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Commentor No. 2118: Maye Thompson

Response to Commentor No. 2118

Deér Secretary Richardson,

. Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor;

T knew there (5 a yreed Jov the medsicad

pedids te pe made by rhe fasf fpLusx

veactvy, but we ﬂbS{)LMTC’(,Lj muast clean

Wp._The (avveAd mess  befoxe. e make

T

f move  padelear wadyte

' Sincerely,

§ : J ‘
E'Name M[U//K ﬂqm[)yﬂwmdgd'ress F3d YE 43 fhe

cty_Poytiand State 072 Z2iP 93218

Please inciude my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
4 Staternent. Also, please respond to my comiments and concerns.

|| 21181 || 2118-2

21181

2118-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of thisNI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activitiesarehigh priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activitiesare conducted in accordancewith the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

2118-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Desctivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2119: Daphne Hyde

Response to Commentor No. 2119

LIBAr DeLIcL.: ,

FI-TEVEIVAT
—

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
1 ,Q,x!\/\-?_ﬁ\'\ﬂﬁﬂ QM qﬂ-?o:ré\wnp [1n
___r_,,—»f"’ﬂ

Poccliwme & pucleor taasle T WA RTES Y
MQ\QUQW — Ao e No\ WO

Aedlxr Aoclon Pale ch'{o_al e s st
ﬂaud«m aﬂtﬁmﬁ-mtw n:/‘r@.eamo‘:‘lr&e

s ot -—reu_ Q_a;)(sf a_c/Yu\Sa.‘(ﬂA Mﬂ
S;{é:rew, = [\]wri.n.r*f il T‘W.

Name L Address 570 . &DX Stgs
L ity sate_ofr  zp _47E° bl -

Please include my comments in the official racord for the Pu-238/EFTF Environmental Impact /
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concemns.,

]| 2191 ]| 21192

2119-1

2119-3

2119-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of thisNI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear
infrastructure aternatives would not divert or reprogram budgeted funds
designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) selected.

FFTF isapproximately 4.5 miles from the ColumbiaRiver. Thereareno
dischargesto theriver from FFTF and no radioactive or hazardous
dischargesto groundwater. Asindicated in analyses presentedin
Chapter 4 of Volume 1 (e.g., Sections4.3.1.1.4,4.3.3.1.4,4.4.3.1.4,
4.5.3.2.4, and 4.6.3.2.4), there would be no discernibleimpactsto
groundwater or surface water quality at Hanford from operation of
Hanford facilities that would support the nuclear infrastructure missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1.

2119-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF, and opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF.

2119-3: Seeresponse 2119-2.

sssuodssy JOQ PUe SILBLIWOD USTH —Z BideyD



8T1¢<¢

Commentor No. 2120: Lyndra Saunders

Response to Commentor No. 2120

j Dear Secretary Richardscn,

Nam )U DERS  Address /3796 S Kh/avs K.

city Lefe. Cru el state _OR zp G703t

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and Concerns.

2120-1:

2120-2:

2120-3:
2120-4:

2120-5:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of thisNI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activitiesarehigh priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activitiesare conducted in accordancewith the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF, and oppositionto Alternative 1, Restart FFTF.

Seeresponseto comment 2120-2.

All air emissionsand wastewater dischargeswould bein accordancewith
applicable permit and regulatory requirements. Thereleasesof air
pollutantsand contaminated liquid areaddressed in Section 4.3 of the
draft NI PEIS. Thereleaseof air pollutantswould resultin
concentrationswell below Federal and stateair standards (Table 4-13).
Therelease of radioactivity and hazardous chemicalsinto the atmosphere
would have anegligible effect on human health (Tables4-17 and 4-19,
respectively). Therewould beno discernibleimpactsto groundwater or
surfacewater quality (Section4.3.1.1.4). All impactson ecologica
resources, including animal sand fish, associated with operation of the
FFTFwould besmall (Section 4.3.1.1.6). Itisconcluded that operation of
the FFTF would have small adverse effects on the environment.

DOE notes the commentor’s concern over safety of the nuclear industry,
althoughthisgenerd issueisbeyond the scope of thisNuclear
Infrastructure PEIS. The health and safety of workersand the publicisa
priority of the nuclear infrastructure program, regardless of which
approachischosen. Operation of thefacilitieswould comply with
applicable Federd, State, and local lawsand regul ationsgoverning
radiological and hazardous chemical releases.
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Commentor No. 2121: Michae R. Maine

Response to Commentor No. 2121

CAl JTUETLATY MG,

lease honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nucdiear Reactor:

o heve SJ\ecAJe_ o-a;_ﬂ ﬂ;.“f{m." Le,ol S—ll-‘c./c_

DO

A]SO L«.«.// \,rou. d/—em*\ql k)l\c«; ﬁﬂd LY IES %

Mades wo Sanse £ “pale Moze.,

2 PN
bincerely, W/ﬂ%“;{
\IameHjZ-‘.;AM;[ [{: §hasiz Address B0t S« Zge T Rles”
ity Foealenad Lo State de/pd e _2gma 3

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concemns,

-azz;/wmw sel Gef o SLE

|| 21211 || 2121-2

2121-1

2121-1:

2121-2:

DOE notes the commentor’s opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF,
and concernsregarding theexisting cleanup mission at Hanford. DOE
notes the commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup mission at
Hanford. Although beyond the scopeof thisNI PEIS, ongoing Hanford
cleanup activitiesarehigh priority to DOE. Hanford Siteenvironmental
restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the Tri-Party
Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
Thisagreement specifiesmilestonesand schedulesfor restoration of all
partsof theHanford Site. DOE isfully committed to honoring this
agreement. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear
infrastructure dternativeswoul d not divert or reprogram budgeted funds
designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) selected.

Asidentified in Section 4.3.1.1.13 of the NI PEIS, therestart of FFTF
would generate about 63 cubic meters of additional radioactivewaste (e.g.,
solid low-leve radioactivewaste) annudly, in addition to nonhazardous
wastes. Thiswould account for about 2,205 cubic metersof additional
radioactive waste to be generated over the 35-year period of nuclear
infrastructure operationsandissmall in comparisonto thewaste

generated by current Hanford activities. It is DOE's policy that all
wastes be managed (i.e., treated, stored and disposal) in asafe and
environmentally protectivemanner andin compliancewith al applicable
Federal and state laws and regulations and applicable DOE orders.

The NI PEIS addressed the environmental impacts due to the treatment,
storage, and disposal of the waste generated by the proposed actions for
all dternativesand alternative options. Waste minimization programsat
each of the proposed sites are also addressed. These programswill be
implemented for the dternative selected inthe Record of Decision.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Desactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2122: Bruce Howard

Response to Commentor No. 2122

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

: M 4 g
HEM GHOE. 117 (0P LR A5
Sincerely, qufzk ‘Ej‘rbﬁ[) ﬂ(_.‘ﬁ‘l}'%l\.‘,

e .
Name 1 Address Z§;u£5 ZB#;( z&-
ity lﬁu‘l gtiﬁ& StateOB,T ZIP ﬂ[@jl

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmentat Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

|| 21221 || 2122-2

2122-3

2122-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of thisNI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activitiesarehigh priority to DOE. Hanford Site

environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordancewith the

Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.

Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

2122-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.

2122-3: The commentor’s positions on nuclear programs and spent nuclear fuel
disposition are noted. DOE policy regarding the risk associated with the
storage of nuclear waste has been developed on the basis of extensive
review and analysisof data, aswell asdevelopment of waste

management technol ogies. The PEI Sis premised on and consistent with
such DOE policy, and confirmssmall additiond risksassociated with

proposed actions.
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Commentor No. 2123: Linda Malan

Response to Commentor No. 2123

Dear Secretary Richardson, 7

Please hOT]O! he Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
st AR 1 TR C-QJJ-A.‘“‘?
O /](\Ftﬁ fAd. v —wrne T
v s’ AMad A Adngersue s AL -
PETRR,  JRhaa e (Y25 Aoilant. |

Ad F-FT" = Aracelan])

name LINDA MHEAN pugress B30 OLYMPIC. AvE
City EDHINDS, state. WA 7o o020

Sincerely,

Piease include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statemeant. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns,

|| 21231 | |2123-2

21231

2123-3

2123-1: DOE notes the commentor’s opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF,
and concernsregarding the existing cleanup mission a Hanford. DOE
notes the commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup mission at
Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site environmental
restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the Tri-Party
Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear
infrastructure aternatives would not divert or reprogram budgeted funds
designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) selected.

Asidentified in Section 4.3.1.1.13 of the NI PEIS, therestart of FFTF
would generate about 63 cubic meters of additional radioactivewaste (e.g.,
solid low-leve radioactive waste) annualy, in addition to nonhazardous
wastes. Thiswould account for about 2,205 cubic meters of additional
radioactive waste to be generated over the 35-year period of nuclear
infrastructure operations and is small in comparison to the waste
generated by current Hanford activities. It is DOE's policy that all
wastes be managed (i.e., treated, stored and disposal) in a safe and
environmentally protective manner and in compliancewith all applicable
Federal and state laws and regulations and applicable DOE orders.

The NI PEIS addressed the environmental impacts due to the treatment
storage, and disposal of the waste generated by the proposed actions for
all dternatives and alternative options. Waste minimization programs at
each of the proposed sites are also addressed. These programswill be
implemented for the alternative selected in the Record of Decision.

2123-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF, and opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF.

2123-3: See response to comment 2123-2.
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Commentor No. 2124: Don Penndll

Response to Commentor No. 2124

“Dear 5 Secretary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreemeant and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactar:

WMWYQM#

W%‘e/

Eres. /

Lotd WitV arhe we.f/%n@m

|| 2124-1 | | 2124-2

2124-1

NEW hese ™
Sincerely,
‘ Name % .WMPEMI/ELL Address 4&27' /VE & TH S’T‘
State ]M‘_ 1P M/

1City &L

: Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmenta! Impact
’ Statement, Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

2124-1:

2124-2:

DOE notesthe commentor’ s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scopeof thisNI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activitiesarehigh priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activitiesare conducted in accordancewith the

Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.

Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear
infrastructure aternatives would not divert or reprogram budgeted funds
designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) selected.

FFTF isapproximately 4.5 milesfrom the ColumbiaRiver. Thereareno
dischargesto theriver from FFTF and no radioactive or hazardous
dischargesto groundwater. Asindicated inanalysespresentedin

Chapter 4 of Volume 1 (e.g., Sections4.3.1.1.4,4.3.3.1.4,4.4.3.1.4,
4.5.3.2.4, and 4.6.3.2.4), there would be no discernibleimpactsto
groundwater or surface water quality at Hanford from operation of
Hanford facilities that would support the nuclear infrastructure missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1.

The Hanford Site has both commercial and DOE waste disposd sites
permitted by the State of Washington. The permit conditions ensure
hazardous wastes are treated, stored, and disposed in asafe manner.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Desactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2125: Nancy Hannah

Response to Commentor No. 2125

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

i i dadfrecdd 21 e Ao Undiatand zole oo
aéuz,'/r\ (7 tompedintie o niepe Yo bt
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ncerely,

FAYD /‘{dhf’l_az\ Address JsZe 2 H/4'Lff /)} g,

State {2/ i&&‘

Name

City §P£ fl"g;

Piease include my comments it the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement, Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

L A L E L VI VENE

|| 21251 | |2125-2

2125-3

2125-1:

2125-2:

2125-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of thisNI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activitiesarehigh priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activitiesare conducted in accordancewith the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Desctivate FFTF.

DOE notes commentor’s opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2126: Jacquinet Weisen

Response to Commentor No. 2126

S A LTIV =T

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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{ Sincerely, < e 1L»(7_ PRI or 1’1‘ ' '
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&S

Name Jace v \l}\!i s ad b J-r’;l\ddress w Jit - ht

City e ii State i 4 ZIP

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statemment. Afso, please respond to my comments and concerns.

1l 2126-1 || 2126-2

” 2126-3
| 2126-1
|| 21264
|| 21261

2126-1: DOE notes the commentor’s opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF,
and concernsregarding the existing cleanup mission at Hanford and the
protection of the Columbia River. DOE notes the commentor’s concerns
regarding the existing cleanup mission at Hanford. Although beyond the
scope of thisNI PEIS, ongoing Hanford cleanup activitiesare high
priority to DOE. Hanford Site environmental restoration activities are
conducted in accordance with the Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington
State Department of Ecology, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, and
the U.S. Department of Energy). This agreement specifies milestones and
schedules for restoration of al parts of the Hanford Site. DOE isfully
committed to honoring this agreement. Asstated in Section N.3.2,
implementation of the nuclear infrastructure aternatives would not divert
or reprogram funds designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the
alternative(s) selected.

FFTF isapproximately 4.5 miles from the ColumbiaRiver. Thereareno
dischargesto theriver from FFTF and no radioactive or hazardous
dischargesto groundwater. Asindicated in analyses presented in
Chapter 4 of Volume1 (eg., Sections4.3.1.1.4,4.3.3.1.4,4.4.3.1.4,
4.5.3.2.4, and 4.6.3.2.4), there would be no discernibleimpactsto
groundwater or surface water quality at Hanford from operation of
Hanford facilities that would support the nuclear infrastructure missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1.

2126-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.

2126-3: FFTF can be safely operated to support the nuclear infrastructure
missionsdescribed in Section 1.2 of Volume 1. Section 4.3 of Volume 1
provides the results of the evaluation of potential health impacts that
would be expected to result from implementation of Alternative 1,
including normal operations and aspectrum of accidentsthat included
severe accidents. The environmental analysis showed that radiol ogical

and nonradiological risks associated with restarting FFTF would be small.

2126-4: DOE notesthecommentor’sconcern regarding high-level radioactive
waste generation. The NI PEIS addressed the environmental impacts due
to the treatment, storage, and disposal of the waste generated by the
proposed action for all adternatives and alternative options. Waste

minimization programs at each of the proposed sites are also addressed.
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Commentor No. 2126: Jacquinet Weisen (Cont’ d)

Response to Commentor No. 2126

These programswill beimplemented for the dternative selected in the
Record of Decision. The waste generated from any of the proposed
aternativesinthe NI PEISwill be managed (i.e., treated, stored and
disposed) in asafe and environmental ly protective manner andin
compliance with al applicable Federa and state laws and regulations and
applicable DOE orders.
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Commentor No. 2127: Kathy Lobry

Response to Commentor No. 2127

S LT e e e

LSO oSS I LU
Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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. Name ﬁ"fk-«, Lobry
; 724
. Clty M(_amc STAEL

ot oo h aia 1

“pddress §5/5 AE. YLy
State LA, P ZM;

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Afsg, please respond to my comments and concerns,

1| 2127-1 || 2127-2

2127-1

2127-1:

2127-2:

DOE notes the commentor’s opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF,
and concernsregarding the existing cleanup mission at Hanford and the
protection of the Columbia River. DOE notes the commentor’ s concerns
regarding the existing cleanup mission at Hanford. Although beyondthe
scopeof thisNI PEIS, ongoing Hanford cleanup activitiesarehigh

priority to DOE. Hanford Siteenvironmenta restoration activitiesare
conducted in accordance with the Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington
State Department of Ecology, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, and
the U.S. Department of Energy). This agreement specifies milestones and
schedules for restoration of al parts of the Hanford Site. DOE isfully
committed to honoring this agreement. Asstated in Section N.3.2,
implementation of the nuclear infrastructure dternatives would not divert
or reprogram funds designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the
alternative(s) selected.

FFTF isapproximately 4.5 milesfrom the ColumbiaRiver. Thereareno
dischargesto theriver from FFTF and no radioactive or hazardous
dischargesto groundwater. Asindicated inanalysespresentedin

Chapter 4 of Volume 1 (e.g., Sections4.3.1.1.4,4.3.3.1.4,4.4.3.1.4,
4.5.3.2.4, and 4.6.3.2.4), there would be no discernibleimpactsto
groundwater or surface water quality at Hanford from operation of
Hanford facilities that would support the nuclear infrastructure missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Desactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2128: Gene Derig

Response to Commentor No. 2128

! Dear Secretary Richardson,

Tle wntte. Yo Ve before oo Nas
Sublecr— 5o By ke lrefor s Do
- SIMAI—G!('IL«.M. e FFEFTFEF Boacto,
— St u.‘al.,m\nﬁ Par cleoun -vp agrecie
fﬁa#dr%a_@%zm@_oldwﬁ
= I % Ihe £ty guecer o€ ollsaster,
|ncereW
Name (S&ans DERTG
cty_Pmacoates

P T U VPP

Address £ 392 k. e _/ 0 Tex 33
State £ 7P o522

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concarns.

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor: || 2128-1 || 2128-2

2128-2

2128-1

2128-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of thisNI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activitiesarehigh priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activitiesare conducted in accordancewiththe
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedulesfor restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this

agreament.

2128-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2129: Anonymous

Response to Commentor No. 2129

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
. TL S P
-.'F FTF is A)ﬁl\’}"raur S'IC4H+ J’la/l TL)?I’.V

12:2 ey M!Md.-f-oh —-'-"'lA.JQONéo..

i ?Iease Mn/‘. -:.Lay‘ap-fdh) qippa/( "f'}._p
L% 72N

iSincerely,

;'}\Jame address PO B 533

Cin&en&. satefgJA ze TgDHYE

. Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

1| 2129-1 || 2129-2

2129-3

2129-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of thisNI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activitiesarehigh priority to DOE. Hanford Site

environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordancewith the

Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.

Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

2129-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.

2129-3: It is not suggested that there are no environmental impacts associated
with restart and operation of the FFTF. However, theimpactsto the
biospherewould indeed be small asdemonstrated by theresultsof the
detailed assessments performed for the NI PEIS. All air emissionsand
wastewater dischargesto the environment would bein accordance with
applicable permit and regul atory requirements. Thereleasesof air
pollutants and contaminated liquids associated with FFTF operationsare
addressed in detail in Section 4.3 of thedraft NI PEIS. Therelease of
criteriaair pollutantswould result in concentrationswel | below Federa
and state air standards (Table 4-13); the rel eases of radioactivity and
hazardous chemicalsinto the atmosphere woul d have anegligible effect
on human health (Tables 4-17 and 4-19, respectively); and no discernible
impactsto groundwater or surfacewater quality would result from water
discharges(Section4.3.1.1.4).
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Commentor No. 2130: Florence B. Wager

Response to Commentor No. 2130

»Dear Secretary R:chardson

Jff by dd Apocas s Fhad & Roga dowm

_iP!ease honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

Bitrta 14/\71../ !dt\mf;\,{ “Aae Prae. Fo 76'.1.:./ fdrd”
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Sincerely,

%Namj&aﬁ‘ weed &JA;TW Address _"° o7 H

sip AFEEH

; . vy
‘City U&u.l.’_l-u.c.‘-(.,u State g

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement, Afso, please respond to my comments and concerns.

B

11 2130-1 || 2130-2

2130-3

2130-4

2130-1:

2130-2:

2130-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of thisNI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Desctivate FFTF,

The commentors's opposition to the restart of FFTF is noted. This PEIS
has provided an estimate of the incremental potentia human health
impacts associated with areasonablerange of aternatives (including the
restart of FFTF) for the production of isotopes for medical uses, research
and development, and as heat sources for radioisotope power systems.
The methodology used isintended to provide redlistic results based upon
our current knowledge of the health impact of low doses of radiation.
Section 4.3 of Volume 1 providesthe results of the evaluation of potential
health impacts that would be expected to result from implementation of
Alternative 1 (which includesrestart of FFTF), including normal
operations and a spectrum of accidents that included severe accidents.
Theenvironmental analysis showed that radiol ogical and nonradiological
risks associated with restarting FFTF would be small.

