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¢ DOE’S own QA sudit which followed shortly
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i iesue (e the applicability of 10CFR21 to
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geotechnical arena.

3. The definitions pf the "fastest path of likely radionuclide
travel" and the ”dlEturbed zone" are key definitions which need

to be resolved betyeen the Staff and BWIP to allow BWIP %o
assess the adequacy of their hydrologic test plans to determine
groundwater travel time and confidence in thie parameter.

4, The apparant conflict of intereat issue with Golder Associates

and others working cr DOE and NRC at the same time needs to be
resol ved.,

S, The question of! resources--gas, oil, cocal, and warter in
particular--needs tp be addressed by BWIFR.

~ &s Related to #3 ig EPR action to define the aseessible
environment by referring to potable water supplies and the
effecte of potentigl irrigation on the fastest trevel time
digcuseed in #3. These are both questions or issues the
resolution of which| could determine the adequacy of the site,

assuming nc change [n the 1000 year travel time regquirement is
granted.

7. 1 believe BWIP '!II anncunce a major change tn the conceptual
design they plan to pursue in the near future. Thie will
indicate substantipl changes in our TA and REE contracte ane
warranted to reflect the changes they are making.

8. The question of| thermal-mechanical testing in-situ needs to
be resalved. It ip somewhat tied to the definition of the

. disturbed zone diecpesed in #3 above. Alsc an cbvious question
is whether or not he disturbed zone will effectively connect
the engineered portion aof the repository with the assessible
environment or high| conductivity zones leading to the assessible
environment., Assuming the engineered system will not meet future
EPA standards by itpelf, the thermal-mechanicel testing and its
effect on the hydrojogic parameters arocund the engineered system
is a key issur to reealve during site characterization.

T fte Cos#_
F. Robert Cook .
Er. On-Site Ll:nnling Representative

¢c. REBrowning, HIMiller, JTGreeves, JDBunting. MRKnapp
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