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Second, there are a number of procedural and technical deficiencies with the revised draft
SWEIS in its current form. These deficiencies are addressed in our comments.

In summary, the Yakama Nation requests that DOE withdraw the draft SWEIS, rescope
the proposed actions to be considered in the analysis, and correct the major problems
cited in our comments. It is requested that formal consultation by DOE on these

propo | actions be initiated immediately. The YN reserves the right to provide
additional cc  ments during the consultation process.

Sincerely,

Russell Jim, Manager
Environmental Restoration / Waste Management Program

cc: w/enclosures:
Mathew Tomaskin, YN RHW
Jessie Roberson, DOE EM
Carroll Palmer, YN DNR
Thomas Zeilman, YN OLC
Christine Gregoire, WA Attorney General
Tom Fitzsimmons, Director, WA Ecology
Michael Grainey, Director, OR Office of Energy
Kevin Clarke, Indian Programs Specialist












NEPA Analysis Issues

The EIS analysis has several major problems associated with it. First, it addresses igh-
level waste (immobilized low-activity waste/high-level waste melters), v ich does not

fa under the purview of the Solid Waste Program, but is regulated by the Nuclear Waste
Policy Act as defense waste. Analysis of impacts from this waste stream needs to be de-
coupled from the SWEIS analysis.

Second, it needs to address pre-1970 TRU waste that is buried in the low-level burial
grounds (LLBG) which clearly is under the purview of the Solid Waste Prc am.

Third, ec ilative impacts analysis is fundamentally flawed because it does not
account for past releases from single-shell tanks, pre-1970 . ..U waste and other waste
streams.

Fourth, characterization and inventory of waste streams is incomplete which contributes
to a flawed assessment of cumulative impacts.

Fifth, the SWEIS fails to consider a reasonable range of alternatives for certain waste
streams, such as MLL W, that explored off-site disposal.

Sixth, it fails to meet the letter or intent of existing environmental laws, including the
Treaty of 1855, NEPA, RCRA, and CERCLA.

Seventh, it fails to consider the findings of recent studies cited earlier.

Eighth, USDOE failed to resolve the Yakama Nation’s concerns regarding the Waste
Programmatic EIS which USDOE is basing their actions here on.

Finally, USDOE failed to address environmental injustices associated with the proposed
action, which disproportionately impacts the culture of the Yakama Nation’s; ple and
their subsistence life-way. No other population is as severely impacted as Native
Americans by this proposed action.

In consideration of these facts, it is requested that USDOE withd w this EIS, re-
scope the proposed actions to be considered in the analysis, and correct the major
problems cited here.

It is requested that formal consultation by USDOE with the Yakama Nation be
init ed immediately. The Yakama Nation reserves the right to provide additional
comments when consultation is initiated by the USDOE.