FFTF isapproximately 4.5 miles from the ColumbiaRiver. Thereareno
dischargesto theriver from FFTF and no radioactive or hazardous
dischargesto groundwater. Asindicated in analyses presented in
Chapter 4 of Volume 1 (e.g., Sections4.3.1.1.4,4.3.3.1.4,4.4.3.1.4,
4.5.3.2.4, and 4.6.3.2.4), there would be no discernibleimpactsto
groundwater or surface water quality at Hanford from operation of
Hanford facilities that would support the nuclear infrastructure missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1.

The NI PEISidentifies (in Chapter 3 of Volume 1) endangered species
that live on or near all of the candidate sites, aswell asaguatic and
wetlands areas that may be impacted by operations at candidate locations
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Commentor No. 2130: Florence B. Wager (Cont’d)

Response to Commentor No. 2130

2130-4:

According to an International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA)
publication (IAEA Technical Report Series No. 332, Effects of lonizing
Radiation on Plantsand Animals at Levels Implied by Current Radiation
Protection Standards), a dose rate of 200 millirem per year to the most
exposed human will lead to dose rates to plants and animals of less than
0.1rad per day. The | AEA concluded that a dose rate of 0.1 rad per day
or lessfor animalsand 1 rad per day or lessfor plants would not affect
these populations. The largest individual dose for any of the nuclear
infrastructures aternatives under normal operationswould be lessthan 0.1
millirem, which isthree orders of magnitude lessthan the IAEA
threshold for adverse effects. Therefore, implementation of any of the
range of reasonable nuclear infrastructure aternatives analyzed would
not be expected to result in adverse impacts on plants and animals living
in potentialy affected areas around the candidate sites.

As discussed throughout Section 4.3 of VVolume 1, none of the proposed
alternatives would add waste to the high-level waste tanks at Hanford.
The NI PEIS addressed the environmental impacts due to the treatment,
storage, and disposal of the waste generated by the proposed action for
all dternatives and alternative options. Waste minimization programs at
each of the proposed sites are also addressed. These programswill be
implemented for the alternative selected in the Record of Decision. The
waste generated from any of the proposed aternativesin the NI PEIS
will be managed (i.e., treated, stored and disposed) in asafeand
environmentally protective manner and in compliancewith al applicable
Federal and state laws and regulations and applicable DOE orders.
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Commentor No. 2131: Evelyn Swann

Response to Commentor No. 2131

"' Dear Secretary Richardson, ) —

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor: Il 2131-1 || 2131-2
e =2
ond water by cocalled Nucleasdefrenga—
ib/u;: }’Jower}:’_/—;h‘h)_h add to owe ’
suicidal evolrtion, THE FETF wifl only
Sevve to hagten The doy. Please ¢ m\if,
Sifc—;'elg'{ouw senses b

Namquug%cﬂlfbaam Address_ {2 [ & ffﬁ:{y/ S*
City I; m State W B P 9812 &

' s B Vg

2131-2

Fleasg include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
j Statement, Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

2131-1:

2131-2:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of thisNI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activitiesarehigh priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activitiesare conducted in accordancewith the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Desactivate FFTF; however, it should be noted that FFTF would not have
any defense missionsunder the proposed action.
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Commentor No. 2132:

Marjorie Worthington

Response to Commentor No. 2132

L

: Dear Secretary Richardson,

%W
led5e théiude my camme e fo]

: Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
e Lol s et R

Dﬁce y t&_/u; é(‘alpn,( ﬁufsdti mm‘p-,@_

State MA' e D86 22

o?‘ %.’Azf’ hhﬁ%%aﬁ

icial record far the Pui-, 238/FFT (& Enwronmenta.' Impact

Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

1l 2132-1 || 2132-2

2132-1

2131-3

2131-4

2131-3

2132-1:

2132-2:

2132-3:

DOE notes the commentor’s opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF,
and concernsregarding the existing cleanup mission at Hanford. DOE
notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup mission at
Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site environmental
restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the Tri-Party
Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear
infrastructure alternatives would not divert or reprogram budgeted funds
designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) selected.

Asidentified in Section 4.3.1.1.13 of the NI PEIS, the restart of FFTF
would generate about 63 cubic meters of additional radioactive waste (e.g.,
solid low-level radioactive waste) annually, in addition to nonhazardous
wastes. Thiswould account for about 2,205 cubic meters of additional
radioactive waste to be generated over the 35-year period of nuclear
infrastructure operations and is small in comparison to the waste
generated by current Hanford activities. It isDOE's policy that all
wastes be managed (i.e., treated, stored and disposal) in a safe and
environmentally protective manner and in compliancewith all applicable
Federal and state laws and regulations and applicable DOE orders.

The NI PEIS addressed the environmental impacts due to the trestment,
storage, and disposal of the waste generated by the proposed actions for
all dternatives and alternative options. Waste minimization programs at
each of the proposed sites are also addressed. These programswill be
implemented for the alternative selected in the Record of Decision.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Desctivate FFTF.

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of thisNI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
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Commentor No. 2132: Marjorie Worthington (Cont’d)

Response to Commentor No. 2132

2132-4:

Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedulesfor restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

The purpose of this NI PEISis to evauate the environmental impacts of
arange of reasonable alternativesto fulfill the requirements of the stated
missions, which include the production of medical and industrial isotopes,
the production of plutonium-238 for future NASA missions, and civilian
nuclear research and devel opment.

DOE poalicy encourages effective public participation in its decision
making process. In compliance with NEPA and CEQ regulations, DOE
provided opportunity to the public to comment on the scope of the NI
PEIS and the environmental impact analysis of DOE'’s proposed
alternatives. DOE gave equal considerationto al comments. In
preparing the Final NI PEIS, DOE carefully considered comments
received from the public.
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Commentor No. 2133: Carol Gordon

Response to Commentor No. 2133

Tat We  f O eeutl
Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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Sircerely,
Name(ﬁ}/w-é .él&iﬂﬂxﬁﬂ Address JO2/ LS AP, 5
City (7{ At rmr e state LA wp G &t

Please include my comments in the officia! record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

1121331 || 21332

21331

2133-1: DOE notes the commentor’s opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF,
and concernsregarding the existing cleanup mission at Hanford.
Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing Hanford cleanup
activitiesare high priority to DOE. Hanford Site environmental
restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the Tri-Party
Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear
infrastructure aternatives would not divert or reprogram budgeted funds
designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) selected.

Asidentified in Section 4.3.1.1.13 of the NI PEIS, therestart of FFTF
would generate about 63 cubic meters of additional radioactivewaste (e.g.,
solid low-leve radioactive waste) annually, in addition to nonhazardous
wastes. Thiswould account for about 2,205 cubic meters of additional
radioactive waste to be generated over the 35-year period of nuclear
infrastructure operations and is small in comparison to the waste
generated by current Hanford activities. It is DOE's policy that all
wastes be managed (i.e., treated, stored and disposal) in a safe and
environmentally protective manner and in compliancewith al applicable
Federal and state laws and regulations and applicable DOE orders.

The NI PEIS addressed the environmental impacts due to the treatment,
storage, and disposal of the waste generated by the proposed actions for
all dternatives and alternative options. Waste minimization programs at
each of the proposed sites are also addressed. These programswill be
implemented for the alternative selected in the Record of Decision.

FFTF isapproximately 4.5 miles from the ColumbiaRiver. Thereareno
dischargesto theriver from FFTF and no radioactive or hazardous
dischargesto groundwater. Asindicated in analyses presentedin
Chapter 4 of Volume1 (eg., Sections4.3.1.1.4,4.3.3.1.4, 4.4.3.1.4,
4.5.3.2.4, and 4.6.3.2.4), there would be no discernibleimpactsto
groundwater or surface water quality at Hanford from operation of
Hanford facilities that would support the nuclear infrastructure missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1.

2133-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2134: David Austin

Response to Commentor No. 2134

Dear SEcFetary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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11 2134-1 ]| 2134-2

21341

Please inciude my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Aiso, please respond to my comments and concerns.

sincerely,

[ _ ‘

Name D"'Vl‘l’f /L-J“V\ Address 27 AL 6224

ity Sen il state_ Wt zip_TERR :

2134-1:

2134-2:

DOE notes the commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scopeof thisNI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activitiesarehigh priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activitiesare conducted in accordancewith the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement. Asdiscussed throughout Section 4.3 of Volume 1, none of the
proposed alternatives would add waste to the high-level waste tanks at
Hanford.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Desctivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2135: Suesanne Feather

Response to Commentor No. 2135

L4L

Dear Secretary Richardson,

; Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

We Bave detws adpcsed. 'df--}{g a Zﬁmﬂ. Lohe
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Sincerely, ¥

Name_ww Address 0% JQHLW JM‘HU@ ;

state _lJer.

ZIP 48282~

city LamampDatovd.

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement, Alsg, piease respond fo my comments and concerns.

|| 21351 || 2135-2

21351

2135-1:

2135-2:

DOE notesthe commentor’ s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scopeof thisNI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activitiesarehigh priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activitiesare conducted in accordancewith the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

FFTF is approximately 4.5 milesfrom the ColumbiaRiver. Thereareno
dischargesto theriver from FFTF and no radioactive or hazardous
dischargesto groundwater. Asindicated inanalysespresentedin

Chapter 4 of Volume 1 (e.g., Sections4.3.1.1.4,4.3.3.1.4,4.4.3.1.4,
4.5.3.2.4, and 4.6.3.2.4), there would be no discernibleimpactsto
groundwater or surface water quality at Hanford from operation of
Hanford facilities that would support the nuclear infrastructure missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1.

No food or water restrictions are in place outside the Hanford
Reservation as aresult of Hanford activities.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Desactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2136: Howard Pellett

Response to Commentor No. 2136

. Dear Secretary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

%&&MMM&&;_BJ—

| be e ppend ond M0 A doonespafaltpthe munlts
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¢ Sincerely,

| Name A QL2

i City __Anherres

Address $293% Gufmes TerAnd RD
ZIP_98322)-Ho4

State LA

Please inciude my comments in the ofiicial record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

|| 2136-1 | |2136-2

2136-1

2136-1:

2136-2:

DOE notes the commentor’s opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF,
and concernsregarding the existing cleanup mission at Hanford. DOE
notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup mission at
Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site environmental
restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the Tri-Party
Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear
infrastructure aternatives would not divert or reprogram budgeted funds
designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) selected.

Asidentified in Section 4.3.1.1.13 of the NI PEIS, therestart of FFTF
would generate about 63 cubic meters of additional radioactivewaste (e.g.,
solid low-leve radioactive waste) annualy, in addition to nonhazardous
wastes. Thiswould account for about 2,205 cubic meters of additional
radioactive waste to be generated over the 35-year period of nuclear
infrastructure operations and is small in comparison to the waste
generated by current Hanford activities. It is DOE's policy that all
wastes be managed (i.e., treated, stored and disposal) in a safe and
environmentally protective manner and in compliancewith al applicable
Federal and state laws and regulations and applicable DOE orders.

FFTF can be safely operated to support the nuclear infrastructure
missionsdescribed in Section 1.2 of Volume 1. Section 4.3 of Volume 1
provides the results of the evaluation of potential health impacts that
would be expected to result from implementation of Alternative 1,
including normal operations and a spectrum of accidentsthat included
severe accidents. The environmental analysis showed that radiol ogical
and nonradiological risks associated with restarting FFTF would be small.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Desactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2137: Irene Kelly

Response to Commentor No. 2137
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Sincerely,
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I/ 2137-1 ]| 2137-2

2137-1

2137-1: DOE notes the commentor’s opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF,
and concernsregarding the existing cleanup mission at Hanford. DOE
notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup mission at
Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site environmental
restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the Tri-Party
Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear
infrastructure aternatives would not divert or reprogram budgeted funds
designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) selected.

Asidentified in Section 4.3.1.1.13 of the NI PEIS, therestart of FFTF
would generate about 63 cubic meters of additional radioactivewaste (e.g.,
solid low-leve radioactive waste) annualy, in addition to nonhazardous

wastes. Thiswould account for about 2,205 cubic meters of additional
radioactive waste to be generated over the 35-year period of nuclear
infrastructure operations and is small in comparison to the waste
generated by current Hanford activities. It is DOE's policy that all
wastes be managed (i.e., treated, stored and disposal) in a safe and
environmentally protective manner and in compliancewith al applicable
Federal and state laws and regulations and applicable DOE orders.

FFTF can be safely operated to support the nuclear infrastructure
missionsdescribed in Section 1.2 of Volume 1. Section 4.3 of Volume 1
provides the results of the evaluation of potential health impacts that
would be expected to result from implementation of Alternative 1,
including normal operations and a spectrum of accidentsthat included
severe accidents. The environmental analysis showed that radiological and
nonradiological risks associated with restarting FFTF would be small.

2137-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Desactivate FFTF,
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Commentor No. 2138: Kathryn Rolery

Response to Commentor No. 2138

Dear Secretary wonarusutl,

Please honor the Clean-tip Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

|| 2138-1 || 2138-2

2138-3

2138-4
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Sincerely, 4 o ;==

Name )‘(AZZ—W/;A-J /r)f,‘ Address 1222 () (76’{79,._,

City gﬁiiéé e Jéi State d ZIP P ¥ 3g 2

Flease include my corments I the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Aiso, please respond to my comments and concems,

2138-1:

2138-2:

2138-3:

2138-4:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of thisNI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activitiesarehigh priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activitiesare conducted in accordancewith the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Desctivate FFTF.

Asgtated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear infrastructure
alternativeswould not divert or reprogram funds designated for Hanford
cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) selected.

Thereis no relationship between monies appropriated by Congress for
DOE and those set aside for cancer prevention programs; thus, there will
be no impact on funding for cancer research whether or not Alternative 1
is selected asarecord of Decision.

The NI PEIS provides an estimate of the incremental potential human
hedlth impacts associated with each of the alternatives proposed for the
production of isotopesfor medical uses, research and devel opment, and
asheat sourcesfor radioisotope power systems. The methodology used
isintended to provideredlistic resultsbased upon our current knowledge
of thehealthimpact of low doses of radiation. Section 4.3 through 4.6 of
Volume 1 providetheresultsof theevaluation of potential healthimpacts
that would be expected to result from implementation of arange of
reasonableaternative, including normal operationsand aspectrum of
accidentsthat included severe accidents. Theenvironmenta analysis
showed that radiol ogical and nonradiological risksassociated with
implementation of any of theanalyzed alternativeswould besmall.
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Commentor No. 2139: Susan Hamilton

Response to Commentor No. 2139

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

T s o atmnst concern dhat we tuake

Sincerely, Lonoern . Wwe have

We can no longer waa"f-’ ,ny
Name SUSGH )%m,dv‘m Address Y43 w‘:sfwngfm S,

ciyletadlo {zza! oo state [40/F zIp 2{3&

Plaase include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FETF Environmental Impact

|| 2139-1 | |2139-2

21391

2139-1:

2139-2:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of thisNI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

FFTF isapproximately 4.5 milesfrom the ColumbiaRiver. Thereareno
dischargesto theriver from FFTF and no radioactive or hazardous
dischargesto groundwater. Asindicated in analyses presentedin
Chapter 4 of Volume 1 (eg., Sections4.3.1.1.4,4.3.3.1.4,4.4.3.1.4,
4.5.3.2.4, and 4.6.3.2.4), there would be no discernibleimpactsto
groundwater or surface water quality at Hanford from operation of
Hanford facilities that would support the nuclear infrastructure missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Desactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2140: Fred E. Schilling

Response to Commentor No. 2140

e e

Dear Secretary Riéhardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FETF Nuclear Reactor:
Finee WLITE we Whave beew uias tinme

Y Vaiw Sy owme ‘ov—\“ih‘t“ Pevason to

=alve The problewm of nucleay wasie
Mo luck ! T¥e about ‘ime we Sace v
:Be;a.‘f we can ole (g Shtavt t'f_\-\fn'nq e e laay

v the mess wie Navae — ret vaa ke vwove,
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Sincerely,

dress B E07 54T Pre. S,
State (&7 7 ag g

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental impact
Statement. Also, please respond fo my comments and concerns.

|| 2140-1 || 21402

2140-1

DOE notes the commentor’s opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF,
and concernsregarding theexisting cleanup mission at Hanford. DOE
notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup mission at
Hanford. Although beyond the scopeof thisNI PEIS, ongoing Hanford
cleanup activitiesarehigh priority to DOE. Hanford Siteenvironmental
restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the Tri-Party
Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
partsof theHanford Site. DOE isfully committed to honoring this
agreement. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear
infrastructure dternativeswoul d not divert or reprogram budgeted funds
designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) selected.

2140-1:

2140-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2141: Edith Fairhall

Response to Commentor No. 2141

Ll selreLdly Kilnaruason,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

> ~ . i — .
IV Vv Oieve ) Gioo f — ey
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Sincerely,

f=c® AT el Lo L

Name ) 106y FA G M AL Address C:.fj) 2 N e T el F

< o B, L ow
City v VLR stte ot 7 S0

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Alse, please respond to my comments and concerns,

|
1] 2141-1 || 2141-2

2141-1

2141-1:

2141-2:

DOE notes the commentor’s opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF,
and concernsregarding theexisting cleanup mission at Hanford. DOE
notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup mission at
Hanford. Although beyond the scopeof thisNI PEIS, ongoing Hanford
cleanup activitiesarehigh priority to DOE. Hanford Siteenvironmental
restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the Tri-Party
Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
partsof theHanford Site. DOE isfully committed to honoring this
agreement. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear
infrastructure dternativeswoul d not divert or reprogram budgeted funds
designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) selected.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2142: Stephen J. Curley

Response to Commentor No. 2142

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FETF Nuclear Reactor:

AL ey e S$T5 0n e Stark £

oF le /"F?F Viere +5  fo ady Yoo

Chn .usmﬂ S'f.ar%.m, E FFTH —dl

not Soart of FFTF And Clean _op Jte Aess

c{/,,w bee 4/@;&1}, & ped od

Sincerely,
Name gf(pl‘i"* ’]'(‘r/"? Address _. ‘?Q farsr!
aity Mood Ews State € 7 w9708

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

|| 21421 | | 2142-2
2142-3
Il 21424
I‘ 2142-1

2142-1:

2142-2:

2142-3:

2142-4:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of thisNI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activitiesarehigh priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activitiesare conducted in accordancewiththe
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedulesfor restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF, and oppositionto Alternative 1, Restart FFTF.

Consistent with its mandates under the Atomic Energy Act, DOE seeks
to maintain and enhanceitsinfrastructurefor the purposes of addressing
three primary needs:

1) to support the need for increased domestic production of isotopes for
medical, research, and industrial uses, asinitidly identified by apane of
expertsinthemedical field and reaffirmed by the Nuclear Energy Research
Advisory Committee;

2) to support future NASA space exploration missions by re-establishing
adomestic capability to produce plutonium-238, afuel sourcethat is
required for deep space missions and which the U.S. has no long-term,
assured supply; and

3) to support civilian nuclear research and devel opment needsin order to
maintain the clean, safe, and reliable use of nuclear power asaviable
component of the United States’ energy portfolio. The NI PEIS evaluates
arange of reasonable aternatives for accomplishing the proposed action,
one of which includesuse of FFTF. Section 1.2 of Volume 1 was revised
to clarify the purpose and need of the proposed action.

