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Comment No. 1 Issue Code: 16
The proposed action and alternatives analyzed in the Y-12 SWEIS
address the continued operation of the assigned nuclear weapons
stockpile management requirement of Y-12. Thereis no proposal to
expand capabilitiesor toincrease nuclear weaponsproductionat Y-12.
In accordance with Section 91 of the Atomic Energy Act, DOE carries
out its mission (i.e., atomic weapons activities) consistent with the
consent of and direction from the President and Congress. This
consent and direction are contained in the Nuclear Weapons Stockpile
Memorandum, which is updated annually. Theissue of whether DOE
should produce nuclear weapons is beyond the scope of the Y-12
SWEIS.

Dismantlement of nuclear weapons (see Section 2.2.1) is an ongoing
activity at Y-12 and would not change under any of the alternatives
analyzed in the Y-12 SWEIS.

Comment No. 2 Issue Code: 13
DOE iscommitted to compliancewith Executive Order 12898, Federal
actionsto address Environmental Justicein Minority Populationsand
Low-Income Populations. The environmenta justice analysis was
prepared in accordance with the CEQ’s guidelines of environmental
justiceunder NEPA. TheY-12 SWEIS addressestheissue of whether
implementation of the proposed action or alternatives would result in
disproportionately high and adverse environmental effectson minority
or low-income populations. The CEQ’ sguidance further statesthat an
environmental effect must be significant to qualify as
disproportionately high and adverse, wheresignificant isdefined by the
CEQ’ simplementation recommendations (see 40 CFR Part 1508.27).
AsdiscussedinVolumel, Chapter 5, Section 5.12 of the Y-12 SWEIS,
implementation of the alternatives for the continuation of the Y-12's
weapons support mission, and the construction and operation of new
facilitiesfor the HEU Storage and Special Materialsmissionsat Y-12
would pose no significant radiological or nonradiological health risks
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Comment No. 2 (cont.) Issue Code: 13
to the public. The conservatively estimated dose to the MEI for
Alternative 4 would be approximately 4.5 mrem/year, which is below
the NESHAP standard of 10 mrem/year. The risks would not be
significant regardless of the racial, ethnic, and economic composition
of potentially affected populations. (Seealsotheresponseto Comment
No. 20 regarding the Scarboro Community on page 212.)

Comment No. 3 Issue Code: 03
The Y-12 SWEIS has been prepared in accordance with CEQ’s
regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508) and DOE’s NEPA regulations
(10 CFR Part 1021) and procedures. The potential socioeconomic
impactsidentified for thealternativesareincludedinthe Y-12 SWEIS.
DOE believesthat it has adequately addressed socioeconomic impacts
that could result from implementing the various alternatives. Volume
I, Chapter 5, Section 5.3 of the Y-12 SWEI'S addresses socioeconomic
impacts from the proposed action and alternatives.
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