President, Scottsboro, 68 2-46
AL

Sheet Metal Workers' International Association, Local Union 48, H. Carl Fowler, Jr., Assistant 242 2-143
Business Agent, Birmingham, AL

Shundahai Network, Reinard Knutsen, Las Vegas, NV 239 2-138

Sisters of Loretto, Betty Obal 239 2-138

Southwest Research & Information Center, Don Hancock, Albuquerque, NM 239 2-138

State of Tennessee, Justin P. Wilson, Deputy Governor for Policy, Nashville, TN 126 2-93

State Senator Lowell Barron, Fyffe, AL 611 2-195

Stone & Webster, Inc., William Griffith, Vice President, Boston, MA 85 2-57

Tennessee Carpenters Regional Council, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of 60 2-41
America, Local 74, Roger Graham, Nashville, TN

Tennessee Department of Environment and Conservation, Division of Radiological Health, 128 2-95
Joelle Key, Health Physicist, Nashville, TN

Tennessee Department of Environment and Conservation, DOE Oversight Division, 127 2-95
Earl C. Leming, Director, Oak Ridge, TN

Tennessee Department of Environment and Conservation, Water Supply, Robert L. Foster, Jr., 129 2-96
Deputy Director, Nashville, TN

Tennessee Historical Commission, Department of Environmental Conservation, State Historic 145 2-108
Preservation Office, Herbert L. Harper, Executive Director and Deputy State Historic
Preservation Officer, Nashville, TN

Tennessee Valley Energy Reform Coalition (TVERC), Stephen A. Smith, Executive Director 249 2-148

Town of Dutton, Alabama, Mayor Philip Anderson 55 2-38

Town of Hollywood, Alabama, Mayor Elizabeth Haas 62 2-42

Town of Woodville, Alabama, Mayor Glenda H. Hodges 64, 133 2-44

Tri-Valley CAREs (Citizens Against a Radioactive Environment), Marylia Kelley, Livermore, 239 2-138
CA

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 4, Heinz J. Mueller, Chief, Office of 143 2-106
Environmental Assessment, Washington, DC

U.S. Congressman Robert Aderholt, Washington, DC 54 2-37

U.S. Congressman Bud Cramer, Washington, DC 57 2-39
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Chapter 2 

1-38

U.S. Department of the Interior, Office of the Secretary, Office of Environmental Policy and 142 2-105
Compliance, James H. Lee, Regional Environmental Officer, Atlanta, GA

U.S. Public Health Service, Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), Department of 101 2-73
Health and Human Services, Kenneth W. Holt, Atlanta, GA

U.S. Senator Jeff Sessions, Washington, DC 608 2-194

United Church of Christ, Peace and Justice Task Force, Bob Kinsey 239 2-138

Vine and Fig Tree, Jim Allen, Montgomery, AL 239 2-138

We the People, Inc. of Tennessee, Ann Harris, Executive Director, Ten Mile, TN 241 2-142

Western States Legal Foundation, Jacqueline Cabasso, Executive Director, Oakland, CA 239 2-138

Wild Alabama, Leigh Hayne, Wildlaw, Attorney for Wild Alabama, Montgomery, AL 116 2-81

Women's Action for New Directions, Susan Shaer 239 2-138

Women's International League for Peace and Freedom, Madeline Duckles, Chair, 132 2-97
Philadelphia, PA

Table 1–7  Comments Sorted by Comment Summary-Response Code

Comment
Summary- Chapter 3

Response Code Page No. Comment Number

Category 01: Policy Issues

01.01 3-1 2-4, 5-2, 7-2, 19-1, 30-2, 110-2, 112-1, 124-2, 136-11, 137-2, 207-2, 212-3, 217-1, 223-2,
225-2, 232-6, 248-1, 250-6, 603-2, 702-9,720-1, 800-6, 825-1

01.02 3-2 90-2, 232-2, 700-20, 702-7, 713-3, 806-4

01.03 3-2 3-1, 97-1, 110-4

01.04 3-2 32-2, 45-1, 46-1, 48-2, 53-1, 84-7, 89-2, 90-3, 94-6, 99-4, 100-3, 102-2, 109-4, 110-1,
115-3, 119-1, 132-3, 136-6, 137-6, 212-4, 217-2, 235-3, 239-5, 249-2, 250-4, 501-14,
503-1, 600-2, 604-2, 700-15, 702-11, 707-5, 712-7, 713-4, 800-5, 803-6, 805-1, 829-3