See response to comment 2142-2.
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Commentor No. 2143: Roy G. Farréll

Response to Commentor No. 2143

! Liedl dELIgLdly maLnanasung
! please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
e o weT Vesp Mevicar [SoTEFE

Propuctior From THE FFTF; HoR

"o We Mesd Any Nere Was7E
ProDueT70 0 AT #rwrFokD. FreEnsE
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Cee=nr) (P
Sincerely, ROY G. FARRELL, MD
1403 MoGILVRA BLVD. E.
Name ﬁ%\/ 6 Hﬁﬁ&é‘i mddresﬁ smm”1‘z
City State 7P

Please include my cormments in the official racord for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concems.

|| 21431 | | 21432

2143-3

21431

2143-1: DOE notes the commentor’s opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF,
and concernsregarding theexisting cleanup mission at Hanford. DOE
notes the commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup mission at
Hanford. Although beyond the scopeof thisNI PEIS, ongoing Hanford
cleanup activitiesarehigh priority to DOE. Hanford Siteenvironmental
restoration activitiesare conducted in accordance with the Tri-Party
Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
partsof theHanford Site. DOE isfully committed to honoring this
agreement. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear
infrastructure dternativeswoul d not divert or reprogram budgeted funds
designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) selected.

2143-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Desctivate FFTF.

2143-3: DOE notes the commentor’s opposition to restarting FFTF for medical
isotope production. Currently, approximately 50 percent of DOE's
isotope production capability isbeing used. Much of theremaining
isotope production capability isdispersed throughout the DOE complex.
Thiscapability supports secondary missions, but cannot be effectively
used due to the operating constraints associated with the facilities
primary missions (basic energy sciencesor defense). DOE iscurrently
meeting most of itsshort-term requirements. However, inthelong-term
next 5to 10 years) therewill beashortfall in available DOE capacity to
meet demand. Should theisotope demand grow consistent withthe
Expert Panel Report, asit has recently, or if DOE’s market share
increases, therewill be aneed for expanded i sotope production capacity
inthe short-term (lessthan 5 years). Section 1.2.1 of Volume 1 has been
revised to clarify DOE's isotope production role and other producers
capabilitiestofulfill U.S. isotopeneeds.
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Commentor No. 2144: Michaela M. Buchanan

Response to Commentor No. 2144

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

(Ve) W W)

Sincerely, Wﬁ‘lW] gL

wame Micihaela Ruciandn adaress 2404 NE, Reteecea o
city Pouksbo State LR s K10

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact

Statement, Also, please respond to my commerts and concems.

|| 2144-1 || 2244-2

2144-1:

2144-2:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of thisNI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activitiesarehigh priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activitiesare conducted in accordancewiththe
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedulesfor restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Desctivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2145: Dawn Marie Dancey

Response to Commentor No. 2145

Dear secretary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

Name DRI AR 1 &7 DRV £ ymddress RUABNE S5z

city oM 110 State . z1p 7:7;),/ 3

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement, Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

1| 2145-1

1| 2145-2
2145-3

2145-4

21451

2145-1:

2145-2:

2145-3:
2145-4:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of thisNI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activitiesarehigh priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activitiesare conducted in accordancewith the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all parts
of the Hanford Site. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the
nuclear infrastructure alternatives would not divert or reprogram budgeted
funds designated for Hanford cleanup, regardiess of the dternative(s)
selected.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF, and oppositionto Alternative 1, Restart FFTF.

Seeresponseto comment 2145-2.

This EIS has provided an estimate of the potential human health impacts
associated with arange of reasonable aternativesfor the production of
isotopesfor medical uses, research and devel opment, and as heat sources
for radioisotope power systems. The methodology usedisintended to
provideredlistic resultsbased upon our current knowledge of thehealth
impact of low doses of radiation. Sections4.3through 4.6 of Volume 1
providetheresultsof the evaluation of potential healthimpactsthat would
be expected to result from implementation of arange of reasonable
aternatives (Alternative 1 includesrestart of FFTF), including normal
operations and aspectrum of accidentsthat included severe accidents.
Theenvironmenta analysisshowed that radiol ogical and nonradiological
risksassociated with any of the analyzed alternatives and with restarting
FFTF would be small.

Chapter 4 of the PEIS provides a comprehensive assessment of the
environmental consequences of each of arange of reasonable
alternatives. (The results of these assessmentsare also summarized in
Chapter 2.) These anaysesinclude assessments of theimpactson land
resources, water resources, air quality, geology and soils(inadditionto
the human healthimpactsdiscussed in the preceding paragraph). For all
alternativesthat consider theuse of facilitiesat Hanford, the
environmental impact on all of theseresourcesissmall. TheNI PEIS

identifies (in Chapter 3 of Volume 1) endangered speciesthat liveon or
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Commentor No. 2145: Dawn Marie Dancey (Cont’'d)

Response to Commentor No. 2145

near al of the candidate sites, aswell as aquatic and wetlands areas that
may be impacted by operations at candidate locations. According to an
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) publication (IAEA
Technical Report SeriesNo. 332, Effectsof |onizing Radiation on Plants
and Animals at Levels Implied by Current Radiation Protection Standards,
adose rate of 100 millirem per year to the most exposed human will lead
to dose rates to plants and animals of lessthan 0.1 rad per day. The
IAEA concluded that adoserate of 0.1 rad per day or lessfor animals
and 1rad per day or lessfor plantswould not affect these populations.
The largest individual dosefor any of the nuclear infrastructures
alternatives under normal operationswould belessthan 0.1 millirem,
which is three orders of magnitude less than the IAEA threshold for
adverse effects. Therefore, implementation of any of the analyzed
nuclear infrastructure aternativeswould not be expectedtoresultin
adverseimpactson plantsand animals.
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Commentor No. 2146: Marilyn D. Ream

Response to Commentor No. 2146

Dear Secretary Richardson, .
Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Dawn the FFTF Nuclear Reactor

Lt heet e ephde  plan «Aﬁf Loper y

. |l 2146-1 || 2146-2

2146-1

LA, (//u’ Areadto, wa;,ﬁf [ft,c&m ;Q’f !
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2146-3
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Sincergly, At FrciA%e Wy TS
}M@Zyp A jﬁﬁmﬂjm /s
Name l’f‘fd.rrla;n D- /Eb’ﬂnﬂdl\ddress B2y L. q;/a/ﬁ fef

. [#
City %1:30 Friga, state WA ap 49224

1
\

i Pleasea inchide my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
‘ Statement. Afso, please respend to my comments and concerns.

2146-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear
infrastructure alternatives would not divert or reprogram budgeted funds
designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) selected.
FFTF is approximately 4.5 miles from the Columbia River. There are no
dischargesto theriver from FFTF and no radioactive or hazardous
dischargesto groundwater. Asindicated in analyses presented in
Chapter 4 of Volume 1 (e.g., Sections 4.3.1.1.4,4.3.3.1.4,4.4.3.1.4,
4.5.3.2.4, and 4.6.3.2.4), there would be no discernible impacts to
groundwater or surface water quality at Hanford from operation of
Hanford facilities that would support the nuclear infrastructure missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1.

2146-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
2146-3: DOE notes the commentor’s opposition to restarting FFTF for medical

isotope production. Currently, approximately 50 percent of DOE's
isotope production capability is being used. Much of the remaining
isotope production capability is dispersed throughout the DOE complex.
This capability supports secondary missions, but cannot be effectively
used due to the operating constraints associated with the facilities’
primary missions (basic energy sciences or defense). DOE is currently
meeting most of its short-term requirements. However, in the long-term
next 5 to 10 years) there will be ashortfall in available DOE capacity to
meet demand. Should the isotope demand grow consistent with the
Expert Panel Report, asit has recently, or if DOE’'s market share
increases, there will be a need for expanded i sotope production capacity
in the short-term (lessthan 5 years). Section 1.2.1 of Volume 1 has been
revised to clarify DOE’s isotope production role and other producers’
capabilitiesto fulfill U.S. isotope needs.
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Commentor No. 2147: William C. Burns

Response to Commentor No. 2147

© uear secretary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nudear Reactor: Il 21471 I|2147 2
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Sincerely,

Name L)@maligé Address Q(‘/ngut' /37&

City Ezg ES H !& l[lﬂ StateL ZIpP G{\-?ZO,jo

Piease include my comments in the official record for the Pu -238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please raspond to my comments and concerns.

2147-1

2147-1: DOE notesthe commentor's concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS,
ongoing Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford
Siteenvironmental restoration activitiesare conducted in accordance
with the Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of
Ecology, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S.
Department of Energy). This agreement specifies milestones and
schedules for restoration of al parts of the Hanford Site. DOE isfully
committed to honoring this agreement.

2147-2: DOE notes the commentor's support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2148: D. Bullington

Response to Commentor No. 2148

Dear Secretary Richardson,
Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
BAYNG RESTARY (APON (ERNYATION of
Higsiy ENRICHED METALLIC URANIUM FUEL _
THAT hs FpunD. BY APéonnE NAond -
LAGoR ftoR Y 1o B "DIMENS ONALLY (INSTRABLE
A1 FPERS AE

\

BE _/REEPRNGBLE,

Sinicerely,
Name b gﬂil@ Gjﬁ}\,) Address égﬁ' g, Mol C;T"
iy CLYMEZA State [j!ﬂ zr 4, Rp2 51 y24

Please include imy comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental impact
Statement, Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

||2148-1 | |2148-2

2148-3

2148-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS,
ongoing Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford
Siteenvironmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance
with the Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of
Ecology, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S.
Department of Energy). This agreement specifies milestones and
schedules for restoration of al parts of the Hanford Site. DOE isfully
committed to honoring this agreement.

2148-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

2148-3: Metallic uranium nuclear fuel has been successfully used in power and
research nuclear reactors worldwide for over 40 years. The nuclear fuel
which is planned to be used at FFTF is oxide fuel and not metallic
uranium fuel.
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Commentor No. 2149: James Leeman

Response to Commentor No. 2149

Lrear secretary Kicnarason,
Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
. i ‘ ]

e & dnn ] Lfancbe prsre

MK?ﬁfbélﬂ’#lwta o Do /T '777,’;//;

]| 2149-1 | |2149-2

P lpcaclle, S50 oty FAx
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sncerely,” 3/ e g)‘f,,m/ Lg B! CRprammind.

‘ Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Envirenmental Impact
i Statement, Aiso, please respond to my comments and concerns.

Namew_/ d }27¢2 4 ddress __ [/ 7( 7 5. &Cféhm’;&
City / e sate (/5 267 72 2 "

2149-1

2149-3

2149-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear
infrastructure alternatives would not divert or reprogram budgeted funds
designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) sel ected.

FFTF is approximately 4.5 miles from the Columbia River. Thereare
no discharges to theriver from FFTF and no radioactive or hazardous
dischargesto groundwater. Asindicated in analyses presented in
Chapter 4 of Volume 1 (e.g., Sections4.3.1.1.4,4.3.3.1.4,4.4.3.1.4,
4.5.3.2.4, and 4.6.3.2.4), there would be no discernible impacts to
groundwater or surface water quality at Hanford from operation of
Hanford facilities that would support the nuclear infrastructure missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1.

2149-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.

2149-3: DOE notes the commentor’s views on defense and preservation of the
environment. Asdiscussed in Section 1.2 of Volume 1, the nuclear
infrastructure missions are concerned with civilian applications and
research only. They are unrelated to national defense. Environmental
effects that would result from implementation of the nuclear

infrastructure alternatives are described in Chapter 4 of Volume 1.
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Commentor No. 2150: Holly G. Graham

Response to Commentor No. 2150

'Dear Secretary Richardson,
I

iPlease honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

NAZINAL - Al A NnThn Uin € LA'A,.‘ 4
“ L]
NG 12 40 AN ! AL 4080 A‘if_“ py L YT
o b TMD skt We Sy No TNO
hicerely, — p— '
Nam ddress I““ (I SI Emng! NM

' ! .
City sate WA zr I8 S02

Flaase include my comments in the afficial record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Alsg, please respond to my comments and concerns,

/

]2150-1 | |2150-2

2150-3

2150-2:

2150-3:

2150-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup

mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology,

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of
Energy). Thisagreement specifies milestones and schedulesfor
restoration of al parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to
honoring this agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

DOE notes the commentor’s views. The NI PEIS evaluates arange of
reasonable alternativesfor expanding DOE’ s existing nuclear facility
infrastructure for the purposes of addressing three primary needs: 1) to
support the need for increased domestic production of isotopes for
medical, research, and industrial uses, asinitialy identified by apanel of
expertsin the medical field and reaffirmed by the Nuclear Energy
Research Advisory Committeg; 2) to support future NASA space
exploration missions by re-establishing a domestic capability to produce
plutonium-238, a fuel sourcethat is required for deep space missions and
which the U.S. has no long-term, assured supply; and 3) to support
civilian nuclear research and devel opment needsin order to maintain the
clean, safe, and reliable use of nuclear power as a viable component of

the United States' energy portfolio. However, no component of the
proposed action is for the purpose of supporting any defense or weapons
related mission.
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Commentor No. 2151: Lucile Wyers

Response to Commentor No. 2151

;

Lear secretary Richardson,

- Please honor the Clean- Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

/ﬂr“‘f"— @MJ/M{W 4;/4&. / Tt

‘ _,/4'//1,1 s fAo erﬁ’ ettt gid W/é

W""»/’ﬂ /f:;.nm L.ZV/‘?"O_ %@,{
,‘Wﬂfqﬁ{cw@y @y
T, JW%W /4«%/1//

SN, Lnile 1. Lol Fm Y P T

T

| Name £ e / fe L«//W/a s Address W2 Mﬂ//gjz/tpt

City Azt /.

State% ZZ 2 !

Please include my commerts in the official record for the Pir- -Z38/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerms.

|| 2151-1 | |2151-2

2151-3

2151-4

2151-1:

2151-2:

2151-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of al
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE isfully committed to honoring this
agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF, and opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF.

DOE is committed to providing the public with comprehensive
environmental reviews of its proposed actions in accordance with NEPA,

and to providing ample opportunity for public comment on those actions.

Further, DOE, and the Secretary of Energy in particular, is aware that
thereisaconsiderabledifference of public opinion regarding the
aternatives evaluated in this NI PEIS to accomplish the DOE missions,
including direct support as well as opposition to Alternative 1, Restart
FFTF. In preparing the Final NI PEIS, DOE carefully considered
comments received from the public. All pertinent information and public
input will be provided to the Secretary so that he may make an informed
and unbiased decision with respect to the alternatives presented in this NI
PEIS. DOE's Record of Decision for the NI PEISwill be based on a
number of factorsincluding environmental impacts, public input, costs,
nonproliferation impacts, schedules, technical assurance, and other policy
and programmatic objectives.

2151-4:  Seeresponse to comment 2151-2.
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Commentor No. 2152: Michelle Samuel

Response to Commentor No. 2152

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Please henor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

Sincerely,

Name ﬁf(ﬁf//l" Ls‘amqp/ﬁ\ddress é{/a?é/ Sf ‘gg@‘//}wa
City JD o, /7( 4@//( state (. zIP f;’ 220 )

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/EFTF Environmentat Impact
Statement. Also, please respond ko my comments and concerns,

|| 2152-1 | |2152-2

2152-1:

2152-2:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2153: Carol G. Watts

Response to Commentor No. 2153

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

U fOf‘énm&,axvﬁ@:_m_lea@%%M_k—

@ - ryve #ta
Cofunbia River Ve JAorf}A LA, no?“jd'ef A
achv y Yr¥noin

InMone fo a’u\?er o accidenty. Aty Aoner T

eiegn - v aqrrerm,J a«J fhevr on._Cleanirng ye T
Sincerely, C“ﬁld}) yress . [7)

NamleZ/&\jﬂK
aty Canl G. hathy
Seatte

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement, Also, please respond to my comments and cancerns.

Address 52"}7' 26 A NE
State W/ A~  zp_F L2 5

|| 21531 || 21532

2153-1

2153-3

2153-1

2153-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S

Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE isfully committed to honoring this
agreement. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear
infrastructure alternatives would not divert or reprogram budgeted funds
designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) selected.

FFTF is approximately 4.5 miles from the Columbia River. There are no
dischargesto the river from FFTF and no radioactive or hazardous
dischargesto groundwater. Asindicated in analyses presented in
Chapter 4 of Volume 1 (e.g., Sections 4.3.1.1.4,4.3.3.1.4,4.4.3.1.4,
4.5.3.2.4, and 4.6.3.2.4), there would be no discernible impacts to
groundwater or surface water quality at Hanford from operation of
Hanford facilities that would support the nuclear infrastructure missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1.

Asidentified in Section 4.3.1.1.13 of the NI PEIS, the restart of FFTF
would generate about 63 cubic meters of additional radioactive waste (e.g.,
solid low-level radioactive waste) annually, in addition to nonhazardous
wastes. Thiswould account for about 2,205 cubic meters of additional
radioactive waste to be generated over the 35-year period of nuclear
infrastructure operations and is small in comparison to the waste
generated by current Hanford activities. Itis DOE’s policy that all
wastes be managed (i.e., treated, stored and disposal) in asafe and
environmentally protective manner and in compliance with all applicable
Federal and state laws and regulations and applicable DOE orders.

As discussed throughout Section 4.3 of Volume 1, none of the proposed
aternatives would add waste to the high-level waste tanks at Hanford.

2153-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.

sasuodsay 0@ pue SJUBLILLIOD LRI — g JeideyD



9G1¢-¢

Commentor No. 2153: Carol G. Watts (Cont’d)

Response to Commentor No. 2153

2153-3: FFTF can be safely operated to support the nuclear infrastructure
missionsdescribed in Section 1.2 of Volume 1. Section 4.3 of Volume 1
provides the results of the evaluation of potential health impacts that
would be expected to result from implementation of Alternative 1,
including normal operations and a spectrum of accidents that included
severe accidents. The environmental analysis showed that radiological

and nonradiological risks associated with restarting FFTF would be small.
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Commentor No. 2154: Sandra Crespinel

Response to Commentor No. 2154

" Dear Secretary Richardson,

Piease honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuciear Reactor:

|| 2154-1 || 2154-2
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Name _ #% Sandra Cres mel 85
; 05’ ) 4817 SW Findlay St.
City v‘* Seaitle, WA 98 36 ZIp
s
/ .

: ;
{ Pléase :nc,'ucre my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Enviranmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comiments and concerns.

'

2154-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE isfully committed to honoring this
agreement.

2154-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2155: Margaret L. McCluskey/Kelly

McCluskey

Response to Commentor No. 2155

! Lear secretary Kicnarason,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

/A 6)@/{’ SOLAR ./
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Name OJCFJ-L‘f Mb[ Lv"; k&Y Address 20804 CRAWFDRY RA

ciNEW TRELAND

Sta

te Wh zpdg03L - gL 5

Piease include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concemns.

|| 2155-1 | |2155-2

|| 2155-3

2155-1:

2155-2:

2155-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

DOE notes the commentor’s interest in alternative energy sources,
although issues of research and devel opment of alternative energy
sources are beyond the scope of this Nuclear Infrastructure PEIS. The
DOE missions to be addressed in this EIS, which include the production
of medical and industrial isotopes, the production of plutonium-238, and
civilian nuclear energy research and development, can currently only be
met using nuclear reactor or accel erator technol ogies.
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Commentor No. 2156: Debra Morrison

Response to Commentor No. 2156

'D.éaf-sgc-rétary' Richardson,
Piease honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
L am  Gethug really  bred of Comptaitty
n 7N p F {7_
%ﬁ’m? fo heaings by Fo Convivce.
%’ HDbE o mef' C—'é’&ﬁ ;?, CErion]
ard 5—4‘3” Vrpng fo pe-stut the FI7 T
we don 4 angmore _nasle - (575
cloar up e  ponatrin st it re. frace,
Sincerely, " fre you fiékﬂing? Eﬂmzjﬁ & Ireacty, 77
Address 40/ A Lfé’ 7 SIL
State WA zie 78 03

Name Df/)r((’ Horrison
ity Seadle.

