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Date: ___________ 

John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle % million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 

of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 

want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 

burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 

designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 

limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 


I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to open burning. The permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. OOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

mailto:john.kieling@state.nm.us


4. Emergency Management, Plannin~ Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOEjLANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOEjLANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 
permit is finalized. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOEjLANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely, 

Name: 

Address: _____________________________________________________________ 


Email: ____________________________________.~____________________ ~_____ 




Date: J D'J /-6 } 
" ,"" 

.>. ,John E. Kieling, Program Manager 

Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 

2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 

E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 


Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2,2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle one-quarter (1/4) million pounds of hazardous waste each 
year during the 10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANt's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 
burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 
designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 
limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to :open burning. The.permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit.. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

" ," 
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4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Divi~ion 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Insp~ctor. ' . 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear FaciUtySafety . 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro' 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to p:.:ovide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. We need a 
network of seismometers at appropriate locations that will collect accurate real-time -data 
and serve as an early warning system. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 

l permit is finalized. , 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 

the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 


7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely, 


Name: KO:;Y~~ C -<;i~ 

Address: ~OOl+ C~ O~l S~"- t~ 67 ,'{'OL 


Email: ~ {-<, <:. 5 ~ t 3 (to<J" ~oc).~ 




Date: :1, ~. /0 

John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2,2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle one-quarter (1/4) million pounds of hazardous waste each 
year during the 10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 

of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 

want them to use our air for disposalof hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 

burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 

designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 

limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 


I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to open burning. The permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

mailto:john.kieling@state.nm.us


4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOE',ILANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50 % increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. We need a 
network of seismometers at appropriate locations that will collect accurate real-time -data 
and serve as an early warning system. 

I object to NMED allowing DOE',ILANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 
permit is finalized. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

Address: 


Email: ________________________________________________~___________ 




John E. Kieling, Program Manager 

Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 

2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 

E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 


Dear Mr. Kienng: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle one-quarter (1/4) million pounds of hazardous waste each 
year during the 10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 
burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 
designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 
limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to :open burning. The .permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The perrtlit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 

enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 

contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 

the Final LANL Permit. 


3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

mailto:john.kieling@state.nm.us


4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Divi~ion 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Insp€!ctor .. 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear FacilitySafety . 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro· 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to pJ;ovide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
mstruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. We need a 
network of seismometers at appropriate locations that will collect accurate real-time -data 
and serve as an early warning system. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 

necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 

conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 


:permit is finalized. , 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely 

Name: 

Address: b(q {lfl/~L Jve j/VV ,. A IPfA.t(¢-t'rf(M",( <//for ~lpd., 
Email: __--.-r._fJ7-L....:f11._L----...t1..--.IlCJ...-:}-y----=-v(..L..7.-J;L..!iI~%£..:../7t.:.;..:II(.--.--('_f._c_tl_h't--"--__'---___ 



Date: AyaN.,f 27; ZII/O 

'" ',',' 

John E. Kieling, Program Manager 

Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 

2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 

E-mail: jolm.kieling@state.nm.us 


Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle one-quarter (1/4) million pounds of hazardous waste each 
year during the 10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 
burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 
designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 
limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to :open burning. The .permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 

enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 

contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 

the Final LANL Permit. 


3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repOSitory. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized 

mailto:jolm.kieling@state.nm.us


4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Divi~ion 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector. ' . 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety , 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fiIe protection before the Cerro' 
Grande FiIe of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to pI:ovide fue protection, 

I object to NMED allowing DOE/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. We need a 
network of seismometers at appropriate locations that will collect accurate real-time -data 
and serve as an early warning system. 

I object to NMED allowing DOE/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 

necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 

conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 


,permit is finalized. , 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely, 



Date: Cipdc2h XIO 
J 

John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2,2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle 1;4 million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 

of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 

want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 

burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 

designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 

limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 


I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to open burning. The permit must include limits as to the typ~ 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

mailto:john.kieling@state.nm.us


4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50 % increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 
permit is finalized. 

16. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely, 



John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle % million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to . 
burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 
designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 
limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalilzed as an alternative to open burning. The permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

mailto:john.kieling@state.nm.us


4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 
Board The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 
permit is finalized. 

6. Einandal Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and i.ts contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 



Date: ~QZ!)O/D 
John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: johri.kieling@state.nm.us 

Re: 	 Lack of Groundwater Protection Requirements in Proposed Hazardous Waste Permit 

for Los Alamos National Laboratory 


Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I provide the following public comments about the lack of groundwater protection requirements in 
the proposed Hazardous Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL). 

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has designated the Espanola Basin as a sole source 
aquifer, meaning that the Espanola Basin is the sole drinking water source for the area between the 
Jemez and Sangre de Cristo Mountains, running from Tres Piedras, to the north, to almost Galisteo, 
to the south. 

Since operations began in 1943, LANL has buried over 21 million cubic feet of radioactive, 
hazardous and toxic wastes in unlined pits, trenches and shafts dug into the volcanic tuff. The 
LANL groundwater monitoring network has been under development since 1998 and has yet to 
provide reliable and representative samples of groundwater from the regional aquifer. 

I am particularly concerned about the lack of detection and compliance groundwater monitoring 
for the "regulated units," Areas G, Hand L, at Technical Area 54 (TA-54). I quote the March 19, 
2010 written testimony by James Bearzi, Bureau Chief of the NMED Hazardous Waste Bureau: 

If ••• groundwater contamination has already been detected beneath the regulated 
units at T A-54 ...." p. 62. 

Groundwater beneath LANL discharges to the springs at the Rio Grande. Albuquerque residents 
are already drinking water from the Rio Grande and Santa Fe residents will begin next spring. 

It is time to get back to basics. NMED must require LANL to install wells drilled only with air. 
These wells must be able to detect contamination and provide the necessary information in order 
to implement corrective action, or "c1eanup/' in an efficient and cost effective manner. Already too 
much taxpayer money has been wasted drilling defective wells, collecting and analyzing samples 
from defective wells and reporting data to the public that is unreliable. 

:::e~;ufotryourcar~na{1;:J 
Name: 

Address: \ \ ct ct ~ 0 o:t-~ 
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Date: ---4Y_-....:...-.::.2-",,--C,~-IL--tJ__ 

John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2,2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle % million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
la-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 
burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 
designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 
limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to open burning. The permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

mailto:john.kieling@state.nm.us


4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 
permit is finalized. 

6. Financial Assuraru:e Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 
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Date: ~ g~/ :2,0/0 

John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle 1f4 million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 

of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 

want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 

burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 

designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 

limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 


I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to open burning. The permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must ~B..~~DOF/LANL to e.stablish both a 
physical Inf~atjon ~ositoryjn the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. ~ - 
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---

4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOEjLANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. - ---

-,.-----.- 
5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOEjLANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and withoutareliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conauct a full investigation intOthe recommendations of tJ::ese seismic reviews before the 
permit is finalized. _. . .--

6~ Financial Assurance Requirements. DOEjLANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units:" 

..---- r ~ 



John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle % million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 

of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 

want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 

burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 

designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 

limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 


I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to open burning. The permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be ~'!!!L_~n, ~ngful, and ContinuEus. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espafiola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

mailto:john.kieling@state.nm.us


4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 
permit is finalized. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want toI 

provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. At:. l\~-r' "S.'-\.fr~rt t~~ L<!}·~\l\I.\;""t\, ~r<>~~(h~" <sf 
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Sincerely, 
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Date: ___________ 

John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle % million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 

of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 

want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOEjLANL needs to continue to 

burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 

designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 

limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 


I support NMED requiring DOE/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to open burning. The permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOE/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOEjLANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOE/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

mailto:john.kieling@state.nm.us


4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 
permit is finalized. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 
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John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle V4 million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 
burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 
designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 
limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined bum facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an.alternative to open burning. The permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

mailto:john.kieling@state.nm.us


4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 
permit is finalized. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to, 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely, 

Name: M oo\\t;. 

