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Hartman, Gary §

Comment No. 1 Issue Code: 26
TheY-12 SWEISwas prepared in accordance with CEQ’ sregulations
(40 CFR Parts1500-1508) and DOE’s NEPA regulations (10 CFR Part

Fron’r: ROBERT G. RANDALL 11 Llrn?ndall@compuserve.mm] . ] o

sont Friday, February C2, 2001 1118 AV 1021) and procedures. Whilethe proposed HEU Materials Facility and

Sublect: comments on draft E1S for V12 the Special Materials Complex have progressed to the conceptual
275 Andy Tostensen Road design level, other facilities at Y-12 considered for modernization are
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Gary Hartman

US Dept of Energy

Oak Ridge Operations Office
P.0. Box 2001

Oak Ridge, TH 37E31

Mr. Hartman:
Thank you for sending me the 2-volume Draft Site-Wide EIS for the Cak

Ridge ¥-12 Plant It has been laborious and scary reading, but attached
are Ty comments.

till in the very early planning phases and are not ripe for decision at
this time. Table 3.3-1 provides a summary of the potential new
facilities. None of potential future modification projects are included
in the No Action - Planning Basis Operations Alternative. Two
modernization projects are included in the action aternatives for the
Y -12HEU StorageMissionand Special MaterialsMission asdiscussed

1. Of major concern i the fimited scope of this EIS, It is incomplete in in Sections 3.2.3, 3.2.4, and 3.2.5. Asnew modernization projects are

that it adaresses only a couple p::éeﬁ snrnﬂ:h tIﬁar?er rrraovethm:wowmasr\ipﬂ .

gﬂé’nﬂ%&?a?ﬁfni[nﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ.s sh.rd:beqaluose?h;"adosﬁnt cnq;ader Ihe 1/26 pl’OpOSBd fOI’ Y-12, %parate N EPA anal y%s W|| I be COﬂdUCted

D o o B e B the Eante Srb aimEy Sections 1.1.3 and 3.3 discuss the Y -12 Modernization Program.

not on the table.

??;ﬁﬁ?é%&%";%ﬁ“_ﬁ o o 8 e SIAEIS a0 gnores some of te shart Comment No. 2 Issue Code: 16

erm impacts. There is, for example, no effort to address the moral . . .

SS;'n_“’r"na”%"a'E“I'ﬁi-.'dﬁﬁlﬁE_ﬁ:{gﬁﬂﬂé’&m\%ﬂﬁ?ﬁd‘z&ﬂﬁe The Y-12 SWEIS assesses the potential environmental impacts

e Enoocts of bt CSEIIcHE S pracistl whal an E15 s & BpLRad b 216 associated with the continued operation of the Y-12 National Security

address. The moral envirenment is extremely important. almest every major . . Ayt

religian and most minar ones draw connections batween maraliy and the Complex and the proposed construction and operation of new facilities

e o bt e s s, Mt a5 Hsrce for th ission and Special Materials Miss

Probably not. but e cannot know because ths all-mportant B5PECt was nat or the HEU Storage Mission an SpGCl ) Materi X sMission at Y-12.

ﬁrnlﬁinﬁé?ﬁiﬁg JE&“%;:S?&:?’ éﬁi&ﬁ”@ué"ﬁeﬁﬁﬁ it real DOE believes that the moral and ethical issues raised are outside the

alternatives her than foregone conclusions?) S””

3- My first impressian from reading through analysis after analysis in this mope Of the Y 12 EI S

document is that the whole E1S is just one large apalogia for choices

.alr;\:m made. For example, hﬁalg;'.l' Effedslare gou[:h-phuohed E;;ﬁ'l ad 3/14

Sepiie sssumptons and ssons Fmas nd ciiatons: Al Comment No. 3 Issue Code: 14

ﬁ‘é’gﬁﬁ”é'f?ﬁ%?&ﬁé?aﬁ ooy néﬂi'ngifﬂi;}"mugi“fi;ﬁignfaﬁy. Potential public health and safety impacts were analyzed for the

are not even conaidered, much less estim. or cacy 5 . . . .