01.05 3-4 702-8

01.06 3-4 94-7, 811-1

01.07 3-4 94-24, 803-2

01.08 3-5 4-7

01.09 3-5 2-1, 4-8, 6-3, 7-1, 9-1, 13-5, 14-1, 20-1, 25-4, 32-1, 41-1, 44-11, 51-1, 52-1, 95-1, 99-1,
100-4, 102-1, 110-5, 113-1, 117-1, 120-2, 124-1, 132-5, 135-1, 136-7, 206-1, 208-3,
218-1, 235-2, 239-2, 245-1, 250-3, 501-15, 504-1, 505-1, 700-16, 707-6, 817-2, 824-1,
828-1, 829-2

01.10 3-6 84-5, 94-27, 136-8, 223-3, 248-5, 501-16, 603-3, 702-17, 712-4
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Comment
Summary- Chapter 3

Response Code Page No. Comment Number

1-39

01.11 3-6 102-5

01.12 3-6 212-2, 235-4, 704-6, 829-4

01.13 3-7 212-5, 807-1

01.14 3-7 240-2, 241-1, 253-1, 811-4

01.15 3-8 249-3, 802-5, 803-7, 811-8

Category 02: Purpose and Need for Tritium

02.01 3-8 2-2, 5-1, 6-1, 9-2, 13-3, 20-2, 21-1, 47-1, 48-1, 53-2, 94-5, 108-3, 109-2, 111-1, 112-4,
119-2, 122-1, 125-1, 137-4, 208-2, 235-1, 239-3, 248-3, 249-1, 507-1, 700-13, 803-11,
806-8, 817-3, 825-3, 829-1

02.02 3-8 84-6, 94-2, 99-2, 100-2, 110-3, 115-4, 116-9, 132-4, 136-9, 137-5, 250-2, 604-1, 700-11,
704-8, 707-3, 712-5

Category 03: Tritium Requirements

03.01 3-9 700-12, 704-4, 719-1

03.02 3-9 500-2, 502-2

03.03 3-10 44-7, 45-7, 86-13, 116-10, 501-9, 503-11, 504-4, 700-6, 703-3

03.04 3-10 808-3

Category 04: Other Production Options

04.01 3-11 1-1, 6-2, 16-1, 18-1, 43-1, 45-4, 90-6, 135-2, 139-2, 501-1, 503-7, 701-1, 713-7

04.02 3-11 14-3, 504-3

04.03 3-12 4-9, 44-2, 501-4

04.04 3-12 127-2, 623-1, 707-16

04.05 3-12 89-3

Category 05: NEPA Process

05.01 3-13 4-5, 44-1

05.02 3-13 4-6, 501-5, 700-14

05.03 3-13 41-7

05.04 3-14 44-3, 501-2, 702-3

05.05 3-14 94-11, 503-10, 702-14, 803-9

05.06 3-15 143-2

05.07 3-15 45-5, 503-8

05.08 3-15 94-9

05.09 3-16 94-10, 835-2
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Response Code Page No. Comment Number

1-40

05.10 3-16 4-4, 116-4, 128-1, 143-3, 702-6, 704-9, 802-3

05.11 3-17 116-2

05.12 3-18 116-6

05.13 3-19 116-15

05.14 3-19 116-16

05.15 3-20 116-18

05.16 3-20 116-24, 137-3

05.17 3-21 703-9

05.18 3-21 704-1

05.19 3-21 704-2

05.20 3-22 713-1, 719-4

05.21 3-22 2-5, 222-2, 817-1

05.22 3-22 4-1

05.23 3-22 702-1

05.24 3-22 707-9

05.25 3-23 86-4

05.26 3-23 116-23, 231-2, 812-1

05.27 3-24 58-3, 506-2, 610-2, 802-1, 804-1

05.28 3-24 86-5

05.29 3-25 44-4, 501-6, 808-1, 809-3

05.30 3-25 702-2

05.31 3-25 202-2, 207-1, 212-1, 247-1, 800-4, 802-4, 803-5, 809-2, 835-1

05.32 3-26 808-2

05.33 3-26 208-4

Category 06: Reasonable Alternatives Selection

06.01 3-27 116-1

06.02 3-27 116-8

06.03 3-28 26-1, 44-6, 94-4, 242-1, 501-7, 502-1, 506-1, 700-1, 706-1, 801-1, 815-2, 832-1