Piease include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Iimpact
Statement, Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

||2156-1 || 2156-2

I ‘ 2156-3

| ‘ 2156-1

Il 2156-4

2156-1: DOE notes the commentor’s opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF,
and concernsregarding the existing cleanup mission at Hanford. DOE
notes the commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup mission at
Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site environmental
restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the Tri-Party
Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear
infrastructure alternatives would not divert or reprogram budgeted funds
designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) selected.

Asidentified in Section 4.3.1.1.13 of the NI PEIS, the restart of FFTF
would generate about 63 cubic meters of additional radioactive waste (e.g.,
solid low-level radioactive waste) annually, in addition to nonhazardous
wastes. Thiswould account for about 2,205 cubic meters of additional
radioactive waste to be generated over the 35-year period of nuclear
infrastructure operations and is small in comparison to the waste
generated by current Hanford activities. Itis DOE's policy that al
wastes be managed (i.e., treated, stored and disposal) in asafe and
environmentally protective manner and in compliance with all applicable
Federal and state laws and regulations and applicable DOE orders.

2156-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF, and opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF.

2156-3: See response to comment 2156-2.

2156-4: DOE policy encourages effective public participation in its decision

making process. In compliance with NEPA and CEQ regulations, DOE
provided opportunity to the public to comment on the scope of the

NI PEIS and the environmental impact analysis of DOE's proposed
aternatives. DOE gave equal consideration to all comments. In
preparing the Final NI PEIS, DOE carefully considered comments
received from the public.
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Commentor No. 2157: Robbie Ferron

Response to Commentor No. 2157

© Uedr secretary Kicnarason,

Please honar the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor

. . |]|2157-1]|2157-2

Sincerely,
Namg%_&fu u%%ﬂu Address o34 é{fzu&lb W
Cimﬁ% State d/H— 7P _FER2S”

Please inclide my cormments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Staternent, Aiso, please respond to my comiments and cancerns.

2157-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

2157-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2158: Ted Grudowski

Response to Commentor No. 2158

Jear Secretary Richardson,

'lease honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

WASA DoeS  pgr pMEED 4T, THE §Sns oF

WASHipTon DOES pol MED 17 STOP THIS

ivsaTY | e Oay Yo seRe  THE

MUCGLEML WASTE Ipy Yauf MeME 15 THE DY

Mol i) RETTART THE 2 ERCTRL

incerely,

lame TED ORUaWSKS  address 149 A bs ™ 57—

ity SEATLE state A& ze 1801

Piease include my comments in the official record For the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

|| 2158-1 | |2158-2

2158-3

2158-4

2158-1:

2158-2:

2158-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF, and opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF.

DOE notes the commentor’s opposition to expanding its existing nuclear
facility infrastructure. Consistent with its mandates under the Atomic
Energy Act, DOE seeks to maintain and enhance its infrastructure for the
purposes of addressing three primary needs:

1) to support the need for increased domestic production of isotopes for
medical, research, and industrial uses, asinitialy identified by apanel of
expertsin the medical field and reaffirmed by the Nuclear Energy
Research Advisory Committee;

2) to support future NASA space exploration missions by re-establishing
a domestic capability to produce plutonium-238, afuel source that is
required for deep space missions and which the U.S. has no long term,
assured supply; and

3) to support civilian nuclear research and development needs in order to
maintain the clean, safe, and reliable use of nuclear power asaviable
component of the United States’ energy portfolio. The NI PEIS evaluates
arange of reasonable alternatives for accomplishing the proposed action,
one of which includes use of FFTF. Section 1.2 of Volume 1 was revised
to clarify the purpose and need of the proposed action.

Through a Memorandum of Understanding with NASA, DOE provides
radioisotope power systems, and the plutonium-238 that fuels them, for
space missions that require or would be enhanced by their use. In
addition, under the National Space Policy issued by the Office of Science
and Technology Policy in September 1996, and consistent with DOE's
charter under the Atomic Energy Act, DOE is responsible for maintaining
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Commentor No. 2158: Ted Grudowski (Cont’d)

Response to Commentor No. 2158

the capability to provide the plutonium-238 needed to support these
missions. There are approximately 9 kilograms (19.8 pounds) of
plutonium-238 in the U.S. inventory available to support future NASA
space missions. Although research to identify other potential fuel sources
to support these space exploration missions has been conducted, no viable
alternative to using plutonium-238 has been established. Based on NASA
guidance to DOE on the potential use of radioisotope power systems for
upcoming space missions, it is anticipated that the existing plutonium-238
inventory will be exhausted by approximately 2005. Without an assured
domestic supply of plutonium-238, DOE's ability to support future
NASA space exploration missionsmay belost. Section 1.2.2 of Volume 1
was revised to further clarify the purpose and need for reestablishing a
domestic plutonium-238 production capability to support NASA space
exploration missions.

2158-4:  See response to comment 2158-2.
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Commentor No. 2159: Rosemary HarrisHoward R. Harris

Response to Commentor No. 2159

Lear »>ecretary Kichardason,

Piease honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor: || 2159-1 ||2159'2

2159-3
|| 2159-4
« 21595
Xei lte [T Cadts veer e lpt. @ Larauid o

Sincerely, . )
4 d ﬂm;
Name 4 . e Address /Z 25 A2 g L

City {3 !\Qgﬂ%ﬂg,m_ State _ /A 7P $ X232 5

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond fo my comments and concerns,

2159-1:

2159-2:

2159-3:

2159-4:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF, and opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF.

DOE notes the commentor’s concern regarding waste generation. The

NI PEIS addressed the environmental impacts due to the treatment,
storage, and disposal of the waste generated by the proposed action for
all alternatives and alternative options. Waste minimization programs at
each of the proposed sites are also addressed. These programs will be
implemented for the alternative selected in the Record of Decision. The
waste generated from any of the proposed aternatives in the NI PEIS
will be managed (i.e., treated, stored and disposed) in asafe and
environmentally protective manner and in compliance with all applicable
Federal and state laws and regulations and applicable DOE orders.

The purpose of the NI PEIS is to evaluate the environmental impacts of
reasonabl e alternativesto enhancing DOE’ sexisting nuclear facility
infrastructure to support production of isotopes for medical, research,
and industrial uses, production of plutonium-238 for use in future NASA
space exploration missions, and U.S. nuclear research and devel opment
needs for civilian application. No component of the proposed action is
for the purpose of supporting any other defense or weapons-related
mission.

Consistent with its mandates under the Atomic Energy Act, DOE seeks
to maintain and enhance its infrastructure for the purposes of addressing
three primary needs:

1) to support the need for increased domestic production of isotopes for
medical, research, and industrial uses, asinitialy identified by apanel of
expertsin the medical field and reaffirmed by the Nuclear Energy
Research Advisory Committee;

sasuodsay 0@ pue SJUBLILLIOD LRI — g JeideyD



¥91¢-¢

Commentor No. 2159: Rosemary Harris’Howard R. Harris
(Cont’'d)

Response to Commentor No. 2159

2) to support future NASA space exploration missions by re-establishing
a domestic capability to produce plutonium-238, afuel source that is
required for deep space missions and which the U.S. has no long-term,
assured supply; and

3) to support civilian nuclear research and development needs in order to
maintain the clean, safe, and reliable use of nuclear power asaviable
component of the United States' energy portfolio. No component of the
proposed action is for the purpose of supporting any defense or
weapons-related mission. Section 1.2 of Volume 1 was revised to clarify
the purpose and need of the proposed action.

2159-5:  See response to comment 2159-2.
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Commentor No. 2160: Jill Refschneider

Response to Commentor No. 2160

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Please honar the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor.
-__\_ Comno'r \ae\ué‘ A *‘E‘L\LU\— ANAA TN
o) deeqon oo D g Yo ‘D‘m&»w

\p\u*\-oncvw\. A o &\-\-Q, LA.)\f\K.»L\ C.)-Jf\‘“ﬁ wile,

“\-\z\r\ecxlt%,\ [N 50“&{‘4 CAMEL&’\UiQMMEJ'\ﬁ/

() \eaw Up Irfan-gmL "Pﬁo nelc © M-n‘k—‘&z

NE i) \-\rlcqh (_PVQ,( Nvulec - VU‘-’SJ:e./

Sincerely,
e S
‘4 Address 1 L{f"{é 7 ('/ DW/AKE

state UAY  ze 4 K02R

Name ~ it Re.

City k'.f L e

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concems.

]/2160-1 | |2160-2

2160-1

2160-3

2160-1:

2160-2:

2160-3:

DOE was tasked by Congress in the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as
amended, to "ensure the availability of isotopes for medical, industrial,
and research applications, meeting the nuclear material needs of other
federal agencies, and undertaking research and development of activities
related to development of nuclear power for civilian use." The purpose of
this PEIS isto determine the environmental and other impacts to
accomplishing this mission from all reasonable existing and new DOE
resources. The FFTF at the Hanford Site was one of several existing
DOE resources that was assessed for this mission.

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

DOE notesthe commentor’s concern regarding the generation of high
level radioactive waste. The NI PEIS addressed the environmental
impacts due to the treatment, storage, and disposal of the waste
generated by the proposed action for al aternatives and aternative
options. Waste minimization programs at each of the proposed sites are
also addressed. These programswill be implemented for the alternative
selected in the Record of Decision. The waste generated from any of

the proposed alternativesin the NI PEISwill be managed (i.e., treated,
stored and disposed) in asafe and environmentally protective manner and
in compliance with all applicable Federal and state laws and regulations
and applicable DOE orders.
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Commentor No. 2161: Judith Alexander

Response to Commentor No. 2161

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Dewn the FFTF Nuclear Reactor: ||‘2161'1 ||2161'2

- ‘i " - - .
SV A D Pt ff;y/" PN e T JK‘(/

. . - e - a7 . o
T —Anye e e PRI E X

O S BT

T g

T -

LA g R
S YA 7 éif{;,""'%t',“ K f:/"n.,',.

Sincerely,

, . e, . AP . .
Name .,!r’// //’ ST g i e Address e f RS S L

Gty o 77 e State /.- 4

Prease include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Afso, please respond fo my comments and concerns,

2161-3

2161-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

2161-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.

2161-3: Thecommentor’sconcern about high-level radioactive waste generation
at Hanford isnoted. Asidentified in Section 4.3.1.1.13 of the NI PEIS,
therestart of FFTF would generate about 63 cubic meters of additional
radioactive waste (e.g., solid low-level radioactive waste) annually, in
addition to nonhazardous wastes. Thiswould account for about 2,205
cubic meters of additional radioactive waste to be generated over the 35
year period of nuclear infrastructure operations and is small in
comparison to the waste generated by current Hanford activities. High
level radioactive waste would not be generated from merely operating
FFTF.

The use of proposed alternative facilities associated with reprocessing of
neptunium-237 targets would have no impact on schedules or available
funding for high-level radioactive waste programs at either Hanford or
the INEEL sites. The higher activity waste would be treated as a solid
form via a stand-alone vitrification system, separate from any tank waste
treatment system. The existing Hanford high-level radioactive waste
facilities would also not be used, and as analyzed in the PEIS, no existing
or planned high-level radioactive waste facilities would be used to treat
the wastes resulting from processing the irradiated targets.

The NI PEIS addressed the environmental impacts due to the treatment,
storage, and disposal of the waste generated by the proposed action for
all alternatives and alternative options. Waste minimization programs at
each of the proposed sites are also addressed. It is DOE's policy that al
wastes be managed (i.e., treated, stored and disposed) in a safe and
environmentally protective manner and in compliance with all applicable
Federal and state laws and regulations and applicable DOE orders.
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Commentor No. 2161: Judith Alexander (Cont’d)

Response to Commentor No. 2161

FFTF is approximately 4.5 miles from the Columbia River. There are no
dischargesto theriver from FFTF and no radioactive or hazardous
dischargesto groundwater. Asindicated in analyses presented in
Chapter 4 of Volume 1 (e.g., Sections 4.3.1.1.4,4.3.3.1.4,4.4.3.1.4,
4.5.3.2.4, and 4.6.3.2.4), there would be no discernible impacts to
groundwater or surface water quality at Hanford from operation of
Hanford facilities that would support the nuclear infrastructure missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1.
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Commentor No. 2162: Russand Meg Hamlet

Response to Commentor No. 2162

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
PLEASE DaN'T ADD To THE HARM ALREADY]
DONE To_ocuR ENVIPONMENT AND PuT ALL
OF US IN EREATSR. DANGER.. Do YOU WANT
T BE REMEMBERED AS A SHORT SIGHTED

INDUSTRY (NFWENMCED PERSON oR A HOUSTIC
VISIONARY 7
Sinceraly,
Name JUSS t MEZ HAMLET address |51 MANTTY PARE NE
aty Bl State WA zie 48140

Piease inciude my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Aiso, please respond to my comiments and concerns.

||2162-1 | |2162-2

2162-3

2162-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this

agreement.

2162-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

2162-3: The commentors's opposition to the restart of FFTF is noted. This PEIS

has provided an estimate of the incremental potential human health
impacts associated with areasonable range of alternatives (including the
restart of FFTF) for the production of isotopes for medical uses, research
and development, and as heat sources for radioisotope power systems.
The methodology used is intended to provide realistic results based upon
our current knowledge of the health impact of low doses of radiation.
Section 4.3 of Volume 1 provides the results of the evaluation of potential
health impacts that would be expected to result from implementation of
Alternative 1 (which includes restart of FFTF), including normal
operations and a spectrum of accidents that included severe accidents.
The environmental analysis showed that radiol ogical and nonradiological
risks associated with restarting FFTF would be small.

FFTF is approximately 4.5 miles from the Columbia River. There are no
dischargesto theriver from FFTF and no radioactive or hazardous
dischargesto groundwater. Asindicated in analyses presented in
Chapter 4 of Volume 1 (e.g., Sections4.3.1.1.4,4.3.3.1.4,4.4.3.1.4,
4.5.3.2.4, and 4.6.3.2.4), there would be no discernible impacts to
groundwater or surface water quality at Hanford from operation of
Hanford facilities that would support the nuclear infrastructure missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1.

The NI PEISidentifies (in Chapter 3 of Volume 1) endangered species
that live on or near all of the candidate sites, aswell as aguatic and
wetlands areas that may be impacted by operations at candidate locations.
According to an International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA)

publication (IAEA Technical Report Series No. 332, Effects of lonizing
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Commentor No. 2162: Russand Meg Hamlet (Cont’d)

Response to Commentor No. 2162

Radiation on Plants and Animals at Levels Implied by Current Radiation
Protection Standards), a dose rate of 100 millirem per year to the most
exposed human will lead to dose rates to plants and animals of less than
0.1 rad per day. ThelAEA concluded that a dose rate of 0.1 rad per day
or lessfor animals and 1 rad per day or less for plants would not affect
these populations. The largest individual dose for any of the nuclear
infrastructures alternatives under normal operations would be less than
0.1 millirem, which is three orders of magnitude lessthan the IAEA
threshold for adverse effects. Therefore, implementation of any of the
range of reasonabl e nuclear infrastructure alternatives analyzed would
not be expected to result in adverse impacts on plants and animals living
in potentialy affected areas around the candidate sites.
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Commentor No. 2163: Marge Stamper

Response to Commentor No. 2163

E Dear Secretary Richardson,
. Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuciear Reactor:
T 3 sapds s Wb Ootz wwonlf conciden V%MJQ
B F 4 wugﬂqu et Undragdive lmuﬂwuz?
whon Uiy Uae Suk b el A by Seemons,
s Qorsl b {tpllend s sotnris un bhe A
g st C’WQ% Conhvans pnre 12eoddp
s|nc<-zrely,‘*-’~PC~{\J<\3E\D %ﬁm M MWV%@W@L:
e ab- and @ of o
" Name Address stk G, MQA?
aty _Gea bty state Wi—  zp (Rt
oty L 5 Doty cpukanpi— oo putin
v Cheniaks
Please inciude my comients i the oificit record for th.Pu-238/FFTF Environmental impac

werdin  beaddly, x
5 taterneny. Also, piease respand fo my comments and concerns.

||2163-1 ]|2163-2

2163-1

2163-1: DOE notes the commentor’s opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF,
and concernsregarding the existing cleanup mission at Hanford. DOE
notes the commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup mission at
Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site environmental
restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the Tri-Party
Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear
infrastructure alternatives would not divert or reprogram budgeted funds
designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) selected.

Asidentified in Section 4.3.1.1.13 of the NI PEIS, the restart of FFTF
would generate about 63 cubic meters of additional radioactive waste (e.g.,
solid low-level radioactive waste) annually, in addition to nonhazardous
wastes. Thiswould account for about 2,205 cubic meters of additional
radioactive waste to be generated over the 35-year period of nuclear
infrastructure operations and is small in comparison to the waste
generated by current Hanford activities. Itis DOE's policy that all
wastes be managed (i.e., treated, stored and disposal) in asafe and
environmentally protective manner and in compliance with all applicable
Federal and state laws and regulations and applicable DOE orders.

The NI PEIS addressed the environmental impacts due to the treatment,
storage, and disposal of the waste generated by the proposed actions for
all alternatives and alternative options. Waste minimization programs at
each of the proposed sites are also addressed. These programs will be
implemented for the alternative selected in the Record of Decision.

FFTF is approximately 4.5 miles from the Columbia River. There are no
dischargesto theriver from FFTF and no radioactive or hazardous
dischargesto groundwater. Asindicated in analyses presented in
Chapter 4 of Volume 1 (e.g., Sections4.3.1.1.4,4.3.3.1.4,4.4.3.1.4,
4.5.3.2.4, and 4.6.3.2.4), there would be no discernible impacts to
groundwater or surface water quality at Hanford from operation of
Hanford facilities that would support the nuclear infrastructure missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1.
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Commentor No. 2163: Marge Stamper (Cont’d)

Response to Commentor No. 2163

In regards to the Hanford wildfire of 2000, the DOE Richland Operations
Office, the State of Washington Department of Health, and U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency performed environmental monitoring on
and around the Site to assess potential radiological impacts. The wildfire
did not cause arelease of radioactive materials from any Hanford
facilities but did result in resuspension of radioactive materialswhich
were already in the environment. The very low levels of radioactive
materials that were resuspended were slightly above natural background
levels and required several days of analysisto quantify. Information on
this event has been made available to the public and can be accessed at
http://www.Hanford.gov/envmon/indes.html. This site also provides a
link to information on the independent offsite air monitoring that was
conducted by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.

2163-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2164: Alicelia and Robert Warren

Response to Commentor No. 2164

_ Dear Secretary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Dewn the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

»./f‘lMLQQM wa-o—\ltw{wﬁa»b c/ffa@ﬂ !jﬂ g% VJJ&&@ o
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Mt [ P B
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Jhe el grnss wildbide o Yo Vol Luru -
S e ton t sl Y 1o
Name -"Hrf:t‘j:kt&oécctéﬂﬂ_lﬁa Address ! -U--Mﬂ-zvﬂ?éo?f—x/ .
City &tz Lpvess State WA zp TFYLL

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Envirenmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

||2164-1 | |2164-2

2164-1

| 2164-3

2164-1

2164-1:

2164-2:

2164-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear
infrastructure alternatives would not divert or reprogram budgeted funds
designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) selected.