Address: go~ LA Vt.bJ\ ~cl,...... · ?\\-\\VQ \ \)·W~7IQf 

Email: 'i \< ~ARO M €: Sl\t~f4 0 R(,. 
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John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle % million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 
burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 
designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 
limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to open bUJ.'ning. The permit must include limits as to the type ! 

and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized 

mailto:john.kieling@state.nm.us
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Email:.~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~.~~~~~____________ 

Name: 

Address: 

4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 
permit is finalized. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 

the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 


7. Additional Comment. 0 ~ IJ () ().?"\ ./' A 
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John E. Kieling, Program Manager 

Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 

2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, BuHding 1 

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 

E-maH: john.kieling@state.n.m.us 


Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which wHI allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle one-quarter (1 j 4) million pounds of hazardous waste each 
year during the 10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOEjLANL needs to continue to 
burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 
designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 
limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to ,open burning. The .permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LA!\TL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The perJriit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. , 

3. DOEjLANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readHy available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOlVLANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

mailto:john.kieling@state.n.m.us


4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 

years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Divi~ioI). 


,': '. 

have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Insp~ctor .. 

General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear FadlitySafety. 

Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro· 

Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to p:r:ovide fire protection. 


I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 

meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 

NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 

require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 


5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 

described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 

knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 

identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable nemork of seismic 

instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 

The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. We need a 

network of seismometers at appropriate locations that will collect accurate real-time -data 

and serve as an early warning system. 


I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 

necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 

conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 


:permit is finalized. , 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done usmg them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/IANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 
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Date: '1 1 
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John E. Kieling, Program Manager 

Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 

2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 

E-mail: john.kieling@state.run.us 


Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle one-quarter (1/4) million pounds of hazardous waste each 
year during the 10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 
burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 
designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 
limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to :open burning. The permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste/ which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The perniit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. , 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

mailto:john.kieling@state.run.us


4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Divi~ion 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Insp~ctor. ' 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety . 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro' 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to p:.:ovide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. We need a 
network of seismometers at appropriate locations that will collect accurate real-time -data 
and serve as an early warning system. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 

I permit is finalized. \ 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 
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John E. Kieling, Program Manager 

Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 

2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 

E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 


Dear Mr. Kiellng: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2,2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle one-quarter (1/4) million pounds of hazardous waste each 
year during the 10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 
burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 
designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 
limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to :open burning. The .permit must include limits as to t:he type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The perm'it must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

mailto:john.kieling@state.nm.us


4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Divi~ion 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspec~o~ ... 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety . 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro· 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to px:ovide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized . 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. We need a 
network of seismometers at appropriate locations that will collect accurate real-time -data 
and serve as an early warning system. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 

:permit is finalized. , 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 

the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 


7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely, 

Name: L--~ -\(.,~
) 
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John E. Kieling, Program Manager 

Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 

2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 

E-mail: john.kieling@state.mn.us 


Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle one-quarter (1/4) million pounds of hazardous waste each 
year during the 10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 
burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 
designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 
limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 

I support NMED requiring DOFfLANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to :open burning. The .permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The pernlit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOFfLANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOE{LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

mailto:john.kieling@state.mn.us


4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Divifiion 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Insp~ctor " 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear FaciIitySafety . 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro' 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to p:.:ovide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. We need a 
network of seismometers at appropriate locations that will collect accurate real-time -data 
and serve as an early warning system. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the . 

! permit is finalized. \ 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 



Date: -+--l~1-23-+--1(J_._ 
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John E. Kieling, Program Manager '. " 

Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive Bast, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nnt.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 

Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 

Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle one-quarter (1/4) million pounds of hazardous waste each 

year during the 10-year permit. 


1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 

of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 

want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 

burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 

designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 

limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 


I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 

finalized as an alternative to :open burning. The .permit must include limits as to the type 

and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 


2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 

early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 

LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain I/legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 

wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 

fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 

basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision

making processes. 


The pemiit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

mailto:john.kieling@state.nnt.us


4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOEjLANL Emergency Management and Response Divi~ion 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Insp~ctor .. 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety . 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro . 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to pl;ovide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOEjLANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. We need a 
network of seismometers at appropriate locations that will collect accurate real-time -data 
and serve as an early warning system. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 

necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 

conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 


:permit is finalized, 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 
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John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle % million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 
burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 
designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 
limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to open burning. The permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste/' which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. OOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and phYSical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espafiola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

mailto:john.kieling@state.nm.us


4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 
permit is finalized. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOEJLANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely, 

Name: 
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Email: _--.v~e_c...._\"~u---.io=-o=-.:ce2.....=.O-J_._~j-+-=G...=-~-"-'Jl-V,.L..:>O~"____~---,,-,,_'_____ 



- 2fo·, u tDDate: _-'-_________ 

John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle % million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 

of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 

want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 

burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 

designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 

limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 


I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to open burtaing. The permit must include limits as to the type , 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

mailto:john.kieling@state.nm.us


4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 
permit is finalized. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely, 

Name: 

f 0 ~ oX I >Sf..{ b+aoSAddress: 
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John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, BUilding 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle ..i million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
10-year permit. .., 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 
burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 
designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 
limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 

I support NMED requiring DOE/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to open burning. The permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOE/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOE/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola VaHey, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 

mailto:john.kieling@state.nm.us


Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection b~fore the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOE/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE / LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. 

I object to NMED allowing DOE/LAN L to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 
permit is finalized. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOE/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

Sincerely, 

Name: P1~-e'1r jU.", /uJ!/.u-- J <;'L 
Address: I J 1 {~. ~ S E' !f{1j~-(/ I 
Email: pd~@d~~<--'L tJ~ 
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John E. Kieling, Program Manager 

Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 

2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 

E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 


Dear Mr. Kieiing: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle one-quarter (1/4) million pounds of hazardous waste each 
year during the 10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 
burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 
designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 
limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to :open burning. The .permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The perciit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

mailto:john.kieling@state.nm.us


4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOEjLANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Insp~ctor ... 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety . 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro . 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to p1;ovide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOEjLANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. We need a 
network of seismometers at appropriate locations that will collect accurate real-time -data 
and serve as an early warning system. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 

:permit is finalized. , 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOEjLANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 

the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 


7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely, ( 


Name: Itcc,fci.,/,· a {J,.t-{ U> LtO t/L 
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John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: johri.kieling@state.nm.us 

Re: 	 Lack of Groundwater Protection Requirements in Proposed Hazardous Waste Permit 

for Los Alamos National Laboratory 


Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I provide the following public comments about the lack of groundwater protection requirements in 
the proposed Hazardous Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL). 

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has designated the Espanola Basin as a sole source 
aquifer, meaning that the Espanola Basin is the sole drinking water source for the area between the 
Jemez and Sangre de Cristo Mountains, running from Tres Piedras, to the north, to almost Galisteo, 
to the south. 

Since operations began in 1943, LANL has buried over 21 million cubic feet of radioactive, 
hazardous and toxic wastes in unlined pits, trenches and shafts dug into the volcanic tuff. The 
LANL groundwater monitoring network has been under development since 1998 and has yet to 
provide reliable and representative samples of groundwater from the regional aquifer. 

I am particularly concerned about the lack of detection and compliance groundwater monitoring 
for the "regulated units," Areas G, Hand L, at Technical Area 54 (TA-54). I quote the March 19, 
2010 written testimony by James Bearzi, Bureau Chief of the NMED Hazardous Waste Bureau: 

" ... groundwater contamination has already been detected beneath the regulated 
units at T A-54 ...." p. 62. 

