, New York State Department of Enwronmental Conservatnon
Division of Solid & Hazardous Materlals : . _

Office of the Director, 9" Floor '
625 Broadway, Albany NY 12233-7250 -~
Phone: (518) 402-8651 « Fax: (518) 402—9024
Websute www.dec. ny gov -

’ o . . - Alexander B. Grannis -
’ . Commissioner
T ~ SEP - 3 2009 o
" Ms. Catherine Bohan - : . S _ SR . :
EIS Document Manager ' T S ' )
West Valley Demonstration Project' ' ' -
U.S. Department of Energy
'P.O. Box 2368 . _ R o _ o
Germantown, MD 20874 © . . S ‘ L C

' Dear Ms. Bohan:

- Re: Revrsed Draft Envrronmental Impact Statement for Decommrssmmng and/or Long-Term
Stewardshlp at the West Valley Demonstration Pro; ect and Western New York Nuclear
Service Center, dated December 5,2008

* This letter responds to the U. S Department of Energy s (DOE) and the New York State
" Energy Research and Development Authority’s (NYSERDA) request for comments on the referenced
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). The enclosed comments are the work product of the
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation’s (Department) West Valley assigned and
non-West Valley assigned staff.” A considerable amount of Department staff time was devoted to the °
evaluation of this DEIS because we recognize the importance and critical nature of proper disposition
of both the West Valley Demonstratlon PrO_]CCt (WVDP) and the Westem New York Nuclear Service

‘ Center (VVNYN 5O).

In addition to.our rev1ew responsrblhues as a Cooperating Agency under the Natlonal
'Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), and as an Involved Agency under the State Environmental Quahty'
Review Act (SEQR), part of the basis for Department staff’s evaluation was to ascertain the DEIS’s
utility as a support document for the Department’s permitting and corrective action activities that are
associated with the disposition of the WVDP and the WNYNSC. The Department’s perrnlttlng
activities need to be supported by a DEIS that has been prepared in accordance with the provisions of
_ 6NYCRR Part 617, SEQR. v :

_ '~ As aresult of the Department’s evaluauon of the 2008 DEIS, we are compelled to address a _
- few issues which are characterized as all encompassmg matters that we cons1der most 51grnﬁcant
These issues follow: :

1. The DEIS should explam that one ideal of the Phased Dec1s1onmakmg Altematrve is to work
“expeditiously to a final decommissioning decision, with every effort to minimize work '
stoppages or loss of workforce and/or fundmg

2. The discussion of the ongomg assessments in Phase 1 needs to be more fully developed Ata )
- minimum, the general anticipated focus on toplcs such as reducing uncertainty in erosion

modehng, additional characterization of contamination levels and areas; performing regular
reviews of current advancements in decommissioning procedures and processes; reviewing
disposal options for currently orphaned wastes; and refining transportation dose estimates if

new shipment containers, regulations, or techmques become available should be explained.

‘The fact that this is an iterative process taking place concurrent to the Phase 1

decommissioring work needs to be clarified. Examples mclude but are not hmrted to the
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need to revise groundwater and erosion models to reflect actual condrtlons (e. g installation of

groundwater flow barriers, treatment walls; etc.) versus the use of general assumptions made. - -

during development of the DEIS; strategies for monitoring and m1t1gat1ng €rosion; revrewmg
advances in exhumat1on technologres (both on and offsite). -

3. The DEIS should provide a clearer explanatron of the public part101pat10n process that will be
- used in determining the ongoing assessment and decision making for Phase 2. DOE and -
* NYSERDA should explore the possibility. of enhanced public participation above and beyond -
- what regulations require during Phase 1 in order to more fully 1nform the public and allow their
op1mon to be heard :

4. Tt should be stated'in unequivocal larlguage that any waste that may’ have to be stored on-site
due to a current lack of disposal pathway will be removed from the site once dlsposal optlons
beconie avarlable _ - :

5. Given the decision by the DOE to- no-longer consider Yucca Mountaln as the 11ke1y federal
High-Level Waste Repository, the implications for possible long-term on-site storage of the
vitrified High-Level Waste glass logs should be clearly spelled out. A similar explanation of
the implications for the lack of disposal options for the Greater Than Class C and Non-Defense
Transuramc (TRU) waste should be clearly. detalled

The Department expects this EIS process will result in'a ﬁnal approach to site remedratlon that
is in the best interests of the public and environment of the State of New York. We anticipate that. the
enclosed comments will assist DOE and NYSERDA in developing an informative and comprehensive -

- final envrronmental impact statement that will satisfy the requlrements of both NEPA and SEQR.

. If you have any questions regardlng these comments please contact Jessie Lynch of our
I Bureau of Hazardous Waste and Rad1at1on Managernent at (518) 402-8579.

Director
D1v1s1on of Sohd and Hazardous Matenals

Enclosures S
Enclosure 1 - NYSDEC West Valley A581grled Staff DEIS Comments
Enclosure 2 - NYSDEC Non West Valley Assigned Staff DEIS Comments- -

. cc:  B. Bower, USDOE .
- 'P. Bembia, NYSERDA. -~
G. Baker, NYSDOH
J. Reidy, USEPA Region 2
A. Park, USEPA Region 2
P. Giardina, USEPA Regron 2
K. McConnell NRC
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NYSDEC West Valley Asmgned Staff Comments on the. o o -
R Rev1sed Draft Environmental Impact Statement for .-~ . IR
. Decommtsswnmg and/or Long-Terin Stewardshtp atthe - .0
7 West Valley Demonstratton Project and o
Western New York Nuclear Service Center . ... -

NOTE: For any Chapters/Appendices not specifically included below, the Department has no ccmments. |

Chapter/Apperidix: Genéral comments

Since the DEIS was issued in December 2008 there have been many changes that effect numerous portions of the DEIS
These changes range frompolitical (e.g:; change:in. adm1mstrat10n) to.economic (e:g:, recession, American Recovery and.

... | 'Reinvestment Act) to-technical (eg., recentierosion éverits, new. erosion studies, changes in waste dxsposmon pathways).
-| It is expected that the DEIS will be updated in all apphcable sect1ons to reﬂect these changes and that a drscussmn of -
| these changes will be included. - .

‘| General , -

‘Recent events which-no Ionger make Yucca Mountain-a dlsposal pathway for Hrgh-Level Waste: should be addressed
| -within the DEIS.: The DEIS should be updated to include any. changes thrs may cause mcludmg butnot 11m1ted to cost of
< each alternative, dose to-public; and changes in ongoing monitoring. -+

® ‘At a minimum, a statement recognizing the fact that the camsters would have to remain on the srte for an mdeﬁmte
period of time should be placed in the DEIS. SRR & ,

| General

Recent Core Team inferactions have discussed a myriad of changes that are bemg made to the DEIS To the extent

_- | possible, DOE and' NYSERDA should miake every effort to address all aspects of the DEIS that have changed (e.g.,
. .| .erosion events, modehng, Yucca Mountain) since the start of thePublic Comment Périod in December 2008.

‘ General B .

Apparently as a result of mumerous authors for various portions “of thé docurment, several different variations of .
descriptive phrases for the dlfferent ‘areas’ of the 51te are used mterchangeably, whrch can lead to. confusron to the.

- | 'reader: . . UL
-l e Descnptlons of" the various parts of the 51te WNYNSC Retamed Premrses SDA Pro_1 ect Prermses etc should be
~ ‘| provided in Chapter 1 and then-used consistently throughout the: document

W .
4

General )

|.Update references withir the text to the “Permeable Reactlve Barner” or “PRB” as DOE has determmed that this w111 not
‘be installed. - o i T

General

Within “A Summary and Gurde for Stakeholders”, the first paragraph under “Abstract” on the Cover Sheet lists the site as |

o 'f' ' 66 4-hectare (164 acre) and bullet one “of the “Bnef Hrstory of the Slte” text box on Page 1 lists the site as 81-hectare
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(200-acre). Add1t10na11y, DOE has recently transferred control of certain property back to NYSERDA for the purpose of
establishing a buffer zone around the SDA The change in s1ze of the "WVDP and Retained Premises should be
addressed.

-@ Please update the document to reﬂect the’ change in acreage and Teconcile the hectare (acreage) dlfferences whrch are

found throughout the document

: Chapter/'Appendix: A Summary and Guide for Stakeholders =~ R . ' S~

e e . N E . . LRI R
LS o ERE . . . LI

Comment | ~ .. 7. - : L FRREY
 Number |- Page Number. ;- . il oo o Comment: .. . . . .7 PR
7 | A Summary The seventh bullet of the “Bnef Hlstory of the Slte” text box state that DOE was dlrected to: “Dlspose of low-level -
and Guide for, | radioactive waste and: transuranic waste that is produced in the process of solidifying high-levél radioactive waste.” » How
Stakeholders .+ |-is this accomplished:if'the DOE -even remotely'considers the Sitewide. Close-In-Place Alternative? For:example, the" _
1P age 1; Chapter | zeolite within-the:columns of'thé:Supernatant Treatment: System is low-level radioactive waste produced during the
iy an d App endlx -process of solidifying the HLW.- To.close.the- columns in place appears tobea d1rect v101at10n of the West Valley
e Demonstration Project Act. -+~ - .. - - inn
‘ ® Please clearly define how the Sltew1de Close-ln-Place Alternatlve is comphant w1th the drrectlve inherent i in the Act
8. A Summary - : " The eighth bullet of the “Brief History of the Site” text box state that DOE was directed'to “Decontaminate. .the -
v | -and Guide for -.. | facilities...and the materials and-hardware used in conjunction: with the project.”. .Again, how is this accomplished if the
- Stakeholders, DOE even remotely considers the Sitewide. Close-In-Place Alternative?. For example, the four HLW tanks as well as the
| Page 1;Chapter zeolite and the columns-of:the Supernatant Treatment System are all materials and hardware used in conjunction with the
2 and Appendix pro;ect I;I‘o close the tanks and columns in place appears to be a d1rect v101at10n of the West Valley Demonstratlon
T~ ro_]ect et T LTy T
. C .. . .. '|.ePleaseclearly deﬁne how the Sltew1de Close In-Place Alternatlve 1s comphant w1th the d1rect1ve mherent in the Act
9 Page2. ... - - | Underthe second full paragraph, this DEIS is alsobeing used:to.meet the DOE’s obligations for a DEIS as required by
T ’|.thé New York State Department of Env1ronmental Conservatron Y SDEC) for DOE’s Part 373/RCRA Perrmt
R T Application. __ 4 L
10 "Page 6 Under the fourth paragraph in What Demslons Wlll Be Made"” DOE falls to specrﬁcally mention that they w1ll
e ~ - |-consider all applicable.State and Fedéral laws and: regulations along with mission; policy, cost, and public input. To
_ .| relegate these to-“other; relevant factors? would be dismissive of the'importance of State'and Federal laws and regulations.
1 N ;Pagei9,,;fou_rth‘ - - |"The: NYSDEC’s intention behind:the use.of the tank drymg system at-the Waste Tank Farm was to dry.the: residuals -
-| bullet already in the tank, not to add wastes from other areas and dry those in place. Accordmg to the text of the DEIS this was
o | RN - | DOE’s only “mtent” as.well. IR : -
oo e However DOE may- need to mclude where these mtentlons have changed and its desxre to add hqurds to the tanks for
hs - m—place drymg NYSDEC has not reached all its conclus1ons on what may ‘be transferred into the Waste Tank Farm. -

Page2 016 o
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Page 13, Shaded

Again, there is a failure to include all applicable- State and Federal laws.and, regulatrons ‘along with mission,

E 412
R TextBox' * *. | responsibility, environment, economic, and technical cons1derat1ons To relegate these to “other factors” would be
A S | dismissive of the 1mportance ‘of S and Federal lw s and régulafions. N o, , .
- 13- | Table 47"-; “The mformat1on under “Phased Decisi n‘makmg Alternatrye (Phase' Only),,” appears to be maccurate and/or misteading. -

Since there are, several removal actrons takmg place under Phase 1 (i.e the agoons, the MPPB, the source of the NPGP)
|-the cost-effectlveness for.a Phase 2 removal or m—place closure '
. "t1me and a Supplement to thrs EIS should be 1ssued for any Phase‘ 2'.de01s10ns -

uld be evaluated on its own merits at that

Chapt@r/AppﬁhéiX_= Chapter 1

imber|" “Page Number. "-| - BN

14 | Page 1-1, .'Shaded ‘v _Tlus box fmls to mentron SEQRA The DEIS itself states. that the EIS-was.scoped by NYSERDA and DOE in’

' - Box sunultaneous notices on March 13, 2003 Since the notices were pubhshed in the Environmental Notice Bulletin and the

‘ Federal Register, it appears that the EIS was scoped under and i is subject to both NEPA and SEQRA for different aspects ,
15 Page 1-1, Chapter 1 states that the Project Premises is 164 acres wh11e it 1s hsted as 200acres m the “Brief Hlstory of the Site” text
Section 1.1 ‘| box on Page 1 of thie “Guide to Stakeholders”. . _
_® Please review and clarify the acreage of the PrOJect Premises: : S e T IR
16 , Page 1-3,RCRA | The last line of the second paragraph states that Corrective Measures Studies (CMSs) were reqmred for six WVDP -
Background . SWMUs and that NYSERDA was preparmg a CMS for the SDA The SDA SWMUs (referred to as the SDA) arenot.a..
. part of the WVDP. - -
"o Please teconcile the mformatlon regardmg the ﬁve WVDP and one NYSERDA CMSs requrred pursuant to the Consent
o Order' -
17 | Page 1-3,RCRA |-Updates. should be made to the ﬁfth paragraph “The NYSDEC aid send a letter to° Mr.Robert Warther, USDOE dated
- | Background - February 3, 2005..-The letter. stated that the application was.deemed- incomplete-and that an EIS, as well as other items,
SO was required.. At the.time, the'NY.SDEC intended to commence its technical reviéw.  However, the NYSDEC’s review of
| the- 2005 and 2008 PDEISs; its partlcrpatlon in thie:Core Team and the- on-going work at the site has taken precedence.
e A revised Part 373/RCRA permit appllcatlon needs to be submitted.to update the facility information and changes. -
| DOE should update the text. to reflect the events followmg submlttal of the. apphcatlon in December 2004 as well as the -
o July 2010 submittal date for the rev1sed Part 373/RCRA apphcatlon .
18 Page 1-8, | Within the last seritence, of first paragraph under “New York State Department of Envlronmental Conservatwn” DOE
. Section 1.3 needs to address that the NYSDEC has responsibility with respect to any permits issued under Part 373/RCRA as well.

