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Commentor No. 2210: Jean Cypher

Response to Commentor No. 2210

.Dea} Secreta ry ll{i.c-hardson,
Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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Sincerely, mmertoh  heptal. & Aroford coomdmer ;m/\,f,'zn_[;;.;

A TRV I S S T
IS Han v A add So o Awy *'LL 4“¢(.‘u§:u¢_(? ;f, .

Name Tean C»,Ql\.u hvm  Address _§ Spa  phwy  3a
City _fle.  Bales State R ZIP __ 93018

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

/

2210-1

2210-1:

2210-2:

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.
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.
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Commentor No. 2211: John Aruill

Response to Commentor No. 2211

Wedi Lecretary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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Ol (88 Loy, doale tinte ot s
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Sincerely,

Name \/m 4 M’”

City Aodeirlorithee [Slama

Address _{@1 10 % Ay wof
State &% e _dere

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

|| 22121 || 2211-2

2211-3

2211-1: 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 all parts of the Hanford Site.

DOE isfully committed to honoring this agreement.

2211-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.

2211-3: 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
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. 2212: Maryanne Griffin

Response to Commentor No. 2212

. Dear Secretary Richardsen,

: Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactors
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© Sincerely,

, Name e @\':}uhi-—:% Address 3002 W+ L wiew
N State \ g M zip F e

City —\-\ O ot

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

||2212-1 || 2212-2

2212-3

2212-2:

2212-3:

2212-1: 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 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, and opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF.

See response to comment 2212-2. 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.
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Commentor No. 2213: Marilyn Blunt

Response to Commentor No. 2213

Dear Secretary Richardson,

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

City __ _ o~ Marilyn Blun: @
‘{" 8043 42nd Ave NE
e Seatile WA 981 155103

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

]|2213-1 ] |2213-2

2213-1:

2213-2:

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.
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. 2214: Joshua Bergor

Response to Commentor No. 2214

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Untie A Cont e B floav if 1w Pupce

lease honor 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, piease respond to my cornments and concerns,

||2214-1 | |2214-2

2214-1

2214-3

2214-1:

2214-2:

2214-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford and opposition to plutonium-238 production.
Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing activitiesto
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 isfully
committed to honoring this agreement. The missions described in Section
1.2 of Volume 1 would not have an impact on ongoing Hanford cleanup
activities.

Asdiscussed in Section 1.2.2 of Volume 1, plutonium-238 would be
produced to support NASA's deep space missions.

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

This PEIS provides estimates of the human health impacts associated
with arange of reasonable alternatives (including restart of FFTF) for the
production of isotopes for medical uses, research and development, and
as heat sources for radioisotope power systems. 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
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. 2215: Roland Hoyt

Response to Commentor No. 2215

Dear Secretary Richardsor,

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

f
=Y/
Sincerely, \Wf J,_,«-/
Mame _{¥ ’?’ ; !U\-P Address PG 5"’3‘1( Zg/qu
City Séfi State QA zxpm_

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

||2215-1 || 2215-2

2215-1: 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 all parts of the Hanford Site.
DOE isfully committed to honoring this agreement.

2215-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2216: Ed Newdll

Response to Commentor No. 2216

Dear Secretary Richardson,

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

Name el M ewredl

. th .
Address 24335 24 {/}UC S

City D?j I"f Eones State Wi

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

ZIP_ VErEE

||2216-1 | |2216-2

2216-1

2216-3

2216-1:

2216-2:

2216-3:

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. 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.

See response to comment 2216-2.
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Commentor No. 2217: Sally Jackson

Response to Commentor No. 2217
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dease ﬁ\onor the Clean Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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City _. AL G
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7P _Gqdeg
Flease include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Alsa, please respond fo My comments and Concerns.

State m_mv

||2217-1 | |2217-2

2217-2:

2217-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding 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. 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. 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.
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Commentor No. 2218: Elwyer White

Response to Commentor No. 2218

Dea-r- Secretary Iﬁchardson,
Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
/ ; ; ; ¢
/ Aot 2o
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Sinferely,

Name%m Address 4'5 20 & £ J57 &«ﬁpj
City ﬂaﬂ&&zf_ sate Az G772

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

||2218-1 | |2218-2

2218-1

2218-1:

2218-2:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford and opposition to implementation of Alternative 1
Restart FFTF). Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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. 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.
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Commentor No. 2219: Gary L. Westerlund

Response to Commentor No. 2219
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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 official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

|| 2219-1 | |2219-2

2219-3

2219-4

2219-1:

2219-2:

2219-3:

2219-4:

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.
DOE isfully committed to honoring this agreement. 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.

See response to comment 2219-2. 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.

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. 2220: Kathleen M. Tibbet

Response to Commentor No. 2220

Dear Secretary Richardson;

. Sln;erely, - L= : q .
Na Lﬂﬂ%‘y tgt%ﬁ\ddress 998 ) ;/UQLW/O

iy ’( @ o /lf State@ L zp L_@

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

Fleade honor the Clean-Up Agreement.and Shut Down the FFTF Nyclear Reactor: Il 2220-1 ||2220'2

2220-3

2220-1:

2220-2:

2220-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford and support for Alternative 5 (Deactivate FFTF with
no new missions). 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. 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.

DOE notes the commentor’s concern regarding the potential risk of
contaminating the Columbia River. The proposed actions delineated in
the NI PEIS would not have an impact on the Columbia River. FFTFis
located approximately 4.5 miles from the ColumbiaRiver. Thereare 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., Sections4.3.1.1.4,4.3.3.1.4,4.4.3.1.4,45.3.2.4,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 aresult of permanent deactivation
of FFTF (Section 4.4.1.2.4).

Although not within the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing activitiesto
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 is fully
committed to honoring this agreement. Such cleanup would greatly
reduce the potential for contaminating the Columbia River. The proposed
actions delineated in the NI PEIS would not have an impact on these
Hanford cleanup activities. As stated in Section N.3.2, implementation of
the nuclear infrastructure alternatives would not divert or reprogram
budgeted funds designated for Hanford cleanup.
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Commentor No. 2221: B. Goodsitt

Response to Commentor No. 2221

Dear Sacretary Richardson,

Piease honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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Sincerely, AL AlT™
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Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement, Afso, please respond to my comments and concerns,

||2221-1 | |2221-2

2221-3

2221-2

2221-1:

2221-2:

2221-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding 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. 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 isfully committed to honoring this agreement. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

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

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 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 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.
Theenvironmental analysis showed that radiol ogical and nonradiological
risks associated with restarting FFTF would be small.

The NI PEISidentifies (in Chapter 3 of Volume 1) endangered species
that live on or near all 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 Series No. 332, Effects of lonizing
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

sasuodsay 0@ pue SJUBLILLIOD LRI — g JeideyD



ve€ce-¢

Commentor No. 2221: B. Goodsitt (Cont’d)

Response to Commentor No. 2221

infrastructures alternatives under normal operations would be less than
0.1 millirem, which isthree orders of magnitude |ess than the IAEA
threshold for adverse effects. Therefore, implementation of any of the
range of reasonable nuclear infrastructure alternatives analyzed would
not be expected to result in adverse impacts on plants and animalsliving
in potentially affected areas around the candidate sites.
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Commentor No. 2222: Betty L. Hawkins

Response to Commentor No. 2222

.Irjie”a'réé(':retary Richardson,
Please honor the Ciean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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| Sincerely,

Name ,3‘5’-'7“'%; };-“}"Mf{l"ls Address (,'1.51‘55’.-31 .:\_‘)[U«t,[(;;? XDC.)

city A Shoen, State (44} e G870

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

||2222-1 || 2222-2

2222-3

2222-1

2222-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup

mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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 isfully committed to honoring this agreement. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

2222-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.

2222-3: DOE notes the commentor’s opposition to plutonium production at

Hanford and position concerning impacts to the Columbia River from
FFTF restart FFTF is approximately 4.5 miles from the Columbia River.
There are no discharges to the river from FFTF and no radioactive or
hazardous discharges to 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. 2223: Sara Moses

Response to Commentor No. 2223

Dear Secretary Richardson,

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

re-d Jer— %&«Q& ’!'?rwwf:,
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% Sincerely,

Name 223.*"" M‘EES Address %E S-

ity Heod Bivec s O~ I3

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

||2223-1 || 22232

2223-1:

2223-2:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2224: Gretchen Johnson

Response to Commentor No. 2224

-Dear Secretary Richardscn,

Please honor the Clean-Up A_greement and Shut l::nwn the FFTF Nuclear ReacEcr:.,
LW eaw ornt wwarl -ladzegocond »{/g%
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Sincerely/,,

Name/zﬁ]é;&” qﬁéﬁﬂh Address / :S\Df 'X /%/(l ‘ﬁ/
City Seattl; v " State MQ e 98117

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

||2224-1 | |2224-2

2224-1

2224-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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 isfully committed to honoring this agreement. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities. Asdiscussed throughout Section 4.3 of Volume 1,
none of the proposed alternatives would add waste to the high-level
waste tanks at Hanford.

2224-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.

sasuodsay 0@ pue SJUBLILLIOD LRI — g JeideyD



8€¢c-¢

Commentor No. 2225: Dawn Paymaut

Response to Commentor No. 2225

ek A A P F I s A
tease: honor the Clean-Lip Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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ity State (et zr_ 7 S’?Eﬁ'

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

||2225-1 | |2225-2

22251

2225-1:

2225-2:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

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, surface water, or aquatic life in the Columbia River 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. 2226: Frank Hull

Response to Commentor No. 2226

sear Secretary Richarcson,

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

LA

||2226-1 | |2226-2

2226-3

2226-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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 isfully committed to honoring this agreement. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

2226-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.

