Department of Energy
Washington, DC 20585

W27 1991

Joseph J. Holonich, Chief

High-Level Waste and Uranium
Recovery Projects Branch

Division of Waste Management

Office of Nuclear Material Safety
and Safeguards

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission .

Washington, DC 20555

Dear Mr. Holonich:

On October 13, 1994, the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission transmitted its
concerns related to the Exploratory Studies Facility design process and
quality assurance associated with the design process (Reference 1). The
U.S. Department of Energy evaluated these concerns and provided a response
to the Commission on November 14, 1994 (Reference 2).

For clarification, we are sending a 1ist of the specific commitments that
the Department made in our November 14, 1994, response letter. The
enclosure provides a 1ist of commitments that the Department has identified
in its response to the Commission concerns with the quality design control
process.

If you have any questions concerning this letter, please contact Fred
Rodgers of my staff at (202) 586-9313.

Sincerely,

Fomodl O Db
Ronald A. Milner, Director
Office of Program Management and

Integration
Office of Civilian Radioactive
Waste Management

Enclosure
List of Commitments
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.'Loux, State of Nevada

Hickey, NV Legislative Committee
Meder, NV Legislative Counsel Bureau

. Murphy, Nye County, NV

Bechtel, Clark County, NV
Niedzielski-Eichner, Nye County, NV

. Mettam, Inyo County, NV

Poe, Mineral County, NV
Mariani, White Pine County, NV
Williams, Lander County, NV
Fiorenzi, Eureka County, NV
Hoffman, Esmeralda County, NV
Schank, Churchill County, NV
Bradshaw, Nye County, NV
Barnard, NWTRB

Lowry, NV Indian Environmental Coalition
Holden, National Congress of American Indians
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! . DOE OQA will improve existing trending program in which OQA will
* perform data reduction, and line organizations will propose and -

execute -actions in response to trends.~ (Ltr .» page 2, Response to NRC d ,
".comment page 3) . L
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N . ENCLOSURE
connlmznrs FROM NOVEMBER 14, 1994 LETTER

COMMITMENT

-~

: connnnm: | . | |
' DOE‘will provide the NRC a T1ist of actions and criteria used to

identify and minimize potential impacts to the site (Ltr., page'z,'
Response to NRC Question 2, page 6) , ‘

COMMITMENT.‘ _ _ . .
The baseline ESF/GROA drawings will be updated to reflect the current

~ GROA concept. (Ltr., Response to NRC Question 3, page l)
,COHHITMEHT: '

DOE will replace the SCPB with a top level summary document which will-' .
- improve the project technical baseline presentation. (Ltr., Response:

4

to Question 3, page 1)

‘connnm-:m. | T

DOE will HOLD TBM operations beyond the upper PTn contact until data
is collected representing passages of several barometric pressure

- fronts. (Ltr., Response to NRC Question 2, page 2)
~ Clarification: The TBM will stop at the PTn contact until data from,

several barometric pressure fronts have been recorded in Boreholes

" NRG-6 and NRG-7a..
conmmsm

DOE will continue ‘to monitor data after the HOLD on TBM operations is
released (Ltr., Response to NRC Question 2, page 2) :

Clarification: DOE will continue to collect data until the test '

By . objectives are achieved in Boreholes NRG 6 and 7a.
‘_conmmsm - : | |

DOE will, within 120 days, compile all analyses and related technical
,considerations into .a single explicit document that describes not only
‘the steps taken and criteria used to identify and minimize potential
impacts, but which also describes how the 10CFR60 requirements
applicable to the ESF have been incorporated in the current design.

~ (Ltr., page 2, Response to NRC Question 2, page 6)
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g 8. COHNITHENT.

" DOE commits to revise this document (see COmmitment 7) for each major

/

design package as required, in order to provide continuing assurance .
that impacts are adequately addressed, not only from a discrete

-perspective but in an integrated fashion as design progresses. This

analysis will not replace the DIE process, which evaluates specific

. designs and activities but will supplement it to address broader ESF
{ssues which may be affected by changes in repository design, test

requirements, or other significant considerations. (Ltr., page 2,

Response to NRC Question 2, page 6)
9. COMMITHENT: |

The H&O will initiate the reviews specified in the Management Plan fbr
Resolving QA Issues Resulting From M&0 and DOE Audits/Surveillance .
(August 25, 1994). The results of the initial portions of each review -

. area will determine the overall schedule to satisfactorily resolve
' management concerns. (Ltr., Response to NRC Comment 1, page l,
'Management Plan, page 1) ‘



