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UNITED STATES

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

King Stablein,

Reply to:
1050 East Flamingo Road
Suite 319 , .
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
Tel: (702) 3I88-46125
FT5: 598-6125

Operations Branch (HLOB), M/S 4-H-3

Division of High-Level Waste Management

Paul 7. Prestholt, Sr. On-Site Licensing Representative

August 23, 1988

ESF DOCUMENTATION FOR SCP

Please find enclosed the above-referenced information.

Linehan w/o enc.

PDC

g

i

102.§
wm-1/ /\/Hﬁ 3



DOE F 1325.8

(1284)2 ' '
. unitéd_States Government -t

memorandum

pate: hugust 19, 19888

Department of Energy

REPLY TO -
ATTN OF: RW-30

SUBJECT: ESF Documentation for SCP

To: Carl Gertz
There has been considerable discussion recently on the
information needed in the SCP (or in parallel documents)
regarding the location of the exploratory shaft and the
impacts of this location on site characterization and waste
isolation. Specifically, the information needed is as
follows:

a) A compilation of the criteria used in evaluating
potential ES sites and selecting the ESF site described
in the ScCP.

b) A description of the ESF design requirements and an
analysis of how the criteria was used to establish the
requirements.

c) A comparison of how the design requirements addresses
the requirements of 10 CFR 60.

d) A discussion of the alternative ESF locations considered
and an analysis of waste isolation for each site.

e) Presentation of the process used in identification and
selection of the SCP ESF site, including the rationale
and basis for the site location.

f) Presentation of the rationale and logic for size of
shafts, separation of shafts, interference in the
underground between testing and ongoing construction
activities.

g) A clear description of who, and by what process, the
products listed above were reviewed and accepted by DOE
management.

I understand that current plans are for this ESF analysis to
be presented in Section 8.4 of the SCP. I believe it would
be in the programs interest to review this section as early
as possible. Accordingly, I request you arrange a briefing
for me to cover the items a) through g) the week of August
29, specifically September 1 following the 8.4 workshop, in
Las Vegas. As part of this review, a discussion of the
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Q-levels used in developing the original documentation and
the Q-level for compiling the documentation for the SCP
should be presented. Specifically, evaluate whether those
items important to safety or waste isolation, including
supporting analyses, can meet the requirements of quality
Level I. Additionally, I would like to discuss plans to
prepare for a meeting with the NRC to address and/or close
out ESF open items including ESF correspondence and the
status of performance assessment analysis for the ESF as it
impacts the repository.

Please call me if you have any questions on this request.
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Actifig Associate Director for Systems
Integration and Regulations

cc:

Steve Kale
Mark Frei
Steve Brocoum
Lake Barrett