19 . —Page 1-8,. - | Within the secorid paragraph under “New York State Department of Environmental Conservatton” DOEneeds to -

"~ .|-Section 1.3 - address that the WVDP is. also regulated by-NYSDEC for hazardous and mixed low-level radioactive waste pursuant to

Page 3,Qf-16' o
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Chapter/Appendix: Chapter 2 _

5 SRS thePart 37OJser1es S i : - - _
20 * | Page1-8," © ' ‘| Within “New York State Department of . Envtronmental Conservation”, DOE should include information regardlng the -
4 -- | Sectionl3.. . 13008(h) Consent Order, as was included in paragraph two of “U.S. Envtronmental Protection Agency”.
21 : Page’l 9,0 ' ‘Within “Regulatoty Complumce Processes”, thiere are two, concerns in the fourth paragraph One, NYSDEC has already
R Sectlon 1 3 , reqmred a supportmg EIS for the WVDP Part 34’»7_3/YRCRA permlt apphcat10n m February 2005 and is using this EIS to
N 1 fulfill that reqmrement Secondly, nothmg analyzed in the DEIS is otitside “the scope. of the Part 373/RCRA permit
: apphcatlon” sinice NYSERDA owns thé entiré sité and it i$ the NYSDEC’s determination as to what regulatory vehicles --
and how many are used to ensure compliance w1th the Part 373/RCRA regulatlons by both the WVDP and WNYNSC
| sites.
22 Page 1-10 Suggest that footnote be rewsed to read: “SEQR spec1ﬁes that the assessment of env1ronmental impacts should mclude
i ‘ the growth inducing aspects of a proposed action.” Saymg that SEQR spec1ﬁes that the assessment should be focused on
L growth inducement is not correct. -
.23 .. | Pagel-10,. .. . |.In the first full paragraph 'of Section 1.3. onthls page and in the second paragraph of Section 1:5; DOE’ should be adv1_sed
© .| Section-1.3-and: | that EPA may at-any time exercise their rlght fo- perform-a ‘RCRA review'of the DEIS; with or without NY:SDEC.
~|-Section 1.5 = - Additionally, NYSDEC may, at any t1me request thelr assmtance w1th elther the DEIS or any other rewews/needs for
] . Yoo i either of the sites. el e SR T S ey P

‘Commient:|"? 75,25 2o
“Number *|" Pageé Number ‘ o : -
wio04 | Gepérall - | ‘Whilé theé document has made tremendous’ changes to include the necessary hazardous waste Part 373/RCRA mformatlon
- T . |.and regulations, there are still areas that are lacking. These include but are not limitéd t6: failure to include whether. or .. -
0. .- |t not there’is hazardous wasfe/constituents contamination in-all of the facilities/units listed under each of the WMA -
k descnptlons failure to include in the descrlptlons when:a-unit is subject to ' RCRA¢losure or CA regulation (e.g., where
.| -CMSs:are: requlred NDA “‘decommissioning’” is also.subject to CA: requlrements) failure to include in their descriptions
Sl et s that each ofithe alternatlves (e g Close—m—place Phased Dec151onmak1ng) are: also subJect to Part 373/RCRA when _
ol w v e mrlractions are taken. . e , ‘
-5 - | Page 2-1, ' | This’ bullet is’ m1slead1ng as’it portrays Phase 1as lastmg only 8 years It should be stated that Phase 1 w111 continue until -
" _ | Section2.1, . .. Phase 2 is 1mp1emented Whlch canr take up to 30 years ' S . - o
lBullet:3: ey R I d j‘i:= L
26 - .+ Page2-1. + . «[~The: alternatlves section: does a good job of describing the reasonable alternat1ves mcluded in the document and prov1des
R LR RURY a:sufficiént level of.detail to- perm1t a comparatwe assessment by the reader of the alten1at1ves under consideration. -

“Page 4 of'16 \
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Waste Classifications Used in the DEIS: A comprehensive description.of “Defense Waste” and “Non-Defense Waste”

Section2.3.1 .

27 | Page22
S “Defense Determination”, ‘and the implications for site waste disposal options should be mcluded in the text box on page
I 2-2 and a brief descnptxon mcluded in the Glossary, for clarification. ;
28- | Page2-5, = - - The bullet-at the bottom of the page only makes reference to Solid Waste- Management Units (SWMUs) not to Interim
Section 2.3.1 Status Units. Also the reference to “RCRA Closure” could be misconstrued. The NYSDEC understands that you are -
SR _refefring to all unit closures and: corrective actions. when using this.term but within the RCRA-regulated community
- “RCRA Closure” i is specific to the requlrement to unplement approved closure plans for any Interlm Status or perm1tted
L e .. | operating units. _ . , L
29 Page 2-5, _ Descnptron of WMA'1 l does not mclude scrap metal landﬁll
B Section 2.3 : : : . : : .
© 30 Page2-7,. . .- -. | Figure shows WMA 12 asreservoirs but does not reference “the balance of the 51te” mcludmg roads and parkmg lots
. | Figure 2-3 o Figure should be modified to reflect extent of WMAI12: -
2310 ‘Pag“é’z-s"; i - | This ﬁgure needs to be updated The Intenm Waste Storage F ac1hty foundatron in WMA-7 has been removed, itis -
‘| Figure 24 - almost nnposs1ble to sée Lagoon 1 in WMA 2 (unless you | know where to look) and the DOE has recently determmed
Ty | that no Permeable Reéactive Barrier will be placed in WMA-4. o
32 Page 2-9, |- These ﬁgures show the extent of North Plateau Groundwater Plume but no date is glven for reference '
Figure 2- 5" :
33 Page 2-10,. .- The 1nformat10n for WMA 1 lists that the Contact Size-Reduction Fac1hty (mcludmg the Master Slave Mampulator
"~ | Table2-1 and Repalr Shop).as being demolished to grade with the foundations/slab/pads remammg with the RCRA status being
.. | Page 2-16, -".| “RCRA Interim.Status-Unit, subject.to RCRA Closure”..-While the. status is correct, NYSDEC undcrstood that this IS
Section 2.3.2.1, * | unit was not going to be clean closed until the MPPB was removed. . .
) Paragraph two | e Please provide clarification of DOE’s intent for this unit..‘Should th1s l1st1ng actually be in Table 2-2? Any changes
o A '|:included herein should also be included in Chapter 4.and Appendix C; as may be'necessary.
34. - Page 2 10 “Thé information for WMA-5: hsts the Waste: Packagmg Area with'thé RCRA status bemg “Clean—closed under RCRA
Table 2-1 . Interim Status”. R .
ERR R | o Is'this:unit part of Lag Storage Add1t10n #47 Please clarlfy ‘this'in‘ the table, *°
35 | Page2-10; ' .| The informatidn provided in Footndte “a”™ is incorrect. The Old Sewage Treatment Plant was not an Intenm Status unit
.| Table2-1 - and was not “RCRA clean-closed” Tt is a SWMU that based on the RFI was determmed to have “no further actlon” -
B | 'o Please correct this inaccuracy: RS .
..36. | Page2-11,. _The liquids from Tank 8D-2 would be process to remove Cesium-137, thost.of thé other radlonucltdes would remain in-
o | 'Seéction2.3.1; - the hqulds Even aﬁer evaporatron these radlonuchdes would contmue to pose hazard to the envuonment
+ 37" |'Page2-11," - | The third bullet on this page refers tor treated Tank 8D-4 11qu1ds bemg evaporated in- Tank 8D-2 NYSDEC understands

that recent DOE changes to Liquid Waste’ ‘Managenient have thesé-liquids- bemg sohdtﬁed and sent off-s1te for disposal.

" Page 5,'0f1\6$ N
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et Addrtronally, DOE has dlscussed transferrmg other hqulds into Tank 8D-2 for evaporatlon While Tank 8D-2 does have

: tanik treatment status under the Part A applrcatron, it does not currently have status' as‘an evaporator, While the NYSDEC

| anticipates that evaporation will be used to dry ‘tank heels, the-addition of treated liquids to.the tank for evaporatron is still

under dlscusswn and- rev1ew by NYSDEC and the Core Team.. These drscuss1ons need to be completed pnor 10 thrs

‘| action. -

| 38

Page2:12, -+ "
Section2.3.1 = 7

| The first bullet on* th15 page refers to the “Permeable Reactrve Barner’ ’ that the DOE has recently determined will not be

.| implemented.

@ Please update the text to mclude th1s change and add any mformatlon consrstent w1th -any future plans the DOE may ..
have for this area. o T i ,

39
© .| Table2-2.-

Page 2-12,

[ PUREEE

The NYSDEC has the followmg comments on thlS table o o ' ' fel ‘ S
- WMA-1,:Plant-Office Building — With- what chemical(s) was the subsurface sorl contammated‘7 :
+ WMA-2 - Please mclude mformatron on any hazardous.chemical contamination.’ o ' ‘
"WMA-3, "Tanks 8D-1—8D-4 - Please clarrfy the EIS starting. pomt The tanks currently have resrdual heels and
DOE has expressed a desire toadd hquld to the tanks for evaporatron How would this be consrdered “émptied” if -
additionally wastes are added? Espec1ally smce the evaporatxve process 3 would not be complete by 201 1. See also Page
—2-20 Section 2 3.23, Paragraph two."
" WMA-3, Supernatant Treatriient System Please mclude mformatron regardmg the hazardous chermcal
contammatron e -
“WMA=4, CDDL — Please mclude mformatlon regardmg the hazardous chermcal contammatron )
‘ - “WMA-5.~ Please-include information regarding the hazardous chemical contammatron e
& WMA-6-:The:Equalization Basm and Tank and the Sewage Treatment Plant are sub_] ect to correctlve actron in-
addrtlon to the CWA. 1 v -
- e L WMA-8,; Mixed W aste Storage Fac1hty Under the MlXCd Waste Condltronal Exemptlon regulatlon (6 NYCRR

| Part 374-1.9), tlns unit is no longet: subject to Interim Status closure. Even so, NYSERDA has expressed their desire to - |
.| closethis unit ‘under 1l the RCRA Interim Status reqmrements Pendmg further determmatron the umt should be listed as a

SWMU.
« North Plateau Groundwater Plume — While the NYSDEC has not requrred action on the NPGP, it should not be

| construgd that the NYSDEC be¢lieves that the unit is not subj ect to regulatron We are currently in the process of -~
| rev1ew1ng the results of the NPGP RCRA Charactenzatron )

40

Page 2-12,
| Table2-2- -

Rail Spur is listed in Table 2-2 operable and contammated in WMA6 but Inactrve and not contammated in WMA 12
e This discrepancy’ should beaddressed. |

a1

| Page2.22

Sectlon 2.3. 2 5

'- .| The last line of the third paragraph states, that the Remote-Handled Waste Facrhty is. permltted asa mrxed low-level

radioactive waste treatment and storage containment burldmg” This unit is not permltted but has Interim Status
e Please revise the text accordingly.

'~Bage72,-24,_ A
- Section2.3.2.7 .

7| The third paragraph should contam mformatron regardmg the NDA cap and: slurry wall that were placed at the NDA asan |

Intenm Measure under the 3008(h) Consent Order PREERIRCI TR

Page 60f16 -,
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1

_— Waste Management Area 11: T he decmon by NYSERDA to exhume the Scrap Matenal Landfill should be

‘_ .this is not the case the entlre “ .
il NYSDEC can at any t1me request:] EPA ass1stance w1th any. RCRA aspect of the site, thereby possrbly requmng a NEPA

TPage 227, +.
,-Sect1on23211 B ‘incorporated. - NESTE TR R RS ,
.44 .. .|Page2-29; - _ ' |The “Decomrmssromng Act1v1t1es subsectrons for each alternatlve should mclude that for any regulated unit (be it an
© |.Section2.4: | operating-unit-or'a SWMU): all. decommissioning’ actions are subject to: State and Federal RCRA regulationis. The.
oo e vt |"NYSDEC RCRA staffunderstands the usage of “decommissioning™ to encompass-any act of closure or corrective action |-
=.. - .|-as.this’ DEIS:is also being:used-in:support of the WVDP s Part:373/RCRA- Permiti Apphcatlon If this is not the case the
- . “entire; DEIS w1ll need to be rev15ed to d1st1ngursh between these two: -actions, “Keep:in mind that NYSDEC.can at any..
. G tlme request EPA a s1stance W1th any RCRA aspect of the. s1te thereby poss1bly requu'mg a NEPA EIS for RCRA '
U F S actlons - sk S i el , :
45 - Flgures 2—6 2-7 All of these fa11 to mclude “Annual Envrronmental Momtormg as-an act1v1ty of the alternatlve for its'duration or in
_ | 2-8and 2-9-- | perpetuity:as may be required : This-may or' may-not'be-in:addition to“‘Long-Term Monitoring and Maintenanee”
~46. - .| Page2-37; .| Under the first bullet, DOE fails to-include that the. ‘NDA specifically-due to-its: SWMU' status, and‘in actuality the site.as
e | Section 2:4.2.1. | a-whole, are subject to the currént:3008(h) Consent Order and fiiture Part 373/RCRA permitting and régulationi by the

NYSDEC. Agam the NYSDEC-RCRA staff understands: the. usage of ! “decomrmssmmng” to encompass any act of - )
closureor corrective action as thrs,DEIS is bemg used in support of the WVDP: t:373/RCRA Permit Apphcatron It
-will need to be rewsed 1o. d1st1ngulsh between these two actions,. Keep.in mind that

EIS for RCRA actions. Similar sltuatlons occur w1thm Sections-2. 4“1”1 2:4.3.1 and 2.474: T

e Please review each of these sections carefully and revise the text of sa1d sections accordmgly

Section 2.6 15

. dangers assocrated with transportatlon For the maJ or1ty of the wasti

47 - | Page2-44 The narrative for WMA-7 and WMA -8 refer to a “30-year ongoing assessment penod” while thereds mention.of . .. .|/
: ' | ongoing studies and analysis of data gathered during decommissioning activities there is no list of spec1ﬁc studres or
ok | -assessments that would be conducted during this time périod or how this information would be used.” LT
" 48 - | Page 245, N The ﬁrst bullet under atlons to Determme the Phase 2 Approach” should mclude resxdual hazardous
© [ 7"Section 2.4. 3 1 fc j c ; : : '
49 | Page245, . .|
"~ | Section2.4.3.1" -year mtervals” Addrtronally,
L e T withii the Part 373 permits for the sites.”
oo o Figure 228 L j’Momtormg should start at Year Zero e ',. L » ; .
s S;l _ Page 2 5. l _¢| Any.release. ofland should include. NYSDEC smce th1s actlon would be subJ ect: te our approval and release from the Part
‘ Section 2.6. l l, A applications or the Part 373 Permits. . L . :
.52 .'|.Page2-57; . .| Under Footnote 3 it-is an-understatement to say:that the estimates are conservative.- It is’ mconcervable that DOE would

ship only. one railcar with-waste per: train, - The-use. of this assumptron gives the:appearance of being dlsmgenuous and an
attempt to skew the transportanon 1mpacts presented in Table 2-3 to make sitewide removal appear impossible due to the |
S oni-site, this scenario is usifeasonable: NYSDEC

Page7of16 v




 Enclosure 1:- NYSDEC:West Valley Assigned Staff DEIS Comments =~

|- would anticipate that most waste (e.g:, contammated soﬂs) would have several rarlcars per tram O TS N
| ® Please prov1de a clear explanation of DOE’s intention for waste shipments. B

_ 530

Page 2:60, . -
.| Table2-5 =~ .

- Column Three entitled “Phased Decisionmaking-Alternative:(Phase 1'Only)*is supposed to contam the d1scounted cost ]

iper:avoided person-rem for- Phase 1:of the alternative.- The Sitewide Alternatives already give the bounding cost

“ | numbers, that: information does:notneed to be reitérated. :In ordet to truly compare cost, the discounted cost 1nformat10n
.| for:the boundmg altérnatives to Phiase I this information should ‘be calculated-and presented herein.

e 'fBased on the NYSDEC comment ‘above regardrng the’ d1s1ngenuousness of the transporta’uon impacts in section 2 6.1.5,

alternative it appears that each alternative should have a maxrmum LCF of oneg person (roundmg to the nearest whole
- -:|-number), making them' essent1ally the same.- :
-| .0 Please provide a-clear.explanation of:-why the numbers are: not rounded to reﬂect a! “whole” person. -

the first bullet' shiould be re—evaluated ‘Additionally; if the Latent Cancer Fatality (LCF )-is.less than one person for each

2. .Page 2-60 .....
: |-Section:2: 6

«'Thé téxt.of the third bullet regarding-the: total.impacts of Phase2, ‘Sitewide Close:In-Place, is confusing, Smce certain
[:facilities .and contamination would beé removed undér Phase:1; wouldn 't.the: total 1mpacts of Phase2 Close—In—Place be

“l¢Seéction?. 7
~Bullet 3+

‘ :;less than but bounded by, the Sltew1de Close—m—Place Altemat1ve‘7

Page 3-7

‘'Section-3. 1 2 AN S

2" then mentrons mstallat1on of the NDA cap -

- |-Page3-8,.. ... .|
1 Section:3.201 v gy
o ' Nlagara Mohawk

’ f-Thls mformatlon should be updated

FPagedat, -
“Cesium Prong,
‘| Paragraph2 i

“Narrative states that an: offsxte study has been conducted but 1t 1S unclear Whether the study was outs1de the WVDP or: the
8 WNYSC A better descnptron of the locatlon of the study should be provrded e i

‘|"Page 351,

| The 1ast sentence states that samplmg was scheduled for: 2007 Was th1s samphng completed and if so why wasn’t the -

Page' 8.0f16 .
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" section 3.6.1.1,.

