
�
Pr7t(

COMMITTEE CORRESPONDENCE

* committee: Subcommittee on Nuclear
Waste Management

address wr.ter
care of

subject: -

date:

State of Nevada Comments
on NQA-3

Battelle Project
Management Division

505 King Avenue
Columbus, Ohio 43201

B Mazo
J Perry
S Weinman

March 17, 1988 copy to

SCNWM

The attached letter is forwarded for your information.
any comments you may have on the letter.

I would appreciate

Thanks.

Ve tr ours,

e.
C. Williams, Jr.
Chairman
Subcommittee on Nuclear
Waste Management

CW:dsh

Q-88-025

Attachment

8803230332 880317
PDR WASTE -

_ 102.3 - - C . - CD IIJrl
. / h'-'qJ'
)iO #4 P 1/'The American Society of

1..59J Mechanical Engineers
345 East 47th Street
New York. NY 10017 N-w rNKeep ASME Codes and Standards Department Informed



SUBIZOIITTEE 2/88

BOB BEARDEN
JACOBS ENGINEERING CO
1042 NATIONAL PRESS BLDG
529 14TH STREET
WASHINGTON DC 20045

MICHAEL BELL
USNRC
DIVISION OF WASTE MGMT
MS 623 55
WASHINGTON DC 20555

PL BUSSOLINI
LAS ALAMOS NATIONAL LAB
PO BOX 1663
MS G736
LOS ALAMOS NM 87545

TR COLANDREA
GA TECHNOLOGIES INC
PO BOX 85608
SAN DIEGO CA 92138

HJ KIRSCHENMANN
QA PROGRAMS DEVELOPMENT
MANAGEMENT ANALYSIS CO
PO BOX 85404
SAN DIEGO CA 92138

S KLEIN
VALLEY BANK CENTER
SUITE 407
101 CONVENTIION CENTER DR
LAS VEGAS NV 89109

ME LANGSTON
USDOE HQ
OCRWM SA-051
FRSTL
WASHINGTON DC 20585

RE LOWDER
WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC
WASTE TECHNOLOGY
BOX 286
MADISON PA 15663-0286

MF NICOL:
ADVANCED SCIENCES
107-F JEFFERSON AVE
OAK RIDGE TN 37803

DONALD SUMMERS
1916 FOREST AVENUE
RICHLAND WA 99352

CLARENCE WILLIAMS, JR.
BATTELLE PROJECT MANAGEMENT
DIVISION

505 KING AVE
COLUMBUS OH 43201

BR MAZO
EBASCO SERVICES
DIRECTOR OF QA
88th FLOOR
TWO WORLD TRADE CENTER
NEW YORK NY 10048

JA PERRY
NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER
LOCATION F-2
300 ERIE BLVD W
SYRACUSE NY 13202

SD WEINMAN
ASME NUCLEAR CODES & STANDARDS
NCS DEPT M/8F
345 E 47th STREET
NEW YORK- NY 10017



.RICHARD H. BRYAN STATE OF NEVADA ROBERT R. LOUX
Governor Executfve Director

AGENCY FOR NUCLEAR PROJECTS
NUCLEAR WASTE PROJECT OFFICE

Capitol Complex
Carson City, Nevada 89710

(702) 885-3744

March 10, 1988

Mr. Clarence Williams, Jr.
Chairman, ASME Subcommittee on

Nuclear Waste Management
Battelle Project Management Division
505 King Avenue
Columbus, Ohio 43201

Dear Mr. Williams:

Regarding your letter of February 11, 1988, this Office has
reviewed your letter with its attachments and our previous
comments on NQA-3. The previous comments are still appropriate,
and we can find no reason to change our prior comments at this
time. Furthermore, we offer the following comments to your
letter:

1. Regarding the attached endorsements for NQA-3, the U.S.
Department of Energy is in no way and will never be required
to abide by NQA-3 if it is ever issued, unless the NRC
formally adopts the standard and revises 10 CFR 60, Subpart
G to endorse this new standard.

2. There is no State involvement on the subcommittee
formulating this standard. We, too, are "directly involved
in, and fully aware of site characterization activities".

3. Many of the members of the subcommittee are- contractors of
DOE with a financial stake in the activities of site
characterization. Consequently, their independence is
questionable.

4. DOE has a member on the subcommittee and DOE is in charge of
the whole site characterization program. Again, the
independence of the subcommittee is questionable.

5. You state that the subcommittee members are "expected to
obtain the review and comments of their scientific and
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geotechnical organizations". Are these reviews and comments
documented and available for State review? I hardly believe
these organizations speak for the geotechnical community.

6. Did the NRC ever reply to Mr. Kraft's letter requesting a
position statement endorsing NQA-3? If not, why not?

7. In no way does your letter of February 11, 1988 constitute
resolution of the State's comments on NQA-3.

Again, we do not- believe NQA-3 is warranted for site
characterization. If later consensus is that NQA-3 is necessary,
we believe that NQA-3 would only be effective as a stand-alone
document, not as a supplement to NQA-l and NQA-2. And, we still
believe that sister geological societies should have a direct
involvement in the formulation of this standard, if it is to be
valid and effective. I am still willing to meet and discuss this
subject at any time.

Sincerely,,

Carl A. Johnson
Administrator of

Technical Services
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