FFTF is approximately 4.5 miles from the Columbia River. There are no
dischargesto the river from FFTF and no radioactive or hazardous
dischargesto groundwater. Asindicated in analyses presented in
Chapter 4 of Volume 1 (e.g., Sections4.3.1.1.4,4.3.3.1.4,4.4.3.1.4,
4.5.3.2.4, and 4.6.3.2.4), there would be no discernible impacts to
groundwater or surface water quality at Hanford from operation of
Hanford facilities that would support the nuclear infrastructure missions
CCdescribed in Section 1.2 of Volume 1.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

See response to comment 2164-2.
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Commentor No. 2165: J. Wade Michadlis

Response to Commentor No. 2165

ear >ecretary Kicnarason,

lease honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

7+

(BRI B,

incerely,

Address 5845

State {1 /4 P _YEfe X

lame ; NTAAE

ity _Sr,i///r

FPlease include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

||2165-1 | |2165-2

2165-3

2165-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE isfully committed to honoring this
agreement.

2165-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.

2165-3: DOE notes the commentor’sinterest in alternative energy sources,
although issues of research and devel opment of alternative energy
sources are beyond the scope of this Nuclear Infrastructure PEIS. The
DOE missions to be addressed in this EI'S, which include the production
of medical and industrial isotopes, the production of plutonium-238, and
civilian nuclear energy research and devel opment, can currently only be

met using nuclear reactor or accelerator technol ogies.
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Commentor No. 2166: Charlene Osman

Response to Commentor No. 2166

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuctear Reactor:
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Sincerely, (_‘_,-anﬁam V]/{ mg)fl'if-"""‘--’l

Name (b Lo Clrnge Address 55169 (eodland 1k fee g4 LY
ity Seadlle State _L3f zr _Sg1o3

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

|| 2166-1 | |2166-2

2166-3

2166-1:

2166-2:

2166-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

This PEIS has provided an estimate of the incremental potential human
health impacts associated with arange of reasonable alternatives (one of
which includes the restart of FFTF) for the production of isotopes for
medical uses, research and devel opment, and as heat sources for
radioisotope power systems. The methodology used is intended to
provide realistic results based upon our current knowledge of the health
impact of low doses of radiation. Section 4.3 of Volume 1 providesthe
results of the evaluation of potential health impacts that would be
expected to result from implementation of these alternatives, including
normal operations and a spectrum of accidents that included severe
accidents. The environmental analysis showed that radiological and
nonradiological risks associated with each aternative and with restarting
FFTF would be small. As stated in Appendix H of the EIS, other human
health impacts (non-fatal cancers and genetic mutations) occur with a
lower frequency for the same level of exposureto low levels of radiation.
Since the most likely impact on the population from all of the
alternativesis no additional fatalities, it follows that the expected result
for these other health impacts is no additional impact.
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Commentor No. 2167: E. L. Ellefron-Bauer

Response to Commentor No. 2167

woul STLICUSLY R arusl i,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

\ LA, SULS ol AP

\\
Do T Do TEEE e

Nicrame Fimgere 2.

Sincerely,
Name L4 _ Zfirron - FhaBhddiess 21719 _LEHKpnt Lhan
City _[t/ow aua;, stete _ &4 2 2P _FPoa o

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns. .

||2167-1 | |2167-2

2167-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE isfully committed to honoring this
agreement.

2167-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2168: Gloria Abbenhouse

Response to Commentor No. 2168

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Please honor the Ciean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuciear Reactor:

W il
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Sincerely,
Namesaopid ABGENHUE PddressATY 3/ AARBNNTII Hagy
City A2RL LN CETDN State 4/ ﬁ ZIP OZ.{-EEJ 2,3

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu- -238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

||2168-1 | |2168-2

2168-3

2168-1:

2168-2:

2168-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

The concern expressed in this comment with respect to the possible long
range health and environmental effects of FFTF operation, has been

noted. The environmental impacts associated with operation of the FFTF
and support facilities at Hanford during normal operations and from
postulated accidents are presented and discussed in Section 4.3 of the

NI PEIS. All impactsto human health and to ecological resources would
be small both in theimmediate area of the Hanford site and at all distant
locations. Long-term adverse health effects, including cancer, are
discussed in Chapter 4 (Tables 4-17, 4-19, and 4-22 of the NI PEIS).
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Commentor No. 2169: Laurd Dillard

Response to Commentor No. 2169

Lear secrelary KIC!’IBI’CSO_FI,
Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

Al e B itde / / O e )gz&/r e

4
shiithe /;z.ux?/%ﬁ/fm” iy /mna/ éééf) W
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}/E/ 0t tn pm - ghavedad MJZ@/&/@A .

ayrs

S«ncerelyz/’ AALILLET A

Name ,///'(//a"/\/Jf///*})l//./f Address 4X5’ %}(‘in \57 A /%)H_

V8 .
cty i A State  Ji/H ze LY

Please include my comments in the officiat record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

[|2169-1 | |2169-2

2169-1

2169-1:

2169-2:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE isfully committed to honoring this
agreement. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear
infrastructure alternatives would not divert or reprogram budgeted funds
designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) selected.

FFTF is approximately 4.5 miles from the Columbia River. There are no
dischargesto the river from FFTF and no radioactive or hazardous
dischargesto groundwater. Asindicated in analyses presented in
Chapter 4 of Volume 1 (e.g., Sections 4.3.1.1.4,4.3.3.1.4,4.4.3.1.4,
4.5.3.2.4, and 4.6.3.2.4), there would be no discernible impacts to
groundwater or surface water quality at Hanford from operation of
Hanford facilities that would support the nuclear infrastructure missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2170: D. Spring Svart

Response to Commentor No. 2170

Dear Secretary Richardson,
Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTE Nuclear Reactor:
we. ., s fzeanm,(u c,m,u\%hﬁr&\ X
n&H ve ") reGMAARS W lho_ wWANT
IVL‘l’G’/VLSI ve clean- U fQ o’laoraw
16 continue at  Hawford | with NO
%’[ afp Hoe -QSRE{* -CIA,L)( #{Af’—mﬂ
ANY redsen ’U\ mgk mom reabmkl

sincerely, ~—

lame D, A

T address _F-{lo e QO‘YL\A”/(.
ity ’IDCW!‘L&\AU{

state O R zZr 9 F2 12

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu- -238/FFTF Environmenta! Impact
Statement. Aiso, please respond to my comments and concerns,

||2170-1 | |2170-2

2170-1

2170-3

2170-1:

2170-2:

2170-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy). |
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF, and opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF.

See response to comment 2170-2.
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Commentor No. 2171: M. Shafer

Response to Commentor No. 2171

£ Dear jecretary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

We Jleep /FE:E_ Pojruiiod IN _JHE

VIATE of waASHINGI16M , NoT mowg 1

Sincerely,
) p . |
'I, - ] 4
Name /)"'4 722///\ Address (619 2™ Ave, M
ity SEATTeE State v/ e Y¥09 -

EE

Please include my corments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Envirenmental Impact
Statement. Alsg, please respond to my comments and concerrs.

[|2172-1 ]|2171-2

2171-1

2171-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

2171-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2172: Donald N. Whedler

Response to Commentor No. 2172

Der:‘lr- éecretary Richardson,

Please honer the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
\?-ﬁlﬂ»{? ,a(fmq-/.'-, i Adica /‘—‘\id.ﬂJi /)"—fMd—?q
dong Boves cne? Toeaad Ly Als (JM{' Ao, "f
LT Busflly on Lo Moo forf [Zeacq o= o,
C;g&ﬂzuﬂ’td 72 i, “\9«1 /?‘/3 Uy Z@A«%&L

| EJ,Q@-’W °\>v@?} bl T, Sy z/uﬁa,(xf; ¥
‘ S ML \ - "

o e T T e **MW,J
Smcerely, /\:—(ﬁ,ﬁjww MW ,(;,W ,:’:C &

Name SonalfA Maaf&'r Address /T 7‘? £l ek M E
City@’a.zktf’:#@;i Jaleu b State /4 ar P8 1D

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Alss, piease respond to my comments and concems.

||2172-1 | |2172-2

2172-3

2172-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

2172-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.

2172-3. DOE notes the viewpoint expressed by the commentor. As discussed in
Section 1.2 of Volume 1, plutonium-238 would be produced to support
NASA'’s deep space missions. Plutonium-238 is not used to produce
nuclear weapons. All missions considered inthe NI PEIS arefor civilian

purposes.

AlIjoe4 131 Xn|H 1584 8yl Jo 9]0y 8y Buipnjou| ‘se1els paliun ay) Ul SUOSSIA Uoonpo.d adojos|
pue swdopreg pue yoressay ABJeu JeajonN Uel|IAID papuedxT Buiysi(duoddy o) Juswere)s 10edul| [elusuuodinug onewwe16old [euld



18T¢-¢

Commentor No. 2173: D. Eggers

Response to Commentor No. 2173

- Monwsnun 3254

uadr secretary Ricnardason,

Piease honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

e l\( O—ﬁ-(—uaﬁ{;ﬁﬁ WNirelsa) ﬁfﬂaua) Adees

Auegs MM o jﬂu //um.uyéx. Chdle =0 f

G{a{avxg L amsas

Y L"(,(PC« ﬂe&(@ —

Sinceraly,
Name
City

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Envirenmentat Impact
Statement. Afso, please respond to my comments and concerns.

Address _7) 8 {ﬁ‘& CD‘JCLM»C/ i
93420

stateC. ZIP

||2173-1]|2173-2

gﬂz‘(‘ ﬁk J’fw;}/itﬁ \é)(’t/lszu)
(%s[;oﬂ 7‘7((‘; H/mrLMﬂ/

2173-3

2173-1:

2173-2:

2173-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE isfully committed to honoring this
agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

The commentor’s positions on nuclear power, cancer, global warming,
and fuel cells are noted. Asdiscussed in Chapter 4 of Volume 1 (e.g.
4.3.1.1.9,4.3.2.1.9, 4.3.3.1.9), implementation of the alternatives
described in Section 2.5 would pose no significant radiological risksor
adverseimpactson air quality. The missions described in Section 1.2 can
be accomplished only with anuclear reactor or accelerator. Development
of alternative energy sources such as fuel cellsis outside of the scope of
this NI PEIS.

sasuodsay 0@ pue SJUBLILLIOD LRI — g JeideyD



¢8T¢-¢

Commentor No. 2174: Henry Perry Response to Commentor No. 2174

Dear Secretary Richardson,

112174-1||2174-2 | 2174-1:  DOE notes the commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

Sincerely, 2174-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

! - Deactivate FFTF.
Name 7 ‘;/f/hfu»f ‘JZE/UU: Address 215~ & %79’?/6’;‘{ ?"/“’Hﬁ
N T
City e R State VA e 75112

Piease include my comments In the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Alss, please respond to my comments and concems. 3
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Commentor No. 2175: Lupito Flores

Response to Commentor No. 2175

R NI S TIVEUITR

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTE Nuclear Reactor:
Please Spo.d money cleaning vp
7 7

e e ,

net seney A*:nj ,..;orq waste

Or ;m'por‘f‘;y:j rore 'gnn\. gﬂ"f S‘tfes.

i Sincerely,

Address /S8 3. Cede,

state _{JA ap_J5a03

FPlease include my comsments in the official record for the PU-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns,

||2175-1 | |2175-2

2175-1

2175-1:

2175-2:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

The U.S. Congress funds the Hanford cleanup through the Office of the
Assistant Secretary for Environmental Management (EM), and the FFTF
through the Office of Nuclear Energy, Science and Technology (NE).

The nuclear infrastructure missions described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1
would also be funded by NE, which has no funding connection to Hanford
cleanup activities. As stated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the
nuclear infrastructure alternativeswould not divert or reprogram

budgeted funds designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the
aternative(s) selected.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2176: Erma Norton

Response to Commentor No. 2176

Dear Secretary Richardson,

* Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
:?}c? s ot AVGd rieclear s etee e Tls

ine Ale Noattuead fle pulbice pecas

LN f/éé Gt rf fed) -’J’Laxl'fé(/?;zf(- J}’E&L L e qw f}'d

/ch o4 /’ & /L'rt et Ahqaeq Mpte e _u. Ay

: /
: _)?ta %ﬁw e /ﬁmsz" it ,{,fyu /J@JZ&A%:; %
/V’ﬂ.é:!,f/l,q,*{f Bt )Cg;/,ug, D lei A 4

Slncer’eiy,ct Etomn =Y

Name EJAPH7 NﬂrTLrw Add_ress-

’73’ 7 J(Ze&{‘flm.‘; fa }7!(/}

Faity _O lyn pod state 13 7P

Please inclide my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

YeA o

||2176-1 | |2176-2

2176-3

2176-2:

2176-3:

2176-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup

mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

FFTF can be safely operated to support the nuclear infrastructure
missionsdescribed in Section 1.2 of Volume 1. Section 4.3 of Volume 1
provides the results of the evaluation of potential health impacts that
would be expected to result from implementation of Alternative 1,
including normal operations and a spectrum of accidents that included
severe accidents. The environmental analysis showed that radiological
and nonradiological risks associated with restarting FFTF would be small.
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Commentor No. 2177: Nancy Parrish

Response to Commentor No. 2177

ear Secretary Richardson,

ease honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

C howt 3 young Childesn amd T ov? (o ttom
10 he wzeioor\:s'i%ie anvd ot et bodre do weps
polludtan and wodR on M olcu-d Please yete
ﬁch\isf any Lostaiet of Naabzd ond yote

St &me %f\bw{k dawm b oup evirangl
n\c[;festy a%mm fa@mp m

ame N&Nm,’\ nadress RFEIR_15] PLSE

ty LA Vi State_w__A__ ZIP 9804&

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement, Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.,

||2177-1 | |2177-2

” 2177-3

2177-1

2177-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE isfully committed to honoring this
agreement.

2177-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF, and opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF.
2177-3; Seeresponse to comment 2177-2.
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Commentor No. 2178: Elizabeth Bareheld

Response to Commentor No. 2178

hear Secretéry Rithardsén,
lease honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

My ﬁmmy dud_ | MT_yew) conened_adodt

/4 Ud?ﬂmum grodie Ao :wu( sy . We

Ao pet Wmf’ (%5 fpafirey Han fvd’s

FETE Nucliaw Aaetor

bincerely,
\!amegl'zﬁ'b‘h" &L{{h{ﬂ Address 1055} /U’E /{‘5"7‘5?
ity Porkadd State MY zip _4E L0

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Envirenmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond te my comments and concerns.

1/2178-1 ||2178-2

2178-3

2178-1:

2178-2:

2178-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF, and opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF.

See response to comment 2178-2. The NI PEIS evaluates the risks and
environmental impacts of plutonium production and storage at the
candidate sites/facilities in Chapter 4 of Volume 1. The plutonium isotope
under consideration is plutonium-238 which is not weapons material.
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Commentor No. 2179: U. Andrews

Response to Commentor No. 2179

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Please honor the Cleari-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

//’-m M P %d{ﬁ jff/’-f@z 1 L

st ﬂv{/—b e i)

Ll

ﬁ?‘[tﬁvt J’LL‘)’( M {2!,/&',44. ok B RLA ) ,j

_;,i’— MW

10 /f,wfn ,d(,-a(,ii.d -

44{:! aea?c{/zm/udcép/ 4,. Ao&

: Sincerely, iy AL
//[ (%ff 0(/35‘/('7

Name {4, 'ﬁ(,;g(;/fbé'ﬁ Address SF 2z ‘/Qé/g’zrﬂ//y

Citygég_v\_LmL_ State {47 zip G ¢

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

||2179-1 ] |2179-2

2179-1

2179-1:

2179-2:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement. FFTF restart would not impact the schedule or available
funding for existing cleanup activities.

Hanford cleanup is funded by the Office of the Assistant Secretary for
Environmental Management (EM). Funding for FFTF is provided
through the Office Nuclear Energy, Science and Technology (NE). The
nuclear infrastructure missions described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would
also be funded by NE, which has no funding connection to Hanford
cleanup activities. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the
nuclear infrastructure alternatives would not divert or reprogram budgeted
fund designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s)
selected.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2180: Susan Witt

Response to Commentor No. 2180

Dear Secretary Richardsen,

: Please honer the Clean-Up Agreemenl':'and Shut Bown the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

['Zfﬁ_[ﬁaﬁ, /5 [42154& c21d égzzagafégd & Aoﬁ;(
N . * -

Hhred 4711 Pl TRy ID letes perad Ho
J Iy )
Ad¥ r windle . flddin PIEVE_ (T r? ot
. . . £
Y. orfirg  Jlaufoflfeh Qipdaclion #5  a LoLhYF i

SHeetely  aan 05 revrsfensible and Adhgertied .
Name éﬂdﬂﬂ Nﬂ’:& Address {21+ C[wc‘c?az/_.
ciy_Head Plec State_(J€. 2w G703

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
v Statement: Also, please respond to my comments and concemns.

|2180-1 | |2180-2

2180-1

2180-3

2180-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

The U.S. Congress funds the Hanford cleanup through the Office of the
Assistant Secretary for Environmental Management (EM), and the FFTF
through the Office of Nuclear Energy, Science and Technology (NE).

The nuclear infrastructure missions described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1
would also be funded by NE, which has no funding connection to Hanford
cleanup activities. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the
nuclear infrastructure alternatives would not divert or reprogram

budgeted funds designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the
alternative(s) selected.

The NI PEIS evaluated the maximum cumulative radiation exposure to
the public from all reasonably foreseeable Hanford Site activities over the
35 year time-frame. Asshown in section 4.8, the maximum annual dose
to the public would be on the order of 1.9 millirem per year. Thisdoseis
well within the dose limits of 10 mrem/year (as required by the EPA
Clean Air Act) and 4 mrem/year (asrequired by the EPA Safe Drinking
Water Act), asimplemented by DOE Order 5400.5. All environmental
parameters (e.g. air, soil, surface water, groundwater, vegetation, animals,
etc.) in and around the Hanford Site are monitored on a set frequency.
Theinformation is available to the public in annual monitoring reports.
No food or water restrictions are currently in place outside the Hanford
Reservation as aresult of Hanford activities.