DOE notes the commentor’s views. 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 isrequired 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

2226-3:

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.
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Commentor No. 2227: Therese Gesdl|

Response to Commentor No. 2227

Vear Secretary Richardson,
Please honer the Clean .Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
Nuclear oasste 1o posemocs ! Why vse ot
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 Sincerely,

Address | 1427 Yo DREE
State 14 ap_9g20¢

i . :
Name ﬂdﬁﬂ’&l["“‘;ﬁ“
aity _Euecett

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

||2227-1 || 2227-2

2227-3

2227-2:

2227-3

2227-1. DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup

mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

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

DOE notes the commentor’s interest in alternative energy sources and
opposition to the use of nuclear power, although issues of research and
development 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
accelerator technologies.
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Commentor No. 2228: David Turnoy

Response to Commentor No. 2228

Dear Secretary Richardson,

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

P/QaSQ /

' Sincerety,

Name nmg\mé 2;,,:ag7g Address 57/ L't):’./mtf?, /au,rf

CCity _ ()25t Lo State (/% e _ 7 7068

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

||2228-1 | |2228-2

2228-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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 isfully committed to honoring this agreement. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

2228-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2229: Ron Hsk

Response to Commentor No. 2229

iear Secretary Richardson,
lease honar the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

:} f’ 7 - / 7¢_/
. Huegm™ —ﬂ)‘t»n}‘/ PR z:f{(é\-’("’

/ ///r %w L /n P (/(.d( rie -r'f" »/z«gg«-@
_’ e -
7 /”:-'«/‘-/"/ e

/rrr ./(/‘?»// -///f

f’ .
»;#/z/’ hhw, v/z!//?’ ?’/d'/,'.f’ o ,,zﬁ‘?‘:ff{ /;{,

K

; (,;«é» »wr/u// 77 /)rf-://t’/' it

///f,é/csz‘ »ﬂ/{"/:/ z”/zé -/

incerely] .~ o
C(L‘f W e T #
. ‘ PR
"y -, .
lame _A#er (ﬁ/fz\’ Address = —JL(/ Ft e
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FPlease include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Afso, please respond to my comments and concems.

]12229-1 | |2229-2

2229-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

2229-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2230: Dorothy Kimbill

Response to Commentor No. 2230

Jear Secretary Richardson,

lease henor the Clean-Up Agréement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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B e A ety
ude my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact

Statement, Also, please respord to my comments dnd congame, 1161
i ¥ [FH 1 ‘

Ky,

||2230-1 | |2230-2

2230-1

2230-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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 isfully committed to honoring this agreement. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

2230-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2231: Mary Rivard

Response to Commentor No. 2231

Gty /Qﬁétkiéf -

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FETF Nuclear Reactar: || 2231-1 || 2231-2
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Name JAlAAsy K/VMé(/ Address 2el0 MQ W Nﬁ
State M 7P _m

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

2231-3

2231-1:

2231-2:

2231-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

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

DOE notes the commentor’s opposition to additional plutonium
production and concern regarding waste generation. The plutonium
isotope under consideration, plutonium-238, is not weapons material.

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 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.
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Commentor No. 2232: Barbara J. Zook

Response to Commentor No. 2232

cemeur PCULIGLOLY UL KATUSON,

i Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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Sincerely,
Name 67621"' Qi 54;250/4( Address /QOé - ,24f/41f6 CSD .
cin Seaitfe State ze 9Bl

Please inciude my comments in the official recotd for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Alsg, please respond ko my comments and concerns.

||2232-1 | |2232-2

2232-1

2232-1:

2232-2:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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 isfully committed to honoring this agreement.

Asdiscussed throughout Section 4.3 of Volume 1, no high-level waste
would be added to the high-level waste tanks at Hanford. Radiological
and non-radiological risksthat would result from implementation of
Alternative 1 would be small.

The commentor’s support for Alternative 5 (Deactivate FFTF with no
new missions) is noted.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2233: Janet F. Warrington

Response to Commentor No. 2233

LAl DELTEW Y I aiusui g

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

Nanfe | ¥ Address 2(0“,9 N;E; f;?(o HVQ,

City Stateéﬂfv SRR ] yA

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

]12233-1 |2233-2

2233-3

2233-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

2233-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

2233-3: 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 redlistic
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 radiological
and nonradiological risks associated 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 exposure. Sincelatent cancer fatalitieswould not be
expected among the public, it follows that the expected result for other
radiological healthimpactswould also be small.
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Commentor No. 2234: Marian Schwarzenbach

Response to Commentor No. 2234

Dear Secretary Richardson,

&/ 2o

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FETF MNuclear Reactor;
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Sincerely, F"""‘?L% /P T e ?I‘Md jteean s bl 7
Name . '@ﬂ(dress S A/’Z / L=

City _M state 14 e 805~
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Flease include my commerts in the official record for the Pu 238/FFJ'%wmnmenta1 Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns,

||2234-1 ] |2234-2

2234-3

2234-1

2234-1

2234-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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 isfully committed to honoring this agreement. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

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

With regard 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. Thewildfire did not cause arelease of radioactive materialsfrom
any Hanford facilities but did result in resuspension of radioactive
materials which 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. Thissite
aso provides alink to information on the independent offsite air
monitoring that was conducted by the U.S. Environmental Protection

Agency.

2234-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

2234-3: DOE notes the commentor’s position regarding impacts to the Columbia

River and groundwater from FFTF restart. FFTF is approximately 4.5
milesfrom the Columbia River. There are no dischargesto theriver
from FFTF and no radioactive or hazardous discharges to 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, 45.3.2.4, 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. 2235: Steven C. Peterson

Response to Commentor No. 2235

Lear secretary Ricnargson,
:  Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
T PA ACANGST RwWY eFFORTS 10D ReSIRRT
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| PEACTOR, MY ALY b I ARE PCAINST
Sincerely, H‘\)}/ e w ﬂ’zi‘ogj{%,'\‘\()r\) O mGH
Name Ww%vmhddress L‘f&&S 260 Ave L)

i city _SEP ~ State Wi e AR GG

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

||2235-1 | |2235-2

2235-3

2235-4

2235-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

2235-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

2235-3:  See response to comment 2235-2.

2235-4: DOE notesthe commentor’s concern 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 al 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
alternativesin the NI PEISwill 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 regul ations and
applicable DOE orders.
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Commentor No. 2236: Don MacRae

Response to Commentor No. 2236

Dear Secretary Richardson,

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

o Name DAl Mbe ISAS Address 290D AL ENE L

Gty _ CAMAS st zr FEEO” :

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-23B/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond te my comments and concerns,

|/2236-1 ] |2236-2

2236-3

2236-1:

2236-2:

2236-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

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

High-level radioactive waste would not be generated by the activities
proposed for any of the alternatives or aternative options. The additional
radioactive waste that would be generated from the restart of FFTF (i.e.,
low-level radioactive waste) would not be stored in the high-level
radioactive waste tanks located 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 al aternatives 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 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. 2237: Sally Brown

Response to Commentor No. 2237

e L TR

Pleasg honor t;le Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Downr: the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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Please include my comments in the o I record For the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement, Afso, please respond to my comments and concerns.

||2237-1]|2237-2

2237-1. DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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 remains committed to upholding this agreement. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

2237-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2238: Beth Call

Response to Commentor No. 2238

Dear Secretary Richardson,
Piease honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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Please include my comments in the official record fpr the Pu-236/FFTE Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond fo my comments and concerns.

||2238-1]|2238-2

| ‘ 2238-1

Il 2238-3
|| 2238-1

|| 2238-4

|| 2238-1

2238-1.

2238-2:

2238-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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 remains committed to upholding 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 of Appendix N,
implementation of the nuclear infrastructure alternatives would not divert
or reprogram budgeted funds designated for Hanford cleanup, regardless
of the alternative(s) selected.

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 meetings were held on thisformal milestone change. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

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

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 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. 2238: Beth Call (Cont’d)

Response to Commentor No. 2238

Asdiscussed in Section 4.3 of Volume 1, no high-level radioactive waste
would be added to the high-level radioactive waste tanks at Hanford.

2238-4: 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. 2239: Martha Reynuzzo

Response to Commentor No. 2239

Dear Secrvtary Richardson,

% Piease honar the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTE Nuclear Reactor:
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Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-235/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

. ]12239-1|2239-2

2239-3

2239-4

2239-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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 remains committed to upholding this agreement. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

2239-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

2239-3: The commentors's opposition to the restart of FFTF is noted. FFTF can
be safely operated to support the nuclear infrastructure missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1. This PEIS has provided an

estimate of the incremental potential human health impacts associated
with areasonable range 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 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. 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
exposure. Sincelatent cancer fatalities would not be expected among the
public, it follows that the expected result for other radiological health
impacts would also be small.