06.04 3-29 700-19, 704-11

06.05 3-29 58-6, 90-5, 610-3, 700-8, 707-1, 713-6

06.06 3-29 44-5, 700-9
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Summary- Chapter 3

Response Code Page No. Comment Number

1-41

06.07 3-30 94-15

Category 07: General Support/Opposition

07.01 3-30 8-1, 59-1, 73-1, 81-1, 88-1, 90-4, 225-3, 233-3, 242-2, 604-3, 624-1, 628-2, 713-5, 832-2

07.02 3-30 23-3, 28-1, 91-1, 92-1, 93-1, 109-1, 120-1, 121-1, 123-1, 130-1, 202-1, 222-1, 225-1,
227-1, 239-1, 248-2, 250-1, 704-15

07.03 3-31 10-1, 12-1, 15-1, 17-1, 23-1, 24-1, 26-3, 33-1, 34-1, 35-1, 38-1, 42-1, 44-7, 47-2, 54-1,
55-1, 56-1, 57-1, 58-1, 60-1, 61-1, 62-1, 63-1, 64-1, 65-1, 66-1, 67-1, 68-1, 69-1, 70-1,
71-1, 72-1, 74-1, 75-1, 76-1, 77-1, 78-1, 79-1, 82-1, 83-1, 85-1, 87-1, 96-1, 104-1, 107-1,
118-1, 131-1, 133-1, 134-1, 136-12, 140-1, 144-1, 147-1, 203-1, 204-1, 205-1, 209-1,
210-1, 211-2, 215-1, 224-1, 225-4, 228-1, 231-1, 254-1, 604-4, 607-1, 608-1, 609-1,
610-1, 611-1, 612-1, 613-1, 614-1, 615-1, 616-1, 617-1, 618-1, 619-1, 620-1, 621-1,
622-2, 625-1, 626-1, 627-5, 628-3, 629-1, 708-1, 709-1, 710-2, 714-1, 715-1, 716-1,
718-1, 719-3, 803-10, 821-1, 827-1, 831-1

07.04 3-31 141-1, 245-3, 610-6, 622-1, 627-1, 628-1, 710-1, 711-1, 717-1, 719-5, 828-3, 835-5

07.05 3-32 32-3, 102-3

07.06 3-32 11-1, 12-3, 98-2, 232-5, 704-14, 806-7

07.07 3-32 201-1, 226-1, 229-1, 230-1, 232-7, 233-1, 235-5, 246-1, 251-1, 252-1, 255-1, 806-9,
829-5

07.08 3-33 214-1, 216-1, 219-1, 220-1, 221-1, 227-2, 233-2, 234-1, 236-1, 237-1, 238-1, 240-1,
242-3, 243-1, 244-1, 249-4, 814-2, 820-1, 822-1, 823-1, 824-2, 826-1, 830-1, 832-3,
833-1, 834-1

Category 08: DOE Past Practices

08.01 3-33 18-2

08.02 3-34 36-1, 41-4, 58-2, 103-3, 132-2, 136-3, 137-1, 211-3, 217-3, 252-3, 507-2, 707-7, 720-2,
800-9, 803-3

08.03 3-35 213-1, 818-1

08.04 3-35 248-6, 819-1

Category 09: TVA Past Practices

09.01 3-35 26-2, 58-5

09.02 3-35 41-5

09.03 3-36 41-6, 815-3

09.04 3-36 49-2

09.05 3-37 86-7

09.06 3-37 86-11, 703-13

09.07 3-38 94-8

09.08 3-38 94-17, 500-1
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Response Code Page No. Comment Number