More specific the missions proposed in the NI PEIS, the

environmental impacts associated with operation of the FFTF and
support facilities at Hanford during normal operations and from
postulated accidents are presented and discussed in Section 4.3 of the
draft NI PEIS. All impacts to human health and to ecological resources are
shown to be small in theimmediate area of the Hanford Site and negligible
at all distant locations.
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Commentor No. 2180: Susan Witt (Cont’d)

Response to Commentor No. 2180

2180-2:

2180-3:

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

This PEIS has provided an estimate of the incremental potential human
health impacts associated with arange of reasonable aternatives (one of
which includes the restart of FFTF) for the production of isotopes for
medical uses, research and development, and as heat sources for

radioi sotope power systems. The methodology used is intended to
provide realistic results based upon our current knowledge of the health
impact of low doses of radiation. Section 4.3 of Volume 1 providesthe
results of the evaluation of potential health impacts that would be
expected to result from implementation of these alternatives, including
normal operations and a spectrum of accidents that included severe
accidents. Plutonium is one of many substances that have been
considered in the analysis of health and safety impacts for this PEIS.
Plutonium is the primary contributor to the health impacts associated
with the processing of irradiated neptunium targets at any of the
neptunium target processing facilities. The environmenta analysis
showed that radiological and nonradiological risks associated with each of
the analyzed aternative and with restarting FFTF would be small. As
stated in Appendix H of the EIS, other human health impacts (non-fatal
cancers and genetic mutations) occur with alower frequency for the same
level of exposureto low levels of radiation. Since the most likely impact
on the population from all of the alternativesis no additional fatalities, it
follows that the expected result for these other health impactsis no
additional impact.
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Commentor No. 2181: Brandon July

Response to Commentor No. 2181

LAl s L § I I iy

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

\A, " i { y . .
AL S RN AR L v . S
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Sincerely, V)

Name 12 (A wol e )5&4 Address% EE 94-'1‘\« M éf;
city Me.ceer Toslaned, State /A zZP_9geYo

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, piease respond to my comments and concerns.

|| 2181-1 | |2181-2

2181-3

|| 2181-2
|| 21811

2181-1:

2181-2:

2181-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

DOE notes the commentor’s concern regarding waste generation. The

NI PEIS addressed the environmental impacts due to the treatment,
storage, and disposal of the waste generated by the proposed action for
all alternatives and alternative options. Waste minimization programs at
each of the proposed sites are also addressed. These programs will be
implemented for the alternative selected in the Record of Decision. The
waste generated from any of the proposed aternatives in the NI PEIS
will be managed (i.e., treated, stored and disposed) in asafe and
environmentally protective manner and in compliance with all applicable
Federal and state laws and regulations and applicable DOE orders.
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Commentor No. 2182: Neil McCauley

Response to Commentor No. 2182

Dear Secretary Richardson,
Piease honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

| HAVE NOoT YT REEN GVEN DATA AnD Rebson
TO_SUMRORT CorTINUNMG- THE REAcT2 4D
PRaCENGIN(- T CLEam-ul | CITHER. pe Your,
Tob - CleSE TUE REpcTve, AN CLEAN Uy Hlurmeb,
OR_ Tl ME ey T

Sincerely,

Name NE. MCAuLeY
Gty PoRTLASD

Address 78 35"5is £ 74 Aug - APT. A
State O zip 97907

Please include my corments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Alfso, please respond to my comments and concerns,

||2182-1 | |2182-2

2182-1

|| 2182-2
|| 22821

2182-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE isfully committed to honoring this
agreement. FFTF restart would not impact the schedule or available
funding for existing cleanup activities.

The U.S. Congress funds the Hanford cleanup through the Office of the
Assistant Secretary for Environmental Management (EM), and the FFTF
through the Office of Nuclear Energy, Science and Technology (NE).

The nuclear infrastructure missions described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1
would also be funded by NE, which has no funding connection to Hanford
cleanup activities. As stated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the
nuclear infrastructure aternatives would not divert or reprogram

budgeted funds designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the
aternative(s) selected.

More specific to the stated mission, section 1.2 of the NI PEIS provides
information on the purpose and need for DOE's proposed expansion of
the nuclear infrastructure to ensure the availability of isotopes for medical
industrial, and research applications; providing plutonium-238 for NASA,
and undertaking research and development activitiesrelated to
development of nuclear power for civilian use.

2182-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2183: Julie Smith

Response to Commentor No. 2183

wedl JULCudl Y RICHGIUSU,
Piease honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

0 billiun dalns of dlisoctive. waste hao heen
o, s Fh /m/ cﬂ‘ﬁémW T /¢57 By £20
cukies of fﬂﬁ/fijroﬂ ;6’«?4(? ﬁ%{v weze Flisheal ik fe
Lolumbia ;ffi,gf,.ﬁ f%’ogéi owziid'naf o Honrtbiaef o5,
2o of Hhe ot mma%{’ﬂ;/ esple an Cortd.
Enouph /o enouph] Fesee &m/ all neclep® metisty
sincerely, gt fianfebel execor Clean M 0. {

Neme Jeehet Spith ndwess _LEIF_ L) " Mo B
City A}mkaﬁ/’ State 44T ze P2R04

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFIF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

|| 2183-1 ] |2183-2

2183-1

2183-1:

2183-2:

DOE notes the commentor’s opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF,
and concernsregarding the existing cleanup mission at Hanford and the
risk of contamination to the Columbia River. Although beyond the scope
of this NI PEIS, ongoing Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to
DOE. Hanford Site environmental restoration activities are conducted in
accordance with the Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State
Department of Ecology, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, and the
U.S. Department of Energy). This agreement specifies milestones and
schedules for restoration of al parts of the Hanford Site. DOE isfully
committed to honoring this agreement.

Restoration of the Hanford Site and waste management activities are the
primary missions at Hanford. Although prior Hanford Site events are not
within the scope of this PEIS, the referenced releases at Hanford were
terminated with the shutdown of the last single pass-cooling reactor in
1971.

The proposed actions delineated in the NI PEIS would not have an
impact on the Columbia River. FFTF islocated approximately 4.5 miles
from the ColumbiaRiver. There are no dischargesto theriver from

FFTF and no radioactive or hazardous discharges to the groundwater.
Analyses presented in Chapter 4 of the NI PEIS (e.g., Sections 4.3.1.1.4,
4.3.3.1.4,4.4.3.1.4,45.3.2.4, and 4.6.3.2.4) indicate that there would be
no discernible impacts to groundwater or surface water quality at

Hanford from operation of the Hanford facilities that would support the
proposed actions. Also, no water quality impacts would be expected as a
result of permanent deactivation of FFTF (Section 4.4.1.2.4).

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2184: Mary Burki

Response to Commentor No. 2184

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Piease honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

[ime aud g “wa'_hawt_ioceded
: dee

o 1dea. o i Hhine "
ji o oflen vwer lwlw digow.
- twaed oudka good. \doa. aud e .0nvmns
F . mluw( ouv’ Wf\b‘\“u%
incerely, Dwﬂﬁ/ \ 4 alean 2 UPH'a
MName 1{10’{"‘ W&\# .dresg 435( Pl N ”
City &ww:‘{ Wf:\r I State _ ZIP 98[% '

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmenta! Impact
Statement, Also, please respond fo my comments and toncerns.

1| 2184-1
Il 2184-3

[
auwd 4o

||2184-1 | |2184-2

2184-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE isfully committed to honoring this
agreement.

2184-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF, and opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF.

2184-3: Seeresponse to comment 2184-2.
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Commentor No. 2185: Lynn Reer

Response to Commentor No. 2185

LIeEr DECTELErY KKIerusurs,
Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down: the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

!{75{)8 ln/a#’of’ Alr Childeea

and _pur  Cnyyepment. Fleaje

r"}"F ‘JL'}'M 2 £ 0N TY";;

Sincerely, 0\;;’»“ }ZZ
£

Name  Lyw# REER Address _ 32%6 A E S é"(’
ity {274 tin 4 State (W2 ze_ G2/

Flease include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond fo my comments and concerns.

|| 2185-1 | |2185-2

2185-1

2185-1:

2185-2:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup

mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing

Hanford cleanup activities to protect human health and the environment
are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site environmental restoration
activities are conducted in accordance with the Tri-Party Agreement (i.e.,
Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy). This agreement specifies
milestones and schedules for restoration of all parts of the Hanford Site.
DOE isfully committed to honoring this agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2186: G. D. Kerlick

Response to Commentor No. 2186

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Jhetz 1 o compellyne pdbc

Please honer the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

jé Lon X

Nppcd Firs  Fuis ‘gp'zo&lecf- 3

orct mairee  Lenve Ji publii

[4

/ro/.:j;nﬁ fh; Cxrg et %f/fe. -éW’Pfétﬁ'(

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond te my comments and concerns.

cleanh yastly mpre expencies
Sincerely, 4 - 7

y L PLD f%y Sicg,
dameé : D‘ Ker'/u,/z) / Address 6 B2 35 A St
City Se=?lie State A4 7P _GEI2L X

||2186-1 | |2186-2

2186-3

2186-1:

2186-2:

2186-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE isfully committed to honoring this
agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

DOE notes the commentor’s opposition to expanding DOE’s existing
nuclear facility infrastructure. Consistent with its mandates under the
Atomic Energy Act, DOE seeks to maintain and enhance its
infrastructure for the purposes of addressing three primary needs:

1) to support the need for increased domestic production of isotopes for
medical, research, and industrial uses, asinitialy identified by apanel of
expertsin the medical field and reaffirmed by the Nuclear Energy
Research Advisory Committee;

2) to support future NASA space exploration missions by re-establishing
adomestic capability to produce plutonium-238, afuel sourcethat is
required for deep space missions and which the U.S. has no long-term,
assured supply; and

3) to support civilian nuclear research and development needs in order to
maintain the clean, safe, and reliable use of nuclear power asaviable
component of the United States’ energy portfolio. Section 1.2 of
Volume 1 was revised to clarify the purpose and need of the proposed
action.

The proposed action would not have an impact on the schedule or
availablefunding for existing cleanup activities at candidate sites. Itis
DOE's policy that al wastes be managed (i.e., treated, stored and
disposed) in asafe and environmentally protective manner and in
compliance with all applicable Federal and state laws and regulations and
applicable DOE orders.
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Commentor No. 2187: Gloria Black

Response to Commentor No. 2187

e Gy LAl UBUL,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor;

/7-‘: 7 A u./'f“ ;/ o ey L
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R LT A P P
1 :
Sincerely,

Name e/ Ceten ;Z;:./‘-ﬂl'fﬁc Address / 7 ¢ 5¥ T

Gty et vrg State _ 77 £, zIp

Please inclide my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement, Also, piease respend to my comments and concems.

P S

|| 2187-1 | |2187-2

2187-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

2187-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2188: Aiko E. Low

Response to Commentor No. 2188

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

Pling. help saot the planet:. This 15 more,

i ,}ius{’,_'a Prcifre Jio rssue .

' Sincerely,

_ wéo“ég Do) awd. fama b
Name Aﬁ len E2 |’ Address W Ygok, é;g—!

City S{_‘m’m son, WH State ‘UA w4k ELFE’

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concems,

|| 2188-1 | |2188-2

2188-3

2188-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

2188-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

2188-3: DOE notes the commentor’s concern for the global environment.
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Commentor No. 2189: Ola Edwards

Response to Commentor No. 2189

Dear >ecretary Richaruson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

hVo mee Mugm_atﬁnﬁ
kNo delay ¥ Hantyrd Clearmp.
KNo_more Tarea? b e Coludon R,

Sincerely,

M»M
Name Address q‘D'LS— NE- 57
City ML._ State JM‘&- %

Fiaase include m; comw; iry the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Btement. Also, ploase respol my comments and concermns. —-‘ l

e e e e . B . [P Sy .

]|2189-1 | |2189-2

2189-1

2189-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear
infrastructure alternatives would not divert or reprogram budgeted funds
designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) selected.

FFTF is approximately 4.5 miles from the Columbia River. There are no
dischargesto theriver from FFTF and no radioactive or hazardous
dischargesto groundwater. Asindicated in analyses presented in
Chapter 4 of Volume 1 (e.g., Sections4.3.1.1.4,4.3.3.1.4,4.4.3.1.4,
4.5.3.2.4, and 4.6.3.2.4), there would be no discernible impacts to
groundwater or surface water quality at Hanford from operation of
Hanford facilities that would support the nuclear infrastructure missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1.

2189-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2190: DianeW. Slota

Response to Commentor No. 2190

Gty Kirkland

Dear Sacretary Richardson,
Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
While nnay L:. Frue there 5 a swmall need for-
medicaf - f_v.u(c Ipfwﬂﬂiu»-. Hawford 1< c-ﬂ-r'l"z.\_‘f‘/y

Such a farge mess That nmtve clean-we needs *x

be done before besinming amy dFicausitn of EETE
-

We, eitizens oF ('Jaftl;-—q_g‘,\m stnte care abooF r-ts*faw'nlq
Hanfa-d +u safe Cnvirammeonto | carmel'Honn.

Sincerefy,

Name Ditne . Slota Address /1061 NE j&S45 S

State _LLA 7Ip F8634-*4{a_

Please include my comiments in the officiat record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Staternent. Also, please respond te my comments and concerms.

S

||2190-1 | |2190-2

2190-1

2190-1:

2190-2:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

Plutonium-238 will not be generated for direct medical applicationsin
these DOE missions. Thisisotope is needed for NASA space exploration
missions.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2191: Leanne Stagsdill

Response to Commentor No. 2191

Beai oecretary RIChardso s,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor: || 2191-1 | |2191-2
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Sincerely, A. v et -\-g gmood whed 1S %DIV\-—‘) Pt 2
ot .
Name | 4. S S [ Address 137 MZ

City SKGWL - state AT zZIp f?.? IZS

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Alsa, please respond to my @Rm?ﬁﬁ#ﬁﬁ?#’%ﬂ#

2191-1

2191-1:

2191-2:

DOE notes the commentor’s opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF,
and concernsregarding the existing cleanup mission at Hanford. Although
beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing Hanford cleanup activities are
high priority to DOE. Hanford Site environmental restoration activities
are conducted in accordance with the Tri-Party Agreement (i.e.,
Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy). This agreement

specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of al parts of the
Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this agreement. As
stated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear infrastructure
alternatives would not divert or reprogram budgeted funds designated for
Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) selected.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2192: R. G. Armajian

Response to Commentor No. 2192

Dear Secr&g&méimcﬁé}déon,
Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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Sincerely, o :
Name £. (5. A"\'VY\GJ'EQV\ Addressnn®y IS+ ﬂ“g.;;'.‘l ) ﬂ:!']
zip AR ey

City _Rerpt ) Ve state (AL

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Cnvironmental Impact
Statement. Afso, please respond lo my comments and concerns,

||2192-1 | |2192-2

2192-3

2192-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE isfully committed to honoring this
agreement.

2192-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.

2192-3: The concerns expressed in this comment with respect to the impacts of
an FFTF restart have been noted.

The impacts that would result from restart of the FFTF are addressed in
Section 4.3 of the NI PEIS. Operation of the FFTF would result in
releases of materialsto the environment viaairborne and liquid pathways.
However, all air emissions and wastewater dischargeswould bein
accordance with applicable permit and regulatory requirements. The
releases of air pollutants and contaminated liquid are addressed in Section
4.3 of the NI PEIS. Therelease of air pollutants would result in
concentrations well below Federal and state air standards (Table 4-13).
The release of radioactivity and hazardous chemicalsinto the atmosphere
would have anegligible effect on human health (Tables 4-17 and 4-19,
respectively). There would be no discernible impacts to groundwater or
surface water quality (Section 4.3.1.1.4). All impacts on ecological
resources, including animals and fish, associated with operation of the
FFTF would be small (Section 4.3.1.1.6).

The purpose and need for the production of isotopes and support of
research and development is addressed in Volume 1, Section 1.2 of the
NI PEIS. Thereisno greed or personal gaininvolvedin DOE's
commitment to supply the necessary irradiation services.
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Commentor No. 2193: Cathy Ferbiachi

Response to Commentor No. 2193

Fal oTuIEialy KILHAUsSOII,
eas? honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nudear Reactor:
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1]/2193-1 | |2293-2
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Plaase include my comments in the offical record for the Py- -238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Staterment. Aiso, please respond to my comments and concems,

e

2193-3

2193-1:

2193-2:

2193-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

DOE is committed to discharging its responsibilitiesin an open and
unbiased manner and providing the public with comprehensive
environmental reviews of its proposed actions.
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Commentor No. 2194: Susan Perkins

Response to Commentor No. 2194

r Secretary Richardson,

Bse honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
dim a.m/“clt M"l"" pkw’h WCUW?_«A' Wt
poigrrd wduv ua/k, —Tw..a Wﬂ“’l WM

I a,ufa/"wy.n- FETF At dl'v\it( IMJWL be
'M/nt ’4’0 A 7 ‘3‘1{, huliar yimic Tirty.

// f_ D4
terely, Wm'? J2AEC
he Jin  Porking Address 7 2d( )W% Ave 1)
ff wltle State _SA zp AfUE

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Alsg, please respond fo my comments and concerns.

S - .
e e

121941 | 2194-2
|| 21043

2194-1

2194-1.

2194-2:

2194-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement. FFTF restart would not impact the schedule or available
funding for existing cleanup activities.

The U.S. Congress funds the Hanford cleanup through the Office of the
Assistant Secretary for Environmental Management (EM), and the FFTF
through the Office of Nuclear Energy, Science and Technology (NE).

The nuclear infrastructure missions described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1
would also be funded by NE, which has no funding connection to Hanford
cleanup activities. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the
nuclear infrastructure alternatives would not divert or reprogram

budgeted funds designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the
alternative(s) selected.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

DOE notes the commentor’s concern regarding waste generation. The

NI PEIS addressed the environmental impacts due to the treatment,
storage, and disposal of the waste generated by the proposed action for all
alternatives and alternative options. Waste minimization programs at
each of the proposed sites are also addressed. These programs will be
implemented for the alternative selected in the Record of Decision. The
waste generated from any of the proposed aternatives in the NI PEIS
will be managed (i.e., treated, stored and disposed) in asafe and
environmentally protective manner and in compliance with all applicable
Federal and state laws and regulations and applicable DOE orders.
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Commentor No. 2195: Chris Fosse

Response to Commentor No. 2195

ORI ==

-1 Sincerely,
Name Q. bris Fosse Address g3/ ot A P4 sE
© City Seffevae. State .7 ZIp _F8re g

Ligdl dElreidry Kicndrasait,

Please honor the Clean-Up-Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor;

Lo ‘;_/r-g‘_.{., AA.V"\_ M(’ 4/4,;.4_14_7'&—-‘.\ 200, s)‘é_

a?‘ %L'{'V‘-{ A’..u—p( 7%1 6/44-"- 4:7» z.S A/}-&/ﬁh/

Afé}w( 3444/6( !

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement, Alsg, please respond to my comments and concerns.,

||2195-1 | |2195-2

2195-1

2195-1:

2195-2:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup

mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing

Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site

environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).

This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2196: Jeannine Florance

Response to Commentor No. 2196

Dear Secretary Rlchardson

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

B 1o o 3~ T

Slncerely,

Name:ﬂanﬂ;ﬂ( %M Address 2}”/?‘ /. 5’573‘94
City Seal¥d State WA 7P _ S8/

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement, Also, please respond to my comments and concems,

|/2196-1 | |2196-2

2196-3

2196-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE isfully committed to honoring this

agreement.

2196-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

2196-3: The commentor’s concern regarding the completion of cleanup efforts at

Hanford isnoted. As stated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the
nuclear infrastructure alternatives would not divert or reprogram funds
designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) selected.