The environmental impacts of reasonable alternativesto fulfill the
reguirements of the missions were disclosed and evaluated in the NI PEIS.
DOE made every effort to obtain, analyze, and disclose al required
information to make adecision on expanding nuclear infrastructure. The
costs analysis of proposed actions is not required by NEPA and CEQ
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Commentor No. 2239: Martha Reynuzzo (Cont’ d)

Response to Commentor No. 2239

2239-4:

regulations to beincluded in aPEIS. DOE prepared a separate Cost
Report to provide additional pertinent information to the Secretary of
Energy so that he may make an informed decision with respect to the
alternatives presented in the NI PEIS. The report were made available
immediately upon rel ease on the NE web site (http://www nuclear.gov)
and in the public reading rooms.

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. Section 1.2 of
Volume 1 was revised to clarify the purpose and need of the proposed
action.
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Commentor No. 2240: KyleAllan Cleys

Response to Commentor No. 2240

¢ Dear Secretary Richardson,
Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the EFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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Pigase includ

|| 2240-1 | |2240-2

2240-3
2240-4

2240-1

2240-1:

2240-2:

2240-3:
2240-4:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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 remains committed to upholding this agreement. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

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

See response to comment 2240-2.

DOE notesthe commentor’s concern 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 al alternatives and alternative options. Waste
minimization programs at each of the proposed sites are also addressed.
These programs will beimplemented for the alternative 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 a safe and environmentally protective manner and in
compliance with all applicable Federa and state laws and regulations and
applicable DOE orders.
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Commentor No. 2241: D. Vallier

Response to Commentor No. 2241

. Dear secretary Ridiaiason,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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Sincerely, U‘VW
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Please inciude my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement, Also, please respond to my commenits and concerns.

|| 2241-1 | |2241-2

2241-2

2241-1

2241-1:

2241-2:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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 remains committed to upholding this agreement. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2242: Frieda S. Walworth

Response to Commentor No. 2242

ﬁéér Se;:fefary Ricﬁardson,
Please honor 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.

| 2242-1 | |2242-2

2242-3

|| 22421

2242-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

2242-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.

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 disposed) in a safe and
environmentally protective manner and in compliance with all applicable
Federal and state laws and regulations and applicable DOE orders.

2242-3:

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 aternative 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.
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Commentor No. 2243: Victoria Trumble-Bert

Response to Commentor No. 2243

wondi” DELIRLG ; SKA0ASON,

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

Sincerely,

|2243-1 | |2243-2

Name II;L@MM Madress L§(>b ») 55 954.:9/5?(

City m State LA ﬁ"‘

w Db ¢

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

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

2243-1:

2243-2:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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 remains committed to upholding this agreement. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

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



65¢¢-¢

Commentor No. 2244: Diana Schneider

Response to Commentor No. 2244

Dear Secretary Richardson,

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

Tl e & /ﬁ/yl[rﬂf /Ii A& .—”\Jé’rns bos cohend
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Sincerely,

Name {iana \S‘hr\Ct.c‘ﬂGif Address S Fronlher2. _bf“ld €

City yn# L A State {2)f). 2PEGE GOV 6

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

||2244-1 | |2244-2

2244-1

2244-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS,
ongoing activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford area
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 remains committed to upholding this
agreement. The missionsdescribed in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would
not impact ongoing Hanford cleanup activities.

The commentor’s concerns about impacts of the Hanford Site on human
health are noted. Health effects studies that have been conducted in the
Hanford Area are described in Section 3.4.9.3. Impacts that would result
from implementation of Alternative 1, Restart FFTF, are discussed in
Section 4.3 of Volume 1. Implementation of Alternative 1 was estimated
to pose no significant risk to persons residing in the Hanford Area.

2244-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2245: Krista and Chuck Orider

Response to Commentor No. 2245

Flease honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTT Nuclear Reactor:

we dom'? mud 4 create Ware AUCkcr:
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incerely,
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6}7.(‘,/57’ state W /1' 1P ?fﬂﬂ (ﬂ/
VAACTLELTTY -

Piease inciude my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Envirenmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my commenfs ana“lforﬂefps 1 I - l ] I } | ﬂ
AEERTRI 23 3]

Hr

@U’ZCU‘LT'

|| 2245-1 | |2245-2

2245-1

2245-3

2245-1:

2245-2:

2245-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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 remains committed to upholding this agreement. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

Impacts that would result from implementation of Alternative 1 (Restart
FFTF) are discussed in Section 4.3 of Volume 1. Implementation of
Alternative 1 was estimated to pose no significant risk to persons residing
in the Hanford Area. Health effects studies that have been conducted in
the Hanford Area are described in Section 3.4.9.3.

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

DOE has evaluated the effects of the various aternatives using the
applicable standards as discussed in Chapter 5. European standards for
water and air are not applicable to these alternatives.
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Commentor No. 2246: Ann Wopat

Response to Commentor No. 2246

Dear Secretary R|chardson

Moy Jo Lot d, /mf C/uc/ff/w -2f

Please horor the Clean-Lp Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nudlear Reactor:
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sincerely, ﬁbim
Yame 4/) AN ludﬂ/i Address 7 355
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ity Serettle State /Uf? ze TE1(S”

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

|12246-1 ]| 2246-2

do hewed, LU 1WA S @’ﬂ&é{f’f/wfr‘-/s

2246-1

2246-1:

2246-2:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2247: Walter Smick

Response to Commentor No. 2247

e LA SIS U,

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

%&y’i > 8';‘; ‘;f:’t"?' 2 ree Y'Cacto,” ’
. Name e é' Walter Smick
. T B%  4912NE 114tk St.

City P4 Vancouver, WA 98686 ZIp

_—

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

||2247-1 || 2247-2

2247-3

2247-4

2247-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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 remains committed to upholding this agreement. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

2247-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.

2247-3.  DOE notes the commentor’s concerns for impacts to the Columbia River
from existing contamination at Hanford and from FFTF restart. 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.

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.

2247-4: 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.
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Commentor No. 2247: Walter Smick (Cont’d)

Response to Commentor No. 2247

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.
Theenvironmental analysis showed that radiol ogical and nonradiological
risks associated with restarting FFTF would be small.
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Commentor No. 2248: Laila Atallah

Response to Commentor No. 2248

P e

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
S+ s \n,--\éuob L“sf&sfi.qdfib .99 Hut Lse.
bre Conan Mg (t5Tpmbe the FFTF Rector
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Sincerely, Tl-dm—Jiujﬂ' & j"’"‘" L_‘Q&mizbd

Name Lﬁ('&- A"}‘*”LL Addressmjo \M‘N—q{ i P‘V( N.

Gty _ Seattle State _LOA e 610 2]

1

Please include my comments in the official recard for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Staternent. Afso, pfea_se respond to my comments and coneerms,
- .

|| 22481 | |2248-2

2248-3

2248-1

2248-1.

2248-2:

2248-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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 remains committed to upholding this agreement. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

Asdiscussed in Section 4.3 of Volume 1, implementation of Alternative 1,
Restart FFTF, none of the proposed aternatives would add waste to the
high-level waste tanks at Hanford. As stated in Section N.3.2 of
Appendix N, implementation of the nuclear infrastructure alternatives
would not divert or reprogram budgeted funds designated for Hanford
cleanup, regardiess of the alternative(s) selected.

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

See response to comment 2248-2.
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Commentor No. 2249: Albert J. Penta

Response to Commentor No. 2249

Jear Secretary Richardsan,

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

| 2249-1 | |2249-2

2249-1

I ‘ 2249-3

2249-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford and opposition to the production of plutonium-238.
Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing activitiesto
remediate existing contamination at Hanford are a 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 remains
committed to upholding this agreement. The missions described in
Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford cleanup
activities.

Asdiscussed in Section 1.2.2 of Volume 1, plutonium-238 would be
produced in support of NASA's deep space missions.

2249-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF, and opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF.

2249-3.  Seeresponse to comment 2249-2.
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Commentor No. 2250: Gordon Ruffitles

Response to Commentor No. 2250

Dear Secretary Richardson,

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

Af gCV [ cammit T carch 6

an A, % omﬁq,g’ et l:w_/‘_t«ﬂ(., r'lm
T wvec ! e eve oo vae, o el
W &F }fﬁ,ﬂmwz be» deTi dhreve.

.

Sincerely, dkz&“/’ké s 7 ed
Nameab“\(}(,m glﬂb«} Address* \ fﬁ ?‘ R!Ar 1y )"/ /YC
City Qp ca b | i =8 State (x)?‘:? ZEPC}.{? FERGRY ¥

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

{ﬂe_m)\(,‘u. 4 JﬂL [ g\«ur& mmd"“{w (Lv‘lﬁ.x,ﬂcuzi

|2250-1 | |2250-2

2250-2

2250-1:

2250-2:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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 remains committed to upholding this agreement. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2251: Dolores Koger

Response to Commentor No. 2251

Lear Hecretary Kichardson,

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

Sincerely,

NamebD)Qf"‘fﬁ (‘}Qf— Address \%S’ 35" /‘ﬂg tﬁtfﬂ( AL
ay Be /e yice State _ o zp FE 223

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

]|2251-1 | |2251-2

2251-3

2251-4

2251-1:

2251-2:

2251-3:

2251-4:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

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

The purpose of the NI PEIS isto 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
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.

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.,
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Commentor No. 2251: Dolores Koger (Cont’d)

Response to Commentor No. 2251

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 disposed) in a safe 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 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.
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Commentor No. 2252: Joyce A. Harman

Response to Commentor No. 2252

p(ﬁ(i o¢& |

Dear Secretary Richardson,

i Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor: !I || 2252-1 ||2252'2

“ Tk of our  Chiddeen "
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//mznk Sipin ‘g "&f“ A h/;/{} P75 Y 2 Vi

Sincerely, / ,:/
Name : Address

. City State b4t

. Please include my comments ."H the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmenial Impact
Statement, Alsepiease respong-te-Ar-commaents and conceris. .

