Steve Zappe
New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303
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Dear Mr. Zappe:
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I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste-dttritp;,,,.
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
st."bmitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the pennit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modi£ications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pafes long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to \VIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
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Thank you for your consideration.
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Steve Zappe
New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303
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Dear Mr. Zappe:
I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
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Steve Zappe
New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303
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Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
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Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dlfrrfp~
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications. .
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
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Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Name
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Steve Zappe
New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303
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Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Name
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Steve Zappe
New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303
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Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Name
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Steve Zappe
New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303
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Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
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Steve Zappe
New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303
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Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely, .,,,,,,,. _\
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Steve Zappe
New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303
Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The Hal:fPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
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Steve Zappe
New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303
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Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
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Steve Zappe
New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303
Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
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Steve Zappe
New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303
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Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
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Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
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Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Steve Zappe
New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303
Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the pennit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire pennit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the pennit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
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Steve Zappe
New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303
Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon dmms. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Name
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New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303
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Dear Mr. Zappe:
I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "'simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Name
Address

9-11r
~k

B~

Vl/p_.;;,

h, r\ Jj-hu N./:: '

Phon~

J_5.!J---_ I

City/State/Zip

17:Jv

;4- /hv1. ft k e..rt:/'--e;

N. fl

1

g--;1ot7

Steve Zappe
New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303
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Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These: modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
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Steve Zappe
New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303
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Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The Hal:fPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Phone
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Steve Zappe
New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303
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Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the pennit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire pennit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the pennit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
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Steve Zappe
New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303
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Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and I 00-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and I 00-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
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Steve Zappe
New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303

I

Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at \VIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
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Steve Zappe
New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303
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Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Name
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Steve Zappe
New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303
Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
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Steve Zappe
New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303
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Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Name
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Steve Zappe
New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303
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Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
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Steve Zappe
New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303
Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
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Steve Zappe
New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303
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Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HalfPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
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Steve Zappe
New Mexico Environment Department
2905 E. Rodeo Park Dr., Building 1
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6303
Dear Mr. Zappe:

I write concerning the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), the nation's first waste dump,
located near Carlsbad. I am concerned that the proposed modifications to the state's WIPP
permit undermine existing safety standards for shipping waste through the state and
disposing it at WIPP. I urge NMED to deny all of the seven permit modification requests
submitted by the Department of Energy (DOE) on June 28. None of the permit modification
requests are complete and accurate. Thus, none of them can be approved as submitted.
Several of them also should be denied because they are inappropriately submitted as Class 2
modifications, when they should be class 3 modifications, subject to a public hearing, because of
their complexity and because they change basic operations at the site. For example, the Data
Management modification is several hundred pages long, and the changes affect the entire permit.
While I appreciate that NMED agrees that the request cannot be considered as a Class 2
modification, I believe that NMED should deny it, rather than try to correct the many problems.
The modification seeking to add 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers to the permit also must be a
Class 3 modification. Allowing direct loading of 85-gallon and 100-gallon containers requires
much different waste characterization procedures than with 55-gallon drums. For example,
radiography will be much less effective. Also, leaking containers could not be overpacked.
Allowing classified ("secret") waste at WIPP also must be considered as a class 3 modification.
Such a change is inconsistent with WIPP's basic mission and practices. For example, complete
records of each drum should be available at WIPP. In addition, the classified waste will require
different loading and shipping procedures as well as different procedures and personnel at WIPP.
The two waste characterization modifications -- control charting and solids sampling -- are
inconsistent with existing procedures and even another proposed modification regarding drum age
criteria. These modifications are also complex and should be class 3 modifications.
Even the two "simple" modifications are not complete. The HaltPact modification request does
not discuss how accidents similar to the two recent ones in which shipments were returned
to Idaho would be addressed. Adding the U-134 waste code also does not explain how DOE
could ensure that no corrosive liquids are included in wastes with that code, especially since the
August audit in Idaho found that prohibited liquids to WIPP may already have been shipped.
Once again, please deny all seven requested modifications.
Thank you for your consideration.
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