Groundwater beneath LANL discharges to the springs at the Rio Grande. Albuquerque residents 
are already drinking water from the Rio Grande and Santa Fe residents will begin next spring. 

It is time to get back to basics. NMED must require LANL to install wells drilled only with air. 
These wells must be able to detect contamination and provide the necessary information in order 
to implement corrective action, or "cleanup," in an efficient and cost effective manner. Already too 
much taxpayer money has been wasted drilling defective wells, collecting and analyzing samples 
from defective wells and reporting data to the public that is unreliable. 

Thank you for your careful consideration of my comments. 

Sincerely, 

/' i 
Name: : l ,,'t- t d.",!

I 

, '- / 

Address: 
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John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle one-quarter (1/4) million pounds of hazardous waste each 
year during the 10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 
burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 
designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 
limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to :open burning. The permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit.. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

mailto:john.kieling@state.nm.us


4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Divi~ion 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Insp~ctor. 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety . 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to p:r:ovide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. We need a 
network of seismometers at appropriate locations that will collect accurate real-time -data 
and serve as an early warning system. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable networkof seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 

:permit is finalized. , 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 

the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 


7. Additional Comments. 

Sinrerely,f1j .--0 
Name: -P~ f{-~ 
Address: 24=4- A ~ M . it b 
Email: .8..-\JO-Il\~:JOEJ~.1 a.h00 , ~O \'Y) 
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John E. Kieling, Pro gram Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2,2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle one-quarter (1/4) million pounds of hazardous waste each 
year during the 10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 
burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 
designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 
limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 

I support NMED requiring DOE/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to :open burning. The permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOE/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOE/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

mailto:john.kieling@state.nm.us


4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several goverrunent auditing agencies, including the DOE Insp~ctor 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety , 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to pI:ovide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. We need a 
network of seismometers at appropriate locations that will collect accurate real-time -data 
and serve as an early warning system. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 

:permit is finalized. , 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 

the finandal assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 


7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely, 

Name: /~l1lfllk. E Nay. e(£ 
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Date: i-Itf -/ t) 
John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building I 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2,2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle % million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than five years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue 
open burning activities, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities. 

I support NMED requiring DOE/LANL to install a confined burn facility as an alternative to 
open burning. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dump sites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings, providing 
documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision-making. 

Further, NMED and DOE/LANL must provide enhanced participation requirements for 
early, often, continuous and meaningful contact with the public about both the Compliance 
Order on Consent and the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. EPA supports the physical Information 
Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOE/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
Information Repository. 

4. 1/Alternative Requirements" Do Not Protect Groundwater. It's time to get back to a 
basic groundwater monitoring and response program at LANL. Many reports over the past 
five years have described the overall failure of DOE/LANL to protect our regional aquifer from 
LANL pollutants. James Bearzi, Chief of the NMED Hazardous Waste Bureau, stated in 
testimony that, IIgroundwater contamination has already been detected beneath the regulated 
units [Areas G, H, and L] at TA-54." 
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The EPA, the DOE Inspector General and the National Academy of Sciences (NAS) have each 
written detailed reports that describe the major problems in groundwater protection practices 
and lack of compliance with the regulations. The findings and recommendations have been 
ignored by DOE/LANL and NMED. 

It's time to return to the basics. NMED and DOF/LANL must establish a groundwater 

monitoring and response program under 40 CFR 264, Sections 91 through 100. 


5. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue to manage hazardous waste without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

6. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It also identified many deficiencies in 
the knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It 
also identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 

: instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the :seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of only seismometers at three locations that are not kept in 
calibration. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue to manage hazardous waste without the 

necessary field studies of the seismic hazard and without a reliable network of 

seismometers. NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations from 

these seismic reviews before the permit is finalized for the hazardous waste management 

units. 


7. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 

the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 


7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely, 

Name: 0~ <.:.- ~51--c k G?c.J~ 
\ 
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John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle 1/4 million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than five years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue 
open burning activities, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install a confined burn facility as an alternative to 
open burning. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dump sites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings, providing 
documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision-making. 

Further, NMED and DOF/LANL must provide enhanced participation requirements for 
early, often, continuous and meaningful contact with the public about both the Compliance 
Order on Consent and the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. EPA supports the physical Information 
Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
Information Repository. 

4. "Alternative Requirements" Do Not Protect Groundwater. It's time to get back to a 
basic groundwater monitoring and response program at LANL. Many reports over the past 
five years have described the overall failure of DOE/LANL to protect our regional aquifer from 
LANL pollutants. James Bearzi, Chief of the NMED Hazardous Waste Bureau, stated in 
testimony that, IIgroundwater contamination has already been detected beneath the regulated 
units [Areas G, H, and L] at T A-54." 
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The EPA, the DOE Inspector General and the National Academy of Sciences (NAS) have each 
written detailed reports that describe the major problems in groundwater protection practices 
and lack of compliance with the regulations. The findings and recommendations have been 
ignored by DOE/LANL and NMED. 

It's time to return to the basics. NMED and DOF/LANL must establish a groundwater 
monitoring and response program under 40 CFR 264, Sections 91 through 100. 

5. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 

years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 

have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 

General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 

Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 

Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 


I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue to manage hazardous waste without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

6. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It also identified many deficiencies in 
the knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It 
also identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of only seismometers at three locations that are not kept in 
calibration. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue to manage hazardous waste without the 
necessary field studies of the seismic hazard and without a reliable network of 
seismometers. NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations from 
these seismic reviews before the permit is finalized for the hazardous waste management 
units. 

7. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. ~SARvvl ~~~o ~ 
V ? cv~R . tJ 
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John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2,2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle % million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
la-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications forthe open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than five years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue 
open burning activities, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install a confined burn facility as an alternative to 
open burning. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dump sites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings, providing 
documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision-making. 

Further, NMED and DOF/LANL must provide enhanced participation requirements for 
early, often, continuous and meaningful contact with the public about both the Compliance 
Order on Consent and the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. EPA supports the physical Information 
Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
Information Repository. 

4. /IAlternative Requirements" Do Not Protect Groundwater. It's time to get back to a 
basic groundwater monitoring and response program at LANL. Many reports over the past 
five years have described the overall failure of DOE/LANL to protect our regional aquifer from 
LANL pollutants. James Bearzi, Chief of the NMED Hazardous Waste Bureau, stated in 
testimony that, "groundwater contamination has already been detected beneath the regulated 
units [Areas G, H, and L] at TA-54." 

mailto:john.kieling@state.nm.us


The EPA, the DOE Inspector General and the National Academy of Sciences (NAS) have each 

written detailed reports that describe the major problems in groundwater protection practices 

and lack of compliance with the regulations. The findings and recommendations have been 

ignored by DOE/LANL and NMED. 


It's time to return to the basics. NMED and DOF/LANL must establish a groundwater 
monitoring and response program under 40 CFR 264, Sections 91 through 100. 

5. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 

years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/ LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 

have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 

General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 

Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 

Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 


I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue to manage hazardous waste without 

meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 

NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 

require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 


6. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It also identified many deficiencies in 
the knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It 
also identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground, motions. 
The current network consists of only seismometers at three locations that are not kept in 
calibration. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue to manage hazardous waste without the 
necessary field studies of the seismic hazard and without a reliable network of 
seismometers. NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations from 
these seismic reviews before the permit is finalized for the hazardous waste management 
units. 

7. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely, 

Name: 

00 LJ, A-(ll~~ #6-{Address: 
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John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2,2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle one-quarter (1/4) million pounds of hazardous waste each 
year during the 10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 

of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 

want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 

burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 

designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 

limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 


I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to open burning. The permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 
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4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. We need a 
network of seismometers at appropriate locations that will collect accurate real-time -data 
and serve as an early warning system. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 
permit is finalized. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely, 


Name.. 11 I~ () l OV\ \L~ '-7 !O? C>4 v <___~~~~~~~~~~~~______J)__~~____________ 
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John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle 1J4 million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
10-year permit. 

1. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dump sites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as providing documents and opportunities 
for public input into the decision-making processes, and holding public meetings. 

DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit documents are 
readily available to the public. EPA supports the physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
Information Repository. 

Further, NMED and DOF/LANL must provide enhanced participation requirements for 
early, often, continuous and meaningful contact with the public about both the Compliance 
Order on Consent and the Final LANL Permit. 

2. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning of 
hazardous waste. This is an important step towards looking at alternatives to open burning. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install a confined burn facility as an alternative to 
open burning. 

3. JJ Alternative Requirements" Do Not Protect Groundwater. Many reports over the past five 
years have described the overall failure of the DOE/LANL to protect the precious regional 
aquifer from LANL pollutants. The EPA, the DOE Inspector General and the National 
Academy of Sciences (NAS) have each written detailed reports that describe the major 
problems in the DOE/LANL groundwater protection practices and their lack of compliance 
with the regulations. 
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It's time to return to the basics. NMED and DOF/LANL must return to the requirements to 
establish a groundwater monitoring and response program under the regulations at 40 CFR 
264, Sections 91 through 100. 

4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 years, 

serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division have 

been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector General, 

the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety Board. The 

reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro Grande Fire of 

2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 


I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue to manage hazardous waste without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It also identified many deficiencies in 
the knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It 
also identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of only seismometers at three locations that are not kept in 
calibration. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL ~o continue to manage hazardous waste without the 
necessary field studies of the seismic hazard and without a reliable network of 
seismometers. NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations from 
these seismic reviews before the permit is finalized for the hazardous waste management 
units. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL do not want to provide the financial 
documents that say they will have funding available in order to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

Sincerely, 

Email: _______________________________________________________________ -



John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle one-quarter (1/4) million pounds of hazardous waste each 
year during the 10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 

of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 

want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 

burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 

designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 

limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 


I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities be/ore the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to open burning. The permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version be/ore the permit is finalized. 

mailto:john.kieling@state.nm.us


4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 

years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 

have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 

General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 

Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 

Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 


I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 

meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 

NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 

require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 


5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 

described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 

knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 

identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 

instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 

The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. We need a 

network of seismometers at appropriate locations that will collect accurate real-time -data 

and serve as an early warning system. 


I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 

necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 

conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 

permit is finalized. 


6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 

provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 

facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 


I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 

the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 


7. Additional Comments. 
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Sincerely, ( 

Name: E~~~u ~ 0. /"".._- <((\Yr 
Address: __ ......:~----'-C"'-'-(\_______2_<6-=1_1-,-cj~_".Le::::.I!.-·~E-=d::.:.-.-:.CL==--_C~_'~~\....J.<.IL~"""~ 
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Date: __-#-__'-'-_____ 

John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle one-quarter (1/4) million pounds of hazardous waste each 
year during the 10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 

of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 

want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 

burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 

designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 

limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 


I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to open burning. The permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized 
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4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. We need a 
network of seismometers at appropriate locations that will collect accurate real-time -data 
and serve as an early warning system. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 
permit is finalized. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely, 

Name: 

Address: 



Date: 

John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle _ million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
la-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/ LANL needs to continue to 
burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 
designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 
limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 

I support NMED requiring DOE/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to open burning. The permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns.. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environnlental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public partiCIpation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOE/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repOSitory. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and phYSical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOE/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/ LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 
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Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 
Gran<:le Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection, 

I object to NMED allowing DOE/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations witliout 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommen,dations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. . 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic PajaritoPlateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable nenvork. of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current nework consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. 

I object to NMED allowing DOE/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 
permit is finalized. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOE/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely, /}; /l. 
Name: 1!t?;:fri8!JY

/' 
Address: '/;;?~ C>; IY11;{/C-> 2a1ikfo 
Email: ___________-_G-\::'".,1-c...-_'_"'__________________ 



John Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2,2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle % million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than five years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue 
open burning activities, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install a confined burn facility as an alternative to 
open burning. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dump sites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings, providing 
documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision-making. 

Further, NMED and DOF/LANL must provide enhanced participation requirements for 
early, often, continuous and meaningful contact with the public about both the Compliance 
Order on Consent and the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. EPA supports the physical Information 
Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
Information Repository. 

4. IIAlternative Requirements" Do Not Protect Groundwater. It's time to get back to a 
basic groundwater monitoring and response program at LANL. Many reports over the past 
five years have described the overall failure of DOE/LANL to protect our regional aquifer from 
LANL pollutants. James Bearzi, Chief of the NMED Hazardous Waste Bureau, stated in 
testimony that, "groundwater contamination has already been detected beneath the regulated 
units [Areas G, H, and L] at T A-54." 
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__________________ _ 

The EPA, the DOE Inspector General and the National Academy of Sciences (NAS) have each 
written detailed reports that describe the major problems in groundwater protection practices 
and lack of compliance with the regulations. The findings and recommendations have been 
ignored by DOE/LANL and NMED. 

It's time to return to the basics. NMED and DOF/LANL must establish a groundwater 
monitoring and response program under 40 CFR 264, Sections 91 through 100. 

5. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue to manage hazardous waste without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

6. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It also identified many deficiencies in 
the knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It 
also identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of only seis~ometers at three locations that are' not kept in 
calibration, 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue to manage hazardous waste without the 
necessary field studies of the seismic hazard and without a reliable network of 
seismometers. NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations from 
these seismic reviews before the permit is finalized for the hazardous waste management 
units. 

7. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely, 

Name: __~~~L-~~-,~__________________-.~_________________________ 

Address: ~~~-+~__L-__~~~______________~~~f 



Date: Aprl \ 7I ;,.l Ol0 

John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle % million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
10-year permit. 

1. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful and Continuous. The . 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dump sites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as providing documents and opportunities 
for public input into the decision-making processes, and holding public meetings. 

DOE/LANL i$ required to establish an Information Repository where permit documents are 
readily available to the public. EPA supports the physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
Information Repository. 

Further, NMED and DOF/LANL must provide enhanced participation requirements for 
early, often, continuous and meaningful contact with the public about both the Compliance 
Order on Consent and the Final LANL Permit. 

2. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning of 
hazardous waste. This is an important step towards looking at alternatives to open burning. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install a confined burn facility as an alternative to 
open burning. 

3. "Alternative Requirements" Do Not Protect Groundwater. Many reports over the past five 
years have described the overall failure of the DOE/LANL to protect the precious regional 
aquifer from LANL pollutants. The EPA, the DOE Inspector General and the National 
Academy of Sciences (NAS) have each written detailed reports that describe the major 
problems in the DOE/LANL groundwater protection practices and their lack of compliance 
with the regulations. 
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It's time to return to the basics. NMED and DOF/LANL must return to the requirements to 
establish a groundwater monitoring and response program under the regulations at 40 CFR 
264, Sections 91 through 100. 

4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 years, 

serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division have 

been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector General, 

the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety Board. The 

reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro Grande Fire of 

2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 


I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue to manage hazardous waste without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It also identified many deficiencies in 
the knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It 
also identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of only seismometers at three locations that are not kept in 
calibration. 

I objec~ to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue to manage hazardous waste without the 
necessary field studies of the seismic hazard and without a reliable network of 
seismometers. NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations from 
these seismic reviews before the permit is finalized for the hazardous waste management 
units. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL do not want to provide the financial 
documents that say they will have funding available in order to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely, 

Name: KJ<. Ophei/Yl 
Address: P/O. [$0)< J85i( Sa.ntQ Fe,)Jew MU'ICo g7s9:J..

# .. 
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Date: _'if----::;S'--'-_2_o_Y!----"-l--=O_ 

John Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle % million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
la-year permit. 

1. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dump sites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as providing documents and opportunities 
for public input into the decision-making processes, and holding public meetings. 

DOEjLANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit documents are 
readily available to the public. EPA supports the physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
Information Repository. 

Further, NMED and DOF/LANL must provide enhanced participation requirements for 
early, often, continuous and meaningful contact with the public about both the Compliance 
Order on Consent and the Final LANL Permit. 

2. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning of 
hazardous waste. This is an important step towards looking at alternatives to open burning. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install a confined burn facility as an alternative to 
open burning. 

3. IIAlternative Requirements" Do Not Protect Groundwater. Many reports over the past five 
years have described the overall failure of the DOEjLANL to protect the precious regional 
aquifer from LANL pollutants. The EPA, the DOE Inspector General and the National 
Academy of Sciences (NAS) have each written detailed reports that describe the major 
problems in the DOEjLANL groundwater protection practices and their lack of compliance 
with the regulations. 
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It's time to return to the basics. NMED and DOF/LANL must return to the requirements to 
establish a groundwater monitoring and response program under the regulations at 40 CFR 
264, Sections 91 through 100. 

4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 years, 

serious deficiencies in the DOEjLANL Emergency Management and Response Division have 

been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector General, 

the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety Board. The 

reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro Grande Fire of 

2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 


I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue to manage hazardous waste without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50 %increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It also identified many deficiencies in 
the knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It 
also identified the failure of DOEjLANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of only seismometers at three locations that are not kept in 
calibration. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue to manage hazardous waste without the 
necessary field studies of the seismic hazard and without a reliable network of . 
seismometers. NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations from 
these seismic reviews before the permit is finalized for the hazardous waste management 
units. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL do not want to provide the financial 
documents that say they will have funding available in order to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 

NM
\ 
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Date: _:t---'-f-J-7+-,/_,0__ 

John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle 1;4 million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
10-year permit. 

1. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dump sites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as providing documents and opportunities 
for public input into the decision-making processes, and holding public meetings. 

DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit documents are 
readily available to the public. EPA supports the physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
Information Repository. 

Further, NMED and DOF/LANL must provide enhanced participation requirements for 
early, often, continuous and meaningful contact with the public about both the Compliance 
Order on Consent and the Final LANL Permit. 

2. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning of 
hazardous waste. This is an important step towards looking at alternatives to open burning. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install a confined burn facility as an alternative to 
open burning. 

3. iIAlternative Requirements" Do Not Protect Groundwater. Many reports over the past five 
years have described the overall failure of the DOE/LANL to protect the precious regional 
aquifer from LANL pollutants. The EPA, the DOE Inspector General and the National 
Academy of Sciences (NAS) have each written detailed reports that describe the major 
problems in the DOE/LANL groundwater protection practices and their lack of compliance 
with the regulations. 
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It's time to return to the basics. NMED and DOF/LANL must return to the requirements to 
establish a groundwater monitoring and response program under the regulations at 40 CFR 
264, Sections 91 through 100. 

4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 years, 

serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division have 

been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector General, 

the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety Board. The 

reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro Grande Fire of 

2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 


I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue to manage hazardous waste without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It also identified many deficiencies in 
the knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It 
also identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of only seismometers at three locations that are not kept in 
calibration. 

I object to NMEP allowing DOF/LANL to continue to manage hazar40us waste without the 
necessary field studies of the seismic hazard and without a reliable network of 
seismometers. NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations from 
these seismic reviews before the permit is finalized for the hazardous waste management 
units. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL do not want to provide the financial 
documents that say they will have funding available in order to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely, a ~-

Name: l~@ \ r ~:1 
Address: ct L-ado (2{ 
Email: _______________________________________________________________ 



Date: ~-vJ, k 1f1li) 

John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle % million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than five years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue 
open burning activities, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install a confined burn facility as an alternative to 
open burning. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dump sites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings, providing 
documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision-making. 

Further, NMED and DOF/LANL must provide enhanced participation requirements for 
early, often, continuous and meaningful contact with the public about both the Compliance 
Order on Consent and the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. EPA supports the physical Information 
Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
Information Repository. 

4. "Alternative Requirements" Do Not Protect Groundwater. It's time to get back to a 
basic groundwater monitoring and response program at LANL. Many reports over the past 
five years have described the overall failure of DOE/LANL to protect our regional aquifer from 
LANL pollutants. James Bearzi, Chief of the NMED Hazardous Waste Bureau, stated in 
testimony that, "groundwater contamination has already been detected beneath the regulated 
units [Areas G, H, and L] at TA-54." 
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The EPA, the DOE Inspector General and the National Academy of Sciences (NAS) have each 
written detailed reports that describe the major problems in groundwater protection practices 
and lack of compliance with the regulations. The findings and recommendations have been 
ignored by DOE/LANL and NMED. 

It's time to return to the basics. NMED and DOF/LANL must establish a groundwater 
monitoring and response program under 40 CFR 264, Sections 91 through 100. 

5. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 
Board The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue to manage hazardous waste without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

6. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It also identified many deficiencies in 
the knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It 
also identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately J,l1onitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The cur~ent network consists of only seismometers at three locations t.1tat are not kept in 
calibration. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue to manage hazardous waste without the 
necessary field studies of the seismic hazard and without a reliable network of 
seismometers. NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations from 
these seismic reviews before the permit is finalized for the hazardous waste management 
units. 

7. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely: A~ ~ 
Name: ~~~~f~~~~~__~~~~~~_____________________________________ 

Address: dtJOB ~lVk 'f?d l SF,'-21 rn [rz 505 
Email: ~@ !fYiud~Tc I ~ , 



Date: C(~L/ ~O/O, 

John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public COITlments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle Lmillion pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
10-year permit. 11 
1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE / LANL needs to continue to 
burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, induding confined burn facilities that are 
designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 
limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 

I support NMED requiring DOE/LANL to install confined bum facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to open burning. The permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the bums. . 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPi",) issued enhanced public },culicipation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes conta111inated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOE/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. 1'.TMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOE/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository ill the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version bef01'e the permit is finalized. 

4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 
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Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection b~fore the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection, . 

I object to NMED allowing DOE/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations. witho~t . 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. . 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable neh,york of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current nework consists of uncalibrated SeiSlTlO111eters at only three locations. 

I object to NMED allowing DOE/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 
permit is finalized. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOE/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely, 

Name: 

Email: _________________________ .~_______ 



Date: [Y) tA..rC l 29- , )0 

John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle % million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
10-year permit. 

1. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dump sites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as providing documents and opportunities 
for public input into the decision-making processes, and holding public meetings. 

DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit documents are 
readily available to the public. EPA supports the physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
Information Repository. 

Further, NMED and DOF/LANL must provide enhanced participation requirements for 
early, often, continuous and meaningful contact with the public about both the Compliance 
Order on Consent and the Final LANL Permit. 

2. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning of 
hazardous waste. This is an important step towards looking at alternatives to open burning. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install a confined burn facility as an alternative to 
open burning. 

3. IIAlternative Requirements" Do Not Protect Groundwater. Many reports over the past five 
years have described the overall failure of the DOE/LANL to protect the precious regional 
aquifer from LANL pollutants. The EPA, the DOE Inspector General and the National 
Academy of Sciences (NAS) have each written detailed reports that describe the major 
problems in the DOE/LANL groundwater protection practices and their lack of compliance 
with the regulations. 
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It's time to return to the basics. NMED and DOE/LANL must return to the requirements to 
establish a groundwater monitoring and response program under the regulations at 40 CFR 
264, Sections 91 through 100. 

