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Commentor No. 15:  Carlos Valdez, Chair, Northern New Mexico Citizens’ Advisory Board 

15-1 DOE acknowledges the commentor’s concerns about safety and 
security of handling and working with mercury.  A DOE mercury 
storage facility would operate in accordance with a RCRA permit.  
The purpose of the public hearings on the Draft Mercury Storage 
SEIS was to provide a broad overview of the DOE Mercury Storage 
Program and to provide an opportunity for members of the public to 
comment on the Draft Mercury Storage SEIS.   

 More detail about facility design and operation is available in the 
Interim Guidance (DOE 2009), which establishes basic standards 
and procedures for the receipt, management, and long-term storage 
of mercury at a DOE facility.  The guidance is based on laws, 
regulations, DOE orders, and best management practices.  The 
Interim Guidance discusses (1) DOE’s anticipated waste acceptance 
criteria; (2) procedures DOE would use to receive, store, and 
monitor the mercury; and (3) spill and emergency response 
procedures.  Thus, implementation of the Interim Guidance would 
ensure that elemental mercury would be stored in such a manner as 
to protect the environment, workers, and the general public.  A copy 
of the Interim Guidance is available on the project website 
(http://www.mercurystorageeis.com/library.htm). 

15-2 DOE acknowledges the commentor’s concerns about selecting WCS 
as the Preferred Alternative, and the experience of WCS with 
mercury storage.  Although DOE has identified WCS as the 
Preferred Alternative, as discussed in Chapter 2, Section 2.4, of this 
Mercury Storage SEIS, DOE has not made a decision on the location 
of the mercury storage facility.  DOE will make a decision no sooner 
than 30 days after publication of the EPA Notice of Availability for 
this Final Mercury Storage SEIS in the Federal Register.  The  
final site selection will be based upon the January 2011 Mercury 
Storage EIS, this Mercury Storage SEIS, and other appropriate 
factors and will be announced in a ROD published in the  
Federal Register.  As described in Chapter 3, Section 3.8.8, of the 
January 2011 Mercury Storage EIS, WCS is permitted by the State 
of Texas for hazardous waste storage. 
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Commentor No. 15 (cont’d):  Carlos Valdez, Chair, Northern New Mexico Citizens’ Advisory Board 

15-3 As shown in Chapter 2, Figure 2–4, of this Mercury Storage SEIS, 
the mercury storage facility would include Receiving and Shipping 
and Handling Areas.  A DOE mercury storage facility would operate 
in accordance with a RCRA permit. 

 As discussed in Chapter 2, Section 2.1, of this Mercury Storage 
SEIS, the proposed mercury storage facility would only store 
elemental (metallic) mercury that is at least 99.5 percent pure.  DOE 
has developed guidance, presented in the Interim Guidance 
(DOE 2009), that establishes basic standards and procedures for the 
receipt, management, and long-term storage of mercury at a DOE 
facility.  Chapter 2, Section 2.3, of the Interim Guidance discusses in 
detail generator requirements for shipping mercury to a DOE long-
term storage facility, which includes steps that must be completed 
prior to shipping.  The generator would be responsible for ensuring 
that the mercury meets the waste acceptance criteria for the DOE 
mercury storage facility.  DOE would perform random sampling to 
ensure compliance with the waste acceptance criteria.  In the 
unlikely event that a shipment of mercury is found not to meet 
established waste acceptance criteria when received at the DOE 
long-term mercury storage facility, the shipment would be returned 
to the generator at the generator’s expense.  Specific instruments to 
perform the sample analyses have not been selected. 

15-4 See Response No. 15-3. 

15-5 Although DOE has identified WCS as the Preferred Alternative, as 
discussed in Chapter 2, Section 2.4, of this Mercury Storage SEIS, 
DOE has not made a decision on the location of the mercury storage 
facility.  See also Response No. 15-2.   

15-6 DOE acknowledges the commentor’s suggestion regarding 
consultation with a technical laboratory and will consider this 
suggestion in planning for a mercury storage facility. 

15-7 Chapter 4, Section 4.2.9.1.4, of this Mercury Storage SEIS discusses 
intentional destructive acts.  Intentional destructive acts include 
actions by extremists and terrorists. 
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Commentor No. 15 (cont’d):  Carlos Valdez, Chair, Northern New Mexico Citizens’ Advisory Board 

Comment side of this page intentionally left blank. 

15-8 See Response No. 15-3. 

15-9 DOE is cognizant of compatibility issues with mercury storage.  So 
as to mitigate any compatibility concerns, the proposed mercury 
storage facility would only store elemental (metallic) mercury that is 
at least 99.5 percent pure.  See also Response No. 15-3. 

15-10 The proposed mercury storage facility would only store elemental 
(metallic) mercury that is at least 99.5 percent pure; none of the 
mercury would have explosive properties.  See also Response No. 
15-3. 

15-11 As described in Chapter 2, Section 2.3.3, and Appendix C, Section 
C.2.1, of this Mercury Storage SEIS, DOE would conduct mercury 
vapor monitoring for the detection of any unplanned release of 
mercury or deterioration of flask or container integrity.  Weekly 
inspections of containers in long-term storage would incorporate air 
sampling.  See also Response No. 15-1.   

 Chapter 4, Section 4.2.9.1.2, discusses the frequencies of facility 
accidents evaluated in this Mercury Storage SEIS.  A storage facility 
fire was given a negligible frequency due to limited flammable 
materials, fire protection systems, and lack of ignition sources, while 
a single flask drop accident was assigned a moderate frequency.  
Table 4–6 discusses the frequencies of transportation accidents under 
certain weather conditions.  As summarized in Chapter 2, Table 2–2, 
risks to workers and the public from a facility or transportation 
accident would be negligible to low. 

 See Appendix D, Section D.3.2, of this Mercury Storage SEIS for a 
discussion of the factors strongly influencing risk, including the 
vapor pressure of mercury. 

 