Paragraph 1

awinchuded? 4o e

62 .

| Page 353,
Table3 l()

’ ‘Table preserts. surface water exceeding of background but not: DOE DCGs for sample pomts downstream of Franks .
.Creek. The narrative however describes several other'surface water. sampling points-which exceed both which are not .

, Page 3 92

ﬁﬁ%;r .
: Sectr_on_«_3_,11 3 o

drsplayed in a: tabular format At Would be casier. to: mterpret data 1f 1t 1s all: d1sp1ayed ina sumlar format.

“Pagé3-93; 1 =
|- Section3.11:3. 7.+

-_The second full paragraph falls to théntion: that these"hazardou chemrcals are: products ‘niot wastes. This is conﬁJ,smg for
'any 1nd1v1dua1 who is’ not famrhar wrth these regulatrons versus the Part 373/RCRA regulatlons -

Page396, |
. _Sections.3.ll.5.l o
and 3011527 el

Page 3-101, .
i # Section 3.11. 53‘ '

67

Page 3- 102,
Sectron 3: 11 5 3

lmtegntytested oi°a regular basis if they are‘not'double walled ‘have somé type ‘of leak detect1on and/or are not 1n a prpe

trench with or without leak detection and/or chemical resistant coatings.

- 68.

Please provide detailed information in regards to the statement in the last paragraph on- thrs page that “Hazardous and

- Sec’t10n3131

Page 3-105,. .
Section 3.13.1 ‘mixed low-level radioactive wastes are.. -disposed-on site. P
.69 ... Page3-105, | ‘The first fiill paragraph of this page refers to the scheduled decontammatron demolr’aon and removal of the CPC-WSA

by 2010: Accordmg to discussions regardmg the" closure of Intenm Status umts ‘at-the” s1te the CPC-WSA was’ not
“|scheduled to be closed for five to ‘séven more years. o ‘
_® Please provide a current status-for the closure ‘of th€ unit..

T i,

7'()*:,.-; 9, »
© | Table3-20 |

" | ‘Whil& it is understood that waste would'be generated durmg the Intenm End State whlch would end 1n 201 l 1t is unclear

what wastes would be generated aﬁ:er thrs t1mc penod that would not ‘bé covered by the EIS

Chapter/Appendlx Chapter 4

| Tabled-1

: :Prong and nonsource area “of the NPGP

. PR oo g o P S e
v B : B

v
R

Page9.0f16 -
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| Addrtronally provide an estimate herein of when the 1,118 hectares of.land would be ’available ffor"release for unrestricted

i‘;Page 45,0

I The“Visaal Resources” paragraph: stdtes that the Noith-and South-Plateau ¢aps would'be rock covered: “This could

T abled 3

. decomrmssromng as. Well as.the total use: On an annual basrs the u

e e vmm T e

” 72::,\5:'(;;:

« .7 |"Section 4.1:1:2+ | inhibit replacement/reparr of'said caps.:Has‘consideration been given'tothe’RCRA regulations for repalr/replacement of
S LA g geomembrane layers 1n:caps at’certain: mtervals and' have these:costs: been mcluded"" the long—term momtormg and o
o - TS .| maintenance:costs for, true COSt, beneﬁt comparrson? gt v Ci s

73 , Page 4 ll For more accurate cost compansons of utility use, DOE : should mcl‘ '

e . o "Sltew1de Close-In-Place Alternatrve
74 | Page4-15, Does tlns DEIS include the utility usage that would be necessary for replacement of the North and South Plateau caps‘7 If
o Section'4l ;‘2;'.2,_,‘"»" not, DOE should update the EIS to in¢lude this information pnor to final issuance. . :

_ ”In add:r 1on to the mrxed low-level radroactlve waste referred to on: Page 4-95;h azardous wastes would also need to be
:2 | treated to meet’ any associatéd R( -

' standards “prior to disposal. .

“‘land dlsposal restriction treatme

. ] . Page 4-90,to 91

Table 4-45 and

Please prov1de an. explanat1on for wh the summary numbers for Packaged Waste from Site. Momtonng and
Mamtenance or: Long-Term Stew :p do. not: match the companson numbe i table 4-47. '

Section 4.6.3.1

Page 4-94,
T | Table4-47 ., T . ' Tl
77 | Page4-92 to 93 Please'proyide'the‘placement“for,ifOotnote,.."fb'?f’.f—“: R ;5.;3 P ,
R _*t'Table 4-46‘ IR L c : IR ‘jj; 9 e A, -
7 8 Page 4—99 “ It 1s 1nconce1vable that DOE would ever shrp only one. rallcar w1th waste  per tram The use of thrs assumptron appears :
Sectlon 4 1. 12 dlsrngenuous and as an attempt to skew the transportatron nnpacts presented herem to make sitewide removal appear
N | impossible due to the dangers assocrated with transportation. . T A Rt :
7797, | Paged-114, ;" |, Column Thre entitled “Phased Decisionmaking Alternative (Phase l Only)” is supposed to contain the discounted cost .
Table 4 53 T, |.pers av01ded person-rem for,Phase: 1 of the alternatlve The Sitewide Altematrves already give the boundmg cost -
SR - -+ - | numbers, that information does not need to be reiterated. In order to truly coriipare cost, the information for the boundlng '
alternative to Phase 1, this information should be calculated and presented herein. . :
'80. .| Page 4-115, Please revisit the placement of footnotes “a” and “b” as they do not appear to be accurate. :Additionally, please provrde N
Table4-54 . - | the time period for the effective annual costs for monitoring and maintenance (M&M) or long-term stewardship. As ‘
| T ables 4-55"and 4-56 (footnotes bande and footnote b, respectrvely) refer to IOOO-year penods for dose and M& St
81" * | Page'4:143, ~ | 'If the Phase 2 decision ¥ to perform s1tew1de rem:'val” aﬁer upto 30= " , ould that a

the longest active phase of the alternatives?
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Y

| Also, please prov1de detalled justification for how restormg the land to 1ts ongmal state as opposed to placmg acap, and
possibly rocks, providés a greater impact to the wetlands

Page 4-143,

82 | _ DOE fails to mention that monitoring and mamtenance would need to be performed in perpeturty following the “short
B S‘ection 4.6.3'.2" | term...of srgmﬁcant ons1te decommlsswmng act1v1t1es Agam NYSDEC stresses that close in place isnot a v1able

' optlon without a variance from the State and Federal RCRA regulatlons v .

; Page 4-144, . ‘| The second sectlon of this paragraph is m151eadmg and poss1bly maccurate Wlll it take ‘the full elght years to construct

Sectlon 4633 -

“the bmldmg and move the logs?" How is that possible if the MPPB isto be removed w1th1n those eight years? Also the
intent of the two phases is to allow for the studies to be performed almost from the begmmng, not eight years later. DOE
should already be trying to determme the types of studies necessary and their nnplementatlon s0 that thls can happen as

'Chapter/Appendix: Chapter 5

B qmckly as poss1ble aﬁer the 1ssuance ‘of the Record of Dec1smn

£

) er | Pagé Number .| 5
84 ) Page 59, The last sentence un Admtmstratzve Order On Consent (RCRA 3008[h]) sshould be rev1sed to state that CMSs were
"t 1'Section5.2 required.” 77 -
85, . .| Page5-15, - . | Within the descnphon of “Resource Conservatzon Parts 370 to 374 376)” it should be mentloned that NYS has all |
. Section5.5 the rights and authorities of the Federal regulations for which they,are authorized and that NYS’ regulations. may be more
- SRR stringent than the federal regulatlons Nowhere in this text does it mention that NYS has been given' the lead for all' -
‘ RCRA related act1v1t1es at the 51te At a rmmmum tlus sectlon should mclude the same level of detail as 1ts counterpart
S E underSect10n52wasprov1ded R ST Sl T -
86 Page 5-20, 'Be advised that the NYSDEC is. workmg ona replacement document for TAGM 4046.. All corrective action work w1ll
' Table 5-1 . .have to meet the soﬂ cleanup levels in th1s new document Th1s mformatlon should be revised accordmgly

Chapterrnppehqrx: Chapter 8 * -

B

.

. —

Comment T IR
Number.. | - Page Number
87 General ; o
I 8 8 N General T F or any deﬁmtlon that references the federal RCRA regulatrons DOE should mclude the reference to the State

, Page 11 0f16 -



Enclosure 1 - -NYSDEC--‘Wes't‘Valley Assigned StaffDEISfCOMents' PR

regulatlons that parallels said reference

89

~99

' Page 8-3 ™. “'THe définition of “Characteristic waste” should mclude a reference to the state regulatrons (6 NYCRR 371 3) that parallels
.- uE - .. | thereference to the federal regulatrons B - :
§0'"“A" : 'Page 8—4 “The deﬁnrtrons relating to- drsposal drsposal area and drsposal facrhty are extremely generic and do not appear to relate to
' - ‘ "I hazardous waste management under either the’ state or federal RCRA: program ‘Again, DOE could alleviate pubhc and
A -~ - .. .. |regulator’s concerns by prefacmg the chapter as'mentioned in the general commeént ‘above. - , -
,’7'95"1 B l?age 8-5 o o In ‘thé deﬁmtron of an EIS the' crtatrons to Envrronmental Conservatron Law are not correct ‘They should read “Sect1on
A IR -0301(1)(b) 3-0301(2)(m) and LT . ’
o “Page 86 “Hazardous constituent” is more than what is referred to under OSHA It is, recommended that the word “waste” be
: R added and that the definition for “hazardous waste constituent” found-under 6NYCRR 370: 2(b)(87) be mcorporated
- 93 Page 8-6 Be advised that unlike the-definition of “Hazardous waste” in the federal regulations, New York State regulates certam
- o PCBs as hazardous wastes. TSN SRR ()
94 Page 8-8 As regards DOFE’s definition of “interim status facility (under RCRA)”.
N |« First, neither ¢ hazardous waste management facility” nor “treatment storage or d1sposal facrhty” are deﬁned .
, elsewhere. o _ : ; :
- Tl Second ‘there needs t ) be references to NYS regulatrons LT s e : T
Thifd, the Part A notification allows & fagility to continue operatlon in accordance w1th Interim Status standards under C
- wBOTH the RCRA. and-the NYS regulations, it.is NOT conS1dered a permit: L R
e Lastly, the: fac1hty must eithér close a facﬂrty under mtenm status"or show that they ﬁled protectrvely, they cannot Just
R R - Syithdraw”™ théir interim status - : &
95 o _Page 8-9 e |'The’ deﬁmtlon of “mixed low-level radio ctive waste” should,mclude reference to NYS regulatrons as well. Unhke the
LT e felderal regulations; New Yotk State regulates certain PCBs as hazardous wastes. .~ |
96 - - | Page8-10 - ‘| Thedefinition"of “polychlorinated brphenyls” should note that_ certam PCBs are hazardous waste m NYS and should
D Lo e reference the deﬁmtlon of hazardous waste in 6NYCRR 371.3.” o
97 - | Page'8:i3 - | The-definition of “solid-waste” should include reference to NYS regulatlons as, well
98 Page 8-14 ' The definitions relating to “storage” and ¢ storage facility” are extremely generic as relates to hazardous waste
' management under either the state or federal program. Again, DOE could alleviate public and regulator concerns by -
prefacing the chapter as mentioned in the general comment above. - At a minimum, the word “mixed” should be used i in
- “|-place of “radioactive”. “Storage” is.specifically defined and does not drstmgursh bétween greater than and less than 90
S days in NYS regulations. This distinction determines whether or not a facility needs a permit or interim status.”
‘Page8-14-- - - Suggest that the deﬁmtlon of State Environmental Quality Revrew Act be'revised to read “A law promulgated that

requrres that all state and local agencres detenmne whether the :

t'rons they drrectly undertake fund or approve may have

T la srgmﬁcant unpact on the enVironmerit and, if it is determmed that t the actlon may have a significant adverse 1mpact

| prepare or reqmre the preparation‘an envrronmental 1mpact statement. -

‘Page 12616 -«
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Chapter/Appendix: Appendix C .~ - ., .

| 'While the document has made tremendous changes to iriclude the niecessary hazardous waste Part 373/RCRA information |
and regulauons there are still‘areas that are lacking:- These include but are not limited to: failure to include whether or
-not there is hazardous waste/constituents contamination in all of the facilities/units listed under éach of the WMA
descnpuons failure to include in the descriptions when a unit is subject to RCRA- closure or CA regulation (e.g., where
CMSs are required, NDA “decommissioning” is also subject to CA requirements); failure to include in their descriptions
‘that each of the alternatives (e.g:, Close-in-place, Phased Dec1smnmakmg) are also subJect to Part 373/RCRA when
actlons are. taken, fallure to provide ¢ chemical concentrat1ons (in ppm-or mg/kg) as opposed a total- inventory (in kg).

101

PageC-1, -,..
| Section C.2:1

| The second paragraph‘mentions that the Contact-SizeReduction Facrhty (CSRF) will-have been removed to grade at the

starting point of the EIS. Is this accurate? The NYSDEC understood that the CSRF was part of the Main Plant Process

| Buildifig (MPPB) and its Comprehensive Closure Plan. It was understood that as such the CSRF could not be removed
o _until such time as.a Record of Decision (ROD) was 1ssued for the DEIS ’ S

_®. Please clanfy thlS m1sunderstand1ng and assure. that the DEIS contams accurate mformatlon '

102

Page C-14,

“Section C.2.3

. »TankDrymg System. - : - - N

" | The fourth sentence of the introductory paragraph states that Tanks 8D- l and 8D- 2 wrll be dry at the “startmg pomt” of

the EIS. The “starting point™ is expected to be accomplished by 2011.
e Please explain how this is possible? The NYSDEC’s understanding of this system is that once mstalled it would take a
several years (approximately 3 or 4) to dry the residuals that already reside in the tanks. “This does not seem-possible: -
since 1) the system will not be installed until early 2010 and 2) DOE has stated within the Liquid Waste Management
Plan that they would like to transfer additional liquids from the Main Plant Process Building into these tanks. Please =~ =~
address this situation w1thm the references of thrs appendxx as well as the other chapters or appendmes that referen 1

103

Page C-49,

'.SectronC3 l 1. l

Relocatmn of the ngh-Level Radloactwe Waste Camsters If : e is a deﬁned l1fespan to the commercral dry cask -
storage systems under con51deratlon the DEIS should acknowledge this and descnbe how the casks would be replaced,
tested for approval for contmued use, etc “ At present there are no obv10us plans in place to address this need, which has

"| arisén since release of the DEIS dus to the wrthdrawal of Yucca Mountain from consideration for permanent disposal of -

HLRW.

