______________, 2006

Ms. Elizabeth Withers, EIS Document Manager

Los Alamos Site Office

National Nuclear Security Administration

U.S. Department of Energy 

538 35th Street

Los Alamos, New Mexico, 87544-2201
Dear Ms. Withers,

I oppose the preferred Expanded Operations Alternative suggested for future operations at Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL) as proposed in the draft 2006 Site-Wide Environmental Impact Statement (SWEIS).  The proposed Expanded Operations will increase nuclear weapons design and research and therefore generate more waste and increase air emissions and discharges to surface and ground waters that flow to the Río Grande.

I object to the fact that increased cleanup was only included in the Expanded Operations and not part of the No Action and Reduced Operations Alternatives.  Compliance with the New Mexico Environment Department (NMED)/LANL Consent Order for cleanup at LANL by 2015 should not be made optional nor be tied the expansion of activities which threaten public health and the environment.  Increased Consent Order cleanup should be included in all three alternatives. 

When implementing cleanup, LANL must be required to do so to the fullest extent possible.  One of the proposed cleanup plans consists of simply covering contaminated sites in such a way that it would be within health standards for people to work 40 hours a week in an industrial job on the site.  This level of cleanup is not adequate for children at a day care facility on the formerly contaminated site, let alone a change in land use.  In order to protect future drinking water supplies, all waste must be removed from the major material disposal areas (dumps), canyon cleanups and other NMED/LANL Consent Order actions as well as LANL’s voluntary cleanup activities.

The Department of Energy (DOE) recommends that plutonium pit production increase from 20 to 80 pits per year.  The draft SWEIS references a modern pit facility (MPF) 60 times.  This facility would be capable of producing 450 plutonium pits per year, despite widespread opposition to the MPF by New Mexicans in 2004.  This has dire local, national and international implications.  The draft SWEIS lacks an adequate discussion of how a MPF or increase pit production would not violate Article VI of the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty, which calls for complete disarmament of nuclear weapons.  We are concerned that DOE is attempting to slip in a MPF at LANL without adequate analysis.  Therefore, the final SWEIS should be void of all references to a MPF at LANL.  

The Expanded Operations would annually generate a total of 860 cubic yards of transuranic waste, 12,000 cubic yards of low-level radioactive waste and 2,750,000 pounds of chemical waste.  Increased pit production alone would generated an additional 1,800 or more 55-gallon drums of transuranic wastes each year for disposal at the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP).  LANL currently has approximately 40,000 drums sitting above-ground in fabric tents awaiting shipment to WIPP.  Likewise, the clean up plan focuses on removing drums that are currently buried in Area G, rather than providing safe and secure storage for those already above ground.  DOE should make permanent disposal of existing waste a priority, rather than continue to generate more.

LANL is not in compliance with DOE and Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board (DNFSB) safety regulations and recommendations.  Some LANL facilities are up to six years behind on preparing and submitting their safety documentation to DOE.  Such lack of compliance poses an unacceptable risk to workers, the public and the environment.  LANL needs to be up-to-date and in full compliance with all DOE and DNFSB safety regulations and recommendations.  Furthermore, many of the buildings at LANL are not in compliance with existing earthquake building codes, despite the fact that LANL is built upon at least three major fault lines. Existing facilities and new construction must be up to code before any operations are done in them.

Many of the documents referred to in the draft SWEIS are based on studies that have not been finalized.  For instance, the draft SWEIS was released before either the risk assessment for LANL’s low-level waste dump at Area G or the latest seismic hazard study were completed, both of which are due to be released in 2006.  Further, the draft SWEIS relies on an incomplete and inaccurate draft Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry report for health impacts analysis.  It is impossible to accurately determine the environmental and health impacts for future operations at LANL based on incomplete data.  It was premature for DOE to release the draft SWEIS without these essential reports being part of the analysis.  The SWEIS must include a reanalysis based on the findings in the 2006 Area G risk assessment and seismic hazard study.  The ATSDR report should not be used in any analysis regarding LANL activities.
LANL activities jeopardize both water quality and quantity for surface and ground water.  New Mexicans rely on surface and groundwater for drinking and farming.  LANL discharges approximately 163,000,000 gallons per year of industrial and sanitary effluent into the canyon systems.  DOE did not use the most current water quality standards when assessing impacts in this draft SWEIS, nor did DOE use the most current data about the number of streams that are impaired on the Pajarito Plateau from LANL activities.  Contaminants, such as perchlorate, hexavalent chromium and 1, 4-dioxane have already been found in the regional aquifer and test wells and yet DOE is not monitoring 1,405 sites that have the potential to release contaminants during storms and when the snow melts.  The Expanded Operations will increase water usage by LANL above the amount allotted to it from the regional aquifer.  DOE must analyze LANL’s impacts against the latest water quality standards and the current impaired stream information in the SWEIS.  In order to ensure that water quality is protected now and in the future, DOE must adopt the Removal Option for all clean up activities.

LANL would process 87,000 pounds of high explosives and up to 6,900 pounds of depleted uranium (DU) will be blown up in “dynamic experiments” annually.  The 1979 LANL Final Environmental Impact Statement estimates that 220,000 pounds of depleted uranium were used in dynamic experiments during the history of LANL.  From 1979 to present we do not know how much DU has been used in experiments and remains in the environment.  DOE must monitor and implement comprehensive sampling programs at all open burning and open detonation sites and for all activities using high explosives and depleted uranium.

LANL must be required to reevaluate and broaden their air sampling programs.  DOE should no longer hide under the “grandfather clause,” which allows for facilities existing before December 31, 1988 to emit toxic air pollutants without regulation.  DOE recommends increasing activities at the Los Alamos Neutron Science Center, which has the highest amount of radionuclide air emissions and a long history of technical problems resulting in increased air emissions.  DOE must institute a program to stop all toxic air pollutant emissions from LANL facilities and activities. 

In conclusion, the Expanded Operations Alternative will result in higher demands for electricity, water and natural gas, which will impact the environment.  These impacts must be considered in the cumulative impacts of the Expanded Operations Alternative.  

In addition, Congress must change the mission of LANL to focus on research and development into renewable energy, such as solar, wind and biomass, and clean up technologies that support the environmental and public health.  The SWEIS must include a fourth alternative that focuses on these activities.

Sincerely,

Print Name
______________________________________

Address
______________________________________
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