1-42

09.09 3-38 503-5

09.10 3-39 241-4, 811-7

Category 10: Land, Aesthetics, Noise, Soils, General Environment

10.01 3-39 12-4

10.02 3-39 116-20

10.03 3-40 29-1, 37-1, 84-1, 98-1, 139-1, 212-7, 712-1

10.04 3-40 103-1, 211-1, 248-7

Category 11: Air, Water Resources

11.01 3-40 86-9, 703-1

11.02 3-41 126-3

11.03 3-41 126-4, 129-1

11.04 3-41 703-2

11.05 3-42 143-4

11.06 3-42 146 - 12

11.07 3-42 116-21

11.08 3-43 22-2

11.09 3-43 606-1

11.10 3-43 116-17

11.11 3-43 602-1

11.12 3-44 602-2

11.13 3-44 701-2

Category 12: Ecological Resources

12.01 3-45 707-10

12.02 3-45 627-2

12.03 3-45 116-11

12.04 3-45 116-13

12.05 3-46 116 - 19

12.06 3-46 146 - 6

Category 13: Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice

13.01 3-47 106-2, 200-1

13.02 3-47 116-12
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Summary- Chapter 3

Response Code Page No. Comment Number

1-43

13.03 3-47 116-22

13.04 3-48 146-7

13.05 3-49 232-1, 625-2, 627-3, 707-15, 806-3

13.06 3-49 232-4, 806-6

13.07 3-50 813-2

13.08 3-50 94-21, 137-10, 702-15

Category 14: Occupational & Public Health & Safety - Normal Conditions

14.01 3-51 146-13

14.02 3-51 703-10

14.03 3-52 703 -8

14.04 3-52 11-2, 12-2, 13-1, 17-2, 30-1, 33-2, 39-1, 48-3, 51-2, 52-2, 53-4, 80-1, 84-2, 99-5, 100-1,
105-1, 106-1, 108-1, 109-3, 112-3, 113-2, 115-2, 116-26, 122-2, 132-1, 136-10, 138-2,
208-1, 212-6, 213-2, 241-2, 610-5, 712-2, 811-5, 815-4, 818-2 

14.05 3-53 94-25, 702-10, 825-2

14.06 3-53 101-1, 126-1, 142-1, 145-1

14.07 3-54 22-1

14.08 3-54 31-1

14.09 3-54 41-9

14.10 3-55 41-12

14.11 3-55 86-2

14.12 3-56 86-8

14.13 3-56 94-19

14.14 3-56 116-14

14.15 3-56 126-2, 127-1

14.16 3-57 128-2

14.17 3-57 143-8

14.18 3-58 146-3

14.19 3-58 146-21

14.20 3-58 600-3

14.21 3-58 601-1

14.22 3-59 627-4

14.23 3-59 704-3
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Response Code Page No. Comment Number