104

Page C-55,

' Section C.3.1.1.8

and Page C-57, -
Section C.3.1.1.9

The fifth and sixth paragraphs under “Removal of Contaminate Soil and Groundwater” and the second paragraph
under Section C.3.1.1.9 make reference to reuse of the soils if they are less than the DCGLs for unrestricted release.
DOE would also have to demonstrate to NYSDEC that these soﬂs do not contam hazardous waste/constltuent
contamination prior to reuse. :

105

Page C-57,

The ﬁrst paragraph states “Conﬁrmatory samplmg for constituents of concern would be performed and remedial actrons

Page 13 0f 16
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C-hapter/Append_ix: AppendixE -

VIR R

|'Section E4.2.17" '_ m is tak ¥
T T decur, must take into account the exrstmg cap and slurry Wall; hOW th1s 15 taken 1o account especrally with the

L

; "'offered recharge estunates is not clear Further data collect1on and updatmg of the model should contmue

Page 14 o,f.'1_6 oo

Section C.3.1.1.9 | would be based on the results.” This sentence fails to take into account whether these confirmatory samples are for Solid |
- | Waste Management Units or for Interim Status Operating Units. The requirements for soil cleanup objectives (i.e., ol
_ chemical concentrations remaining) vary dependmg on the unit’s status, DOE has falled to'make this dlstmctlon clear for- |- -
o : both the regulator and the public or to give it due justice. =~ [
106 | Page C-79, Under the Mixed Waste Conditional Exemption regulation (6 NYCRR Part 374 l .9), the Mlxed Waste Storage Fac1hty 1s’
' Sect10n C 3 l 8.1 | no longer subject to Interim Status closure. Even so, NYSERDA has expressed their desrre to close th1s unit under the o
P . | RCRA Interim Status requirements.- Pending further. determmatlon the unit-should be listed as a SWMU:* .
C107 Page C- 89 " |-While the NYSDEC ‘has not required action on the NPGP, it shiould niot bé construed that the NYSDEC believes that the
' - Table C-28 and * .| unit is not subject to regulatron We are currently in‘the process of rev1ew1ng the results of the NPGP RCRA
o Seetion -t Charactenzatlon N T y ‘ S .
108 | Page C-91, {“While DOE does mention that certam bulldmgs will be removed to grade to elmunate maintenance cost, they fa1l to-
o 7| Section C.32" ' |:méntion that monitoring arid maintehance would need to be performed in perpétuity under a Part 37 3/RCRA Post-Closure -
o el Lo | Permit. Again, NYSDEC stresses that close Aift place is not a vrable optlon w1thout a vanance from the State and Federal
© a0 .x 0 I'RCRA regulations. = . " i i T W et T
109+ - | Page C-130, - - " | Interim Storage Faclhty ‘An updated descrlptlon of the DOE plant to use currently ava11ab1e cornmerc1ally dry cask
Section C.4.1 storage technology to store the vitrified logs on-site’ should bé included. The fact that these systems are designed to
o "w1thstand ‘high forces from ‘séismic act1v1ty and will be des1gned to’ w1thstand antlclpated atmosphenc or. erosronal
'1mpacts should be mcluded B L I e - ‘
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Com ment» S e 4
Namber.|;;; Page:Number-.©| ", ; i . T ,
111 | General = -+ . |Tn hght of the'very: récent occurrences ‘of erosionial events both large: and small scale; in the v1c1n1ty of and at the s1te
o C (Route 219 erosion/shuinping ofi Cattaratigus Creek, Erdmari Brook kmckpomt and Frank’s Creek knickpoint
advancement, respectively, Buttermilk Creek sllde reactlvatlon) how is'the’ modelmg of erosion at the site to be
updated/expanded upon,-during the ¢ ‘onigoing: assessment petiod? Tt would appear‘the réal-time events of interest and -
consequence must be included, and a process in place to allow for any. performance assessment to be accurate to allow
for a decision to be made that i is representat1ve : s
Focus for continued erosion momtormg should not be simply data necessary for model truthmg and cahbratlon but how
‘real-time events are affecting the facilities in question, and whether dec1s1on-mak1ng must mclude a long-term model (for
: anythmg other than decommlsmmng perfonnance assessment) ' : - "\
“1127 ] | PageF6, .
g - o SCCtlon F2\ Ve
R f’lcrnckpomt advancement " Butterrmlk Creek shde reactlvation) : ;, _
113 | Page F-8, Figure | North and South Plateau Gully Locations — These ﬁgures/tables need to be updated to show recetit’ changes inthe
F-5 and Page kmckpomt location along Erdman Brook, relatlve to the V-to-U—shaped valley transition.
, F-9, Table F-1 . L
114 | Page F-53, ' Calibration: Dlscussmn and Interpretatlon — “It is also likely that gully extension in thls environfrient 1 1s limited by -
| F3.25 | vegetation growth, which can effectively impose a large erosion threshold on-the landscape in hollows and- ephemeral
channels.” This statement needs furthet explanation/exploration, in light of rapid advancement of kmckpomts in the .
vicinity of the SDA along Erdman Brook These “small perturbatlons” are. of 1mportance for.understandmg actual
: : 1mpacts to the-site in‘the near-term B : : : ' :

. Chapter/Appendix::Appendirr J o

L A T EEE

fro.

Comment | < . g -
Number. | Page Number | i S Comment S E
115 | General Thrs append1x fa11s to provide any mformatlon regardmg the nsks of transportmg non-radlologlcal waste (i.e, hazardous
: | waste) ora Justlﬁcatlon for their exclusron -

Page 150f 16 ... -
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- 116

Page J-10,

SectionJ.4.2

It is inconceivable that DOE would ever ship only one railcar with waste per train. The use of this assumption appears

impossible due to the dangers. assomated with transportation.. While it is recognized that the DEIS does state that the r1s'k~
per train would increase proportionally based on the number of cars/train, the narrative and subsequent tables are: - -
mlsleadmg as they give:the appearance of ‘only one car/train being transported It is undérstood:that there will be - -

T instances where a single;car will be transported per train due to radiological cons1derat10ns and shlppmg regulatlons but

. - _1t is expected that the maj onty of the waste, partlcularly the contammated so1ls may be transported in trams contammg

- ..| dozens of railcars.

'Chapter/Appendix: Appendix L

'] Please prov1de a clear explanatlon of DOE’S mtentlon for Waste shlpments < R

| First:Bullet:

Foge il -

N PageL:2,’” Ty g
. Section L.1-

TR aPoFaL v e et
i FEc T

Page M3,

Floodplams In hght of recent storm events (August 2009), perhaps reaching the 100-year flood Ievel and subsequent

“Section M.2.1 ~ . | observed storm dathage in the vicinity of the site (i.6. Fox Valley Road washout), this section should be updated.
120 | Page M-3," “The flood inundation area for the 100-year storm (see Flgure M-4) show that no ex1st1ng facilities are in the- IOO-year
Section M.2.1. floodplain.” Figure M-4 does not include the water reservoirs and dams, which were 1mpacted by August:2009.storms: -

Paragraph 4

Th1s dlscuss1on and Fxgure should be updated to mclude the southern facilities.

 Page160f16 = -

4

disingenuous and as an attempt to skew the transportation impacts presented herein to make sitewide removal appear IR
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Revnsed Draft Env1ronmental Impact Statement for :
Decommlssmmng and/or Long—Term Stewardslnp at.the ..

. West Valley Demonstration Project and _ :

. ,:};;_g- : Western New York Nuclear Service Center TR IR

. ¥ : R i
CE Ty vk S PRESRA 36 t‘\ ,:,_,

N OTE For any Chapters/Appendlces not spec1ﬁca11y mcluded below the Department has no
‘comments.

. . e
PR a&,‘\ R N I S Soeik ot e b G Tl

' Book: General Comments

vl [P ; SRR Pabt e Gy A T R

o " 6NYCRR Part 750 State Pollutant D1scharge Ehmmatlon System. Perm1ts Subpart 2. ll
outlmes Closure Requlrements for Disposal System.. These requlrements shall be

o comphed with. for;closure of any, d1sposal system g e g

n

S .' ~ . R . w TR T e S P
”;J‘ L B e AT AR SRR AL 4 £ 16 AL PR

Book: 4 Summa;jy and Guzde for Stakeholders

Lkl g JH‘.‘»" l:,v RT3 AP N

: .—" In51de of Front Cover.. “Cathern Bohan should be Catherlne

-.‘ -Cover Sheet Location: West Valley isa mallmg zip code and an umncorporated hamlet
the locat1on is, the Town of. Ashford o o :

- .;" . Page 9 }bullet #2 Should some type of handhng fac111ty be left miplace S0 that>
: emergenmes can be dealt with qulckly and effectively? D1dn t understand thls

g, bt

5
. R [ - PO Y
RIS SAVE 18 ¥ RN v zn Yoty " “<‘§ ERMEINY ] VI A *‘ IS AN A -,?
o <4 4 < k\, :

.. ‘ Page 9 bullet #5 "Why is one, called a wall and the other a bamer Ar

(R34

dlfferences that are descnbed later?

: i n“' TTICRROE 1y Fhiney Sid HE eV 'ﬁl;, i WA 1380 I
. Page 9 bullet #5: Is there the potent1al for these wall/bamers to be removed 1n lthe future
} as technology advances? Can there be a catastrophic failure that would require action in
" g real ,trme; and present the need for handling facilities; that have alreadysbeen: removed‘7 o

: ©nninoan b et H O ha o
. Page 9, bullet #6: What is the percentage‘? Why is there a d1fferent1at10n between
non-defense and defense waste? Are there different regulatrons determmmg how, they are. .

same end result?

S 'kr,t”{ ‘.n'f.il“"‘ L R ST S ST ; whay el e T I
. Page 12, General Comment Has there been a rev1ewf of the fallure to come, to agreement
on. cleanup respon51b1hty of the plume and-the resultant expansmn .of the plume?..There

“should be a dlscusswn about what steps will be taken to avert such a cncumstance in the

" future. . ' RN s IR S L G
o Page 13, bullet #1 What 1s, orphan waste; its compos1t10n and the reason: that itis; called

that‘7 AR .

‘Pagelofdt.
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Enclosure 2 - NYSDEC Non West Vall‘ey Assigned Staff DEIS Comments

- Page 13, bullet #2: There shiould be a'discussion somewhéte in the ‘document as to the -

result of failure to: accept respons1b111ty for the plume and 1ts expansmn due to that failure

_tocometoagreement ERIEE AP i BALE Rt

Porer ¥ LTI

Page 14, Table 1, Row NRC hcensed Drsposal Area (NDA), Column Sltew1de
Close-In-Place — If this is done, how hard would it be to remove 1f a decrsron is made o

"‘f:rlatertoremovelt? S ST RERUIE E

E day acceptable levels of contammatlon are dlscovered to be too h1gh‘7

Lsitiwaste fit into-the list? “Should theref be a matrlx showrng relatronsh1ps’7

Page 20, Waste Management paragraph 5 Is thrs the smallest volurne of the
:alternatrves‘7 If 505 ]ust say 1t A7 i b d e

Page 14, Table 1, Footnotea: Is the restrictive. tirne frame given in the document?

. “g:_h"

Page 18 Socmeconomlcs paragraph 1: It depends on the number of man hours needed

s and the pay grades of those workers needed not necessanly the duratlon of the work

K £ . et )
P b e 494(— ¥

Page 18 Soc1oeconomlcs paragraph 2: What happens ifitis determrned that the present

Page 18, Soc1oeconom1cs paragraph 2: Isit reasonable to say that there would be no

- need for anyone? Is it possible that there might' still be a neéd to do soime: mmrmal
monltorlng no matter what‘7

PR e g e P L T

Page 18, Socroeconomlcs paragraph 3 How far into the future does thls hold‘7 At some

point there is going to be a change. Is the rev1ewer mlssmg the pomt that the EIS is only
lookmg a certain distance into the- future?: LT -

e 2 v v " e, A e N by e (2 E ' ..Y - 7‘ :-. a»‘ xl"‘ INE °
IR ‘..:‘a.l,r,,‘,;{;v Vi ;.;; .,-\e, ,,i\‘?_.." gy [FITMEI S o “ ey

t

Page 20, Waste Management paragraph 2: Where does orphan defense and non—defense

iy

"5-5?Page 20 Generalf Drsposal Optrons orange graphlc last paragraph ' Should it say w1th
, regulatlons exrstlng at the t1me of d1sposal or most restr1ct1ve‘7

FLfy x R RN AR S TR L :? A *-:w;'

! 'contammatlon of Erre County pubhc water supphes whrch get water from Lake Erle?

.~4,. ¢ 1} y e

Page 30 bullet #1: Orphan waste?

affectrng the most land/water and people. : S : i

Page 3l,~b,ull_et #1, end of line 3: that does “source terms” mean? _

Page 26f31



-3

i

e Page33, Human health! Our understahdmg and research in the future may alter how

specific levels of exposure, are ;
decay rates enough” Typ1cally,
h t day

, wed. ;Is this. uncertamty considered? Is not cons1dermg‘_
scientific study has indicated that acceptable levels

Page 34 ”Long-term huthan 'health'j: K Should changes to risks;due, te incre sed khowledge
of the effects of exposures or the dlscovered mcreased nsk from combmatlons of
contammants be included?

‘ e_ o Page 47, ces1um Is-1t stﬂl the most electroposmve element known‘7 If so, sa 1t ”

ferdh o & M ;xu.; {g ¥ :

processmg or degree of 1 proce smg“based'upon their ongln 'although‘they are the'same
: ,contammant? '

1Y

Page 48: Should there be.a descrlptlon for non-d
o (See comme (

§54¢ 14 M

.»"'thls 1ncl

‘f"fi u;

Was 1t the same type of waste'7 Commermal ? P ims
- cleanup operatlons or both? B

‘Paged of3t-




Enclosure 2 NYSDEC Non West Valley'ASsigned Staff DEIS Cominents

‘-/ | Page 1- 10, footnote 1, 1* sentence: _“SEQR specifies that the assessmentof -
environmental impacts*focuses on the growth: 1nducmg aspects of a’ Proposed Adtion.”
' SEQR does not focus on growth mducmg aspects of a proposal

. Page 1- l6 Section 1.7. 2, 4% sentence “A formal pubhc hearlng was conducted in three
meetings on August 6, 1996, in West Valley, New York, to receive oral comments.”
-, West Valley is an un-mcorporated hamlet Whlch is shown on some maps, The project is
i th’“e town "of Ashford. | o

o Page 1-18, Sth bullet; Relatronshlp between DOE and NYSERDA Why dan't”
dlsagreements and respons1b1hty be a topic for dlscuss1on eyspemally if disagreement
" causes delay'and results'i ithrngs as the m1grat1on of the plume because theré was a

disagreement about respon51b1l1ty?

.« Pagea2 1 ‘Sectiofi 21 Introductfon Lstated that“"The Phased Dec1s1onmak1ng Alternatrve
(The!Preferred Alternatlve) under Wthh there ould be an 1n1t1a1 1 (Phase 1);

Under this Section, it is further stated that "During a period of up to 30 years, DOE and
NYSERDA would conduct vari ty of activities. mtended to expand the inft rmagion

“those facilities and areas not address in Phase 1."*It'is not Clelr Whether within' 30 years,
.. the decommissioning. for those facrhtles and area not addressed Phase 1 would be
E compléted or'rot“If not, wht'is the proposed schedule for comp o : ,
decommissioning. Page 2-47, Figure 2-8 extends toa period 0t70 years bt A no act1v1t1es
shown beyond 30_years

il

‘e - Page 2-2, Section 2.1: HLW of HLRW -
1S the relationship to transuranic wastes?

SE )

concentratlon ot some other quallﬁer? fhe

Greater than class C - Is it possible to give concentration limits in this document?

Page 4 of31



NYSDEC Non West Valley Assigned Staff DEIS Comments.

-;,tBage 2:3, S

o 7 (,Y}

’ é“d paragraph Is the same;type of radloactrve materlal handled the ;same, way, 6et/‘en if part
is from the Defense Department and the other part is non-defense matenal" Or are the
.-two different typ utually exclusive? :

Page 2-3, Section 2.3: Dir ction & Dlstance from Buffalo \Strarght ,,m‘,rdlstance‘; C
between the two is- about 24.5 miles at their nearest pomts Drrectron is south southwest

a landﬁll and bulk storage warehouse “See title of ﬁgv2 3. Add WMA 11 to labehng'on
ﬁgure for Hydro frac and warehouse as did for the landﬁll '

.;%,1;

Page 211, 2%} {bullet,\ 1 sentence

An upgr/adlentuslurry/barrre wall w111 be: ,nstalled

L P e i I»«'rtz .
and a geomembrane cover will be placed over the NDA as part of the NDA groundwater ‘
i 1nﬁ1tratro mrtrgatlon measures.”| .The derm mltlgatlo 'is agaln usedrrn away, that is not
.
@

burldlng rs in the two HEPA ﬁlters, Wthh could contam as much as 7.5 curies of cesium-
3 ,:_and much smaller activiti of othergrad' i0 uc:,li;d\es.«\. <Activities? §

If defense waste was part of the reason for contamlnatron of equlpmen does’ that mean »
the equlpment is handled as defense waster et

uti \:

: assumed”

Page,50f31 -
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Eiiclosure'2 - NYSDEC'Non West Valley Assignéd Staff DEIS Conimeénts

Page 2-27, Section 2.3.2.11: If the envrronmental assessment done prevrously isnot .
mcluded in‘this document then' it should be: stated: where it’can be found/obtarned

i paragraph “This waste material was radlolog1cally surveyed decontammated‘ as
necessary, and released for unrestricted use béfore'it was buried in'the trénchi:” Released
for unrestrlcted use‘7 Please explam Is there a reason that recyclmg of scrap metals such

FARY S ‘

Page 2- 27 Sectlon 23.2. 12 1 paragraph

' contaminated sediments résulting from

regulated releases So these releases were scheduled and planned? There needs to bea

1,}23 st PR PR ¢ : o B e SN (AR i

The North Reserv01r has a pump house to regulate the water level‘7

ST TR

"ot

Page 2: 28 Sectron 2 3 2 13 North Plateau Groundwater Plume The 1nab111ty of the two
_ agenicies'to réach agteetiient is'the reason for the size of'the plumié’ This should.bé stated
exphcrtly Somewhere in the document there should be a discussion of future-

future

\ tlocatlo % Generatmg waste‘lmphes ‘more waste ‘than before. Ts'the document trylng
to say, “Under the sitewide removal optzon some waste could not be sthped since there
is no place to sth zt ”? ' '

Last sentence “boundmg alternatrve 7? Please rephrase

f ‘s«th'eré“aefensé‘Waétes‘ataw st Valley?