2252-1:

2252-2:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2253: F. K. Mead

Response to Commentor No. 2253

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FETF Nudear Reactor:
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Address Ao/ 55’//2%11 £

City N sute H  ap ZEFD

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

]2253-1 | |2253-2

2253-1

B —

2253-2:

2253-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup

mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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 remains committed to upholding this agreement. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

Asdiscussed in Section 4.3 of Volume 1, implementation of Alternative 1
(Restart of FFTF) would pose little risk to the health and safety of the
public.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2254: Ruth Newland

Response to Commentor No. 2254

Dear. Secretary. Richardson,

Please honor fhe Clean-Up Agref.'ment and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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Please include my comments i the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmentat I mpact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concems.
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Name ; {  Address 300 ¢ P/ﬂc’/ sicle Rowd. .

]|2254-1 ] |2254-2

2254-1

2254-3

2254-1:

2254-2:

2254-3:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

With regard 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.

Thewildfire did not cause arelease of radioactive materials from any
Hanford facilities but did result in resuspension of radioactive materials
which were already in the environment. Thelow levels of radioactive
materials that were resuspended were only 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. Thissite
also provides alink to information on the independent offsite air
monitoring that was conducted by the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency. Asdiscussed in Appendix |, an assessment of therisk of a
wildfire indicated that, in the worst case, it could lead to aloss of offsite
power, which the FFTF, because of its passive cooling capability, could
withstand without overheating the core or leading to the rel ease of any
radioactivity.

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

See response to comment 2254-2.
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Commentor No. 2255: Peter Gay

Response to Commentor No. 2255

S nr et p b Uy

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor: || 22551 ||2255'2

A: a dewvnsfrean. Cotum bia  Ryves  repident
Fer peﬁ.o;'f Yo }:eufr_ i A esgecia /l’ld 2255-1
concege—al. 4ot dm//evt’;e—n. dfrociated
witt  Huaford "CGMA-L:H',I Re- rhating The
L]
FETE  puilton feactn at furtord ' geens 22553
ke & ¢teg ja fha wrarg chaveclion o ae
Sincerely, ' !
Name Address 416 E. KK Place
city The  Dalles State _ 0L e __qFes g

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

2255-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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 remains committed to upholding this agreement. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

2255-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF, and opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF.

2255-3:  Seeresponse to comment 2255-2.
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Commentor No. 2256: Ann Kremer

Response to Commentor No. 2256

Dear Secretary Richardson,

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

Do nd A howeaten  the e
b+ _TEM (_“o]uw\l@%t. ﬁﬂd’%f
Do hef endonrsen v, of svar
i L\ dALan bj} iJL;Dc(A,L(A-’:f) mpre  Ninclea~ LsSte

Sincerely,
Name P(YV\ Kromen Address \ODUI'\ Y1 Sw
ciy_Sentle State \MAT 0 48146

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

|| 2256-1 | |2256-2

2256-3

2256-4

2256-1:

2256-2:

2256-3:

2256-4:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

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

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
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1.

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.
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Commentor No. 2257: AnneE. Zald

Response to Commentor No. 2257

LEEN DUl ETarY riw s woli

‘Please honor the CIean—Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:

:’;rﬂm,(_u o Moo ¢hean- L 4,4 Lol o checde

§a,m 1o bl

=%

M d/#ruukk,c, 'ﬁ'Ux.k-/J Cele )/’f»fud_( /v (3&7_9([4,@
, f%féwf) A @wu w4 u/&e 1
k/‘z’t’\ [ 4] %{#

Cd?fulufz iratad o

%’?FH‘TLE state LUA) qg/ /S5~

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

% ’ﬁ,e@/() “&JW‘XS} o YL F/—F
A MW /M/} Qunwnnn J) L g lo?

i Sincerely, ~

Name A?UMC CZ‘!J) Address ?,5.;?& /84&4/5/\4’5/

-y

122571 || 2257-2

2257-1

2257-1:

2257-2:

DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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 remains committed to upholding this agreement. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities. Further, none of the mission activities discussed in the
NI PEIS would add waste to the high-level waste tanks at Hanford.

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 of Appendix N,
implementation of the nuclear infrastructure alternatives would not divert
or reprogram budgeted funds designated for Hanford cleanup, regardiess
of the alternative(s) selected.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2258: Jim Trombald

Response to Commentor No. 2258

Dear Secretary Richardson,

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

W&W@W

/

WM’ ’

Zoiel fa P rTE

M’t
ﬁ:;%?s f%rn» Mm

——

i ancerely,

Name@”" ’mw z’ aA(:h:jress W;f gm%&%
City norer Tlmd ,W np Gt
r- MW“’@ A-no«&f W

f@/‘)’m 8’ 2 @'
ease include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact

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

||2258 1]|2258-2

2258-1

2258-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup

mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

Asdiscussed in Section 4.3 of Volume 1, waste that would be generated
under the alternatives described in Section 2.5 would not significantly
impact the waste management infrastructure at Hanford.

2258-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2259: Donn Colby

Response to Commentor No. 2259

Ledl DeCreldry Kic. .. uson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor: || 2259-1 ||2259'2

‘j'/‘,/,,..,fép,/ /\J Ha foant™ (.'(,;7“4;»;},,.,1&;/ Sates,- 2t In

'/A /./c’éfé‘/}? d m’?’&f : 7z.l. (‘1:.’:,, o 72,/ A I//f'% /:f 72

7

. ‘ i AN
oA Y. Lraicns ot Joclionetue  pssal® el
i ¢

. . v . ’
Yo et JT /'zf/fﬁ;:r[y P AIET paal e ¥ g,

A : o ; 7
e MHpelob, 1S e B cfpie AT g

'/gu'i 6 Mgt

{ Sihcerely, ¢ /
| A e

;Name LAY &Fﬁ}f ‘7/1:; Address }/f /?ﬂ‘ A £

%City f 2nttie ! ‘Stata!-y{&

71p G¥I 2

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

2259-1

2259-1: DOE notesthe commentor’s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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 remains committed to upholding this agreement. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

Asdiscussed in Section 4.3 of Volume 1, waste that would be generated
under the alternatives described in Section 2.5 would not significantly
impact the waste management infrastructure at Hanford.

The commentor’s support for Alternative 5 (Deactivate FFTF with no
new missions) is noted.

2259-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2260: Patricia Greise

Response to Commentor No. 2260

Dear Secretary Richardscon,

PIeasg honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nudear Reactor:

Patrlcla Greisal
6225 SW Madhatter In

Beaverton, OR 97008-8547

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

]2260-1 | |2260-2

2260-1:

2260-2:

DOE notes the commentor’ s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2261: JamesA. Hartmann

Response to Commentor No. 2261

sLear Secretary Kicharason,

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

This (s an  Jscee  HhaF we _ imest”

t“m;fﬂw wtt,  « /onj.—i‘:-rm /;)ov?ﬂah’lf(’-
Moclear coasre 3 esscMHal,&i Eveyen
iZLCf“S consHu  Sc<danable ; cleqo

fr&”&‘rﬂaffﬂ—fs S 45'- <olm i J'Q&MW*/

i

: Sincerely, | a

State 4 K e 97223

City Trg gwek
J

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

Name wjevee3” 4. hlaﬂfmmn Address _ /3920 Siu Stoffs b’ni;q /A

|| 2261-1 | |2261-2

2261-3

2261-1:

2261-2:

2261-3:

DOE notes the commentor’ s concerns regarding the existing cleanup
mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEIS, ongoing
activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh
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 remains committed to upholding this agreement. The missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
cleanup activities.

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 technologies.
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Commentor No. 2262: Emmalee Weibel Response to Commentor No. 2262

Dearrrsécretary Richardson, || || %621 DOE h g h o |
. 2262-1 ||2262-2 -1: notes the commentor’s concernsregarding the existing cleanup
the FFTF Nuclear Reactor: = " .
“Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down mission at Hanford. Although beyond the scope of this NI PEI'S, ongoing

T /e /;V)MMWL Lodlee %M W activitiesto remediate existing contamination at Hanford areahigh

M}&_ j—/,ﬂ P ;%Lq M priority to DOE. The Hanford Site environmental restoration activities
% d?_,é W are conducted in accordance with the Tri-Party Agreement (i.e.,
W’t m JM/ 2262-3 Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S. Environmental Protection
M -M( )% ﬂs z&ﬂ M 742&; Agency, and the U.S. Department of Energy). This agreement specifies

é/l r z / s/ ) é m M milestones and schedules for restoration of all parts of the Hanford Site.
FW A = <D 7 J DOE remains committed to upholding this agreement. The missions
‘ ?M W ,/Mtqm (=] % fte — described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1 would not impact ongoing Hanford
Sincerely, . cleanup activities.
y ddres 2262-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Nam Deactivate FFTF.
ci sae &2 7P 7035 —

33 Y6 2262-3: DOE policy encourages effective public participation in its decision
making process. In compliance with NEPA and CEQ regulations, DOE
Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact provided opportunity to the public to comment on the scope of the
Statement, Also, please respand to y CommMents and CoNcerns. NI PEIS and the environmental impact analysis of DOE'’s proposed
T —— alternatives. 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. 2263: Elizabeth B. Bushndll

Response to Commentor No. 2263

Lear >ecretary Richardson,

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

IF  TH{S _PDES Aol A PP?.A/—* Aler _enLuf
W THE  ColuplBr  RWER _RE  THREATEN:
Bur Lu/ds inl THE MNMORIHWEST el e

w AT RISk, pp halre  ptHERs A4S Yo

: Weuto Al  rusd g o Yow [/

Slncerei%‘“{cﬁ‘/’ﬂ 5%%

Name £{/Z. 4321& A. Bustivpgdress 1655~ 51/ FN«/KD}‘T'.'/
P City _PedrL Ao State _O%A ZP_ G722 8!