1-44

14.24 3-59 707-17

14.25 3-59 241-3, 811-6

Category 15: Occupational & Public Health & Safety--Accident Conditions

15.01 3-60 86-12, 623-3, 703-12

15.02 3-60 25-1

15.03 3-61 13-2, 80-3, 138-1, 252-2

15.04 3-61 41-3

15.05 3-62 41-8

15.06 3-62 41-13

15.07 3-63 45-6, 503-9

15.08 3-64 116-25

15.09 3-64 146-10

15.10 3-65 146-11

15.11 3-65 146-14

Category 16: Waste Management

16.01 3-66 116-27, 800-3

16.02 3-66 116-3

16.03 3-66 136-2

16.04 3-67 50-1, 84-3, 712-3

16.05 3-67 25-3

Category 17: Spent Nuclear Fuel Management

17.01 3-67 94-12

17.02 3-68 25-2

17.03 3-68 58-4, 610-4

17.04 3-68 94-18

17.05 3-69 94-22

17.06 3-69 94-23

17.07 3-69 94-26

17.08 3-70 127-4

17.09 3-70 137-9

17.10 3-70 146-1
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1-45

17.11 3-71 146-2

17.12 3-71 146-16

17.13 3-71 146-18

17.14 3-72 146-19

17.15 3-72 102-4

17.16 3-72 700-5

17.17 3-72 700-7

Category 18: Transportation

18.01 3-73 23-2

18.02 3-73 86-3

18.03 3-73 94-16

18.04 3-74 136-4

18.05 3-74 703-4

18.06 3-74 703-5

18.07 3-74 707-2

18.08 3-75 18-3

18.09 3-75 27-1

18.10 3-76 136-5

18.11 3-76 18-4

18.12 3-76 146-20

Category 19: Design and Fabrication of TPBARS

19.01 3-76 146-9

19.02 3-77 4-2

19.03 3-77 4-3

19.04 3-78 44-8, 501-10

19.05 3-78 44-9, 501-11

19.06 3-78 86-6, 703-7

19.07 3-79 94-13

19.08 3-79 94-14

19.09 3-79 137-8

19.10 3-80 143-5
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1-46

19.11 3-80 143-9

19.12 3-80 704-5

19.13 3-81 127-5

19.14 3-81 811-2

Category 20: Decontamination and Decommissioning

20.01 3-81 86-1, 707-14

20.02 3-81 702-16

20.03 3-82 707-18

20.04 3-82 41-11, 707-12

Category 21: Reactor Licensing Issues

21.01 3-82 705-1

21.02 3-83 41-10, 49-1

21.03 3-83 94-3, 702-12

21.04 3-83 704-13

21.05 3-83 14-2, 504-2

21.06 3-84 45-2, 503-2

21.07 3-84 812-2

21.08 3-84 810-1

Category 22: Safeguards and Security

22.01 3-84 6-4, 13-4, 41-2, 80-2, 94-20, 116-7, 136-1, 702-13

Category 23: Cost Issues

23.01 3-86 704-12

23.02 3-86 503-3, 600-1, 800-2

23.03 3-86 623-2

23.04 3-87 700-4

23.05 3-87 700-10, 803-8

23.06 3-87 700-17

23.07 3-87 700-18, 806-2

23.08 3-88 706-2

23.09 3-88 706-3

23.10 3-88 703-11, 704-16, 706-4
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1-47

23.11 3-88 707-11

23.12 3-88 816-2

23.13 3-89 2-3, 3-2, 7-3, 40-1, 53-3, 84-4, 99-3, 103-4, 108-2, 112-2, 115-1, 119-3, 125-2, 137-7,
141-2, 208-5, 212-8, 223-1, 239-4, 248-4, 250-5, 621-2, 707-8, 712-6, 828-2

23.14 3-89 86-10, 501-3

23.15 3-89 4-10, 44-10, 45-8, 90-1, 114-1, 501-12, 605-1, 702-5, 713-2, 719-2

23.16 3-89 127-3, 143-1, 245-2, 501-13, 504-5, 700-3, 702-4

23.17 3-90 45-3, 503-4

23.18 3-90 503-12

23.19 3-90 506-3

23.20 3-91 503-6

23.21 3-91 506-4

23.22 3-91 232-3, 700-2, 806-5

23.23 3-91 230-2, 802-2, 809-1

23.24 3-92 803-1

23.25 3-92 806-1

23.26 3-92 810-2

23.27 3-92 810-3

Category 24: Miscellaneous

24.01 3-92 501-8

24.02 3-93 707-13

24.03 3-93 707-4

24.04 3-93 143-7

24.05 3-93 500-3

24.06 3-94 603-1, 629-2, 704-7

24.07 3-94 103-2

24.08 3-94 110-6

24.09 3-95 620-2

24.10 3-95 706-5

24.11 3-95 714-2

24.12 3-95 89-1, 94-1, 146-4

24.13 3-95 146-23, 703-6
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1-48

24.14 3-96 116-5

24.15 3-96 143-6

24.16 3-96 146-5

24.17 3-96 146-8

24.18 3-97 146-22

24.19 3-97 800-8

24.20 3-97 146-15

24.21 3-97 800-7

24.22 3-97 704-10

24.23 3-97 146-17

24.24 3-98 800-1

24.25 3-98 811-3

24.26 3-98 814-1

24.27 3-98 813-1, 815-1

24.28 3-98 816-1

24.29 3-98 835-3

24.30 3-99 835-4

24.31 3-99 803-4, 808-4


