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Comment No. 1 Issue Code: 16
Since the end of the Cold War, the United States has significantly
reduced the size of its nuclear weapons stockpile, and DOE has
dismantled more than 15,000 nuclear weapons. At the present time,
the United States is further downsizing its deployed nuclear weapons
stockpile consistent with the terms of START | and START II.
Although Russiasuspendeditsnucl ear weaponsdismantlement actions
on January 20, 2001, DOE has continued its weapons dismantlement
activities. While future arms control reductions may change
requirements for maintaining the weapons stockpile, DOE is
responsible for meeting the current requirements set forth by the
President and Congress. The proposed action, which includes
continuing weapons dismantlement activities at Y-12, fully supports
the goals of Article VI of the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty, in
which signatory nations agree to work toward total dismantlement.
The need for nuclear weapons and alternative uses of the Nation’s
funds are beyond the scope of the Y-12 SWEIS.

Comment No. 2 Issue Code: 05
DOE believes that it has adequately addressed impacts to the
environment that could result from implementing the proposed action
and alternativesinthe Y-12 SWEIS. Volumel, Chapter 4 of the Y-12
SWEI S describesthe current affected environment which includesthe
effects of past operations and environmental contamination. The
effects dueto past releases are reflected in the No Action - Status Quo
Alternative. Over the past several years, DOE has had a very
aggressive clean-up program and has worked with EPA, the states,
stakeholders, and the general public to clean up the ORR to acceptable
levels. To date, DOE has completed numerous clean-up activities and
is aggressively working toward the cleanup of its remaining
environmental problems. Actions taken to continue Y-12 operations
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Comment No. 2 (cont.) I ssue Code: 05
would not be inconsistent with nor impact these ongoing clean-up
activities.

The release of mercury from the Y-12 Site storm sewers has been a
problem during heavy rainfall events. However, corrective actions,
such as storm sewer cleaning and relining and mercury source
removals, conducted since 1985 have greatly reduced releases of
mercury from former mercury-use facilities. The Y-12 National
Security Complex has an Integrated Mercury Strategy Program to
achieve compliancewith regul ations and guidance addressing mercury
contamination in EFPC. A description of mercury releasesat Y-12 is
provided in Appendix D, Section D.3.7.1. Effects of mercury in the
environment at Y-12 are also described and reported in the ORR
Annual Site Environmental Report. The discussion of mercury
contamination in the environment at Y-12 is contained in Chapter 4,
Section 4.5, Hydrology, and Section 4.7, Air Quality of the SWEIS.

Comment No. 3 Issue Code: 14
DOE believesthat it has adequately addressed impactsto public health
and safety that could result from implementing the proposed action and
aternatives. Volume I, Chapter 5, Section 5.12 of the Y-12 SWEIS
addressesimpactsto public health and safety from the proposed action
and alternatives, and Volume |1, Appendices D and E provide further
detailed analyses related to human health effects from normal
operations/facility accidentsand air quality, respectively. Appendix A
discusses the actions taken at specific facilities at Y-12 in response to
fireand worker safety at Y-12. (Also seeresponse to Comment No 26
on fire and safety issues on page 217).
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