Please Include my comments in the official record for the Pu- 23B/FFI' A Enwronmentaf Impact
Statement. Alsor-piease d m” I Ini lminn

— . .. e e

chbi-ary

]/2263-1 | |2263-2

2263-1

2263-1: 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.

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.

2263-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2264. Phyllis Clausen

Response to Commentor No. 2264

| Dear Secretary Rlchardson

Piease honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor: Il 2264-1 I|2264'2

s H’ aueedlyy
W /.gfwm//ffé //MZL Z‘/é

y mé
Mcf/ﬁ'ﬂ A/}f/"/.,

é I MZ‘ . 7 mﬁ Z %
@MM Address 37 /ﬁﬁ% g)ﬁg
gg%&ég . State ﬁ _L_—f 5

| Ll o poad. pedlanl sy iy FET L || 22643
4210%77 ,19 S g VA it pryi L || 2264-4
? 2264-1

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

2264-1: 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 al
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.

2264-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF, and opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF.

2264-3. See response to comment 2264-2.

2264-4. 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 aternative 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.
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Commentor No. 2265: Walter and Jean Walkinshaw

Response to Commentor No. 2265

Jear Segretary Richaruson,

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

fA"er/JU ML
swsh & S

Sincerely,

Warlomshan
Naff 0/ ¢ Teans M2 AdﬁzssmiL_Ag.ap_
City Kot 7 Swte A 2P PR

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

|| 2265-1 | |2265-2

2265-3

2265-1:

2265-2:

2265-3:

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 notesthe commentor’s concern regarding waste generation and
storage. The NI PEIS addressed the environmental impacts due to the
treatment, storage, and disposal of the waste generated by the proposed
actionsfor all aternatives 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 alternatives
inthe NI PEIS will be managed (i.e., treated, stored and disposed) in a
safe and environmentally protective manner and in compliance with all
applicable Federa and state laws and regul ations and applicable DOE
orders.
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Commentor No. 2266: Jennifer Martin

Response to Commentor No. 2266

uﬁgéF"Séc"'r-efary Richardson,

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

T*\’Lw\nk “‘H«’H\ SUNmMex < ‘fnre lu’fnw]-()rou( maf
'PJF’(JSQ ()mnjf t‘(’;s’r(i'ri“ e FF H' (f‘oc%n\r 11
not _ovdh e vicks and dhe consles,

Sincerely,

Name \Je nn.?(’f( Ynﬁfhn Address 70 ARV [f'ncm

city _{all Walla sate WAz 996D

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

|| 2266-1 | |2266-2

2266-1

2266-3

2266-1:

2266-2:

2266-3:

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.

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. Asstatedin
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.

With regard 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.

Thewildfire did not cause arelease of radioactive materials from any
Hanford facilities but did result in resuspension of radioactive materials
which 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. Thissite
also provides alink to information on the independent offsite air
monitoring that was conducted by the U.S. Environmental Protection

Agency.

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

See response to comment 2266-2.

sasuodsay 0@ pue SJUBLILLIOD LRI — g JeideyD



¥8¢¢-¢

Commentor No. 2267: Eric Andersen

Response to Commentor No. 2267

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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| Name £ FHRM T Address S LrATe
City L/- el ! State ! - 7% zp_ S S S
LA i S
Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact

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

|| 2267-1 | |2267-2

2267-3

” 2267-1

2267-1: 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.

2267-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.

2267-3: The commentors's opposition to the restart of FFTF is noted. FFTF can
be safely operated to support the nuclear infrastructure missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1. This PEIS has provided an
estimate of the incremental potential human health impacts associated
with areasonable range 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 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.
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Commentor No. 2268: Roy Metcalf

Response to Commentor No. 2268

Gty £ Lo a

Dear Secretary Richardson,

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

[ 0 /W?‘é’/?ﬁaélﬂu% PN ,,‘/ﬁz;

Sincerely,

Namqé‘gi Zgé . 5% Address Zfﬁ/d/ﬂfkfm 71;/"’

sate £ L, 7P T TO% 2

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

| 2268-1 | |2268-2

| ‘ 2268-3

2268-1.

2268-2:

2268-3:

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 position regarding impacts to the Columbia
River from FFTF restart. FFTF is approximately 4.5 miles from the
ColumbiaRiver. There are no dischargesto the river from FFTF and no
radioactive or hazardous dischargesto groundwater. Section 3.4.4 of
Volume 1 of the NI PEIS describes the current condition of water
resources potentially affected by the Hanford Site, with specific
discussions of surface water and groundwater resources in the Hanford
400 Area, where FFTF islocated, provided in Sections 3.4.4.1.2 and 3.4.4
2.2, respectively. This information indicates that the only impact that 400
Area operations have had on water resourcesto date is contamination of
the unconfined aquifer system with nitrate from sanitary sewage disposal.
The source of this contamination has since been removed resulting in
nitrate levels diminishing over time. The effects of maintaining FFTFin
its current standby mode for 35 years are described in Section 4.2.1.2.4

of Volume 1, and this analysis indicates that the impact on water
resourceswould be negligible. 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. 2269: Deanna Lynch

Response to Commentor No. 2269

Dear Secretary Richardson,

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

T hove aonk wn do stammen, 2 Ebowe o

fhready — WhA pnil ot Mahe T

7

A j

Sincerely, &M/ﬂ/ﬂ/ /?%—/

Address loAS  LF Gg & L

Name et A Ll/J)U('

City [l e State m&,ﬂzw GF £

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

|2269-1 | |2269-2

2269-3

2269-2:

2269-3:

2269-1: 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.

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.

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



18¢¢-¢

Commentor No. 2270: Beverly J. Witte

Response to Commentor No. 2270

Dear Sécre‘tary. Riﬁhardsun,

Piease horor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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Sincerely, ‘ Bttt et L

L.
NameEv ColL Y 7 Werir™ Address ¥ 5 34 Flhiessio glee . 77
City . LA TTCC
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P et i..é—},_,.;/ e Fa s

State _Alie. 7P YiveF

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

- {J|2270-1 22702

¥

[
&
i
E
i
3
4
i
¢
M

2270-3

2270-4

2270-1:

2270-2:

2270-3:

2270-4:

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.

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

High-level radioactive waste would not be generated by the activities
proposed for any of the alternatives or alternative options. The additional
radioactive waste that would be generated from the restart of FFTF (i.e.,
low-level radioactive waste) would not be stored in the high-level
radioactive waste tanks located 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 aternatives 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 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 regul ations
and applicable DOE orders.

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
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Commentor No. 2270: Beverly J. Witte (Cont’d)

Response to Commentor No. 2270

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. As stated in
Appendix H of the EIS, other human health impacts (non-fatal cancers
and genetic mutations) occur with alower frequency for the samelevel

of exposure. Sincelatent cancer fatalitieswould not be expected among
the public, it follows that the expected result for other radiological health
impacts would also be small.

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
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. The IAEA 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 isthree orders of magnitude less than the IAEA
threshold for adverse effects. Therefore, implementation of any of the
range of reasonable nuclear infrastructure alternatives analyzed would
not be expected to result in adverse impacts on plants and animalsliving
in potentially affected areas around the candidate sites.
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Commentor No. 2271: Kathleen A. Lawrence

Response to Commentor No. 2271

- pear secretary Kichardson,
Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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' Sincerely,
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i Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
R Statement, Also, please respond to my camments and concerns.

||2271-1 ]| 2271-2

2271-3

2271-4

2271-2:

2271-4:

2271-1: 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.

2271-3: 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 disposed) in a safe and
environmentally protective manner and in compliance with all applicable
Federal and state laws and regulations and applicable DOE orders.

Asdiscussed in Section 4.3 of Volume 1, no high-level radioactive waste
would be added to the high-level waste tanks at Hanford.

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. 2272: Patricia Sims

Response to Commentor No. 2272

)earm Rlchardson
’le}honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuciear Reactor:
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i i Please inchide my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement, Alse, please respond to my comments and concems.

5-14h1 .

|| 2272-1 ||2272-2
Il 2272-1

2272-3

2272-4

2272-2:

2272-3.

2272-4:

2272-1: 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.

The commentors's opposition to the restart of FFTF is noted. FFTF can
be safely operated to support the nuclear infrastructure missions
described in Section 1.2 of Volume 1. This PEIS has provided an
estimate of the incremental potential human health impacts associated
with areasonable range 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 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.