Cancers are believed to be caused by acombination of hereditary and
environmental factors, including exposureto ionizing radiation and
chemical agents. This NI PEIS provides an estimate of the potential
human health impacts associated with arange of reasonable alternatives
considered for the production of radioisotopes for medical and industrial
uses, research and development, and as heat sources for radioisotope
power systems (See Sections 1.2 and 2.5 of Volume 1). The
methodology used in the analysis of health effects, which isdetailed in
Appendixes H through J, is based upon our current knowledge of the
health impacts that may result from exposure to low doses of ionizing
radiation and chemical agents. Section 4.3 of Volume 1 providesthe
results of the evaluation of potential health impacts that would be
expected to result from implementation of Alternative 1 (which includes
restart of FFTF), including normal operations and a spectrum of
accidentsthat included severe accidents. The environmental analysis
showed that radiol ogical and nonradiological risks associated with
restarting FFTF would be small.
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Commentor No. 2197: Mary Whittenberger

Response to Commentor No. 2197

LEar sedietary Kicnaragson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

T, rwc’ﬁ/f od= ol slifesals
e A Jurd /-\1/ [ niiinasis ints zz//zv/f«’/fb
_é’/ma'c\c’_ :§' /’Lﬁ’/fﬁ./// A / / /Z//’ g{ﬁ
n/ém/e%m {
Tt FrTi fludalad?r s s
W30 o2

Sincerely, /7[;,, / / // ﬁ’ﬁ%/&p‘"

:: Name Ms. M
{" 2815 N

Whittenberger
38th Ave.
Portland, OR 972122853 Al

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFiF Environmenta! impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

||2197-1 ] |2197-2

2197-3

2197-1:

2197-2:

2197-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

DOE notes the commentor’s opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF,
and concernsregarding official statements on Hanford missionsand
environmental impacts.

DOE radiological control requirements are designed with the intent to
meet the legal requirements of 10 CFR 835, and there are provisions for
enforcement actions should the requirements of 10 CFR 835 not be met.
In order to meet these requirements, DOE has established the DOE
Radiological Health and Safety Policy (DOE P 441.1, April 26 1996).
Accuracy of radiological recordsisamong the goals of thispolicy: the
policy statesin part ‘ Ensure radiological measurements, analyses, worker
monitoring results and estimates of public exposures are accurate and
appropriately made.”

The human health effects information presented in the NI PEIS is based
on data collected at various DOE sites (specifically ORR, INEEL, and
Hanford). The data used to quantify offsite consequencesis derived
from reports (which are available to the public) on the normal operational
releases at thefacilitiesbeing evaluated (for example DOE/RL-99-41
Radiological Air Emissions Report for the Hanford Site Calendar Year
1998). These reports are generated in response to DOE Order 231.1
“Environment, Safety, and Health Reporting” which requires an annual
radiation dose summary addressing doses to workers and members of the
public.
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Commentor No. 2198: Paul Moyer

Response to Commentor No. 2198

. Dear Secretary Richardson,

* Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

;z(f— Ph-c, RN, IM'PH
Address ‘PO Lo)( QSO

State Ld-“b ze 13602

Nam
City al/\.a‘:e g;z;i

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Staterment, Afso, please respond to my comments and concemns.

]j 2 Z![@ﬂmgﬂ &mﬂ ﬂymigi r‘cwﬁ; reﬂeeump “é%

||2198-1 | |2198-2

‘ 2198-1

2198-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE isfully committed to honoring this
agreement. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear
infrastructure alternatives would not divert or reprogram budgeted funds
designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) selected.

2198-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2199: Myrna G. Eden

Response to Commentor No. 2199

weal Sedrerary Kicnarason,

: Pplease honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor: ||| 2199-1 | |2199-2

 we do Mot wamt dr e wiidh
7 d%(’ey'ﬂ_' nuclex acadawtf md
;WW (Oﬂfa’fhmahmﬂ N Ctf—
§ (o u ol _Paciic \nibweof.

SinCEIEI¥//Lwl/WL()L /f_‘), Zdigh ‘
NameH¥EM& {ﬂ R =)} Address ZOO}—'W/&W,AJ
Cay Seatle statt/}/A ZIPM

1 Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Ao, please respond to my comments and concerns.

2199-3

2199-1:

2199-2:

2199-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

FFTF can be safely operated to support the nuclear infrastructure
missions described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1. Section 4.3 of Volume 1
provides the results of the evaluation of potential health impacts that
would be expected to result from implementation of Alternative 1,
including normal operations and a spectrum of accidents that included
severe accidents. The environmental analysis showed that radiological
and nonradiological risks associated with restarting FFTF would be small.
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Commentor No. 2200: Victor and Roberta Moore

Response to Commentor No. 2200

T

L Fhe Miafard pission tAS Ne Lotgep pioduetecn Hot L85
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 SCerely, g e f Sodoid I Ioanis WEKE Ruclenh frodect:
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g
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Dear Secretary Richardson,

Piease honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor: || 2200-1 I|2200'2 2200-1:

we poved heve fo triocibivs Zyps. gpo Jelieviy #hat

frow: Mission O Lutan - pll 71:7:—;—;‘; it
~=— ; =t SR 2200-1

dentar

Please inciude my corments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Ervironmental impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

2200-2:

DOE notes the commentor’s opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF,
and concernsregarding the existing cleanup mission at Hanford. Although
beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing Hanford cleanup activities are
high priority to DOE. Hanford Site environmental restoration activities
are conducted in accordance with the Tri-Party Agreement (i.e.,
Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy). This agreement specifies
milestones and schedules for restoration of all parts of the Hanford Site.
DOE isfully committed to honoring this agreement. As stated in Section
N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear infrastructure alternatives would not
divert or reprogram budgeted funds designated for Hanford cleanup,
regardless of the alternative(s) selected.

Asidentified in Section 4.3.1.1.13 of the NI PEIS, the restart of FFTF
would generate about 63 cubic meters of additional radioactive waste (e.g.,
solid low-level radioactive waste) annually, in addition to nonhazardous
wastes. Thiswould account for about 2,205 cubic meters of additional
radioactive waste to be generated over the 35-year period of nuclear
infrastructure operations and is small in comparison to the waste
generated by current Hanford activities. Itis DOE's policy that al
wastes be managed (i.e., treated, stored and disposal) in asafe and
environmentally protective manner and in compliance with all applicable
Federal and state laws and regulations and applicable DOE orders.

The NI PEIS addressed the environmental impacts due to the treatment,
storage, and disposal of the waste generated by the proposed actions for
all alternatives and alternative options. Waste minimization programs at
each of the proposed sites are also addressed. These programs will be
implemented for the alternative selected in the Record of Decision.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2201: Richard Dilian

Response to Commentor No. 2201

vear secreidly riuanaavig

Please hanor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FETF Nuclear Reactor:
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Name lc,['\(,\v cz(' 9‘4‘\0 i Address

ay_ Spetlle

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-Z38/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond o my comments and concerns.

Help ! o

|| 2201-1 | |2201-2

2201-3

2201-4

2201-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement.

2201-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.

2201-3: DOE notes the commentor’s concern regarding waste generation. The NI
PEIS addressed the environmental impacts due to the treatment, storage,
and disposal of the waste generated by the proposed action for all
alternatives and alternative options. Waste minimization programs at
each of the proposed sites are also addressed. These programs will be
implemented for the alternative selected in the Record of Decision. The
waste generated from any of the proposed aternatives in the NI PEIS
will be managed (i.e., treated, stored and disposed) in asafe and
environmentally protective manner and in compliance with all applicable
Federal and state laws and regulations and applicable DOE orders.

2201-4: DOE notes the commentor’sinterest in alternative energy sources,
although issues of research and devel opment of alternative energy
sources are beyond the scope of this Nuclear Infrastructure PEIS. The
DOE missions to be addressed in this EIS, which include the production
of medical and industrial isotopes, the production of plutonium-238, and
civilian nuclear energy research and development, can currently only be

met using nuclear reactor or accel erator technologies.
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Commentor No. 2202: Jim Minick

Response to Commentor No. 2202

Déf;; 75ec.retary Richardson,
Piease honor the Ciean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
bawfret 51 Comamatt i Syades
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Address

2 5 WILKINS DR state P
LVLE. WA 08635

Blease include my comments in the offficial record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmentat Impact
Statement. Afso, please respond to my comments and concerns,

]|2202-1 | |2202-2

2202-1

2202-1:

2202-2:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear
infrastructure alternatives would not divert or reprogram budgeted funds
designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) sel ected.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2203: Allugh Bell

Response to Commentor No. 2203

——— ———rmmr gt e e

Please honar the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

state LUK ZIP

|12203-1 ||2203-2

2203-1

2203-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford and protection of the Columbia River. Although
beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing Hanford cleanup activities are
high priority to DOE. Hanford Site environmental restoration activities
are conducted in accordance with the Tri-Party Agreement (i.e.,
Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy). This agreement
specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of al parts of the
Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this agreement. As
stated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear infrastructure
alternatives would not divert or reprogram budgeted funds designated for
Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) selected.

FFTF is approximately 4.5 miles from the Columbia River. There are no
dischargesto theriver from FFTF and no radioactive or hazardous
dischargesto groundwater. Asindicated in analyses presented in
Chapter 4 of Volume 1 (e.g., Sections4.3.1.1.4,4.3.3.1.4,4.4.3.1.4,
4.5.3.2.4, and 4.6.3.2.4), there would be no discernible impacts to
groundwater or surface water quality at Hanford from operation of
Hanford facilities that would support the nuclear infrastructure missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1.

2203-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.

AlIjoe4 131 Xn|H 1584 8yl Jo 9]0y 8y Buipnjou| ‘se1els paliun ay) Ul SUOSSIA Uoonpo.d adojos|
pue swdopreg pue yoressay ABJeu JeajonN Uel|IAID papuedxT Buiysi(duoddy o) Juswere)s 10edul| [elusuuodinug onewwe16old [euld



€Tec-¢

Commentor No. 2204: Bob Anderson

Response to Commentor No. 2204

Dear Secretary Richardson,
Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Dewn the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

| LLPULD HRE T KNow HOW A GROVE OF FEOPLE, HE WENT TO SO

r
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A _

EALTH PALL L) .

| PROBARY v THE DEXT THOUSONIS SEYIARS  TF%
Sincerely,

- Name EEBANDERSDN)
: city _[DRILANG

Address B85 Db GNPOR AUE.
State 62 zp 272 Of

Please inciude my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
l Statemient. Afso, please raspond to my comments and concerns.

[12204-1 | |2204-2

2204-3

2204-1

2204-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE isfully committed to honoring this
agreement. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear
infrastructure alternatives would not divert or reprogram budgeted funds
designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) selected.

FFTF is approximately 4.5 miles from the Columbia River. There are no
dischargesto the river from FFTF and no radioactive or hazardous
dischargesto groundwater. Asindicated in analyses presented in
Chapter 4 of Volume 1 (e.g., Sections 4.3.1.1.4,4.3.3.1.4,4.4.3.1.4,
4.5.3.2.4, and 4.6.3.2.4), there would be no discernible impacts to
groundwater or surface water quality at Hanford from operation of
Hanford facilities that would support the nuclear infrastructure missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1.

No food or water restrictions are currently in place outside the Hanford
Reservation as aresult of Hanford activities.

2204-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
2204-3. Consistent with its mandates under the Atomic Energy Act, DOE seeks

to maintain and enhance its infrastructure for the purposes of addressing
three primary needs: 1) to support the need for increased domestic
production of isotopes for medical, research, and industrial uses, as
initialy identified by apanel of expertsinthe medical field and reaffirmed
by the Nuclear Energy Research Advisory Committee; 2) to support
future NASA space exploration missions by re-establishing a domestic
capability to produce plutonium-238, afuel source that isrequired for
deep space missions and which the U.S. has no long-term, assured
supply; and 3) to support civilian nuclear research and development needs
in order to maintain the clean, safe, and reliable use of nuclear power asa
viable component of the United States' energy portfolio. The NI PEIS
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Commentor No. 2204: Bob Anderson (Cont’ d)

Response to Commentor No. 2204

evaluates arange of reasonable alternatives for accomplishing the
proposed action, one of which includes use of FFTF. Section 1.2 of
Volume 1 was revised to clarify the purpose and need of the proposed
action.

Through a Memorandum of Understanding with NASA, DOE provides
radioisotope power systems, and the plutonium-238 that fuels them, for
space missions that require or would be enhanced by their use. In
addition, under the National Space Policy issued by the Office of Science
and Technology Policy in September 1996, and consistent with DOE’s
charter under the Atomic Energy Act, DOE isresponsible for maintaining
the capability to provide the plutonium-238 needed to support these
missions. There are approximately 9 kilograms (19.8 pounds) of
plutonium-238 in the U.S. inventory available to support future NASA
space missions. Although research to identify other potential fuel sources
to support these space exploration missions has been conducted, no viable
alternative to using plutonium-238 has been established. Based on NASA
guidance to DOE on the potential use of radioisotope power systems for
upcoming space missions, it is anticipated that the existing plutonium-238
inventory will be exhausted by approximately 2005. Without an assured
domestic supply of plutonium-238, DOE's ability to support future
NASA space exploration missions may belost. Section 1.2.2 of Volume 1
was revised to further clarify the purpose and need for reestablishing a
domestic plutonium-238 production capability to support NASA space
exploration missions.
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Commentor No. 2205: Lisa Kelsey/Bill Kelsey

Response to Commentor No. 2205

s e m——y + e m

Jease honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FETF Nuclear Reactor: -
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PLEASE . PLEASE , PLEASE

sincerely, .
Lisa dea‘-}
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Please include my comments in the officiaf record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmentat Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

|| 2205-1 ||2205-2
|| 2205-3

|| 2205-5

2205-4

2205-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
Hanford cleanup activities are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site
environmental restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the
Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE isfully committed to honoring this
agreement.

2205-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.

2205-3: DOE notesthe commentor’s concern regarding waste generation. The NI
PEIS addressed the environmental impacts due to the treatment, storage,
and disposal of the waste generated by the proposed action for all
aternatives and alternative options. Waste minimization programs at
each of the proposed sites are also addressed. These programs will be
implemented for the alternative selected in the Record of Decision. The
waste generated from any of the proposed alternatives in the NI PEIS
will be managed (i.e., treated, stored and disposed) in a safe and
environmentally protective manner and in compliance with all applicable

Federal and state laws and regulations and applicable DOE orders.

2205-4. The purpose of the NI PEIS is to evaluate the environmental impacts of a
range of reasonable alternativesto fulfill the proposed actions, one of
which is the domestic production of plutonium-238. Plutonium-238, used
to support NASA space missions, is not weapons-grade plutonium
(i.e., plutonium-239). Whereas the United Statesis currently planning for
the disposition of tons of surplus plutonium-239 that is not needed to
support the U.S. nuclear weapons stockpile, there are approximately 9
kilograms (19.8 pounds) of plutonium-238in the U.S. inventory available
to support future NASA space missions. Through a Memorandum of
Understanding with NASA, DOE provides radioisotope power systems
and the plutonium-238 that fuels them for space missions that require or
would be enhanced by their use. In addition, under the National Space
Policy issued by the Office of Science and Technology Policy in
September 1996, and consistent with DOE's charter under the Atomic
Energy Act, DOE is responsible for maintaining the capability to provide
the plutonium-238 needed to support these missions. Based on NASA
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Commentor No. 2205: Lisa Kelsey/Bill Kelsey (Cont’d)

Response to Commentor No. 2205

2205-5:

guidance to DOE on the potential use of radioisotope power systems for
upcoming space missions, DOE anticipates that the existing
plutonium-238 inventory will be exhausted by approximately 2005.
Section 1.2.2 of Volume 1 was revised to further clarify the purpose and
need for reestablishing a domestic plutonium-238 production capability to
support NASA space exploration missions.

DOE notes the commentor’s concerns regarding the possible delay of the
existing cleanup mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this
NI PEIS, ongoing activitiesto remediate existing contamination at
Hanford are high priority to DOE. Hanford Site environmental
restoration activities are conducted in accordance with the Tri-Party
Agreement (i.e., Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy).
This agreement specifies milestones and schedules for restoration of all
parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to honoring this
agreement. Asstated in Section N.3.2, implementation of the nuclear
infrastructure alternatives would not divert or reprogram budgeted funds
designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless of the alternative(s) selected.
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Commentor No. 2206: Paul Behodn

Response to Commentor No. 2206

5eér Setrétary Richardson,

Nlease honer the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

71
Bincerely, ﬂ mW_JL Wa(“

Name § Kl DEMEDY Address 205 E. rARRN
[City SEKT L@ State YA

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Staterent. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

1/2206-1 ] |2206-2

2206-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activities to remediate existing contamination at Hanford are high priority
to DOE. The Hanford Site environmental restoration activities are
conducted in accordance with the Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington
State Department of Ecology, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
and the U.S. Department of Energy). This agreement specifies
milestones and schedules for restoration of al parts of the Hanford Site.
DOE remains committed to upholding this Agreement.

2206-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2207: Julie A. Hockett

Response to Commentor No. 2207

CFold Rere. s

Dear Secretary Richardsen,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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Flease include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my commerits and concerns.

|| 2207-1 || 2207-2
|| 2207-3

2207-4

2207-5

2207-1:

2207-2:

2207-3:

2207-4:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activities to remediate existing contamination at Hanford are high priority
to DOE. The Hanford Site environmental restoration activities are
conducted in accordance with the Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington
State Department of Ecology, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
and the U.S. Department of Energy). This agreement specifies
milestones and schedules for restoration of all parts of the Hanford Site.
A Tri-Party Agreement change was made to place the milestones for
FFTF's permanent deactivation in abeyance until the DOE reaches a
decision on whether the facility will be used to meet mission needs.
Public meetingswere held on thisformal milestone change.
Implementation of the alternatives The missions described in Section 1.2
of Volume 1 would not have an impact on ongoing Hanford cleanup
activities

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF, and opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF.

DOE notes the commentor’s concern regarding waste disposal at the
Hanford Site. Management of wastes that would be generated under
implementation of Alternative 1, Restart FFTF, is discussed in Section 4
3 of Volume 1 (e.g., see Section 4.3.1.1.13). Section4.3.1.1.13was
revised to clarify that, the Hanford waste management infrastructure is
analyzed in this PEIS for the management of waste resulting from FFTF
restart and operation. This analysisis consistent with policy and DOE
Order 435.1, that DOE radioactive waste shall be treated, stored, and in
the case of low-level waste, disposed of at the site where the waste is
generated, if practical; or at another DOE facility. However, if DOE
determines that use of the Hanford waste management infrastructure or
other DOE sitesis not practical or cost effective, DOE may issue an
exemption under DOE Order 435.1 for the use of non-DOE facilities (i.e.,
commercial facilities) to store, treat, and dispose of such waste generated
from the restart and operation of FFTF. In addition, Section 4.3.3.1.13
and 4.4.3.1.13 also address the potential impacts associated with the
waste generated from the target fabrication and processing in FMEF and
how this waste would be managed at the site.

DOE notes the commentor’s opposition to restarting FFTF for plutonium
238 production. Through a Memorandum of Understanding with NASA,
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Commentor No. 2207: Julie A. Hockett (Cont’ d)

Response to Commentor No. 2207

DOE provides radioisotope power systems and the plutonium-238 that
fuels them for space missions that require or would be enhanced by their
use. In addition, under the National Space Policy issued by the Office of
Science and Technology Policy in September 1996, and consistent with
DOE's charter under the Atomic Energy Act, DOE is responsible for
maintaining the capability to provide the plutonium-238 needed to
support these missions. Based on NASA guidance to DOE on the
potential use of radioisotope power systems for upcoming space
missions, DOE anticipates that the existing plutonium-238 inventory will
be exhausted by approximately 2005. Section 1.2.2 of Volume 1 was
revised to further clarify the purpose and need for reestablishing a
domestic plutonium-238 production capability to support NASA space
exploration missions.

2207-5: Seeresponse to comment 2207-2.
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Commentor No. 2208: Kristin Hanson

Response to Commentor No. 2208

Dear Secretary Richardson,

IF_0U DDA'T KEEP YOUR AGREEMENTS
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¢ Sincerely,
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Please include my cormments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
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Statement. Also, please respond fo my comments and concerns,

Piease honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor: || 2208-1 ||2208'2

2208-1

2208-1.

