.,i
2
x
4

Lo
. / \) \\\ v . N (0.0 3
T - 802.870302
= ngeeeree = .2710

: ' ]
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ‘B3 [(EL 12 P2:15
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
COMISSIONERS: FRICESF STEn |

' AL KR
"Nun2io J. Palladine, Chatrman ) )
Victor Gildnsky
Themas M. Roberts

James K. Asselsting
Frederick M. Bernthal N R BTN

NRC Concurrence tn High-Level Waste
Rapository Safety Guidelines Undar Fub. L. 97425
the Nuclear Waste Polfcy Act of 1982 VPrcpcsed 10 CFR Part 960

_ ORDER
On August 24, 1983, the Commissien 1ssued & Memorandum and Order

stating that a pu meeting would be held at uh{chA reprasentatives of
interested tndianb::m and local governments, federsl zgenciss,
{ndustry groups, public tnterest groups, and individusls would kave the
epportunity to make cral presantations on the Department of Energy's
{DOE) Ganeral Guidelines for Recormendatien of smé for Nuclear Waste
Repositories, and on the NRC's concurrence or non-concurrence fn those
gutdslines. CLI-83-28 (1883). The Commissfon stated that the cppore
tunity to partfcipate would ba 1imited te DOE and to those organiza-
tions, governmentsl antities, and fndividuels who filed comuents with
DOE on the proposed guidelines.

In an order fssusd October 25, 1983, the Commission requested
groups or individuals interested in exerciging this cpportunity to
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orally address the Commission to advise tha NRC Office of tha Secretary
of the fdentity of their represantative no later than November 9, 1983.
40 Fyl, 2eq &nnr {NAvamhar 1, 1913). The organications Vistsd after
the Department of Energy balow responded to tha notice. The Dapartment
OF Zneryy Lrdnsamitivwd Iy Ouugisl Ouidelinas to the Commésadion on
Hovembar 23, 1982. In this ordar, the Commission sets forth the
procedural format of the public meeting contamplated in {ts ordar of
August 24, and dascribes the decisfonmaking process it will amplay in
this mattar,

The Comntssfon wil) tiwer Lhw oral pressntations baginning at 10:00
3.7 on Wednesday, January 11, 1384 at ths Comission's mestfng room it
1717 H Strest, N4, Washington, OC, The time allotted to each partice
{pant 1s as follows:

Department of Energy 30 minutes
Yakima Indfan Nation ' 15 ainutes
State of Texas 18 minutes
Stata of Wisconsin 13 mfnutes
State of Utah . 15 nfnutes
State of Mevada 15 minutses
State of Minnesota ' 15 minutes

Edison Electric Institute 15 afnutes

Bty e et v e




PRI IR E AT S RL N P

A,

R

el

flatural Resources Defense Council, Inc. 15 minutes
Environmantsl Policy Institute ' 15 minutes
Katicnal Parks and Conservation Ass'n., et 21, 15 ninutes
Serious Texans Against Nuclear Disposal, Inc. ’ 18 minutes
Southwast Rassarch and Information Center 15 minutes

Participants are strongly encouraged to consolidate their presentations,
and will not be penalized in terms of the time allotted for dotng so.
Thus, where participants choose to consolidate thefr presentation, their
Joint sackesperson will be allowed the entire time allotted to the
consotidated participants ind!vidua'lly. In order to sioplify partici-
pants’ prusentations and expadite the commant process, the Cormissicn
requests, but does not reguire, that participants file writtan comments

on the Department of Energy Gansra} Guidelines with the Secretary of the

Cormission. Any such written comments should be n the Commissfon’s
hlndf no later than é:oo p.m., Monday, January 9, .1954.

The precise order of presentation will be made final at the begin-
ning of the oral presentations. The participants identified adecve
should notify the NRC Office of the Secrytary no leter than $:00 p.m. on
Friday, January €, 1584 of their continued intention to participate, the
{dentity of the cthar particfpants with whom they intend to consolfdate
thair prasantatfons, and the {dansity of tiu spckaspersen representing
the participant.
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The Commissfon's preliminary review of the guidalines suggests that

the parties may wish to focus thair commants on the following.

sfgnificant {ssuas:

Do ths guidalinas cmit any rslevant technical criteria
established in 10 CFR Part 60?7

Could any guidalines not ralated to 10 CFR Part 60 result in
selacting a site that would not ba a reasonadls candidate for

3 Yicenss application?

The guidelings ana 10 CFR Part 60 scmatimas employ diffarant
wording to dafine terms and to describe certain technical
eritardy, Could thase diffarences result in sealecting a site
that would not be a reasonable candidate for a licenss
application?

Would tha selection of sitys {a accordance with ths guidelinas

ba a reasonabls maans to fdentify alternative sites for the

purposes of the National Eavironmental Policy Act (NEPA)?

Ars the guidelines sufficient to assurs the se!ectioh of sitas
that would be reasonable candidates for a license application?
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Folle.1n2 ruceipt of these oral and written comments, the Commis-
sion, with the sssistence of thé NRC Staff, will issue & proposed
decision ragarcing concurrence fn the DOE Guidelines. The decision will
be gerved on the narticipants making cral presentations and notice of
the decision will be putlished 1n the Federa) Register. The partici-
pants and public will be provided & two-week cemment pericd. Upon the
clese of the comment period, the Commission, with the assistance of the
NRC Staff, will review al) comments aad transmit {ts fine) concurrence
or noneccncurrence in the General Guidelines to DOE.

It 1= s¢ ORDERED,

AR REQ
\.9""' Yy for the Cormisgdon
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gy uk Secretary of the Comission

Dzted at Hashingtun. oc.
this ,2(€cay of Decanber, 1883. .
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