











Dear Kim Abbott,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Ehvironmental Assessment
(EA) prepared for the BELLA project, the new accelerator proposed for the Lawrence
Berkeley National Laboratory hill site. These comments are submitted on behalf of Save
Strawberry Canyon, a non-profit organization dedicated to the preservation and
protection of Strawberry Canyon and the headwaters of Strawberry Creek.

The proposed project is an “experimental facility” (EA, p.3). Save Strawberry Canyon
takes note that this small one meter laser would generate 10 billion electron volts.

The experimental nature of the project is perhaps the singularly most important project

characteristic from an environmental standpoint. Please clarify the basis for estimates of
radioactive emissions. Please provide evidence of the documents and reports which are
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the basis for estimated radioactive emissions. Furthermore, please provide empirical
evidence which shows that the three feet thick concrete wall at the west end and the “16
inches of lead, 36 inches of steel, and another 6 feet of concrete...outside the
Experimental Cave” (EA, p.27) suffice to absorb the radiation to the level estimated.

The EA uses these estimates as the basis for assumptions about health impacts to the
people living in the vicinity and to visiting children, who are sensitive receptors, at the
nearby science museum. As stated in the EA, the proposed project is as close as 448 feet
from Campus Drive, a residential neighborhood, and 516 feet from the Lawrence Hall of
Science. Was a health risk assessment prepared for the project? Any number of impacts
might be underestimated due to faulty estimates of radioactive emissions.

The proposed project would be located in Blackberry Canyon, which is drained by the
North Fork of Strawberry Creek. The EA neglects to mention this relationship. Please
clarify the potential impacts to hydrology, water quality, and soil. The relationships are
particularly important in light of historic groundwater contamination as evidenced by a
radioactive plume described in the EA. Given that the proposed project is an
experimental methodology with estimated predictions about radioactive emissions, please
clarify the federal obligations under the Clean Water Act.

The proposed project has cumulative impacts which would degrade Strawberry Canyon.
As stated in the EA, the proposed project is one of several construction projects in the
vicinity. LBNL maintains that these projects are synergistically related (see LBNL Long
Range Development Plan EIR), and as such, relocating any one of these projects may
affect the viability of the others and may reduce the cumulative impacts of the whole.
Hence, please explain why it is necessary to locate the proposed project at the LBNL hill
site. Please clarify the relationship between the BELLA project and any and all projects
which are synergistically related.

The projects listed in the EA as having potential for cumulative impacts include Seismic
Phase 1, Seismic Phase 2, the User Support Building, Building 51 and the Bevatron
Demolition, Building 77 Rehabilitation, Building 6 Seismic Upgrade, the Southeast
Campus Integrated Projects, the Northeast Quadrant Science and Safety Projects, the
Computational Research and Theory Building, the Helios Energy Research Facility, the
Guest House. The EA neglects to mention that the Helios Energy Research Facility Final
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) was decertified by the Regents. Please refer to the
Notice of Preparation of an EIR for the Helios project dated 12/1/08 and issued by the
University of California where it states that “...(t)he Regents has decertified the Final
Environmental Impact Report and rescinded the design approval of the Helios Energy
Research Facility as previously proposed. This Notice of Preparation has been issued to
inform the agencies and the general public that a new EIR will be prepared for the
redesigned Helios Energy Research Facility Project.” At present, no EIR has been issued
for the redesigned Helios facility.
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In closing, the proposed project perpetuates a legacy of inappropriate
experimental research at this hillside location. Whatever higher purpose the research
would accomplish is not the point. The societal cost of squandered natural resources and SSC-6
the cavalier dismissal of threats to human health from proximate radiation sources are of

grave concern.

Thank you for considering our comments and concerns.
Yours sincerely,

Janice Thomas
Secretary,
Save Strawberry Canyon

e Edgar Bailey, Chief, Radiological Health Branch, CA Dept of Health Services
Susan Moore, Chief Supervisor, US Fish and Wildlife Service, Sacramento Office
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STOP the Further Destruction of the Strawbe_rg_ Creek Watershed

We, the undersigned, petition our elected local, State
and Federal Representatives to request that The
Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory (LBNL) and the
Department of Energy (DOE) 1). Cease immediately the
demolition of the Bevatron accelerator and the hauling
of radioactive and hazardous waste down Shattuek
Avenue, through Seuth . Berkeley to 180, until a public
hearing has been convened in accordance with the
Nuclear Free Berkeley Act, and 2). Prepare an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) and an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed
High Energy Plasma Laser Accelerator (HEPLA/BELLA)
slated for LBNL next to a residential neighborhood, and

We, the undersigned, urge the Department of Energy (DOE), the Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory (LBNL),

and the University of California (UC) Regents to immediately cease the further destruction of the Strawbenry
Creek Watershed.

Since the Manhattan Project in the 40s, the operations at LBNL have contaminated the soil, surface and

groundwater, and vegetation in the Strawberry Creek Watershed with toxic materials inciuding radioactive tritium,

uranium, VOCs, diesef, Freon, PCBs, and much more.

To: Kim Abbot, NEBA Document Manager
Department of Energy, Berkeley Site Office
One Cyclotron Road, MS90-R1023, Berkeley, CA 94720

I am submitting the enclosed petitions on behalf of “Preserve the Strawberry Creek Watershed
Alliance”. To date over 100 concerned Berkeley residents have signed the petition asking that an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) and an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must be
prepared for the proposed High Energy Plasma Laser Accelerator F acility (HEPLA /BELLA) slated
for the Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory (LBNL) next to a residential neighborhood and a
children’s school and museum, the Lawrence Hall of Science.

The undersigned also urge that DOE, LBNL, and the University of California (UC) Regents
immediately cease further destruction of the Strawberry Creek Watershed cansed by development in
this most fragile, high-risk earthquake, wildfire, and land slide area.
v /

Sincerely,
Gianna Ranwzzi, Secmesewe the Strawberry Creek Watershed Alliance
2917 Lorina Street, Berkeley, CA 94705-1806

Sponsored by: Preserve the Strawberry Creek Watershed Alliance
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Abbott, Kim

From: Timothy Ma [timothyma@berkeley.edu]
Sent: Friday, July 17, 2009 11:36 AM

To: Abbott, Kim

Subject: The BELLA accelerator is perfectly fine.
Hi,

I was a reading an article in the Berkeley Daily Planet about radiation produced from
upcoming project BELLA. First of all, the radiation she describes may sound bad and weird,
but it is not uncommon. At this moment, there are MILLIONS of muons coming from outer space
that are hitting us right now. Cosmic neutrons are also hitting us, and gamma rays are easily
stopped by shielding. As a physics student at Berkeley and someone who worked on a small part
of this project a year ago. Her statistics on dosage from the accelerator came from the
previous old accelerator. We know a lot more than we did back then, and radiation is
constantly monitored to ensure it is below safety levels. As a physics student at Berkeley
and someone who worked on a small part of this project a year ago, I have confidence that the
scary terms used are actually harmless and the dosage from simply living is somewhat
comparable.

Thanks,

Timothy Ma

timothyma@berkeley.edu
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