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A.

The I E-6 Screening Standard is Applicable to ISFSIs
In 1996, the Commission amended its 10 C.F.R. Part 60 rules for geologic re

pository operations areas-including surface operations and storage-to establish a prob
ability bound for Category 2 design basis events of IE-6 per year. Disposal of High
Level Radioactive Wastes in Geologic Repositories; Design Basis Events, Final Rule, 61
Fed. Reg. 64,257, 64,258 (1996). Category 2 design basis events are "[o]ther natural and
man-induced events that are considered unlikely but sufficiently credible to warrant con
sideration, taking into account the potential for significant radiological irmpacts on public
health and safety." 10 C.F.R. § 60.2.8 The Commission found that "evenits with prob
abilities of occurrence lower than I x 10.6 per year could be screened fromt further con
sideration due to their negligible contribution to individual risk." 61 Fed. Reg. at 64,261
(emphasis added). In doing so, the Commission intended to make the design basis for
Part 60 repositories comparable to that for Part 72 facilities (ISFSIs) "[b]ecause opera
tions at the repository are expected to be similar to operations at.. ." Part 72 facilities.
Id. at 64.262.9 The rulemaking on Part 60 design basis events "harmonize[d] part 60 with
part 72" because "part 72 applies to those facilities (MRS installations) most similar to
the surflace facilities of a repository and for which the kinds of design basis e-vents are
also expected to be similar." Id. at 64,265. Further, the Commission expressly con
firmed that Part 60 Category 2 events were equivalent to "design basis accident[s]" under

"NTheConmmission also established probability bounds for Category 1 design basis events, wl-iich are
"O1
tlhowc natural and human-induced events that are reasonably likely to occur regularly, motderately fre
qullwly, or one or more times before permanent closure of the geologic repository operations area" 10
C.F.I. k 60.2; see 61 Fed Reg. at 64,265.
")Ih State objects to the application of the Part 60 1 E-6 screening standard to ISFSIs inparr- on the
grounds that the I E-6 standard applies to the design of the "preclosure area" of the repositor:' and it is al
legedly unclear that the standard also applies to "other areas." See State Response at 7 n.8 "K7he Commis
Sion stated. however, that the "preclosure controlled area" of the repository "corresponds clo!ely to the
term 'conIrolled area,' as defined in 10 CFR 72.3" and is "an area over which the licen seeexircises control
(it atiivit ies to meet regulatory requirements." 61 Fed. Reg. at 64,262. At the PFSF, the sper-3t fuel will be
localed widhin the site owner controlled area. PFSF Safety Analysis Report at 1.2-1 to -2. Tj[-us, the termi
tmlogy prolvides no reason not to apply the standard here.
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10 C.F.R. § 72.106 and that the difference in terminology between Part 60 and Part 72 "is
not intended to be one of substance." Id.
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