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Comment No. 1   Issue Code: 05
The historic contamination at Y-12 is discussed in Sections 4.5.1, 4.5.2
and 4.5.3, which detail the surface and groundwater.  The effects due
to past releases including mercury are reflected in the No Action -
Status Quo Alternative and are also detailed in the ORR Annual Site
Environmental Report.  DOE believes that it has adequately analyzed
environmental impacts that could result from implementing the
proposed actions and alternatives.  Volume I, Chapter 4 of the Y-12
SWEIS describes the affected environment for the proposed action and
alternatives in the Y-12 SWEIS.

The EM Program staff at Y-12 is currently conducting the Reduction
of Mercury in Plant Effluents Project at Y-12. Two specific actions,
Mercury in Soils and Bank Stabilization are components of the project.
Section 3.2.2.3 of the SWEIS identifies the ongoing EM restoration
activities under No Action - Planning Basis Operations and the other
alternatives. The Reduction in Mercury in Plant Effluents Project
achieved a record low concentration in August 1999 for average
mercury concentrations at Station 17.

Comment No. 2         Issue Code: 14
DOE is committed to worker safety.  Y-12 operations are conducted in
accordance with applicable health and safety practices.  The existing
Y-12 facilities are safe and comply with appropriate safety and
environmental requirements.  A description of the safety features of the
proposed facilities can be found in Sections 3.2.3.2 and 3.2.4.2. One of
the major design goals for the proposed facilities is to achieve a
reduced risk to workers and the public relative to the existing storage
and production facilities. The design of the proposed HEU Materials
Facility and the Special Materials Complex would meet Y-12 Conduct
of Operations and Integrated Safety Management requirements.  The
processing area within the HEU Materials Facility and all the
production areas within the Special Materials Complex facilities would
be equipped with gloveboxes, inert atmosphere, negative air pressure,
and other engineered controls supported by administrative controls to
protect workers from exposure to radiological and hazardous materials.
As explained in Section 3.2.4.2, there are no radiological materials
handled within the proposed Special Materials Complex facilities.
Appendix A discusses actions taken at specific facilities at Y-12 in
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Comment No. 2 (cont.)         Issue Code: 14
response to fire and worker safety issues.  (See also response to
Comment No. 26 on fire mitigation and worker safety on page 217.) 

Comment No. 3         Issue Code: 16
The purpose of the NEPA process is to ensure that accurate
environmental studies are performed; that they are done with public
involvement, and that public officials make decisions based on the
understanding of the environmental consequences.  Macroeconomic
analysis is outside the scope of NEPA analysis.  NEPA requires an
analysis of socioeconomic impacts which is included in the Y-12
SWEIS.  

DOE is responsible for meeting the current requirements set forth by
the President and Congress in the Nuclear Weapons Stockpile
Memorandum, which is updated annually.  The need for nuclear
weapons and alternative uses of the Nation’s funds are beyond the
scope of the Y-12 SWEIS.

Comment No. 4         Issue Code: 13
DOE is committed to compliance with provisions of Executive Order
12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority
Populations and Low-Income Populations.  The environmental justice
analysis was prepared in accordance with CEQ’s guidelines of
environmental justice under NEPA.  The Y-12 SWEIS addresses the
issue of whether implementation of the proposed action or alternatives
would result in disproportionately high and adverse environmental
effects on minority or low-income populations. As discussed in
Volume I, Chapter 5, Sections 5.12 and 5.13 of the Y-12 SWEIS,
implementation of the alternatives for the continuation of Y-12’s
weapons support mission, and the construction and operation of new
facilities for the HEU Storage and Special Materials missions at Y-12
would pose no significant radiological or non-radiological health risks
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.  (See also response to Comment
No. 20 regarding the Scarboro Community on page 212.)

Comment No. 5         Issue Code: 16
Comment noted.