S ——— aternativesincludedinthe Y-12 S\NEI S. DOE bdl _| evesthat theY-12

e e ot ™™ |, SWEI Shas adequately analyzed theimpactsto public health and safety

E?&‘Q',T!L‘;:%"g‘:',“,ffﬁ:irﬁ?ié&%ﬂ';%‘ﬁiseﬁi %}E’f‘?ﬁ"l ”gtwfﬁ{é;';.:’”ﬂ‘i‘d";: that could result from implementing the various alternatives. Volume

maé’:é,fi‘#i.cdn it Commited 1o &%?_S'&'Lcﬁﬁ%:s”!”m;é :ﬂggeefo?mm I, Chapter 5, Section 5.12 of the Y-12 SWEIS addresses impacts to

clean-up and environmental restoration. is is clearly a site-wide . .

concer; why is It ot addressed In the SWEIS? public health and safety from the proposed aternatives. Volume I,
More broadly, though, the full social and economic impacts of the . . .

choices shouti e adcrmssed. Just aa thee fa 2 cap an tha Osic Ridge AppendicesD and E providefurther detailed analysesrel ated to human

1

health effectsfrom normal operations/facility accidentsand air quality,
respectively.
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budget, there are consirainis on the full federal budgel. How does the

Comment No. 4 Issue Code: 16
Comment noted. DOE is responsible for meeting the current

ey 3 1 + 2 X 4/16 i i ;

. el e Sous Setady, and & nosh of OIS RAME NI ot requirements set forth by the President and Congress in the Nuclear
I ihe veny e chcicee wiveh s SWETS fnaly llomes, the Impacto W Stockpile M d hich i dated alv. Th
Itrr;ese die%rences should have been fully explored ra1herlhémignara:l eapons oC pl € emoran um' W Icnis Up ann,u y e
5 abhematcl-basd ok sssssments ol omelrse e need for nuclear weaponsand alternative uses of theNation’ sfundsare
Unreal coniiom. What| mean by this s Smply thatan accders afher beyond the scope of the Y-12 SWEIS.
happens or does nat happen. Thera is no such thing &s .1 fatality: there 5/14
o 8 an scaptabie conseduonce of o an aiemais acton. The
EC\EFE% dous. ﬁt addrehss Eaé_guesﬁon If it did, could DOE opt for any of Comment No. 5 Issue Code: 14
the choices offared in this ! . . . .

Foty | st ot it v bl ool porow Volume I1, Appendices D and E prowd_e detallgo_l analy_sus related to

of opbio i oy this d nt, t i nvironmental

opacts aro not adiressed and ose which are addtessed are done n hum_an health ef_fectsfrom normal operat|ons/f_a0| lity accidentsand air
rw“ﬁi"n‘}r&‘fﬂﬁﬂ?%ﬁ"ni'lidaﬂ?é;q“’ﬁrﬁﬁ?‘i'ﬂilﬁ??ﬁ#ﬁé’?ﬁiﬁlisﬁ%ﬂ? " 6/16 quality, respectively. The accident analyses in the Y-12 SWEIS use
orgivacle weapans fo he destrutton of Gods sroston The standard, accepted methods of taking into account the probability of
management and waorkers of Y-12 and Oak Ridge, the surrounding citizens and . . .. . . ,
natural environment, our entire nation, and ullimately the word itsel, accidents in deriving estimates of impact. The commentor’s
will continue, s we all have been and s karma dictates we must, i reap . X X .
What you e sowing. That s an immuteble environmentalimpact which no suggestion that DOE should assume all acidents will happen is not a
SWEIS can wipe away

Mey God have mency on us all, for nothing else can save us from our
own ewil.

Sincerely,
Robert Fandall

reasonable basis for impact analysis, or technica/NEPA
decisionmaking.
Comment No. 6 Issue Code: 16
Comment noted.
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