Comment noted. DOE is committed to providing the public with
comprehensive environmental reviews of its proposed actionsin
accordance with NEPA, and to providing ample opportunity for public
comment on those actions. In preparing the Final NI PEIS, DOE
carefully considered commentsreceived from the public.
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Commentor No. 2273: Patricia Sims

Response to Commentor No. 2273

LBl JU BEIY AL ety

Please honor the Clean-Up Agr%ament and Shut Down the FFTF Nuciear Reactor:
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Please include my cornments in the afficial record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement, Also, piease respond to my comments and concerns.

r |2273-1]|2273-2

2273-3

I ‘ 2173-4

2273-1:

2273-2:

2273-3:

2273-4:

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.

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 disposed) in a safe 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 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.

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.

Comment noted. DOE is committed to providing the public with
comprehensive environmental reviews of its proposed actionsin
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Commentor No. 2273. Patricia Sims (Cont’d)

Response to Commentor No. 2273

accordance with NEPA, and to providing ample opportunity for public
comment on those actions. In preparing the Final NI PEIS, DOE
carefully considered commentsreceived from the public.
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Commentor No. 2274: M. Carnegie

Response to Commentor No. 2274

Dear Séé;ét;;hichard;é;,— ‘

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

Name%“ Cm"ﬂﬂjT‘C/
ay _(Chrklend

state LA ap 799353

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

Address //-15?"'./'{[:’?(51 /ﬁfz/f./Z/u_’T- .

|| 2274-1 | |2274-2

2274-1

2274-3

2274-1.

2274-2:

2274-3:

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 alternatives in the NI PEIS
will bemanaged (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. 2275: Rosalyn Breen

Response to Commentor No. 2275

Dear Secretary Kicharason,

I; Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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f‘é Sinderely, &

Address 58 AL 7 5T,

| Name Rosalyn Breen
state WA, TP _T5

oty Seallfe

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

||2275-1]|2275-2

2275-1

2275-1: 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.

2275-2: DOE notes the commentor’s support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2276: Carolyn SRB Scott

Response to Commentor No. 2276

' Dear Sécretary Richardson,

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

|| 2276-1 | |2276-2
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: Sincerely,
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Please inciude my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Fnvironmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns,

2276-1: 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.

2276-2: DOE notes the commentor's support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.

2276-3: 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 alternatives and aternative 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.
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Commentor No. 2277: Doris Dreyfuss

Response to Commentor No. 2277

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
Tde quhfmafofsﬁu'p.y Soeld fe 3!1/-/'4;’}/15;5}71‘;} % G/'-‘-'-aﬂ-“/’.
We cirro? affwd o add fofke folution Aurden wics we
seen fo [0ek He frednia/ v Fraaneiel QBilE To dea/wird
the Aaginds abeady ;aplace.

Coafrim PO /inport medice/ isotpes from Cipady v pur -

thase platoniim -236 from foreim Sods ces.
Sincerely,  jRotls AEL'{? o 7

Address 200 AW 2214 ¢
ZIp_FeFS

Name Dpris draydyss

State _W A

City V an EO UL

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

||2277-1|2277-2

2277-1

2277-3

2277-2:

2277-1: 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) selected.

DOE notes the commentor's support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF, as well as support for the continued importation of
medical isotopes from Canada and purchase of plutonium-238 from
Russia

2277-3: See response to comment 2277-2.
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Commentor No. 2278: IreneR. Japha

Response to Commentor No. 2278

S —

Déér Sécretary Richardson,

Please honcr the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Bown the FFTF Nuclear Reactor: gll 2278-1 ||2278-2

e bave seen recont =giemnr /)ﬂ’lgd”.éw st T t
e F/a/}fwi 57?\/?7/ Fipler _gad ﬂ:gu/’u/aé /of/d.ae ;
ihfo et jcffam-?f/zv{ AR, (/%!n_s‘ YO Lot :
YeGCSewe Jhw (’(/,\éum of Hir ?AIM//H Fhat /f‘éfﬂ/vﬂt’/wc,,
2z Iheal fy /.)lf)fﬁ‘ﬂu(d(’c/ Ovy LLW[‘-’HAI(/.& y creacsl /Mﬂfg

| Vred i 40 Shot ok The A8acke ; (/r’ﬁ,; 1}57/%})/?1«;/
Sincefély,

Neme _/rere A2 Jz::’,;?/".f M pddress SY0.C 2600 LU
cty __Smbfe State _(VF) e 8195

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

2278-1

2278-1:

2278-2:

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). Thisagreement specifies milestones and schedulesfor
restoration of all parts of the Hanford Site. DOE is fully committed to
honoring this agreement.

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 this
NI PEIS. All impactsto human health and to ecological resources

would be small intheimmediate area of the Hanford Site and negligible at
all distant locations.

DOE notes the commentor's support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2279: Caroline Coreta

Response to Commentor No. 2279

Dear Secretary Richardson,

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

=y . { ' TR L
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Sincerely,
: R - Vo PR Ry
< Name M &/ Ag Featd 770y s ;1;',\ Address A A
£ - )
B . . Y . [ 5 P
fotity e State _{4 A ap_FEsHy

¥ Piease inchide m y comments in the official record for the PL-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Staternent. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

||2279-1 | |2279-2

2279-3

2279-2:

2279-1: 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.

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

2279-3: Seeresponse to comment 2279-2.
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Commentor No. 2280: Irene Myers

Response to Commentor No. 2280

Dear Secretary Richardscn,

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

Sincerely,
Namej:'(“"“—‘h’l’féras Address + ¢ B GTLR
City Q@m,» State Lot 1P Ty 4 ,.}

Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-23B/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Alst, pfease resgond ta my comments and concerns.

||2280-1 | |2280-2

2280-1:

2280-2:

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.

DOE notes the commentor's support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2281: Bonnie Orme

Response to Commentor No. 2281

Dear Secretary Ricna gson,

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

Sincerely,
l;‘rmm, Onme,
949 Pexks
Name . f’féc %ﬂ"f"! . Address
City State ZIP

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

||2281-1 | |2281-2

2281-1:

2281-2:

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 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. 2282: Elizabeth Roberts

Response to Commentor No. 2282

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Please honer the Ciean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
T haw olftended of least 3 hearings on #is

megt %uc obligation o c@g alg Hgm%gi/
Smcerely, :

Name Address 2132 ANE Sunset Ln .

cty Pregerdnny 0 stae WA zie 98310 - 4046 :

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

||2282-1 | |2282-2

2282-1

2282-1: 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.

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.

2282-2: DOE notes the commentor's support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2283: Brian Watson

Response to Commentor No. 2283

WJEAI Secialy KICTHal usUil,
Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
7%‘“' rany dorer Ao T Aowe o Loy FEag 2z
FFTF peasls o be _ .s‘é:f_f“ﬂ__@_:q anal  otf
nesel o Se Fvuwowsy

| remediodron  d- Clean-wp  edfart S Usi'ngy FFT
P_prodice poce _(au (an#nadv;ﬁ- #ta
SGAA;SIMAEM viroler Jha C/ag-n% /%reeme-—/‘.l
incefzly, ﬁvﬁ [ p

Name B rvan E. pJofson pddress 2432 NE Sonser Lo
State _w A zr_A83 /0

PoE  resewrce;

)
3
B
2

ity _ Dt maton toa

Please inciude my cormments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Statement. Also, please respend o my comments and concerns,

]/2283-1 | |2283-2

2283-1

2283-1: 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.

DOE-RL, EPA, and Ecology agreed to achangein this agreement to
place the milestones for FFTF's permanent deactivation in abeyance until
the DOE reaches a decision on FFTF's future. Public meetings were held
on thisformal milestone change. The NI PEIS missions would not have
an impact on Hanford cleanup activities.

2283-2: DOE notes the commentor's support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2284: Rhoda Stockwell

Response to Commentor No. 2284

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
e &&”Jﬂ/ﬂ-ﬁ Db‘mﬁj Wl #Ju“z-ﬂ-% C’"&iqawﬁiﬁ—zzi’
I) own Lgond Gnd muven’t. Aa Augitam s {

_/&}//,d/ hntadny hetornvugde. Ing Tﬂ Yedese £
avd lade @wﬂﬂvé\.‘?uﬁ@z;i—" —ﬁdﬁ&faﬁa "é]&;fszb/

j They %ﬁ&ai&j}

: ¢ )

. Sincerely, {}ﬁw'élu /,ﬁi,f-—ﬁ—c{f,dn[;f]!j

| Name Reons ﬂjf@cﬁ_uf’f{!. Address £/t S'!”/‘ J‘M»;}’Ei TE o
oty Des Movies state WA 2 PEIT

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

||2284-1 | |2284-2

2284-1

2284-1: 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.

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 this
NI PEIS. All impactsto human health and to ecological resources
would be small in theimmediate area of the Hanford Site and negligible at
all distant locations.

2284-2: DOE notes the commentor's support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2285: Dorli T. Rainey

Response to Commentor No. 2285

Uegl Dellcldly RINdrusen,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
MoThid e Siouep D Dopa AT

A FoRy ~ Lp 4TARZTI g - Mo

7

Cleg) vep OF Harroed 18 S4TIs-

FheoRA Ly Con PLatTa)

sincerely, Z

Jame) 02t T FA 1> Address_=2 YYD Bap Ave s

lity @gﬂﬁb LAY State WA ZIP QJOCD/?:

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

]12285-1 || 2285-2

2285-3

2285-1

2285-1: 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.