General questlon,what is low-leVel: radloactlve waste comprlsed of?
Or is there no good answer‘? 5 '

Page'6of31

‘ contammatlon possrb111t1es due to the mabrl'ty of agenc1es to’; agree on somet ing 1n the a
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'Enclosure 2-- NYSDEG Non West Valley Assigned Staff DEIS Comments

Page 2- 33 Section:2.4.1.1, 4th bullet What will be done to “remedrate”tsurface;sorl and
' sediment. erl the radloactrvrty be ¢ removed” from the soil-or,will the«contammated
sorl/sedlment be separated and removed for dlsposal ata dlfferent location? °
phead oy (e R

OB S A ;_,\'- R [P 1y u,\ﬁ‘_

Page 2-33 “S’eetlon 2 4 l ‘l, WMA l lSt paragraph What part of the burldmg 1s

4

contam1nated‘7 Knowmg that mrght then: explam how 1t is decontannnated T

.....

9

2n paragraph }What does completely removed’ ,mean?wEverythmg taken from the site?

u'

(‘verr"

3 uparagraph last sentence ,What about contamlnated subsorl? f: subsorl»rs e :‘ -

[N
e

(3

contarmnated does that jmean they, are leav1ng it?; Why isn’t: env1ronmental medla
) whrch seéms:to. mean. anythlng that is not man-made -used?,, :

,"l" e VLA O T LA T Y
WMA 2: 1* paragraph Lagoons completely removed from the site? The contarmnated
materials can be. removed and the, excavatlons ﬁlled P P

___________ e ar, i S

I’l ‘z"f;‘“ 1\l~"‘ Lo " }
<all contammated envrronmental

Page.2-35, Section.2. 4 1.2 2 New Constructlon e Includes A Leachate. Treatment Facility .
.to.process contarmnated leachate from the ND and SDA." Th SPDES modlﬁcatron
appheatlon for the, proposed dlscharge from the proposed leachate treatment facility -
should be submltted tojthe Reglon 9, ,}DEP ofﬁce for processing. i After. this permit
modlﬁcatron 1ssued the des1gn engineering report and plans and specrﬁcatrons for the -
 -leachate treatment facility should be submitted to, Bureau of; Water Permits and Region 9.
office for review and approval prior to constructlon Also see Page 2-64; Section 2.8.2.2
and Appendix C, Page C-138 Leachate treatment facility. The applicant should be 4
familiar with 6NYCRR Part 750, SPDES Permit and Technical and Guidance Series . «.,
(TOGS) 1.2.1. Industrial Permit Wrmng in dealmg wrth pomt source dlscharges to the

,waterofthestate TR IR R FTAL NS SR z,g. -

I AN I SPEN A 4"4&(

Page 2-38 Sectron 24. 2 1, WMA 1 Large boulders may serve as‘an 1ntrus10n barrier,

- .. but- won’t. do much. for stopping.erosion.; .The boulders may also-help.to concentrate .

[

surface water runoff ito. specrﬁc pomts (between the boulders)gand actually increase the

erosron potent1a1

1'}“ ,,,,,
H jt‘. 2

'J‘v‘xa TS NG ?f’” vatlb lstfv‘a“ %’.”‘“*z‘ ;.f:v‘l

\‘;}‘w

».} ‘1 “i i‘-( REetery "; i

Page 2-39, Sectlon 2421, WMA 12: There w111 haveto bea downstream end of the

e excavatmg and nprappmg It A8 thrs' n1ck point- Where erosron will start almost .., .

Page.7,0£31



Enclosure 2-NYSDEC Non West Valley .As'si“gi_’r’ed Staff DEIS‘Corn’m'ents '

o Page 2 40, Sectlon 2.42. 2 Last bullet: How do you construct an erosron control

- structure’ around a creek‘7 Poor wordmg, needs to be explarned better

Y v .‘ ‘ N I
[ o "1y . ’

Page 2-43, Sectlon 2. 4 3. l last bullet Removal is determrned by depth rather than
radioactivity? Once you have opened a hole why not remove the contamination in the -
bottom of it? What happens if the materlal below 2 feét is really “hot”? v

' ‘"Page 2-45; Last Paragraph States "The final de01s1on oti the Phase 2. decommlsswnmg _

and long-term management approach would be made within 30 years of the date of issue ~

- of the Phase 1'ROD. A§'riew information becomes available durrng Phasé 1, DOE would

conduct appropriate NEPA review:" From‘this statement it séems.there is no énding date
set for the completion of Phase 2 decommissioning. - What would be the reasonable
schedule for completlon of decomm1ss1on1ng7

\s!

: 'Page 2- 46 Sectron 2423 3 Last paragraph Is there space to store thrs unantlcrpated”

waste?

Page 2- 51, Sectron 2.6.1, Last sentence: “This approach was performed in such a ‘way

.- that did not bids the comparison of alternatives.” Suggested change: This approach was

performed in order to attempt to remove b1as from the comparison of alternatrves :

“Page 2-59; Section 2.6.2, last paragraph "What would be the exposure to everyone

"~ drinking publi¢ water taken from Lake Erie? ‘If nothing else at lédst there should be a

B‘oo,k

statement that dilution would beé such that there would be nothing measurable above

' background levels Thrs may have been addressed later 1n the document B _”' o

1, /“ eoTer

R (P TN R

: Page 2- 62 Sectron 2 8 1 4 1 paragraph ‘ “Atlantrc Compact” should be explarned

T

CEEUWERE L

Chapter 3

i _‘,. St 4 e, s . ,ar,gj;

Page 3 6, Section 3 1. 1 2nd full paragraph What is an “acreage lot”? Do they’ meana

small parcel separated from a large parcel to construct a srngle famrly resrdence?

Lot g : r.-‘f

Page 3- 12 Sectron 3 3 l l F1rst paragraph Elevatrons are drscussed w1thout reference to

" adatum whlch is'a standard notatlon Ex Internatlonal Great Lakes Datum (IGLD) 1985

‘ F1gure 3 7. The ﬁgure shows orrentatlon of the cross section as west to east. The

oriéntation should be thé sariie as Figiiré 3-6.- The cross section is shown as extendlng
beyond Buttermilk Creek on Figure 3-8 whlle the cross sectlon itself stops at the creek

vThrs drscrepancy should be resolved

B Flgure 3 9 It would be better 1f the horrzontal scales of the cross sectlons were the same,

““making it ea31erto compare R R

Page 8 of 31 -
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Page 3-21, Sectlon 3.3.1.1: Kent Recessronal Sequence - ‘The basal lacustrme‘sedrments
.+ were dep051ted in: glacml lakes that formed as. glacrers that blocked the northward
dralnage of streams.’

| Sand and gravel was later depos1ted ﬁpem éel»tas~fer=med where streams entered the glac1al
lakes formmg deltas and along the ﬂoodplams of streams that formed durmg ice-free -

eprsodes NI NI

ey Ty
MR )
SRR

Page 3 28 Section 3.3.1.3: There are three types of mmeral resources sand and gravel
conie.from the glac1ers,‘011 mostly from the. upper] Devoman andigas’ mostly from the
lower Sllunan penod

SRR .

TR g il ~‘f;s‘v,lz.f_iﬂ". 3'15}‘ i _‘f ey ach g . A » g

M1nera1 drstnct has;no.meaning; 1n New:Y.ork State., vt‘.IS a, western term If the document
is trying to 1dent1fy the location, ,of the resource it!
county names. -

0y DA‘

.
"f N m"u

- gnd paragraph The prlmary constltuents areas of radlologlcally contamlnated soil, are -
cesium-137 centaminatien associated with the Cesium Prong area; soils affected by the
North Plateaulstrontlum 90 groundwater plume -and radiologically, contaminated‘soil

; Solvent ‘lee (WMA 2) ThlS needs. work.

[ S 1:-)5 .

S " ‘.f HM i '4’}‘ -J
Page 3- 30 last paragraph “Metals concentrations in RCRA facﬂrty 1nvest1gat10n sorl
samples, from these facility areas. slightly: exceed: background or:Technical and . ;7
Admmlstratlve Guldance Memorandum 4046 cntena ‘ Sllghtly‘7 By what amount'7

; < IR AL T Cindan

'r vx‘_u tl?l»,”wl i‘“' SR VIS M el ‘-‘t-r‘ x ﬂfixx'yr"‘ . '\15' 41t ‘.r't“’ e

- Page 3-31:4 Cesxum Prong P Uncontrolled airborne releases from the- Mam Plant Process
B enti :system filters:in 1968 released contammated matenal through a60- -

eter (200 foot) hrgh plant stack e How;many releases were «there‘7 Why1d1d the.
releases happen" Mechanlcal fallure‘7 Human' fa11ure'7

S TN

' Page 3: 36 2

” N SR
L buf TR A ) LA 4 \?n‘

the slump blocks.are hown. m,ﬁgureB

\a‘

paragraph ,j

'P 2¢e 3; ;48 Flgurg,?? 18 ,vahe dehneatlom

.,r\Part of the process of 1ssu1ng an“ ‘NYS Wetland Perrmts would be verrﬁcatlon of

P R S S TR L S L R R SR IR ¥
R DA, . = -
< . . s

Page 9:0£31 ?
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Eﬁclds_il'réiz"f NYSDEC-Not West:Valiey Assignéd Staff DEIS Cominénts

- Page 3-49; Section 376.1, 2" paragraph 2nd tolast’ ‘séntence, “Other than In addztzon to ",

the two water. supply'réservoirs'and wastewatér treatmerit lagoons in WMA 22, several
small ponds are located across the WNYNSC including former botrow pits.(Noithern
Borrow Pits) located in the northeast corner of the PI‘O_]eCt Premrses (WVNS 2004a

- 3 g b‘ IR ‘ Dot d FE L .
NN R 3

. .Page 3 54 2“d full paragraph What are the 1mplrcat10ns for the general pubhc at'the ﬁrst_

pornt accessrble glven the radratlon levels‘7

B L RN

t 4 -_,'!‘. i '-‘ EE U TP C ot CTRA PSS L [T T e,

7 Pagé 3 54; 3rd full paragraph No niention is made of testmg for radroactmty”

Page 3-54, Sectron 3. 6 12,1% paragraph Several of the d1scharged radlonuchdes _
partlcularly ‘cobalt-60; strontium-=90; cesrum-l34 and cesium=137; have an' afﬁmty to
~bécome chemrcally sorbéd attached-to siltand’ accumulate in‘the streambeds
The writer should acknowledge that over time all of the contamrnated sedrments wrll
+]eave the site and end up in' Cattaraugus Cresk-and Iake Erie. Thete have been'

discussions regarding the removal of the Springville'Dam’ whrch swould thert allow amore -
continuous movement of sedrment down the creek At issue 1s the sedrment behind the

R -‘“,,. EEEN . ’
APIR T LA REN dln b A

What does the.contaniination level of theé sedlment behmd the dam mean‘7 Does the
' sediment have to be removéd to'a dlsposal locatron or- does’ current regulat1on allow it to
stay in place? Is DOE responsrble for reoving the' sed1ment'7 : ‘ Gt

A elevat10n‘7 If the French drarn drscharge was plugged what-is happenmg to groundwater
elevatlon and flow? ' '

N CLRY o Senimatin ey r,~,~~_t -,,~ . S T e -.4 . .
Phuke n ,,ﬁl \,'_ )’; ’!‘5¢' / ».‘ R TR P AT TS T SR FEE S AU A s _e UL T S ”.i“'g_

Page 3- 60 1St paragraph rPlease explarn the drfferent types of “bromtrusrons

et 5,-’.2*/ 0 wtw}.',»u“_-%"

Page 3- 60 2nd paragraph “Models for the South Plateau developed by Prudic (Prudrc
1986) and by Bergeron (Bergeron and Bughosr 1988) support only moderate lateral

. fiovemient through the ‘weathered till ‘until ﬂow become drrected downward mto the
unweathered Lavery till.” “ﬂow becomes» of “ﬂows become SR

‘?,\

- Page 3- 60 2“d paragraph: “Usmg these models as 2 startrng pomt Kool and Wu (Kool
~:and Wu'1991) examined how : amsotropy
and-herizontal-anisetropy in the hydraulic conductivity can impact ﬂow through the
weathered Lavery till.” Anrsotropy, different values along different axes; in this case the.
vertrcal* and'horizorital axes! A hatd word touse.: Suggested change' “Usrng these
todelsasa startmg pomt Keooliand Wu' (Kool-and W' 1991) exammed how amsotroplc

* '

‘Haracteristics’in hydraulic conductrvrty 1rnpacted flow through 'thé: weathered Lavery

" fill.”  Are they also trying to'saythat hydraiilic Condictivity Was not: constatit on’ any,
. particular axis? The use of the word anisotropism tends to indicate there is one value on

a specific axis. If this is not the case the word should be removed and others used

P’a‘gje‘«ltl of31
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*54; {f TR

’ .. Page 3 61 ”Bedrock Unltjx “Wells completmg m thls zone yreld 40 to 160 lrters perrmlnute
(10:6, to lS 9 gallons per minute), and corresponds to.the. reglonal .bedrock:aquifer.” '
What does completmg mean? Do they mean wells drawmg water from the weathered

. bedIOCk? PITIoN T ."»t'. NI '_4“&} PR ISR N (R s
T R ., IS EIVY SRR ULV P ..; ) RN i el FERSTImN
o Page 3 63 North Plateau Groundwater Contammatlon F 1gure 3 22 There should be a
dateontheﬁgme' T D S ;u':égl,:' B s 'u(/ l!‘.ﬁ!xﬂ"/: L
! FRT T TR AP YO R S PP SRR TR '~Z ‘—""-;",.'3-’: ARE ot ey EN
Have they gone back and checked,to see i the ﬁgure was;accurate based upon later
mvestrgatrons? o Gk e
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. . Page 3 65 What Justrﬁcatron was there for. reducmg the. frequency of momtonng‘?

‘o ..Page3- 66, ls sentence: . “In November. 1995 a groundwater recovery system was: - .
mstalled o mxtrgate the movement of strontium-90,contamination in groundwater}m the
‘western lobe of the plume and reduce groundwaten,seepage northeast of the Main: Plant
Process Burldmg RIS

ERCERTE R S R SRR R H T 'rmi“‘«xlt..