2208-2:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activities to remediate existing contamination at Hanford are high priority
to DOE. The Hanford Site environmental restoration activities are
conducted in accordance with the Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington
State Department of Ecology, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
and the U.S. Department of Energy). This agreement specifies
milestones and schedules for restoration of all parts of the Hanford Site.
A Tri-Party Agreement change was made to place the milestones for
FFTF's permanent deactivation in abeyance until the DOE reaches a
decision on whether the facility will be used to meet mission needs. Prior
public meetings were held on thisformal milestone change. The
alternatives delineated in the NI PEIS would not have an impact on
meeting the schedules for the Hanford cleanup activities.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2209: Marion S. Moor

Response to Commentor No. 2209
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Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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Please include my comments in the officiat record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

]/2209-1 | |2209-2

2209-3

2209-1:

2209-2:

2209-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activities to remediate existing contamination at Hanford are high priority
to DOE. The Hanford Site environmental restoration activities are
conducted in accordance with the Tri-Party Agreement (i.e., Washington
State Department of Ecology, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
and the U.S. Department of Energy). This agreement specifies
milestones and schedules for restoration of all parts of the Hanford Site.
DOE isfully committed to honoring this agreement.

Asdiscussed in Section 4.3 of Volume 1, implementation of Alternative 1,
Restart FFTF, would pose no significant risk to human health or safety.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF, and opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF.

See response to comment 2209-2.
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	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hamilton, Don
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hamilton, Susan (2)
	U. S. Mail
	Public Hearing; Richland, Washington

	Hamilton, William E.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hamlet, Russ and Meg  
	Hammer, Buzz
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hampton, Charles
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hancock, Tim
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hancock, Wendy
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hanford Watch  
	Paige Knight
	Lynn Porter

	Hangslebert, Tamara L.
	Form Letter A

	Hankins, Sherrey
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hannah, Nancy  
	Hanrahan, Lynn  
	Hanrahan, Steve  
	Hansen, Andrew
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hansen, Gerald
	Form Letter C

	Hansen, Jeannie
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hansen, JoLynn
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hansen, Paula Kalyer
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hansen, Sonja
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hansen-Fackas, Suzzenne
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hanson, Colleen  
	Hanson, Dee
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hanson, Kristin  
	Hanson, P. L.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Harder, Scott W.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Harding, Karen  
	Public Hearing; Hood River, Oregon
	Public Hearing; Portland, Oregon

	Harding, Keith  
	Hardy, Dwight
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Harmala, Walt
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Harman, Joyce A.  
	Harnett, Danny M.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Harris, Howard R.  
	Harris, Kinny
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Harris, Richard L.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Harris, Rosemary  
	Hart, Todd
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hartl, Mayme  
	Hartmann, James A.  
	Harvey, Aune
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Harvey, Daniel  
	Harvey, Roland
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Harvill, Wynona
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Harville, Leonard  
	Harville, Nancy
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hastings, Tammy
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hatfield, K. E.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hauter, Wenonah  
	Public Citizen  

	Hawkins, Betty L.  
	Hawkins, Elaine
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hay, Amy
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hayden, K. D.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hayden, Lorna
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hays, Kellie
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hazlett, Pat  
	Heacock, Harold (4)
	Postcard Campaign A  
	Public Hearing; Hood River, Oregon
	Public Hearing; Portland, Oregon
	Public Hearing; Richland, Washington

	Heart of America Northwest
	Tiffany Devoy
	Dave Johnson
	Gerald Pollet (4)
	Public Hearing; Hood River, Oregon
	Public Hearing; Portland, Oregon
	Public Hearing; Seattle, Washington
	Public Hearing; Richland, Washington

	Sarah Schmidt
	Amber Waldref (6)
	1
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	Heasler, Patricia  
	Heaston, Dale
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Heaston, Elizabeth
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Heaston, Karen
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Heaston, Suzanne
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hebert, Carol  
	Hedge, Chris
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hedge, Harold
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hedges, Amande L.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hedlund, Robert  
	Heg, J. M.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Heid, Kermeth
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Heid, Pauline
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Heikens, Kenneth E.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Heikens, Sharon L.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Heller, Paula
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Helloma, M.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Helms, Jubal
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Helms, Patti
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Henderson, Pat
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hendrick, Debbie
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hendrix, Nancy  
	Hendry, Jim
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hendry, John
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Henke, Gene
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Henn, John S.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hennessey, Michael
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hennings, Jerry
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Henry, Darrel W.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Herman, Mike
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hernandez, Cindy
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hernandez, Hipolito
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hernandez, Les
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Herod, George W.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Herres, Lisa
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Herron, Melissa
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hess, Sharadee
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hexum, Steven M.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hickman, Glenn E., Jr.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hickman, Randy
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Higgins, Kathleen
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Higgins, Rudy
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Higgins, William B.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Highbarger, Brian
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hildebrand, Nate and Andrea  
	Hill, Burton E.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hill, Judy
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hill, Lowell
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hill, Madge
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hiller, Phillip  
	Hiltwein, Viola M.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hine, Judith  
	Hisaw, Barbara
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hlavacek, Bill  
	Hockett, Julie A.  

	Hodges, Alison  
	Hodges, Robert S.  
	Hoffman, Dorothy
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hoffman, Michelle (2)
	Form Letter A
	Public Hearing; Hood River, Oregon

	Hogg, A.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hoglen, Richard
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Holbrook, Calvin N.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Holcomb, Tycho  
	Form Letter A

	Holden, Paul B.  
	Holland, Melanie
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hollinger, John  
	Hollings, A. R., Sr
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Holman, Sharon
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Homme, Kathleen
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hoob, Sarah
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hopfritz, William G.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hopkins, Frederick M.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hopkins, Irene
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hopko, Alan
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Horville, Leonard E.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Houchins, Denine
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Houchins, R.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Houston, Elizabeth
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Houston, James
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Houston, Kris
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Howard, Bruce  
	Howard, Johnny S.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Howard, Victor L. T.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Howell, John
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hoyt, Roland  
	Hsik, Ron  
	Hubbard, Dave
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hubbard, Mary K.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hudspeth, Eric
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Huff, Bryan
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Huff, Christopher
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Huff, Michelle
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hughes, Harold
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hughlett, John
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hughlett, John B.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Huleny, Martin W.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hull, Frank  
	Hulstrunk, Carol  
	Hulstrunk, Matt  
	Hulvey, Russell K.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Humble, Kelly
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hunsaker, Peter
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hunt, Scott
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hunter, Lori J.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hussman, Michael  
	Huttling, Harold A.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hyatt, Ann
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hyatt, V.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hyde, Daphne  
	Hyde, James A.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Hyland, Warren
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Hyrkas, Kalle H.
	Postcard Campaign A  


	I
	Iceberg, David
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Idles, G.J.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Ingram, Amy  
	Ingram, Steve
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Interhemispheric Resource Center
	Form Letter C

	International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers
	Mel Chapman

	Irby, Erin E.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Isaacson, Bud
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Isaacson, Evelyn
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Isaacson, Ray
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Issacson, Raymond  
	Ivey, Dion
	Postcard Campaign B  


	J
	J, Ruth
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Jackins, Chris  
	Jackson, Gary
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Jackson, Merle D.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Jackson, R. Estelle
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Jackson, Sally  
	Jacobson, Meg J.  
	Jamison, Rey
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Janear, Robert
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Japha, Irene R.  
	Jaymes, Jessie
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Jennings, Jim
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Jensen, Leslie
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Jensen, R.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Jeter, Bridget  
	Jett, Pam
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Jhai, Moses  
	Jinnurrish, R. E.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Jobe, Terry A.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Johansen, James L.  
	John, James E., Jr.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Johns, D.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Johnson, Brad
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Johnson, Chuck  
	Johnson, Darlin L.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Johnson, Dean
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Johnson, Debi
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Johnson, Floyd E.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Johnson, Gail K.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Johnson, Gretchen  
	Johnson, Kathleen J.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Johnson, Marvin M.  
	Johnson, Michael A.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Johnson, Penney M.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Johnson, Ru Ann
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Johnson, Sherri
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Johnston, Bob A.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Johnston, Larry G.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Johnstone, Donna
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Johnstone, P.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Jones, Alma E.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Jones, Burt
	Form Letter B 

	Jones, C.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Jones, Dan
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Jones, Darrlik  
	Jones, Jean V.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Jones, Jodi
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Jones, Stuart
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Jordan, Don
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Joskey, John J., Jr.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Joy, Donna  
	Judd, Marianne J.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Judkins, Antonio L.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Julian, Greg
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Julson, Paul
	Postcard Campaign B  

	July, Brandon  
	Jungers, Mike
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Jurgens, Kathleen  

	K
	K.H.L.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Kaas, G. D.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Kadlec, Ken  
	Kalinowski, Pam
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Kallio, Marianne
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Kammenzind, D. E.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Kane, Deborah A.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Kane, J. A.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Kanning, Dorothy
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Karl, Roszeita
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Kasey, Bruce
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Kates, Rebecca S.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Katz, Phillip S.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Kay, Gayle
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Kay, Tom
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Kays, Juanita
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Keaemi, David G.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Keary, Mike  
	Keaveney, Jean
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Keaveney, John P.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Keelleu, Kathy
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Kefteh, D. D.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Keizer, Michael
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Keller, Lena  
	Kellogg, Lloyd
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Kelly, Holly
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Kelly, Irene  
	Kelly, Karin
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Kelly, Rod
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Kelly, Sally Ann
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Kelsey, Bill  
	Kelsey, Lisa  
	Keltch, John M.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Keltch, Juanita
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Keltner, Jeanie
	Form Letter C

	Kenega, Matthew  
	Kennell, David
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Kentine, Toby  
	Kerchum, Chris  
	Kerlick, G. D.  
	Keszler Family
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Ketchersid, Mary
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Ketchum, Anna M.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	KewRiez, Stephen L.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Keyes, M. Karlene
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Kidder, Ronald J.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Kidder, Virginia L.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Kidwell, Henry
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Killian, Ray
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Killory, Steven
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Kimball, Erin L.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Kimball, Janet  
	Kimbill, Dorothy  
	King, Betty E.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Kinsella, William J.  
	Kinsey, Gene D.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Kintzley, Dale S.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Kip, J. L.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Kirby, John J.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Kitchen, Ricky J.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Kitts, Mike  
	Klein, Robin  
	Kleit, James A.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Klemus, Jerry
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Klos, Bruce (3)
	Public Hearing; Portland, Oregon
	Public Hearing; Seattle, Washington
	Public Hearing; Richland, Washington

	Klos, Helen E.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Klos, Michael
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Klos, Patricia F.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Kloter, Elise  
	Knapp, Lloyd
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Knare, Marsha
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Knight, Beverly
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Knight, Jim  
	Knight, Mattlya M.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Knight, Rusty
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Knighten, Jackie M.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Knioeton, Steve
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Knowles, Linda
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Knowles, Randall
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Knudsen, K. M.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Knutzen, Thomas C.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Koenig, Margaret  
	Koger, Dolores  
	Koll, Gloria K.  
	Kontin, Barbara
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Kooiker, Curtis A.  
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Kooiker, Susanne L. (2)
	Postcard Campaign A  
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Korbin, Nancy  
	Korenkiewicz, Leonard
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Kortes, Gen  
	Koschik, Eugene C.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Kremer, Ann  
	Krewson, Tawnya
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Kropf, Warren E., Jr.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Krothus, R.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Krueger, Susan A.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Kruse-Chung, Ava  
	Kuhl, Opal
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Kuhn, Dave  
	Kunkel, Jerry M.
	Postcard Campaign A  


	L
	Lacey, Wendy
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Lahtinen, M. R.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	LaMastus, Darrell
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Lamberson, Pat
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Lamberson, Tim
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Lampson, Kim W.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Lamson, Sally  
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Lanbeer, Bob  
	Lane, Zane E.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Lange, Darlene
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Lange, K.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Lanson, Gregory D.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	LaPierre, Bonnie
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Laporta, Tony  
	Lapp, Marilyn
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Lark Bratvord, Melissa C.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Larry Oclewitt
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Larson, James
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Larson, Tom
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Lasseter, Myron
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Latham, Kathy
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Lathins, Richard
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Lauman, Mike
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Law, T. R.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Lawing, Kurt
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Lawrence, Kathleen A.  
	Layman, Richard
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Laymens, Debra
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Leaverton, Michael E.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Lee, Hyun  
	Lee, Lunzi
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Lee, Tammi
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Leeman, James  
	Leiby, Bob
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Leitch, Dennis
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Leiteh, D.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Lema, J.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Lemak, David
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Lemor, Rene
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Leonard, Anna
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Leonard, Kimberlee Jo
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Leonard, W. J.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Letherman, Margaret K.  
	Levyburg, Scott
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Lewellan, Art  
	Lewis, Kathryn
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Lewis, Molly  
	Lewis, Tom
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Lichtenwald, Daniel (2)
	Form Letter A
	Public Hearing; Hood River, Oregon

	Lilly, Jon & Pattie
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Lindberg, Jon
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Linn, Michael B.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Linn, Patrick I.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Linstead, Amy  
	Linstead, Holly  
	Lint, Rick
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Lippold, Mary E.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Lippolel, Jack R.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Livingston, Wayne
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Lobry, Kathy  
	Locke, David
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Locke, Richard  
	Loika, S. M.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Long, Darcie M.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Long, Janice
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Loper, B. L.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Loper, Janis K.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Loper, Kristin
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Loper, Lauren Shane
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Loves, M. C., Jr.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Low, Aiko E.  
	Lowe, Steve
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Lowrance, Pat
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Luarders, Herb
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Lucoff, Dave
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Lucoff, Jan
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Lukes, Susan
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Lumpkin, C. L.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Lunciford, D. E.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Lynch, Carolyn
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Lynch, Deanna  
	Lynch, Scott
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Lyon, Glennup
	Postcard Campaign B  


	M
	M., Martha Troxell
	Postcard Campaign A  

	MacArthur, Steven
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Mack, Troyce A.  
	MacRae, Don  
	Madson, Vernon
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Magan, Ellen  
	Maggan, Clifton
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Magid, S.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Magna  
	Mahler, Cody
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Mahoney, Dewey L.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Mahoney, Kelley
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Mail, Paul
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Maine, Michael R.  
	Maiuri, Steve
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Malan, Linda  
	Maller, Michael J.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Manis, Robert E.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Mansfield, John P.  
	Mansfield, Patty
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Marberg, Dick
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Marbet, Lloyd K.  
	March, Mike
	Postcard Campaign B  

	March, Tisha
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Margullis, Yvonne
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Maripuam, Barbara  
	Marsh, Betty  
	Marshall, Barb
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Marshall, Roger
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Marshall, Sam
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Marshall, Wayne  
	Marston, Spencer  
	Martin, James L.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Martin, Jennifer  
	Martin, William A.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Martinez, A. K.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Martinez, Ines
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Martinez, M. G.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Massengale, Gerald L.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Massey, Arlene
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Mathes, August T.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Mathes, Elaine
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Matheson, Ben
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Matthews, Martha
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Mattocks, Kelly
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Maxwell, Gary
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Mayor, Susan E.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Mayther-Slac, Mary  
	McBain, Bob
	Postcard Campaign B  

	McCall, Joshua L.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	McCallum, Crystal
	Postcard Campaign B  

	McCary, Joanne H.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	McCauley, Neil  
	McCleary, Gordon  
	McClure, Fred
	Postcard Campaign A  

	McCluskey, Kelly  
	McCluskey, Margaret L.  
	McColgun, K.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	McCollum, Diana
	Postcard Campaign A  

	McCollum, Garry
	Postcard Campaign A  

	McComb, Donald W.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	McConnell, Phil
	Postcard Campaign B  

	McCord, Robert B.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	McCormick, Charlene
	Postcard Campaign B  

	McDonald, K. M.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	McDonald, Laurie
	Postcard Campaign B  

	McDonald, Richard
	Postcard Campaign B  

	McEllery, Lorraine
	Postcard Campaign A  

	McFadden, Greg
	Postcard Campaign A  

	McFadden, Lee
	Postcard Campaign A  

	McFaddon, Shawn
	Postcard Campaign B  

	McFall, Tracy
	Postcard Campaign B  

	McGee, Cheri
	Postcard Campaign A  

	McGee, Corry
	Postcard Campaign A  

	McGehee, K. G.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	McGinnis, Karen
	Postcard Campaign A  

	McGurdy, C. D.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	McKine, Kristie
	Postcard Campaign A  

	McLadeline, Norm
	Postcard Campaign A  

	McLand, Sheri M.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	McLaughlin, Ed
	Postcard Campaign A  

	McLaughlin, Lauri
	Postcard Campaign A  

	McLaughlin, Robert
	Postcard Campaign B  

	McLeod, C.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	McMurphy, Greg
	Postcard Campaign B  

	McMurphy, Ron
	Postcard Campaign A  

	McNiven, Gina
	Postcard Campaign B  

	McPeek, Tom C.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	McPheron, Colleen
	Postcard Campaign B  

	McPherson, E. U.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	McPherson, E. Y.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	McQuown, James G., III
	Postcard Campaign B  

	McVay, Merle Ann  
	Mead, F. K.  
	Meador, Canda Lynn
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Meadows, Valjeanne B.  
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Meicenheimer, Russ
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Meier, Victoria  
	Meigs, Kevin D.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Meisinger, Robert Wayne
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Meissner, L. W.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Melton, Ronald B.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Melvin, Max
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Members of Congress
	Earl Blumenauer, U.S. Representatiave  
	Doc Hastings, U.S. Representative
	Suzanne Heaston for U.S. Senator Slade Gorton (3)
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	Wayne Kenny for U.S. Senator Ron Wyden
	Gerald Pollet for U.S. Representatives Adam Smith and Brian Baird  
	Ann Richardson for U.S. Congressman David Wu

	Mendoza, Joseph
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Mensinger, Debbie  
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Mensinger, Jean
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Mensinger, K. R.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Mensinger, Mike
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Mensinger, Patricia
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Mensinger, Rachel
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Mercer, Gene
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Mercer, Larry
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Mercer, Michael
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Merriman, Jolynne
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Merriman, Justin
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Mertens, Chris
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Metcalf, Roy  
	Metrick, Nancy  
	Mewke, Lew
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Meyer, Brett
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Meyer, Jack
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Meyer, Jack W.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Meyer, Marily
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Michaelis, J. Wade  
	Michaud, John
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Michel, S. E.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Michtom, Bill  
	Mid-Columbia Engineering  
	Pat McDaniel

	Mijal, Martin  
	Mike & PaulaYencopal  
	Millbauer, Jacob A.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Millbauer, James P.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Millbauer, Matthew J.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Millbauer, Michelle L.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Millbauer, Molly J.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Miller, Daron
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Miller, Fred  
	Miller, Lori K.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Miller, M. D.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Miller, Margaret
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Miller, Michael D.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Miller, Pam
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Miller, Patricia C.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Miller, Paul R.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Miller, Richard J.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Miller, Vicki
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Milliman, Barbie
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Minick, Jim  
	Mink, Carol
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Minshall, Janet
	Form Letter C

	Mischke, Milly
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Mitchel, Lois
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Mitchell, James B.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Mitchell, James P.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Mitchell, Sharon C.
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Mitzel, Anthony
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Mix, Andy
	Postcard Campaign B  

	Mokler, Bertram James
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Mokler, Mrs. B. J.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Molnan, D. E.
	Postcard Campaign A  

	Molnau, Dell
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