DOE has developed a draft "Waste Minimization and Management Plan
for FFTF" to incorporate pollution prevention and waste minimization
practicesin its consideration of the future of FFTF. If adecision were
made to restart FFTF, this plan would be used to ensure that optimum
opportunities are provided for characterizing potential waste streams,
identifying source reduction and recycling strategies, eval uating
management, treatment, and disposition options, devel oping sustainable
designs, and implementing effective management strategiesfor all waste
streams related to the restart and operation of FFTF.

2285-2: DOE notes the commentor's support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF, opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF, and
opposition to storing of additional nuclear materials at Hanford.

2285-3:  Seeresponse to comment 2285-2.
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Commentor No. 2286: LindaJ. Clifton

Response to Commentor No. 2286

Dear Secretary Richardson,

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

Pl s a7 % 2(7 el %ﬂ . M A
edf ‘arirn. 7 it wzﬁ P W

MMM&X—_

Apifamgafop . ,

Sincer M/f
Name LMJDr?\f: a/fjmdresséj{;/él Nél’%zn /lJ

ar_ @753

State

City f T E

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

||2286-1 || 2286-2

2286-1

2286-1: 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.

DOE has developed a draft "Waste Minimization and Management Plan
for FFTF" to incorporate pollution prevention and waste minimization
practicesin its consideration of the future of FFTF. If adecision were
made to restart FFTF, this plan would be used to ensure that optimum
opportunities are provided for characterizing potential waste streams,
identifying source reduction and recycling strategies, eval uating
management, treatment, and disposition options, developing sustainable
designs, and implementing effective management strategiesfor all waste
streams related to the restart and operation of FFTF.

2286-2: DOE notes the commentor's support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2287: Arthur Rolfe

Response to Commentor No. 2287

Dear Secretary Richardson,

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

Name =5 pddress 2420 sEF 2F4h O
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Please include my comments in the official record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
Staterment. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns.

||2287-1 ]| 2287-2

2287-1
2287-3
2287-4

2287-5

2287-1:. 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.

2287-2: DOE notes the commentor's support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.

2287-3. 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.

2287-4: DOE notes the commentor's view on nuclear weapons, although nuclear
weapons issues are beyond the scope of this Nuclear Infrastructure
PEIS. The DOE missions addressed in this EIS (Section 1.2 of

Volume 1) include the production of medical and industrial isotopes, the
production of plutonium-238, and civilian nuclear energy research and
development. Thethree missionsare civilian nuclear energy missions and
are not defense-related. Neither nuclear weapons nor components for
nuclear weapons would be produced under any of the nuclear
infrastructure alternatives.

2287-5. DOE notes the commentor's views.
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Commentor No. 2288: Nell Wolever

Response to Commentor No. 2288

Dear Secrétary Rlchérdson, -

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

Hewrr %’L ?zvﬁwpnww?(' %/’oc-c;’é/jpml_‘(ﬂ&/
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Sincerely, M‘tf'"’\/ =
Name Hetd (.;(/l!”&cf{4—~—' Address 3434 ¢
City Yot Bond State AR 2ar_45s

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

||2288-1 | |2288-2

2288-3

2288-4

2288-1:

2288-2:

2288-3:

2288-4:

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 isfully committed to honoring this
agreement.

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

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 disposed) in a safe and
environmentally protective manner and in compliance with all applicable
Federal and state laws and regulations and applicable DOE orders.

Asdiscussed in Section 4.3 of Volume 1, no high-level radioactive waste
would be added to the high-level waste tanks at Hanford.

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. In addition, 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 radiol ogical
and nonradiological risks associated with restarting FFTF would be small.
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Commentor No. 2289: Jane Civiletti

Response to Commentor No. 2289

Joal sellelaly RICHgiusui,

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

LL ffl( mw’\r:: "}Lc f(_(_.rfxc (/ U w»ct‘
ne Mme *Lflc/c Jﬂ(r/:?lfti‘ /4‘C<e7zg -l /e,rc
{ar uJy desire "ar DOE e fedars /; 7
Adve 'fc.n\er fuctidr sites Tefeane of s ¥ Ko
7"/44" '743/.5’ "f///?f’{"f’f’ be. ‘/0714//4/ ,t-chu, Z/‘ ) v
’O/‘tdrt_ (‘ﬂ/\.?f&z/ﬁwm,/ft 485 /ﬂm,,d(’ﬂ {
sincerely,
wme Tone Ciyrletli saess 1961y SE Foi G e
Sty el ek O ap 97347

State

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

11 2289-1 ]| 2289-2

2289-1

2289-1: 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.

2289-2: DOE notes the commentor's support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2290: Barbara Simelin

Response to Commentor No. 2290

ear Secretary Richardson,
e e

Frast sue o go ok
o'+ ; T :

s

Address
. Stk Wa B2k |
SR 4 - -

%0 - <t R *
Please inclyge my comments I the official recard for the Pu-238/FFTF Environtental Impact « ..
" StaterMent. .A!sﬁ, ‘please respond to my comments and concerns.
&

lease hoi the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Dzwn the FFTF Nuclear Reacter: ]12290-1 ||2290-2

2290-1

2290-1: 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.

2290-2: DOE notes the commentor's support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2291: Leo Stammer

Response to Commentor No. 2291

Dear Secretary Richardson, )
:: Piease honar the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
//U & ,i{a__«uz P ISy AR J—A-—f.x./
L o o, Jﬂ

Cpts, 2, "

|

) : Lo At
PP o Lppo_ Ao st At Aotnd
¢ Sincerely,

Name \-}Q‘-’-cﬁ)h. .&_F‘Mu
Citytm?ﬁ’ o State /P4,

Address /3020 S i Beef Bend #

Il
EE)

2 _prrad /

i
i Flease include my cormments in the official record for Hie Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact
tement. Afso, please respond to my comments and concerns,
| Stal Also, ph d o

|12291-1 ||2291-2

2291-1

2291-1: 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.

Implementation of the alternatives described in Section 2.5 of Volume 1
would have no impact on electric power rates.

2291-2: DOE notes the commentor's support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2292: Margaret K. Letherman

Response to Commentor No. 2292

Dear Secretary Richardson,

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

%ﬂ'e nmw#& i MI»{Q Mcﬂfé a.jné:r/ 7“ Je Pef/“aw}tfaﬂf/

QXP/O&TE dasd iéﬂ/ﬁ?ﬁw fau/p W a b &émﬂ;fz/ Ve reate 4

“Tke Ol nedda /%!ﬂ“f* )Wt’;l/e M E lv’ﬂlﬁh%/m

Te davaer HJMM 21 fo ppareosd {

Memnw bpe@f Here /bué’zazwﬁ?ﬁﬁf NO

f/ mﬂzfégaé’zf o Zaﬂamauf

| Sincerely,

Nameﬁ@fﬂ!r’"&ﬁ/‘/ Léﬁll)szr( Address /[fbé;o/og"’” fof}f&
L city el a/&a:{j@f e sate WA w0 DElezo

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

]|2292-1 | |2292-2

2292-3

|| 2292-4
|12292-1 | |2292-2

2292-1: 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.

2292-2: DOE notes the commentor's support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF. With respect to the commentor's concern about
radioactivity, the NI PEIS has provided an estimate of the potential
human health impacts from normal operations, accident, and
transportation related activities for each of the alternatives and options
presented in Volume 1, Chapter 4. These impacts are summarized in

Chapter 2, Tables 2-6 and 2-7.

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 disposed) in a safe and
environmentally protective manner and in compliance with all applicable
Federal and state laws and regulations and applicable DOE orders.

2292-3:

Asdiscussed in Section 4.3 of Volume 1, no high-level radioactive waste
would be added to the high-level waste tanks at Hanford.

2292-4. 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 radiol ogical

and nonradiological risks associated with restarting FFTF would be small.
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Commentor No. 2293: Amy Ingram

Response to Commentor No. 2293

1

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
A Doz hoaw howd vy ,QJ/WL%JJZQCL
M@O o6

X cam k{ (,Q u\OuSUQ

. _ \ Dt b Hon '!n :
s}ceigl; H—p‘?\ m %Csﬂr\@ w22
Name Address

City £@¢ rife sae UK

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

||2293-1 | |2293-2

2293-1

2293-1: 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.

2293-2: DOE notes the commentor's support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2294: Rachel Golden

Response to Commentor No. 2294

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
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Sincerely, )\
Q s b “2_‘:&-51 }5}_~—~

e h AR de Teorhd S

Name iy ese s A Seot s

Address ' T ST Grpeg YR 5

City <£oos vida, State |47~

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

|| 2294-1 ||2294-2
Il 22941

2294-3

2294-4

2294-1:

2294-2:

2294-3:

2294-4:

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 isfully committed to honoring this
agreement.

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

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 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 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.
Plutonium-238 is one of many substances that have been considered in
the analysis of health and safety impacts for this PEIS. Plutonium-238is
the primary contributor to the health impacts associated with the
processing of irradiated neptunium targets at any of the proposed
processing facilities. The environmental analysis showed that radiol ogical
and nonradiological risks associated with restarting FFTF would be small.

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 (i.e.
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
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Commentor No. 2294: Rachel Golden (Cont’ d)

Response to Commentor No. 2294

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.

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. 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.
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Commentor No. 2295: Rolf Skar

Response to Commentor No. 2295

Liear Hedremary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor: Il 2295-1 I|2295'2

/(‘ A, R O Critosen  aF ’/)Vg_ﬂ/ﬂ(ﬂ'
.4 Cipin ol ﬁ-r'ﬁ&//“f S J‘;%VLI'M;}/, g
1, - . FETE v
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Sincerely,

Namem Address  £227 £ AP sgas

City  PoRZFenapsd State _IA e T2y

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

AKX piergia mdht} JHe7 doanu FF/’/:,érj’o/m(

2295-3

2295-4

2296-2

2295-1: 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.