ST g L L";'kl R IR A O SIR “‘ 1ok it TS
As prev1ously noted the reader believes the use of the word mrtlgate in thrs context
. should be changed tomore. exp11c1t ‘Reduce the expans1on or: stop the. expans1on is the

4

_ northeast and northwest srdes of the NDArto collect groundwater that was potent_rally
contammated with a mlxture of n-dodecane and tr1buty1 phosphate

FRRSAE s W “J' "ul"? I vll u\

Page 3 69, yls, paragraph'

to background monitoring locations on the South Plateau.” Is the well “screened” tothe -
o entr_re tlll ‘um_t or. doe,s\rt ;only pr.ovldefaccess to & small portlon.;of the tillunit?,.7 4 '

° Page 3-70, Sectron 3.7.1, 2" paragraph The dlfferencem elevation between Lake Erie.
., and. WNYNSC is:pot 1 3 10 feet. ;Lake Erie’s Mean High-Water-Level is:573. 4;IGLD
1985 datum WNYNSC isat1 400 feet (the document does not,use a:datum reference
which is a flaw) according to the document: Even allowrng for the use of different
datums the elevation; dlfference stated is wrong by, approxrmately 483 feet~ The. correct
drfference is 827. feet +/-. : :

%'r‘ .y BRI

e Page 3- 74 2nd paragraph “The followmg emlssrons sources iare momtored ona.i . .
continuous basis for radronuchdes the. Mam Plant Process Building. ventrlatron stack the
former vitrification heatmg, ventllatron and air condrtlonmg system; the 01-14 bulldmg
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hlstogram or somethmg? SEEA . N

- everyone that works for a contractor"l

Enclosure 2> NYSDEC Non West Valiey Assigned Staff DEIS Commients

ventilation stack the supernatant treatment system. ventllatron stack and the Remote-
‘Handled Waste F acrhty (WVNS and URS 2007)." “the former vitrification heatmg,” :
What is that supposed to mean? Should the semr-colon at the end be taken out?

Page 3 76, Section 3. 8 2, 3rd full paragraph “The state also regulates work w1th1n a30.5-
meter (100 foot) buffer—zene d]acen area around de51gnated freshwater wetlands

Page 3 91, Maximum Dose What criteria were used for. the max dose to an offsrte
individual?" Is the person presumed to be at their location 24 hours per day or did going
to work get in¢luded in ‘the calculation? If so what about a “stay at home”‘7 Is there a
potential for bio-accumulation? If SO was 1t taken into account? = v

Page 3-91, Waterborne Releases Where would the person be who recelved the max
dose? Was bio-accumulation taken into account? Why are these water reléases allowed?
Is there a way to treat the water and reduce the rates? Seems like a lot of rad1at10n to

~ release dver another 30.years. ‘And what about all that has been released already

- Page 3-92:- “Figurés 3—-30 and 3-31 show the calculated annual dose to the hypothetrcal
‘maxmlally exposed individual and thé collective dose to the population respectlvely over .
the last 10 years Thie overall radioactivity represented by thesé data confirfis the

~ continued inconsequential addition to the natural background radiation’dose that: the

1nd1v1duals and populatlon around the WNYNSC recerve from srte act1v1t1es

S .
R I‘-- ST »-.l

1nconsequent1a1” isa very subjectlve word Flnd other words that say at the present tlme
- we don’t think there is any 1mpact : S :

‘‘‘‘‘

in'use at the site.” Are there any tanks not currently 1n use‘7

Page 3 95, Sectlon 3 ll 4 2nd paragraph Average doses are Just numbers When you
 start averaging in zeros it quickly starts to hide the high doses. What weré the h1ghest
~déses? Report the top’ 10% of doses Is there a graph somewhere showmg the doses a

. s ‘ ‘.,';‘,".
b e

What does “Contractor’s da11y 11m1t of 100 mrlhrem mean? Is that for one person or

NTEEN it L }:, “_, : ot T } T . L

Page 3 96 Sectlon 311, 5 1:" Over what perlod of t1me is’it belleved that the release of

radroactlve n1tr1c a01d sp111 occurred‘? ‘ A
Page 3- 103 Sectron 3 12 Env1ronmental Justlce Why is Canada drscussed 1n thls N
section? Is there a federal requirement? Or NY State requ1rement‘7 o ‘

Page 3- 1 10 Remote Handled Waste Facrhty It is to be dlsmantled 1n 201 1 So 1n two to
three years there W111 no longer be a ‘need for 1t'7 R

1.
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- and recychng mmlrmzes the generat1on of low-level radroac 1ve waste mrxed low-level
e radroactlve waste hazardous waste 1ndustr1a1 wastes and samtary wastes, such as paper
SR wood and scrap metal 7

* YIRS

ot

‘ b i X i G Wgr \* ,"\5 Lt PN : N
Samtary waste is not paper wood or scrap rnetal Samtary waste would be more
... . accurately described as municipal solid waste.or putrescible waste.. .
D A I LA .4 -.;‘_.5‘. “'-':"\_', N e Y BRSNS v i

[ D
St

. Book Chapter4

o .. .41, “Impacts of less Slgnlficance
R great 51gn1ﬁcance '

Geology and soils should be 11sted in the sect1on of

chosen, the Cesrum'pron‘g and the groundwater plume should not be a allowed to expand
or leaye the site through surface runoff; erosion and/or groundwater movement. .

FEEETLY &

6 og.dd ‘.*(i ’n“iit ‘t 5L ¢ ¢ WL e iy
& " Paged-is, 4.1.2.2, 5 paragraph iAlmost all of the Waste shlpments and, constructmn
material deliveries for this alternative would occur over the first 7 years of the
b rmplementatlon periodwhen most decommissi n1ng would take place -and. reﬂect the

AT

.....

need/ _for large, quantltres of sorl sand,,gravel 0 al
Y il stabihzatron 5 ‘The context of the part of the sentence that “other matenals is used i,
i 5_» would lead one to thmk that other materia i

mean

- "1‘r‘e¢ ‘chlp's' to slag from a steel plan,f., Please clanfy ‘;; )

K « L
TR LA TT VIR B BRI NE !

. Page 4-19,4.1.3.1: “The greatest requ1rements are for so11 concrete, clay, and sand and
sxa,,v.?l o i e S
.
[ ]
“In-Place Alternatlve would haye a pos1t1ve 1mpact'on groundwater quahty d It 1s
however in 4. 1 4.1 Sltew1de Removal Alternatlve
e ,fuel o1l or.;lubncant sprlls would be i igated.m nnmzed by keepmg the equ1pment in
good: repalr and conductmg maintenance operat1ons in‘areas, des1gned for such:ogys
operatlons
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Page 4-24, 2™ paragraph ‘“The Hazard Index for' releases from other facﬂltres Whs at
least two orders of magnltude lower (see Appendlx H Table H—32 of thls EIS) Thls
Water quality under the Sltew1de Close In-Place Alternatlve ?*'But the releases would be
two orders of magmtude greater Doesn t that mean that somethmg is. wrong here? :

N A T *‘:"-".-ﬁ P " -1 S P

Page 4- 24 4.1 4 3 pnd paragraph " «Sifrface Water Flow and Qualrty The 1mpacts of
fuel, oil, or lubricant spills would be mitigated minimized by keéping the equipment in -
good repair and conductlng maintenance operations in areas designed for such ‘
operatrons - . o : R

Page 4 32,4.1.513; 2n paragraph “EPA gurdelmes 1dent1fy a 24 hour’ exposure level of -
70 decibels or lower as the level of environmental noise that will ptevent any méasurable
hearing loss over a lifetime. Likewise, levels of 55 decibels outdoors and 45 decibels
mdoors (or lower) are 1dent1ﬁed“as préveénting act1v1ty mterference and annoyancé -

L "ls

;.:_r.wl iy

Page 4 33 ignd paragraph’:"' “Du‘nng-Phase 2‘,"srm11ar‘hea‘Vy‘d1esel constructlon equlpment
operatron would be expected The duratlon of these act1v1t1es would be expected to be

i \ ? TR 5

paragraph “Thrs noise wotild'be’ ba{ely aud1ble abdve background sound
levels in the ared. ‘Noise fron’ this actrvrty and’ er constructron—type act1v1t1es ‘would
‘oécur durlng daytrme‘hours and would not be a source 'f annoyance to nearby resrdents

U1t canlriot be Stated “what will be'a an annoyan J _
- inimal; but thé writéts have no way ‘of knowmg What will be- an annoyance Someone

~ could be workmg nights, sleepmg dunng the’ day, have their w1ndows open and ﬁnd even

mrnlmal norse very annoymg

IR
4

R : R . o e
A N B P T T U D P ST A A EE ISR S
\,;('41«_3,5 el ,‘, N ,r,‘-v,._,l,uz_' i f‘n i, ‘wr*\r’- ) R R
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Page 4-34, Table 4- 9: The table states that there w1ll be, “No 1mpacts toF ederal or State-
listed endangered threatened or candldate spemes i

This' statement' i§ made without caveat for Site- w1de Removal Alternatrve Site: Wide
Close-in-Place Alternative or Phased Decrslon-makmg Altéthativé Phase: 1*and Phase 2
A categoncal statement such as this cannot be made. It 1mphes something of which no-.
‘onle can be cértain because it can not be; Proven.: “For example ‘the' Northern Harrler

et C1rcus cyaneus is @ NYS threatened specres; that Has beenr recordéd mxthe ateal Al that
" can be saidis:that every effort w111’be mad to avord any srgnrﬁcant 1mpacts to those

spécies. L e \T' f

The 2008 NYS Breedmg Bird Atlas has surveyed thrs area The pI‘OJ ject site falls w1th1n

vBlock 1970A dnd a"list: of. spec1es 'for the site 1§ prov1ded (see attachment) Of a total of ~

87 specres there are: 29 spec1es’ wh1ch are: recorded ‘as" Possrble Breedmg, 16: Probable

There will be 1nev1table d1sturbance to bird species that will occur through complete

‘ removal of the forest trees, and shrub layer The primary way to minimize this damage,
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. -especially to nestrng and breechng res1dent birds, is:to: conduct the removal act1v1t1es
beginning no earlier than August 1. Most ‘birds: breed throughout MayJ and. June and late-
. nesters and. ﬂedglmgs require. undlsturbed habltat throughout July Itis probable that
August clearmg act1v1t1es w111 cause: the least 1mpact to resrdent specres A

e l"“"é;ai NN },\ :
However mrgratlon begms in. August,,and from August through October, blrds w111 be
s:ai ’ There ,w111 be.no.one season where the

| habltat 1s unused by &wrldhfe especmlly brrds However,,m order to mmrmlze the damage

caused by clearrng act1v1t1es work. should begm ng,sooner than August 1, and should be

: completed or halted by March 15, when sprmg mrgrants retum to breed Cead

Page 4-34, 1% paragraph Terrestrral Resourcesw“Wlldhfe in;adjacent. habltat could be
drsturbed by noise and mcreased human presence, wi h'could cause some. ammals to.
temporanly move: from the area whlle others are more tolerant.of human

" ‘activities. Proper maintenance of equlpment and restnctmg workers o, the work:zone

BRI

* ()

Page 4 35 1 paragraph What is the depth of tops

would help m}t}gate minimize this unpact »
i

oo ', A ‘“--.Ni ’
v k, it 1. PR .«,3 ER R

-~ ¥ }) ‘wun K
Pagef4 35; lst full paragraph “Pnor to »lan -cleanng operatlons the areas:tojbe- d1sturbed
would be; surveyed for nests of rmgratory birdsin accordanceé withithe: MlgratoryuBrrd
Treaty Act. It: mlght be necessary to undertake clearmg .Operations, priof to’ or aﬁerr the
breedmg season to mitigate 1mpacts to mlgratory b1rds ? :

VTS PO SRR ,1;.,'—"" 83 NS T N 54y
(Thls 1s essentlally what -We .xhave Just explame ¢ above; commentary) b
Specific dates; are necessary, which we have prov1ded in'previous comments; but thrs
. -period of non-dlsturbance should be March i155 August L.:Itis. mcumbent»that spemﬁc
breedmg bird surveys be done bya quahﬁed consultant in ordertthat all known listed

_ specres are detected, and a list of all breeding birds is produced. Addmonally, bird

- species using this area as: stopoyver habitat during migration should be listed: Dueito the’
Breedmg Bird Atlas, we, are aware of what, spe01es of birds: can be: expected but a current
‘survey should be prov1ded by the apphcant gt e e, x _
~..Rage 4- 35 2% paragraph “Impacts of clearmg operatlons assocrated w1th the.. .
remedlatlon of the. undlsturbed .portion of the-Cesium Prong would mclude the. loss of less

K “mobile species (e.g., mice, rabbits, shakes, and squurels), .a8: well <as; dlsplacement of

other more mobile spec1es (e.g., birds and large mammals) ” The statement identifies the
+-1oss,of less-mobile species.. . This is.a very conservative statement z$ome of those
populatlons may be reduced but it is unhkely that they w111 b €l 11m1nated gt ’;_',f.»

[E

Page 4- 35,‘2 ) paragraph It mlght be necessary to}undertak'e clearlng ,op‘eratlo"ri's prior
'to oriafter »the'breedmg season.to minimize Impa ‘migratory:birds.dndirect
impacts to wildlife from increased presence. of humans and noise could also: disturb

‘ anlmals in adjacent habrtat Upon restoratlon of the s1te it would once again be avarlable

R e
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1o w1ld11fe ”"The habltat would be changed by the: clearrng operatlons so'that there would -
*likely’ be different spec1es it dlfferent populatron sizes. Open fields would hot'be
»"suitdble*habitat for'squirrels or’ nestlng ‘habitt for okt ion-groitid nestirig small birds.
Birds such as the Henslow Spaitow and thé Short Earéd Owl may ﬁnd it to be sultable
nesting habrtat where it was not before ‘
- Pagé4-36,2" paragraph Aitig Aappropnate erosron controls; would
- be-installed and best management practlces ‘would be 1mplemented t6 mirimize soil

54" »grosion and- sedlmentatron “As With:theé dams* and reservoirs, spemﬁc requlrements for

- fish management would be. developed as part of the approval process pnor to any actions
h takmg place £ L , = Lol

TR L TR SIS

Page 4-36,4.1.6.1, Threatened and Endangered Spec1es No Federal or State threatened
| “enidangéred, or candidate spec1es liave beeri-found to teside ori ‘the WNYNSC Site'(see
Chapter 3,-Section‘3:8:4) thus,’ there would be 1 no lmpact o’ any hsted spec1es from the
Sltew1de Removal Alternatlve e ‘ RRNREEE :

How often has the site been surveyed and when was the last trme the site was. surveyed‘?
«This survey should be: provrded so that DEC brologrsts can examine 1t Once agaln itis
' somewhat false to'state that'bécause no listed species were §één during surveys that they
are not present Cooper’s Hawk and Sharp-shinned Hawks are fa1r1y regiilar denizens of
wooded areas, and are both listed as state species of spec1al concern. Northern Harriers -
~have been recorded: by the. Breedmg‘Brrd Atlas as‘occurring; in' this block of habitat, and -
. Tv:'they sare threatened. The best that can'be 'said’is that.imipact to all’ specres will: be

- mifiimized: by ]udlcrous chmce of the penod when cleanng wrll occur o L

Sl oy SHOHEHI I BT S nbtin

Page 4- 39, l paragraph “On the ba81s of thls screening analy31s itis concluded that

long-term releases from the: Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative: (assummg no

- unmitigated erosion) would not result in long term’ ‘ecological ¢ consequences.” :
2 fPreposmonal phrases don’ tbelong at the start of sentences Same Coinmient about the use

0f the term! m1t1gat10n ot T Pl T RSN o

: "-’-'l g7 >'w.,“?" 'J.t“ ::i;“"‘v "3 h * B f (R S .
1 v It-has been concluded; on the baszs of thzs screenzng analyszs that long-term releases .