4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 years, 

serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division have 

been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector General, 

the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety Board. The 

reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro Grande Fire of 

2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 


I object to NMED allowing DOE/LANL to continue to manage hazardous waste without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50 % increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It also identified many deficiencies in 
the knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It 
also identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of only seismometers at three locations that are not kept in 
calibration. 

I object t9 NMED allowing DOE/LANL to continue to manage,hazardous waste without the 
necessary field studies of the seismic hazard and without a reliable network of . 
seismometers. NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations from 
these seismic reviews before the permit is finalized for the hazardous waste management 
units. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL do not want to provide the financial 
documents that say they will have funding available in order to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOE/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely, 

Name: 

Address: 2 3 0 0 .v-J . A:i ~. d ~ A-3 s"-V'-~ r~ IVJ'V1 

Email: --,,6~~=-----=---3~(3?~.-=-C_UrY\_c_'o....-o---"-.f_,~-----, J 



Date: _?--?-=--"_2_7_-+-/5_-"_
J 

John Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle % million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
10-year permit. 

1. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dump sites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as providing documents and opportunities 
for public input into the decision-making processes, and holding public meetings. 

DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit documents are 
readily available to the public. EPA supports the physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
Information Repository. 

Further, NMED and DOF/LANL must provide enhanced participation requirements for 
early, often, continuous and meaningful contact with the public about both the Compliance 
Order on Consent and the Final LANL Permit. 

2. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning of 
hazardous waste. This is an important step towards looking at alternatives to open burning. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install a confined burn facility as an alternative to 
open burning. 

3. IIAlternative Requirements" Do Not Protect Groundwater. Many reports over the past five 
years have described the overall failure of the DOE/LANL to protect the precious regional 
aquifer from LANL pollutants. The EPA, the DOE Inspector General and the National 
Academy of Sciences (NAS) have each written detailed reports that describe the major 
problems in the DOE/LANL groundwater protection practices and their lack of compliance 
with the regulations. 
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It's time to return to the basics. NMED and DOF/LANL must return to the requirements to 
establish a groundwater monitoring and response program under the regulations at 40 CFR 
264, Sections 91 through 100. 

4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 years, 

serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division have 

been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector General, 

the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety Board. The 

reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro Grande Fire of 

2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 


I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue to manage hazardous waste without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It also identified many deficiencies in 
the knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It 
also identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of only seismometers at three locations that are not kept in 
calibration. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to conqnue to manage hazardous waste without the 
necessary field studies of the seismic hazard and without a reliable network of 
seismometers. NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations from 
these seismic reviews before the permit is finalized for the hazardous waste management 
units. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL do not want to provide the financial 
documents that say they will have funding available in order to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely, 

Name: 

Email: ________~=_______________________________~~~-------------



Date: ____________~~______ 

John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2,2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle % million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than five years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue 
open burning activities, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install a confined burn facility as an alternative to 
open burning. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dump sites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings, providing 
documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision-making. 

Further, NMED and DOF/LANL must provide enhanced participation requirements for 
early, often, continuous and meaningful contact with the public about both the Compliance 
Order on Consent and the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. EPA supports the physical Information 
Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola VaHey, as weIl as a virtual (electronic) 
Information Repository. 

4. IIAlternative Requirements" Do Not Protect Groundwater. It's time to get back to a 
basic groundwater monitoring and response program at LANL. Many reports over the past 
five years have described the overall failure of DOE/LANL to protect our regional aquifer from 
LANL pollutants. James Bearzi, Chief of the NMED Hazardous Waste Bureau, stated in 
testimony that, "groundwater contamination has already been detected beneath the regulated 
units [Areas G, H, and L] at TA-54." 
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The EPA, the DOE Inspector General and the National Academy of Sciences (NAS) have each 
written detailed reports that describe the major problems in groundwater protection practices 
and lack of compliance with the regulations. The findings and recommendations have been 
ignored by DOE/LANL and NMED. 

It's time to return to the basics. NMED and DOF/LANL must establish a groundwater 
monitoring and response program under 40 CFR 264, Sections 91 through 100. 

5. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue to manage hazardous waste without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

6. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It also identified many deficiencies in 
the knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It 
also identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitpr the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of only seismometers at three locationS that are not kept in 
calibration. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue to manage hazardous waste without the 
necessary field studies of the seismic hazard and without a reliable network of 
seismometers. NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations from 
these seismic reviews before the permit is finalized for the hazardous waste management 
units. 

7. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 

Address: 

'--~-'-'-" ,Email: ________________________________________________________________ 



Date: 

John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2,2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle one-quarter (1/4) million pounds of hazardous waste each 
year during the 10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 

of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 

want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 

burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 

designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 

limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 


I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to open burning. The permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 
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4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOEjLANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOEjLANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. We need a 
network of seismometers at appropriate locations that will collect accurate real-time -data 
and serve as an early warning system. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 
permit is finalized. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOEjLANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

'\ 

7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely, 

Name: 

Address: 



Date: 

John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle one-quarter (1/4) million pounds of hazardous waste each 
year during the 10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 

of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 

want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 

burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 

designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 

limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 


I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to open burning. The permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

mailto:john.kieling@state.nm.us


4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. We need a 
network of seismometers at appropriate locations that will collect accurate real-time -data 
and serve as an early warning system. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 
permit is finalized 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 

Name: 

Address: 

Email: ________________________________________________~_____________ 



Date: r - 3 -10 

John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle %million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 

of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 

want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 

burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 

designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 

limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 


I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to open burning. The permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. DOEjLANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espaiiola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 
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4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 
permit is finalized. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor ,do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

Sincerely, 


Name: ~ .J2iv J~V } 51

Address: 2/1 ~'~I SF !?7 J{J( 


Email: fYbut2 J @ ~~" t~ 




Date: -.&.Ifl#1'-'Y-........,.,"-------,7'-7",__......
.1"""'IJ~"!L 

John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2,2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle % million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
10-year permit. 

1. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dump sites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as providing documents and opportunities 
for public input into the decision-making processes, and holding public meetings. 

DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit documents are 
readily available to the public. EPA supports the physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
Information Repository. 

Further, NMED and DOF/LANL must provide enhanced participation requirements for 
early, often, continuous and meaningful contact with the public about both the Compliance 
Order on Consent and the Final LANL Permit. 

2. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning of 
hazardous waste. This is an important step towards looking at alternatives to open burning. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install a confined burn facility as an alternative to 
open burning. 

3. /I Alternative Requirements" Do Not Protect Groundwater. Many reports over the past five 
years have described the overall failure of the DOE/LANL to protect the precious regional 
aquifer from LANL pollutants. The EPA, the DOE Inspector General and the National 
Academy of Sciences (NAS) have each written detailed reports that describe the major 
problems in the DOE/LANL groundwater protection practices and their lack of compliance 
with the regulations. 
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It's time to return to the basics. NMED and DOF/LANL must return to the requirements to 
establish a groundwater monitoring and response program under the regulations at 40 CFR 
264, Sections 91 through 100. 

4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 years, 

serious deficiencies in the DOEjLANL Emergency Management and Response Division have 

been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector General, 

the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety Board. The 

reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro Grande Fire of 

2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 


I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue to manage hazardous waste without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It also identified many deficiencies in 
the knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It 
also identified the failure of DOEjLANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of only seismometers at three locations that are not kept in 
calibration. 

I object to NMED allpwing DOF/LANL to continue to manage hazardous ~aste without the 
necessary field studies of the seismic hazard and without a reliable network of 
seismometers. NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations from 
these seismic reviews before the permit is finalized for the hazardous waste management 
units. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOEjLANL do not want to provide the financial 
documents that say they will have funding available in order to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely, 

Name: --____-C~~~~~d~,~~hL~~~·~~·~~---------------------
Address: ---.....L.'..lLcl-3------"""J:Z....,~"'"-~-t??<.....::......J......7......·J....,...,.::..t..-_/!J~'-W~"---_---
Email: ________~S~~~~~~~,/~~If~~-~~~~~~~~~~~____~g~7~J~O~J________ 



John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle 1/4 million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
10-year permit. 

1. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dump sites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as providing documents and opportunities 
for public input into the decision-making processes, and holding public meetings. 

DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit documents are 
readily available to the public. EPA supports the physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
Information Repository. 

Further, NMED and DOF/LANL must provide enhanced participation requirements for 
early, often, continuous and meaningful contact with the public about both the Compliance 
Order on Consent and the Final LANL Permit. 

2. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning of 
hazardous waste. This is an important step towards looking at alternatives to open burning. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install a confined burn facility as an alternative to 
open burning. 

3. IIAlternative Requirements" Do Not Protect Groundwater. Many reports over the past five 
years have described the overall failure of the DOE/LANL to protect the precious regional 
aquifer from LANL pollutants. The EP A, the DOE Inspector General and the National 
Academy of Sciences (NAS) have each written detailed reports that describe the major 
problems in the DOE/LANL groundwater protection practices and their lack ofcompliance 
with the regulations. 
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It's time to return to the basics. NMED and DOF/LANL must return to the requirements to 
establish a groundwater monitoring and response program under the regulations at 40 CFR 
264, Sections 91 through 100. 

4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 years, 

serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division have 

been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector General, 

the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety Board. The 

reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro Grande Fire of 

2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 


I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue to manage hazardous waste without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It also identified many deficiencies in 
the knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It 
also identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of only seismometers at three locations that are not kept in 
calibration. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue to manage hazardous waste without the 
necessary field studies of the seismic hazard and without a reliable network of 
seismometers. NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations from 
these seismic reviews before the permit is finalized for the hazardous waste management 
units. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL do not want to provide the financial 
documents that say they will have funding available in order to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely, 

Name: £QQ ~ tr1t ~ 
Address: C/t>.3 12lD1 \-:i; ~ ?1,,5tbth...~J ~H 21SDS 
Email: \b.•bbs.Gc...a\.~W\eSo....CoM 



Date: Apr ~ I a,/, ).J) I C) 

John E. Kieling, Program Manager 

Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 

2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 

E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 


Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle one-quarter (1/4) million pounds of hazardous waste each 
year during the 10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazaIdous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 
burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 
designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 
limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to ,open burning. The.permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
eaIly, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The pernlit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 

enhanced paIticipation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 

contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 

the Final LANL Permit. 


3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 
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~~~~~~~~~~~~__ 

4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Divi~ion 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Insp~.ctor. ' 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety . 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection beforithe Cerro' 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to pJ;'Ovide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. . 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. We need a 
network of seismometers at appropriate locations that will collect accurate real-time -data 
and serve as an early warning system. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 

necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 

conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 


:permit is finalized. , 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 

Name: ~~__________________________________ 

Address: j-C{ 0 \ J.J LU 

Email: ()M~Oe@ iQhOD~(c)M 



Date: ;/- .2];P1 0 

John E. Kieling, Program Manager 

Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 

2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 

E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 


Dear Mr. Kieiing: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle one-quarter (1/4) million pounds of hazardous waste each 
year during the 10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 
burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 
designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 
limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined bUIn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to ,open burning. The ,permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The perm.'it must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 

enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 

contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 

the Final LANL Permit. 


3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

mailto:john.kieling@state.nm.us


4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Divi~ion 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Insp~ctoJ;. ' , 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear FacilitySafety . 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro' 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to pJ:ovide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. We need a 
network of seismometers at appropriate locations that will collect accurate real-time -data 
and serve as an early warning system. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 

:permit is finalized. , 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 

the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 


7. Additional Comments. 

Sincerely, 
,7 7 ,,' ,/ 

Name: fi~~~~~ ;d:~:''lL9JAc·/;· (~! 
/ 

Address: 11/( Je /kt-s1J;1 IVL 

. .~ '. 

Email: ______________________~________________.~____~___________ 



Date: 1-2l c.)./j/D 

" ,"" 

John E. Kieling, Program Manager 

Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 

2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 

E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 


Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle one-quarter (1/4) million pounds of hazardous waste each 
year during the 10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If DOE/LANL needs to continue to 
burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined burn facilities that are 
designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 
limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined burn facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to :open burning. The .permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The peI'l1lit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF/LANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit.. 

3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

mailto:john.kieling@state.nm.us


4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Divif?ion 
have been found by several goverrunent auditing agencies, including the DOE Insp~cto:t;. ' 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety , 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro ' 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to p:r;ovide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. It also 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. We need a 
network of seismometers at appropriate locations that will collect accurate real-time -data 
and serve as an early warning system. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 

necessary field studies and without a reliable neiworkof seismometers. NMED must 

conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the . 


,permit is finalized. , 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 

I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOF/LANL must meet all of 
the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. 

Name: 

Email: ________________________~____________________~~__________ 

. .~ '. 



Date:~ lif) 20 I/) 

John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 . 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 
E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the fonowing public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft Hazardous 
Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will allow the Department of 
Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle Y. million pounds of hazardous waste each year during the 
lO-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air burning 
of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that the public does not 
want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If OOE/LANL needs to continue to 
bum hazardous waste, there are alternatives, including confined bum facilities that are 
designed to capture the emissions. Any permit for confined burned facilities must include 
limits on the amount and types of waste to be burned, as wen as the frequency. 

I support NMED requiring DOF/LANL to install confined bum facilities before the permit is 
finalized as an alternative to open burning. The permit must include limits as to the type 
and amount of waste and the frequency of the bums. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation requirements for 
early, often,. meaningful, and continuous contact with the public about the cleanup of the 
LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain lllegacy waste," which are dangerous mixtures of 
wastes contaminated with chemicals and radiation. NMED, OOE and LANL have been lax in 
fulfilling the public participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular 
basis, providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into decision
making processes. 

The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOF,lLANL to provide 
enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often,. continuous, and meaningful 
contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on Consent (Consent Order) and 
the Final LANL Permit. 

3. OOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to create a virtual 
(electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both a virtual and physical 
repository. EPA supports a physical Information Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and rural 
communities and future generations, NMED must require DOF/LANL to establish both a 
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.. ' 



-.. 

physical Information R.epository in the EspaiioIa Valley, as well as a virtual (electronic) 
version before the permit is finalized. 

4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 10 
years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and Response Division 
have been found by several government auditing agencies, including the DOE Inspector 
General, the Government Accountability Office and the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety 
Board. The reports described serious problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro 
Grande Fire of 2000. The new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardOll8 waste operations without 
meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response requirements. 
NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of the expert reports and 
require their implementation before the permit is finalized. 

S. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarlto Plateau. A 2007 report 
described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified many deficiencies in the 
knowledge of the seismic hazard and made recommendations for further field studies. Italso 
identified the failure of DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic 
instruments (seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of UIJGilibrated seismometers at only three locations. 

I object to NMEO allowing DOF/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations without the 
necessary field studies and without a reliable network of seismometers. NMED must 
conduct a full investigation into the recommendations of these seismic reviews before the 
permit is finalized. 

6. Finandal Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want to 
provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup the contaminated 
facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 



Date::~ ':{. / ?;> 

John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 

E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft 
Hazardous Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will 
allow the Department of Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle 1/4 million pounds 
of hazardous waste each year during the 10-year permit. 

I. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air 
burning of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that 
the public does not want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If 
DOE/LANL needs to continue to burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, 
including confined burn facilities that are designed to capture the emissions. Any 
permit for confined burned facilities must include limits on the amount and types 
of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 

I support NMED requiring DOE/LANL to install confined burn facilities before 
the permit is finalized as an alternative to open burning. The permit must include 
limits as to the type and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation 
requirements for early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public 
about the cleanup of the LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," 
which are dangerous mixtures of wastes contaminated with chemicals and 
radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in fulfilling the public 
participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular basis, 
providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into 
decision-making processes. 
The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOE/LANL to 
provide enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, 
and meaningful contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on 
Consent (Consent Order) and the Final LANL Permit. 

mailto:john.kieling@state.nm.us


3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to 
create a virtual (electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both 
a virtual and physical repository. EPA supports a physical Information 
Repository. 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and 
rural communities and future generations, NMED must require DOE/LANL to 
establish both a physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as 
a virtual (electronic) version before the permit is finalized. 

4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 
10 years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and 
Response Division have been found by several government auditing agencies, 
including the DOE Inspector General, the Government Accountability Office and 
the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety Board. The reports described serious 
problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro Grande Fire of 2000. The 
new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOE/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations 
without meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response 
requirements. NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations 
of the expert reports and require their implementation before the permit is 
finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 
report described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified 
many deficiencies in the knowledge of the seismic hazard and made 
recommendations for further field studies. It also identified the failure of 
DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic instruments 
(seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. 

I object to NMED allowing DOE/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations 
without the necessary field studies and without a reliable network of 
seismometers. NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations 
of these seismic reviews before the permit is finalized. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want 
to provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup 
the contaminated facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 



I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOE/LANL must 
meet all of the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous 
waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. B Y I~"I ",,/IF DG('_!L-AAJL. CA~,...j~-r ./=53<...... '-r"",:} '5"'-'"-'7 ''ll'5 A·/?II":}-"2_ 
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Date: 'f~, ~t~ c20 I0 
John E. Kieling, Program Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building 1 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 

E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 2010 revised draft 
Hazardous Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will 
allow the Department of Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle 114 million pounds 
of hazardous waste each year during the 10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air 
burning of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that 
the public does not want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If 
DOE/LANL needs to continue to bum hazardous waste, there are alternatives, 
including Fonfined bum facilities that are designed to capture the emissions. Any 
permit for confined burned facilities must include limits on the amount and types 
of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 

I support NMED requiring DOE/LANL to install confined ~facilities before 
the permit is finalized as an alternative to open burning. The permit must include 
limits as to the type and amount of waste and the frequency of the bums. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation 
requirements for early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the public 
about the cleanup of the LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," 
which are dangerous mixtures of wastes contaminated with chemicals and 
radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in fulfilling the public 
participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular basis, 
providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into 
decision-making processes. 
The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOE/LANL to 
provide enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, 
and meaningful contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on 
Consent (Consent Order) and the Final LANL Permit. 

mailto:john.kieling@state.nm.us


3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Information Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to 
create a virtual (electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both 
a virtual and physical repository. EPA supports a physical Information 
Repository . 

As an act of Restorative Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and 
rural communities and future generations, NMED must require DOE/LANL to 
establish both a physical Information Repository in the Espanola Valley, as well as 
a virtual (electronic) version before the permit is finalized. 

4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 
10 years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and 
Response Division have been found by several government auditing agencies, 
including the DOE Inspector General, the Government Accountability Office and 
the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety Board. The reports described serious 
problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro Grande Fire of 2000. The 
new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOE/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations 
without meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response 
requirements. NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations 
of the expert reports and require their implementation before the permit is 
finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 
report described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified 
many deficiencies in the knowledge of the seismic hazard and made 
recommendations for further field studies. It also identified the failure of 
DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic instruments 
(seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. 

I object to NMED allowing DOE/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations 
without the necessary field studies and without a reliable network of 
seismometers. NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations 
of these seismic reviews before the permit is finalized. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. DOE/LANL and its contractor do not want 
to provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup 
the contaminated facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 



I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOE/LANL must 
meet all of the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous 
waste management units. 

7. Additional Comments. t ~~~~ f./ll.'e¥ 
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()Date: 

John E. Ki ling, rogram Manager 
Hazardous Waste Bureau - New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Drive East, Building I 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505-6303 

E-mail: john.kieling@state.nm.us 

Dear Mr. Kieling: 

I make the following public comments about the February 2, 20 I 0 revised draft 
Hazardous Waste Permit for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), which will 
allow the Department of Energy (DOE) and LANL to handle 114 million pounds 
of hazardous waste each year during the 10-year permit. 

1. I support the NMED denial of LANL's permit applications for the open air 
burning of hazardous waste. LANL has been on notice for more than 21 years that 
the public does not want them to use our air for disposal of hazardous waste. If 
DOE/LANL needs to continue to burn hazardous waste, there are alternatives, 
including confined burn facilities that are designed to capture the emissions. Any 
permit for confined burned facilities must include limits on the amount and types 
of waste to be burned, as well as the frequency. 

I support NMED requiring DOEILANL to install confined burn facilities before 
the permit is finalized as an alternative to open burning. The permit must include 
limits as to the type and amount of waste and the frequency of the burns. 

2. Public Participation Must Be Early, Often, Meaningful, and Continuous. The 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued enhanced public participation 
requirements for early, often, meaningful, and continuous contact with the pub] ic 
about the cleanup of the LANL dumpsites. The 25 dumps contain "legacy waste," 
which are dangerous mixtures of wastes contaminated with chemicals and 
radiation. NMED, DOE and LANL have been lax in fulfilling the public 
participation requirements, such as holding public meetings on a regular basis, 
providing documents, and informing the public of opportunities for input into 
decision-making processes. 
The permit must include prescriptive requirements for NMED and DOEILANL to 
provide enhanced participation as required by EPA for early, often, continuous, 
and meaningful contact with the public about both the Compliance Order on 
Consent (Consent Order) and the Final LANL Permit. 
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3. DOE/LANL is required to establish an Infonnation Repository where permit 
documents are readily available to the public. NMED is only requiring LANL to 
create a virtual (electronic) repository. Previous drafts of the permit required both 
a virtual and physical repository. EPA supports a physical Infonnation 
Repository . 

As an act of Restorati ve Justice and in order to meet the needs of both urban and 
rural communities and future generations, NMED must require DOE/LANL to 
establish both a physical Information Repository in the Espanola VaHey, as well as 
a virtual (electronic) version before the permit is finalized. 

4. Emergency Management, Planning, Preparedness and Response. Over the past 
10 years, serious deficiencies in the DOE/LANL Emergency Management and 
Response Division have been found by several government auditing agencies, 
including the DOE Inspector General, the Government Accountability Office and 
the Defense Nuclear Facility Safety Board. The reports described serious 
problems with LANL fire protection before the Cerro Grande Fire of 2000. The 
new reports describe the ongoing failure to provide fire protection. 

I object to NMED allowing DOE/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations 
without meeting the emergency management, planning, preparedness and response 
requirements. NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations 
of the expert reports and require their implementation before the permit is 
finalized. 

5. Seismic Hazard on the Seismically Active Volcanic Pajarito Plateau. A 2007 
report described a 50% increase in the seismic hazard at LANL. It identified 
many deficiencies in the knowledge of the seismic hazard and made 
recommendations for further field studies. It also identified the failure of 
DOE/LANL to install and operate a reliable network of seismic instruments 
(seismometers) to accurately monitor the seismic hazard from ground motions. 
The current network consists of uncalibrated seismometers at only three locations. 

I object to NMED allowing DOE/LANL to continue hazardous waste operations 
without the necessary field studies and without a reliable network of 
seismometers. NMED must conduct a full investigation into the recommendations 
of these seismic reviews before the permit is finalized. 

6. Financial Assurance Requirements. OOE/LANL and its contractor do not want 
to provide the financial documents to ensure that funding is available to cleanup 
the contaminated facilities at LANL when they are done using them. 



I support NMED requirements in the revised draft permit that DOE/LANL must 
meet all of the financial assurance requirements for each of the 24 hazardous 
waste management units. 