2295-2: DOE notes the commentor's support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF, opposition to Alternative 1, Restart FFTF, and concern
for taxpayer dollars. DOE prepared a separate Cost Report to provide
additional pertinent information to the Secretary of Energy so that he may
make an informed decision with respect to the alternatives presented in
the NI PEIS. Pursuant to CEQ regulations (40 CFR 1505.1(€)), agencies
are encouraged to make ancillary decision documentsavailableto the
public before adecision ismade. DOE mailed this document to about

730 interested parties on August 24, 2000. The report was made
available immediately upon release on the NE web site (http://www.
nuclear.gov) and in the public reading rooms. DOE has also provided a
summary of the Cost Report in Appendix P in the Final NI PEIS.

2295-3:  Seeresponse to comment 2295-2.
2295-4: This NI 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 accidentsthat included
severe accidents. The environmental analysis showed that radiol ogical
and nonradiological risks associated with restarting FFTF would be small.

The NI PEISidentifies (in Chapter 3 of Volume 1) endangered species
that live on or near all of the candidate sites, aswell as aquatic and

wetlands areas that may be impacted by operations at candidate locations.
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Commentor No. 2295: Rolf Skar (Cont’d)

Response to Commentor No. 2295

According to an International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA)
publication (IAEA Technical Report Series No. 332, Effects of lonizing
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 isthree orders of magnitude less than the IAEA
threshold for adverse effects. Therefore, implementation of any of the
range of reasonable nuclear infrastructure alternatives analyzed would
not be expected to result in adverse impacts on plants and animalsliving
in potentially affected areas around the candidate sites.
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Commentor No. 2296: Margaret Koenig

Response to Commentor No. 2296

aar Secretary Richardson,
FTF Nuclear Reactor:

e (e

ease honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Dowin the F

it T

aferdy

Sincerely ool e, Oheccde
LTS VTS SV AU 'T(‘ul\‘._& ,
, . Lo, SY
Namem-_c_-‘g\igj,\f\ﬁﬂl_&) Address : -
state | QR zp_“AJoby

City _J:[ML&;-&L—

J record for the Pu-238/FFTF Environmental Impact

i comments in the official
Pease nclude 7 nd to my comments and concerns.

Statement. Also, please respa

|12296-1 | |2296-2

2296-1

2296-1: 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.

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 facilitieswould be used to treat
the waste resulting from processing the irradiated targets.

2296-2: DOE notes the commentor's support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.
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Commentor No. 2297: Dorothy Arque

Response to Commentor No. 2297

e rre—

E wear »ecretary Richardsan,

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

s
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Sincerely, /

Namefoe re T{‘:’] /-?i’\‘fu'(’ Address 30 15 ///aS_Sc;_f p/j" .

T

city” 15-e /7 v Laran State i) fl 0 G 22 f
Please include my comments In the official record for the Pu-238/FFIF Ervvirormental Impact
s Statement. Also, please respond to my comments and concerns,
e Foremtd g EERe Dtite k4

|12297-1 ] |2297-2

2297-3

2297-1: 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.

2297-2: DOE notes the commentor's support for Alternative 5, Permanently

Deactivate FFTF.

2297-3: The FFTF and fabrication/processing facilities at the Hanford Site can be
safely operated to support the nuclear infrastructure missions described in
Section 1.2 of Volume 1. Section 4.2-4.6 of Volume 1 provide the results
of the evaluation of potential health impacts that would be expected to
result from implementation of the alternativesinvolving Hanford facilities,
including normal operations and a spectrum of accidents that included
severe accidents. The environmental analysis showed that radiological

and nonradiological risks associated with Hanford site 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.
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Commentor No. 2298: Michael Zemar

Response to Commentor No. 2298

F R L !

Dear Secretary Richardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
T s Borm g e A Vefley § Gon Fiad ‘?rd—uﬂtﬁ)r\
bivg, T hwos. a Sl feesiniSSt Zog oo e apusit’  oheh S
e Ve tounit bk et Fo Jlag A P W(‘.G'ﬁﬁ
Kestarly I FFTE Yhienttns evmtryone 2 (olion e iy

&Ln,wﬁm.ié’( Loy WttVY prtcclepr iderte - [‘/&té—q?,
honford ks pronmuded _ No D,

Sincerely, 7

vame 002/ Lemer  wooress (519 U CrseApes S/
City ﬁéﬁo/ Liktr State (7 Ji ZIP ?,7 034

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

||2298-1 | |2298-2

I ‘ 2298-3

I ‘ 2298-1

2298-1: 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.

2298-2: DOE notes the commentor's support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

2298-3: Asidentified in Section 4.3.1.1.13 of the NI PEIS, the restart of FFTF

would generate about 63 cubic meters of additional radioactivewaste (i.e.
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 disposed) in a safe 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 action for
all alternatives and aternative options. Waste minimization programs at
each of the proposed sites are also addressed. These programs will be
implemented for the aternative selected in the Record of Decision. As
stated 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 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.
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Commentor No. 2299: K. M. Fitzpatrick

Response to Commentor No. 2299

Uear >ecretary Kichardson,

Please honor the Clean-Up Agreement and Shut Down the FFTF Nuclear Reactor:
Taxpapers reseat Te M?s’ oL agrecdigl
Le 1/1//}‘ [ ¢pared e b 7'//':41/94'/3//

C?x“ha/j ol ew witl, caf) Jaton éem{q’ et

Name K, M, I-,"JL’LJW ngdress ) o) /7

City fl/‘e/é?#' stae W e Qg,gl')[-

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

|| 2299-1]|2299-2

2299-3

2299-1: 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.

2299-2: DOE notes the commentor's support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

2299-3: DOE notes the commentor’s viewpoint.
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Commentor No. 2300: Pennie Stasik O’ Grady

Response to Commentor No. 2300
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2300-1

2300-1: Through a Memorandum of Understanding with NASA, DOE provides
radioi sotope 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
radioi sotope 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 concern regarding waste generation. Itis
DOE's policy that all 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. 2301: Thalia Syracopoulos
National Organization for Women

Response to Commentor No. 2301
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Thalia Syracopoulos A
Seattle Chapter National Organization for Women

Testimony on Hanford FETF

30 August 2000

My name is Thalia Syraccpoulos and I am speaking on behalf
of the Seattle Chapter of the Naticnal Organizaticn for
Women.

Among us, we have found no information in the lay media
verifying your claim that restarting the Hanford Fast Flux
Test Facility is required in crder tc produce isotopes
necessary for medical diagnesis, treatment or research.

My own profession regquires that I read a wide variety of
medical journals published in the United States and all
over the world., At no time in the last 10 years have I
encountered a single article in any medical journal
mentioning the need for additional sources of isctopes
required for medical diagnosis, treatment or research.

Prior to coming here I ran a search on the word “Hanford”
in the medical literature. I reviewed the abstracts of the
first 100 articles published between 1993 and 2000. There
was no mention of any need for additional sources of
isotopes.

There is no public health reason to restart the FFTF at
Hanford., There are numerous public health reasons NOT to
restart the FFTF. There 1is substantial medical and
scientific evidence that the entire Hanford Reservation
needs .0 be cleaned up, not perpetuated.

[p5te

~ A .A'o

2301-1

2301-2

2301-1:

2301-2:

DOE has sought independent analysis of trendsin the use of medical
isotopes, and of its continuing role in this sector, consistent with its
mandates under the Atomic Energy Act. Indoing so, it established two
expert bodies, the Expert Panel and the NERAC. In 1998, the Expert
Panel, which convened to forecast future demand for medical isotopes,
estimated that the expected growth rate of medical isotope use during the
next 20 years would range from 7 to 14 percent per year for therapeutic
applications, and 7 to 16 percent per year for diagnostic applications.
These findings were later reviewed and endorsed by NERAC,

established in 1999 to provide DOE with expert, objective advice
regarding the future form of itsisotope research and production activities.
DOE has adopted these growth projections as a planning tool for
evaluating the potential capability of the existing nuclear facility
infrastructure to meet programmatic requirements. In the period since
theinitial estimates were made, the actual growth of medical isotope use
has tracked at levels consistent with the Expert Panel findings. Section
1.2.1 of Volume 1 was revised to incorporate this information and to
clarify DOE'srolein fulfilling the U.S. research and commercial isotope
production needs.

Currently, approximately 50 percent of DOE's isotope production
capability isbeing 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 hasrecently, or if DOE's market share increases, there will be a
need for expanded isotope production capacity in the short-term (less
than 5 years).

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).
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Commentor No. 2301: Thalia Syracopoulos (Cont’d)
National Organization for Women

Response to Commentor No. 2301

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

DOE was tasked by Congress in the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as
amended, to"... ensure the availability of isotopesfor 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 is to determine the environmental and other impacts to
accomplishing thismission from all reasonabl e existing and new DOE
resources. The FFTF at the Hanford Site was one of several existing
DOE resources that was assessed for this mission.

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.
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Commentor No. 2302: Magna

Response to Commentor No. 2302
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2302-1

2302-2

2302-1: DOE notes the commentor's support for Alternative 5, Permanently
Deactivate FFTF.

2302-2: 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.
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