45 fromithe Sztewzde Close-In=Pldace:Alternative (assumzng active’ eroszon control contznues
7
to take place) would not result in long-term ecological’ consequences »»»»» Tt

Page 439, 4.1:63; 1St paragraph "Why- d'o‘ new’ te'mporary facilities have to be built?
: ‘Should explam someéwhere in the*"document why D1d not notrce anythrng 1n document
- that explams the: reason(s)'.- SRICRSEE = Al

s
f o

Page 4-’40 last two paragraphs
use the word mltlgate”' oy

Byt

These' factors plus the 1mplementatlon of & s1te soﬂ erosron and sed1rnent control plan

cobblestone tlger beetlel™

S R R L R SUP R I B

kS
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“If Phase 2 activities are srmrlar to those undertaken under the Sitewide Close-In-Place
Alternative, potential unpacts..to,these two,species, would be mmlmlzed through the’

R , '1[mplementat10n of the site erosion and t the sedlrnent con ol plan (seeSectron “6 2) ”

s

o Page 4 41 Hrstorlc Resources “The pos51b111ty te-unearth of unearthlng prevrously
undetected srtes is; greater near the'banks of. streams ang rivers, where prevrous
mhabrtants tended to estabhsh settlements

PR A

X 3 RET TR EE i ‘-,{ SOIEN b i 2
° Page 4 52 Table 4- 15 “Doses are peak annual doses c01nc1dent wrth one-trme "
replacement of the permeable treatment wall; if necessary, and include doses ‘

., -conservatiyely projected from. r_eleases frommWMAs that are not: removed or, closed-ln- @
"~ ‘place durmg Phase 1 actions.” Add “s”j e

5

Cattaraugus Reservation w1th the Seneca Natlon of Indrarls to deterrmne cancer rates‘7 '

Ly e ALt RN (TIPS ELN P ot .
. Page 4 63 Top of page “for the No Actlfon Ajlternatlve The peak annual dose to
. reasonably,;foreseeable offs1te .md1v1duals due to mﬂgated uncontrolled erosion would

be in the Tange of about 60 to 130’m1111rem for both alternatives.”? -

: a IS aul rl W et ;
. Page 4-96, 3 paragraph The volume of hlgh level ‘radioactive waste (500 cubic rneters)
ey 1f d1v1ded mto two. subcategorres does not equal therr volume low-level radloactrve waste '

N [T ¥ i ”\‘ﬂj \a" -y A A g, i
. Page'4 97 “An addrtronal 3.2 cublc meters ( 110.¢) 1c feet) of Class A low—level
' radroactlve waste would be generated annually durmg marntenance and survelllance of -

. "Page 4- 98 Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternaﬁve. Less than 3. 2 cubic ‘meters (1 10 cubrc

.« yadeet) of Class A Jow-level radioactive waste would be generated .annually, dunng a3 -

Ty e o mamtenance and survelllance of, th1s orphan waste What is. the nature of th1s addrtronal
waste" '

o" o Page 4 98 “Phased Decrsronmakmg Alternatlve. Less tt than or, equal to 3 2 cublc
meters (110 cubic feet) of Class A low-level radioactive waste would be generated
annually dunng marntenance and survelllance of this: orphan swaste?” ; What is.the nature .,

) At: _ pil packages contamlng
“radioactive materrals emltylow }levels of rad1atron,, the-amount of radlatlon -depends on the
kind and amount of transported materials. DOT regulations require that shipping _
..packages containing radioactiye materials have sufficient radiation shielding to limit the .
radratlon to 10 mrllrrem per b hour at a drstance of 2 meters (6 6: feet) from:the transporter

~ Is “low level” defined and used in the context of what amount of radratron can get out of
a package‘7 Otherw1se the first sentence should be removed Just state the regulatlon
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Page 4: 109 4.1. 12 5 ‘Phased Dec1s10nmak1ng Alterna ive: “If traift transport was
used, the total number of shipments would be about one-half of those made under'truck-
only transport (about 6 300 shlpments) ? Is 6 3 00 the bzgger number or the smaller

number?

:'_f- B 3 R A

N PR A PO S Vs

Page 4 113,4.1.13:2, Long-term ImpactS' Have any studles been done on cancer rates
“on the Seneca Nation of Indians reservatlon? * ‘

Page"4l1 14 1a"st-'paf’a“‘g'raph:‘ ” -“Bounding” | Us'e‘a' di’rréfeﬁt 'wéra* maxin{um" 1airgéét‘ ‘etc?

Page 4-119, 4 3.4: “The downstream populatlon estlmates are also conservatlve because

'A no credlt is taken for radlonucllde removal as part ‘of water treatment systems afid it was

" assurited that in addltlon to’direct water’ consumptlon the water would be uséd to nrlgate

a local garden.” Please'explain’how and why a‘water treatment system takes out”

radlonuchdes What percentage is taken out‘7
X s Wb b fayut ;

e ;\“{"‘4’}{‘1‘

Page 4t 123 ; 1S ‘paragraph “Cumulatlve 1mpacts can'also result from spatlal (geographlc)
and/or temporal (time) crowdmg of envnonmental perturbatlons (i:e:,-conctirrent human
 activities and the resulting impacts on the envnonment are add1t1ve 1f there is 1nsufﬁc1ent
tlme for the envrronment to recover) R

=N Syt \r : RS EEIeT 1 v ‘/34‘.:‘: i ,.'4. i‘ L ‘1',‘,-*:* ’ ,‘, ?< *.;‘ KRS

T DI DA SO

“Perturbat1ons”' Tust say d1sturbance Theé word is'more’ typrcally uséd to ‘describe a
change in the typical/normal movement of a celestral body 'See previous coriments
about the readabrhty of the document.

i "':‘ REIR) B 1\( v iy “;’f“l,",',‘ MG

Page 4-123 3% builet:’ “The constructlon and operatlon of these facrlltles would’ result in:

13 noticéable addition tolocal employment *Disagreé ‘that'the operatlon of wind powered

electrical generation towers would be a noticeable addition to local employment
Construction is short term and spec1a112ed so employment of local crtrzens at a notlceable
level is also questloned’ RESEES A :

7 R N e T TN

Page 4 123 '4.5.1:- One 1mpact not l1sted from past adtions (ot 1nact10n) is.the's scope of
additional contamination that resulted from the failure to cleéan‘up'thé grouindwater plume

: when 1t was ﬁrst d1scovered The 1nab111ty of the agenc1es to agree on cleanup should be

 PageiSof3t .
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e - Page4-129,4.5.8, Water Resources: “Decommissioning activities at WNYNSC would
not substantially contribute to adverse cumulative impacts to surfacé water resources, and
- would generally produce long-term beneficial results after decommissioning.”. How . ...
would long térm beneficial results occur? Why is there so much discussion about the _
.- construction of Route 2 197 .What exactly does this, have to do:with: West Valley‘7 Where
1s therelevance? D in et L enale R R R SRS

o Page 4 130 1s paragraph “These actlons w1ll result in temporary 1mpacts to water
resources which will subside once construction activities are complete (USDOT and -
~ NYSDOT 2003b).” There will be permanent impacts resulting from the streams bemg
piped (culverted). Culverts are not the natural state of a stream so there will be. :
..permanent impacts however: mlmmal gty ot ba it
o . Pages- 130, 3™ paragraph: .“F or example redlrectmg the runoff 1nto streams havmg
‘ hlgher rates of flow will result in the contaminants being more dlluted and less: hkely to -
1mpact the. overall water quahty of. the stream ‘This sounds good but has the review of
s-the 219 plans 1ndlcated thrs will happen" Moving surface water into different “sub-
basms ’can:have- long term implications to both-the. watercourse receiving more, water
and the one‘receiving. léss. The stream dynamics will change for both. So.while diluting
- may have a pos1t1ve chemlcal” aspect there are potentially greater negative impacts such
as increased erosion, gradrent changes, water temperature changes and habitat changes

related to ﬁsh m1grat10n spawmng, makeup of populatrons and- den81ty T o

X l: bpel wnin e S g N R S P

' o. Page 4- 132 4. 5: 10 5th paragraph Research has 1nd1cated bats do not necessanly have to -
: be struck by rotatlng blades to be kllled A bat s lung 1s very de11cate and can suffer ‘

PR

R =‘hemorrage krlhng ‘the bat. ‘The case does not appear to ‘be the same for even the
smallest ofbirds wh1ch have more ‘Tobust lungs IR AL R 2

Ties e A0 Pl '-".,h.-s:' N

)t

e Page'4 137 ‘last paragraph “Instltutronal controls are consrdered an 1mportant part of
‘any alternative, and act to mitigate (reduce or mmzmzze) potential impacts. However, the - -
unhkely Toss of iistitutional. controls wotild potentlally leadto unmmgated uncontrolled '
'verosmn and/or lntruders w1thm s1te boundanes and would result in radlologlcal dose

There 1S no mentlon ‘of invasive’ spec1es ‘on-site nora dlscussron of preventlng the1r
. occurrence /spread -

N [ Loy v' PR I . »
L N A Gy Tl g ” .

Page 5: 11 “Coalmon on West Valley Nuclear Wastes & Radtoactwe Waste Campatgn
. and ‘DOE Sttpulatton of Compromtse Settlement” States that an actlon was ﬁled in -
o *1996 ‘bitt that they entered into 2 stlpulatron in 1987 Is that correct? *’ , -

v 7:{','

e Page 5-14: footnote 2 is not shoWn at the bottom of the page
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- the Mlgratory B1rd Treaty Act, whether they are threatened or endangered or not

Eclosure2 < NYSDEC Noii- West Valley Assignéd Staff DEIS Cormmeiits

SR

Book Chapter6 " R A e A KPR f>“~ L

Page 6 6, 6. 4, 3rd bullet “‘lelt unnecessary 1d11ng times on d1ese1-powered engmes
- New York State Conservation Law limits the operation of certain oi-road heavy duty
diesel powered vehicles. Off road vehicles such as earth movers are exempt from the
-regulation. - ~Over the road’ trucks that would v151t the srte would be subJ ect to the -

regulatlonr‘:" SERTIE Y EEETENTE BIPRE M AT 64 S A ! . "

RS S
RS SAF

6 NYCRR Part 217 Motor Vehlcle Emrss1ons R I R T

No person who owns, operates or leases a hedvy-duty vehicle: mcludmg a bus or truck the
-motive power for which'is: provided:by a diesel or non-diésel fueled engine or who owns,
1 1éases or.occupies land and-has the‘actual or apparent dominion: or ‘controliover.thé
~roperation:of a‘heavy duty vehicle 1nclud1ng abus-or'truck present on'such land; the
motive power for which said:heavy. duty'vehicle is'provided-by a: diesel 6r. non-diesel

+ fueled engine; shall allow’or permit.the engine'of such heavy duty:vehicle:to idle for

' mote than five consecutive minutes when the heavy duty’ vehrcle is not in: motlon except
. ass otherw1se perm1tted by sectlon;217 3 3 of this. Subpart" e e s

.,t’f

Page 6- 7 6 5 Ecologlcal Resources .. “F or example jprior | to,lan dlsturbrng act1V1t1es
the proposed site would be surveyed for nests of migratory b1rds in accordance with the
_.:Migratory Bird Treaty Act. Although threatened and endangered species:have. not been. -
recorded on the site, any mltrgatlon actlons deemed necessary through. the consultatlon
process regardlng state and federally hsted threatened and endangered spe01es would be
1mp1emented 1f such spe01es were recorded ons1te in the future (For apphcable regulatory
requirements, see Chapter 5, Sectron 5 6 1 Ecologrcal Resources Consultatlons )7 Itis
against the law to interfere directly or 1nd1rect1y with the nesting of any birds covered by

Te

‘.-: N

‘ Page 6 7 Chapter 6 5 1st paragraph For example Jprior, to land-dlsturblng act1v1t1es

v

the proposed site, would be, surveyed for nests of migratory birds-in. accordance w1th the
Mlgratory Brrd Treaty Act Although threatened and endangered species | have not; been ,

- recorded on ‘the site, any mltrgatron actions deemed necessary.through the- consultatron

" “process regardlng state and federally listed threatened and endangered spec1es would be.

1mplemented 1f such specres were recorded ons1te in the future.”. ., ;

See comments for Page 4-34, Table 4-9. ltis 1mperat1ve that the chent must insure that
all bird spec1es are protected through the Mrgratory Bird Treaty Act. Throughout this
proposal it is apparent that the only species given serious consideration are state listed .,
species. However, the MBTA prohibits the destruction, harassment, or overall takmg of
any-brrd specres That 1ncludes disruption of the nest the eges, the nesthngs or the bird .

numerous specres
bird spec1es must be cons1dered

Pége 20 6£31



N,YSIQEC Non West, alley AsAsigne{d':st'af:f!)flglsf’rQommenﬂts;

‘on- or off 51te Remove {he o after the word “on’, e

i

&

' movmg along the bottom of a stream in traction by rollmg,
and in general not supported by the water. ..

o

comey

. Page 8. 2 “Bestv anagement f’iébtwes ‘first sentence: uijﬁifal, ﬁdnstfﬁé%ura “and
“managerial techniques, other than efﬂuent Ilmltatlons to prevent or reduce pollutlon of

: Tay” should be added 0. he? dgf hztzons Is clay ysed in ;conjt‘amment;or other
) speczf c ways that should be describ d. Bf onite; . '
S e Page 8. 5, “Env1ronmenta1 Iimpact Statement (EIS) first Sentetice: ©. ..s1gn1ﬁcaﬂtiy

(14

environment, 'Shouldn t.it read

~Signifi
¥ )w_ =

e . Page8.5, “Frosion”: should read as: Nature processes which include weathermg,
dissolution, abrasion, corrosion and transportation, by whzch materzal is wor:
' ﬁom the earth’s surface.

wa

Page 21 of 31.




Eiclosure 2'- NYSDEC Non West Valley Assigned Staff DEIS Coirments

o . Page &: 10‘“orphan waste . Waste that: cannot currently be. dlsposed ofi in an estabhshed
- or planned permanert disposal fac111ty Why can it zt be dzsposed of7 It zs not enough fo.
just say it can’t be dzsposed of : :

e Page8.11, “Radioactive Waste” 2" sentence: “Waste material that contains source'
special nuclear, or by-product material is subject to regulation as radioactive wiste under
the Atomic Energy Act What does speczal nuclear mean? ' A
"4l(v.'. N H e, AJ B e @ . PR Yo [ e lvf'l‘t""
. Page 8.13, “Silt Load” Clay and silt are carried in the suspended load. The def ned
‘ _ word should be “Suspended Load”'.

;N ,»’r'
A

o Page 8.13, “Sole Source Aqulfers” Poorly written. Should be rewritten.
e Page 8.13, “Sohd Waste”, 2 deﬁmtron sludge from a waste treatment plant ‘
e Should read as’ y sludge from a waste water treatment plant R v

. gt
v - 5 v
\

o Page 8 13 “Solvents” Should mclude that water zs the unzversal solvent

1 &,'.» .‘:.

e _ Page 8.13 “Speczal Nuclear” should be added to the lzst of def nztzons

Ay BTE Peaeay S PR

PR P . L . - T P UL I N R ;-~,n"~-.l""'r. L
(R ISR A ‘r"l4“-.1.a'-‘in.-v,."-.?' RIS C AR B .’4 v [ '-"v ..v-«('."" 3 R AR

e ' Page8.14, “Stream Terrace”: Originally occurring at or below the level of the stream
the stream terrace is exposed as stream downcuttrng occurs. How, car it.occur below the
" level of the stream? *Glaciers are probably the miost common cause of streams -
aggrading. Once the stream bedload returns io non—glaczer conditions the stream will cut
through the alluvzal depo 1 degradzng T erraces can then be created :

‘];_j‘l T .

!

such as regulatory overszght as representatzve of agenczes - With permzt authorzt); for
activities on-site.

\
"'v'l‘\.; BEREE AN

Bodk Appendzx O

e There were fourteen references to “clean ﬁll” seventeen to ‘clean rnaterlal” twelve to
- “other clean material” and twenty two to “appropriate backfill materlal” found n"
Appendlx C Please descnbe exactly what these d1fferent 1tems are.

.\ ‘ b,) . ‘.'.a‘(~ -2

e - There aré twenty elght ‘references'to contour to- grade “In every case will § se ,dlng,

e mulchmg and €rosion control take place? How niuch time will elapse between the placing:

< of these various items and seedlng and mulchmg? Immedrately after w1th1n 24 hours of
48hours? - S B

e uPage Ci63 313, 3“1 paragraph “The steel shiield walls and'roof" of the. srs Valve
Aisle would be removed remotely usmg a telescoplng mast equrpped with cutting,
grapphng, and hftmg end-effectors

i‘»‘age»zf’z'i of3l



.

‘ ef-fefcstgrl (-fék'ter) n.

SR llE

Phge C-137,
‘would also be provrded for receptron of progess, matenals such as empty boxes. and

. from?. Any from offsite?

