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John Kieling 

From: Jswen63@aol.com 

Sent: Wednesday, September 29, 2004 1 0:05 PM 

To: hazardous_waste_comment@nmenv.state.nm.us 

Subject: Comments on Draft LANL Order of 9/1/04 

Mr. James P. Bearzi, Chief 
Hazardous Waste Bureau 
New Mexico Environment Department 
2905 Rodeo Park Dr. E; Building 1 
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303 

Re: Draft Los Alamos Consent Order 

Dear Mr. Bearzi: 
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In Table Xll-2 of the draft order, the New Mexico Environment Department [NMED] has committed to review 
approximately 89 reports on a timely basis. In Table Xll-3, NMED has 88 such commitments. 

The history of NMED reviews is not good. For example, the current Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 
permit for the Los Alamos National Laboratory [LANL] expired in 1999 even though LANL had submitted its 
application for renewal on time. LANL has paid its permit fees each year and the old permit has been modified so 
many times, it is not clear what the current version of the permit is. Several items for closure were submitted in 
the 1980's and were never acted upon by NMED. Yet NMED seeks further jurisdiction over LANL by going after 
surface water and attempted to preempt the Atomic Energy Act in seeking jurisdiction over radiological materials 
during the order negotiations. 

What steps will NMED take to ensure their part of the consent order is kept so that the cleanup of LANL can truly 
be completed by 2015? Why is NMED seeking to expand its authority when it can't keep up with the work it has 
now? What resources is NMED willing to publicly commit to ensure it holds up its end of the consent order? 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this order. 

Sincerely, 

J. Swenson 
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