Enclosure.2.,

o

= NY SDEC}N on. West Valley ﬁssjgned;s £ DEIS Comments-

Lo A muscle gland or organ capable of respondmg to avstrmulus especrally a nerve

1mpulse

2. A nerve endlng that carries lmpulses to a‘muscle gland or organ and actwates

., ,muscle- contractlon on glandular secretron,

-i Vi lE) ,\3 [ ekl e" Lo r o ”th'_" ‘i ,.;’ *Iu ) .
U 1
3. Bzochemzstry A small molecule. that when bound to an allosterlc site of an enzyme
.causes elther a decrease or an. 1ncrease 1n the act1v1ty of -the enzyme a1 .

rryl

NI PA RN RITRE IO wwuu;

Computer Sczence A dev1ce used to produce_a desrred change 1n an obJect in

N

< .';-] Fu«

NI BERIVS i "(«'u- r' TR ;',"1 ,..(qw,w

‘Used 15 1mes n thls appendlx Whrle the revrewer understands What 1s trymgnto be said,

§ed it

Page C.3.1.12.3, Ra1lroad Spurs” “The removed ra11s and tracks would be drsposed of as
y constructlon and. demplrtron debns T1es typlcally contarn creqsote, to. extend therr life. .

Page C-134, C.4.4, 1* paragraph: “It would also be capable of receiving wastes in
-packaged form, decontaminating the packages, if necessary, classifying them, .. i
temporarily storing them, and loading them onto trucks or railcars for offsrte transport
Could any of: these recelved wastes. come from off-srte‘? ' P

‘la‘ tf’-;

Rl i u ' FiabeL s il g

. Page C- 134 3 paragrapli' Why would a second ﬂoor be created for, ofﬁce space‘7 No
prplng"for‘potable water" or. sewers_" .

"‘..w{ d_ 'af_r\;:‘ ','..v'f_".w.x\,f"'-"

e ky ),.si“:

’ 4 4,‘,1s paragraph A rece1v1ng‘ dock'( separate ﬁom the shlpprng docl(

drums, and prepackaged wastes Where would the prepackaged wastes be commg

Page "1'38 _C 44 2rld paragraph “One component ‘of the waste retneval&process that

involves a high level of uncertamty is the retrieval of wastes from the Nuclear Fuel
Services deep holes, usmg pnmanly a telescopmg boom wrth various end effectors

.”

Ve

S gl ol
Suggest changmg end of sentence to read “ telescoprng boom with various
attachments/tools at the end ?

. Page23.0f31
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Enclosiire'’2"! NYSDECNon West Valiey Assigned Staff DEIS Coritnents

Page C 139, CA4. 5 70 paragraph: “In general, scablzng waste and demolrshed
”? Please use a word that the general pub11c can understand

*
E,if,;_.l Ty ) e SRR “‘,: VT T e FIS AN

Page C- 145,C.4.6.8, 2 paragraph Th1s paragraph is also found in’ 4 4 on page C-

‘ 138 Does not seem f0 belong here. o

B . . PO . P ey
“*'M RUTIRAT Y g T R A S R A TN S

Page C-150, C 4.8.3: Plants are téhacious. ‘How will'all manner of plants be dealt wrth 3
when they start growmg on top of the cap? .

.

Sy s PN TR

Page c:i5 5,C4. 13 ‘Etosion Control Structures All of thé fnan thade’ structures will
change the dynamics of, the area. What is the prOJected desrgn life of these structures?
Notwrthstandmg desrgn life’ things can happen at any 'time that require attention. How
will these structures be maintained as everything around them erodes? If not maintained, -
d1versron drtches w1ll 1mmedrately begm to be populated by trees and shrubs Plant litter

>>>>>

overtopped dunng a storm event’ with the berms ultrmately breachmg F1 '_"

Stra1ghten1ng a stream entarls mcreasrng the gradlent and therefore erosronal forces

lrz "r*h‘. o b 'Al el "l’\"l RS

~ Page C 157, Diversion Ditches: What is the “maximur probable ﬂood”‘7 Water Control
' Structures What is the “maxrmum probable ﬂood”?

. R cae e T e
PR LY HER PR Y RO L A . Ch

Page (oM 159 Tast sentence “F mally, the stream flow would be redrverted back t0. the o
- dimored stréambed.” There isno drscu sron about d1vertmg the stream before the
channel is excavated. . AR 4 :

e
i

g U H N T DRI
S T e

Page D- 13 D3. l 3, Receptors Insrde the Current Western New' York Nuclear
Service Center Boundary, 2 paragraph “In partrcular direct intrusion into burred

" Wwdsté’is ‘assumed to'not'Gecur in the erosion’ case, because erosmn-drrven exposure of the’
. waste involves development of steep slopes and concentrated flow a§ the area moves -

~within the rim of a creek.” Exposure would occur as the creek rim advanced (due to.

L ’erosron) into/toWward the' Drsposal ‘Area.” Thé. dlsposal ared would not move toward the

v, (‘.““_,

creek rrm The creek r1m moves mto the Drsposal Area

Chrldren/teenagers who llved in the house where the excavatron ‘took place would’ hkely ._
“be more exposed than their residential farmer farther. Aren t chlldren more susceptlble to
the effects of radratron/chemrcals than adults? e 3'5" »

3 - . *n
I g ST U S
LR 5 SR AR

Page2dof 31
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v ,,-HE; '

fﬁe Vsml textui'es used for tralmng the o

& déscriptions (Colien 2006).” 'S 1ot en. T
does not seem correct. Should “determines” be determined?

model results to changes in the parameter value appears low and the mmal input” Value
has not been changed.” Should it say, en though the initial input value has not been

° Page E- 37 E.3.4.1, Slack-water Sequence 2™ sentence: Do they mean that only 12
locatlons were used after 1999 or were some of the wells plugged”

o  Page B35 Automated Calibration, 3’a‘paragr h, 2" sentence: “The. automated—
cahbrated model yielded the a head RMSE of 4.2 meters and a-seeps RMSE of 1.04
i ' ers. and 1.11 k1lograms perv

-

 Page25of31
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Eiiclosire 2’/ NYSDEC Non ' West Valley Assignéd Statt ﬁﬁiS‘Cbﬁiments

24T these features the hydrauhc : ~
' gconduct1v1t1es»of the tanks and: se,dlmentS ‘of: Lagoons 12;and 3 are assigned values of
hydraulic. conduct1v1tyz of 1:x:10 .. centimeters. per second. wh11e thefcombmed'&ﬂfeetg

Pags G4, G2+ “Cftnul , I 5
sum of dose or risk...” Has any thought been g1ven to'the likelihood that when ‘several
“c ntammants are mlxed together the impact is greater t than the sum or has this b‘een

‘Page G-39, G.4 Intruder Sceﬁarid Models: Is an intruder by.deﬁniti'on a human? Divd"nc')t

find “intruder” in glossary. Why use the hiker who comes once or twice? That seems like

Pagestal

dissection.” Wrong word.

-



 Enclosure,2;; NY SDECNonWest Valley Assigned;Staff DEIS: Comments -

. a mrmmal exposure Why not children playmg in the ¢ nelghborhood” who are the

R

‘f)"’jl1¥7

Book Appendzx H

N ~'/\;

o

children ofithe resident farmer, ndmg (dirt bikes, atvs; and.other types-of play? Are
, chlldren more 1mpacted by radratlon and chemlcal exposures? Chrldren are also drawn to
,' 'water to pla. in, bulld dams? ete, .., .

T i
SO AT EAL T B T

Shouldn t largest acmdent dose be from a terronst attack" Or is that not consrdered in
acc1dent category’? Is there a llstlng for mtentlonal vandahsm/terrorlsm"

Pagé ‘725, ’H 251, 1‘ paragraph Tast sentence ¥s
elements on cement with degradation has been reported (Bradbury and Sarott 1995), high
retentlon of actlmde elements is reported for even for degraded cements ,This sentence

. N o e
@i fs, ';ltn i ( é?&ﬁ{,i FEE AR

Page H-25, H. 2 2.1, 2“d paragraph 2 ;sentence: “Charactenzatlon of grouted matenals
J 1. x\ um £ sy 3 .

R 1 L e gy ety (PRSP L R i) “v“: ht 19 i £
a ‘e ates used m the 4 “ or end sentence here whrle other elements are
e bt X 2

" retained both on the' aggregate and on the calcrum s1hcate hydrogel matnx of the concrete
(Stlnton et al. 1984)” . ,

hu'&u"‘,‘t v VY )
reps ‘egmmng of sentences .
make them awkward and harder to understand ' .

Page H-26 H22.2. 1, Total Effectlve Dose Equlvalent 2m paragraph 2mi sentence: .
“There is an earlier, sub51d1ary SDA peak occurring at about 1,000 years ‘anda few : '.
minor, peaks assoclated with the.” The.sentence needs to »be ﬁmshed '

Vi e WA «-‘yl"

chemzéal(s) may oduce nd; advefjse eﬁ"

GO 3L 4 e

mdex or. quotzen of's several times, umty " The wor

Y ovay e : ool vl W

PRI T S T 'v v,«r?\ .f‘ K ’(“ e u.)so f’(“b’
&R

Page H- 35 H 2 2 2 2,2“‘jl sentence What does a Seneca Natlon of Indian. receptor mean‘7
Is'the receptor a member of the Seneca Natlon? There are; Cayuga Natlon members that
live on Seneca Nation land Please see all other “Seneca Nation of Indlans receptor

PSAATAN

4oy Gorppay 1003 - LRSS IV E N v
Page H 35 H 2 2 3, 21 lS‘ paragraph 2nd sentenée .'I“'he use of the, word “raised” means
that someone/somethmg has taken an actlve role in at: least part of the hfe cycle of the
ﬁsh that are being consumed. Frsh are not normally rarsed in Cattaraugus Creek. Frsh
found in Cattaraugus Creek typically are raised in a hatchery and then stocked or are

;. hative to the creek.. The word should be changed to “hvrng and or, stocked” The_‘word

R R

“taised” is used seven tlmes m th1s appendlx

TA e
' ‘d"(uﬁ\t i §r" f"»ixr

Page 27of 31
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I NYSDEC Noii'West'Valléy Assigited

o ' : _ h, 1% sentence: “The
BRREE ‘reslts’ presented" in Table H-47 show that the total 'peak annualj dose fo'the Cattaraugus '
Creek receptor due to groundwater releases would's bé' below 25 m1111rem per year for
" both alternatwes ? Remove s1ngle letter “g”. :

P T
N T T ;,a\.:- d b

. ‘ Page H-53

T R L LA e
‘No perlod ‘at the end of ‘the seritence.”

e  Page H-54 H.2.2.3. 3, Controlhng Nuchdes and Pathways l paragraph 1 sentence
: * The sentence starts “It is of interest....” It is of importance or necessary to understand.

@ Page H-57 H. 2 2.3. 3 Hazard Index Table H-52 footnote a: Why does th .. “llmlted Wt
_mformatxon S_uggest ”? What is this based on’? Lack of mformatlon means you

N Page"{H-SS‘,'H."z‘.‘z.3;3‘j Table H-53; féotnote b: Same cor
about “limited information”. - o

. Page I- 13,1432, 1% séntence: *“Sotrds term(s) (that is, the quantities of faliGadtive
materla! released to the envrronment over a glven perrod) for the No Actlon Alternatrve

, surnmanzed ‘m

L8R

: ""',"'Pa‘g‘e* 1-20‘,‘-31?413’%’65;ﬁlé‘fﬁiliifﬁaifagf*a%ﬁ _
Cayuga Nation members




Enclosure:2- NYSDEC Non West Valley. Assigned Staff DEIS Comments.

° Page I- 22 1.5.3: Why does the list only 1dent1fy structural failures from se1smlc act1v1ty‘7
) », Were.other weather related events: such as; heavyt snow. load or hlgh»wmds or possxbly
tornadoes considered? =~ R G 3 :

e Page I- 23 I 5.3: “Chemicals at. the WVDP ef intended: for*decomrmsswmng act1v1t1es
' are not; capable of ‘reactlon w1th chemlcals already at the WVDRor thh each other in -

' v'f‘\ A‘;x 5'L_,

. Page 1'41 15 8 last paragraph 5th lme “For the chermcals hsted mnTableI 26 : -
o Should be Tab1e128 L :

® - Page K-l K. 1 1* paragraph 2 sentence “Air quality 1mpacts were assessed by

- 1 o estimating-onsite and offsite” concentratmns of criteria'and toxic air pollutants -of :

i+ senvironmental conceérn.and: comparing them'to Federal: and State health-based amblent air
.Quallty Standards What does the underlmed mean? TR TR RO RPN <5 -

o

'I‘?qge??;qf@lf P - ‘



Book Appendzx M

Enclosure’2' NYSDEC Noii-West Valley Assigned Staff DEIS Comniiéiits

SR ;I' "‘;;;}:;é“s"‘ Gt s

fPage M 17+ M:4:2° 12“‘1 to-last paragraph The word mltlgate 1s used in the broad sense.

Amuch better ch01ce would be ¢ m1n1mlze _ : RS

<2 iPdge M-12, M:3i1:2:. T h‘e'fword “buffer” while it"rhay’be: descriptive; is not used’in the .
““regulations. The proper term is “adjacent aréa”, which is-used-in’ the'regulation, 6 a
- NYCRR Part 663.2(b). The adjacent area is‘at least 100 feét wide but? ‘may be:broader

where necessary to protect and preserve a wetland. The word “buffer” was used Six -

<:=times in this appendix:. Five of those usages were w1th regard to NYS. freshwater

wetlands and shouldrbe corrected: o Dyt B e

1 Page M- 14 M:3: 2 1,Last sentence: “Addrtlonally, the loss of 1nst1tutronal ‘controls

leading to un unmitigated erosion.of the NDA and ' SDA (i.€.; no'credit is:taken for: - _
monitoring and maintenance of erosion control structures) is analyzed in Appendlx H.” :
Is the sentence 1ntended to say uncontrolled” erosion? - i

-',«)It is not clearif the section: states that Corps Perrmts would be required. for federal

wetland disturbances (when they are not state wetlands) i‘Additionally; the Corps'may
require. Water Quahty Certlﬁcatron be rssued by New York State if the act1v1ty has not
‘been pre “certified by the; DEC Lo e B 0L SN

. oo .-"-’5:;";' S EITNE y
Page M- 16 M.4.1, 4" paragraph 2™ sentence: “These measures include adherence to-
the State Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (SPDES) General Permit for

- construction activities occurnng in an area of five acres or greater.” The area subject to &
regulatlon under this program is now one acre or greater :

N

S sy, f 3‘ T

- ‘Page M 17, M 4. 2 lsg‘paragraph “A Sltewrde Stormwater Pollutlon Preventlon Plan for

controlling runoff and pollutants from the site during and after construction activities
would be requlred to obtain permit coverage under NYSDEC’s General Permit. (G-P—O;_l-
o1) for Storrnwater D1scharges from Constructlon Activities.” Replace w1th GP:0- 08- :
001 ' . A

. . RIS I .
‘ O I 14 vng i -1
‘1 IR i ¥ Y x

' Page M 17 M 4 2 Z“d paragraph “Prror to the dlsturbance of any ;wetland a Sectlon 404
[ ;-~.permit would be acquired: from the U.S.. Army Corps of Engmeers along with-a: Sectlon '
- 401 Water Quahty Certificate from the State of New York.” This.statement is"

mrsleadrng In cases where a Corps Nationwide Permit has been pre- certlﬁed by New
York State an 1nd1v1dual Water Quahty Certlﬁcatlon is not requrred

~ Book: Appendix N

Page N-1, N.2: EXplosive devices are discussed but it is not clearifa scenario with a fire
is part of any of the on-site scenarios. (Fires are discussed in transportation situations)
Would a fire that could not be controlled by water (phosphorous?) wrth a resulting smoke

} plume dlsperse more material over a greater area? .

“Page30'6f31
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-Book: Appendix P .
e PageP-2, P.3, recreational hiker: Why was this class of individual chosen? Was it for
' the type of activity or for the location that the activity takes place? Ifit was forthe
-activity one would think the exposure was minimal and why bother except to show the
~ small amount of exposure. If the attempt was to find some type of individual that would
 beina specific location then there is a better choice. Children/youths would likely be in
the same area and could have potentlally more exposure by operatmg off road vehlcles or
playing in the stream.

—

~ Page 31 of 31 )



