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Dear Mr. Wick:

Clarification of BNL Effort on Review of Environmental Analysis Reports

I have reviewed the comments in your February 13, 1984 letter which res-
ponds to the RNL plans and schedules for the subject effort which were out-
lined in ny February 2, 1984 letter to Dr., Tokar. The attached Milestone
Chart reflects the changes that you suggested.

With respect to the manpower levels anticipated for the BNL work, I firm-
ly believe that f{t will take 4-5 people working essentially full-time. The
work that has been carried out in FINS A-3158, A-3164 and A-3167 cannot be
readily transferred to the ongoing effort for the following reasons:

(a) We intend to use a standardized form for reviewing and evaluating
for relevance each DOE-sponsored report. This format for review is
quite different from the more generic type of review which was
carried ocut {n FINS A-3158, A-3164 and A-3167.

(b) In many cases, staff who worked on FINS A-3158, A-3164 and A-3167
have left the pgroup so that current staff will be required to re-
evaluate DOE reports according to the new format described in (a),
above.

(c) Ve expect that several hundred reports will need to be very tho-
roughly assessed for relevance and in the 3-4 weeks needed to com=
plete Subtasks A and B described in the attached Milestone Chart. In
fact, I believe that 4-5 staff members will still only be capable of
reviewing the most pertinent reports, so that we will only be able
to give our best effort in these two Subtasks.
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(d) 1In our work on FINS A-3164 and A-3167 biannual reports we have, as
you know, addressed the various host rocks and waste package compo=
nents sequentially., Thus, topics such as borosilicate glass and
Ti{Code-12 corrosion were reviewed 1-2 years ago. Huch additional
data {s, therefore, available for first-time review and is not
included in past BNL reports,

In summary, I feel that the 4-5 staff effort is realistic. Anything be-
low this level of effort will compromise the completeness of our work. Output
from the EA effort will also be readily transferable to ongoing FINS A-3164
and A-3167 efforts, especially since the reviews of DOE work as summarized in
our standard review forms will be i{deal for computer storage and retrieval.

With respect to slippage in the milestones for the FINS A-3164 and
A=3167, I did not mean to construe that milestones will be slipped. Ve intend
to deliver biannual reports according to the schedules given in the SOW's,
However, the advent of the major eftort on EA evaluation will necessarily lead
to a smaller biannual report,

Please call me {f you have any questions regarding this letter.

D |
S lees o
Peter Soo, Associate Division Head
Nuclear Waste Management Division

Sincerely,
.7
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HLW Staff
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SCHEDULE
FOR BML PRE-REVIEYW QF WORK Ol DOE ENVIROMMENTAL ASSESSMENT REPORTS:
| Jan |  Febd ] Mar ]  Apr |  May |  June | July |
2/13 3723
A & A
/1 4/13
B & A
3/16 4/13
C A A
4 5/10
n A A
6/16
E A
F A

A. Compile list of known reports, data and assunptions pertinent to
performance of U.P. {n the three host rocks.

B. Identify, using data list, those {ssues with respect to W.P. and site
which will determine suitabflity of a s{te for further evaluation., NRC
has given us a Review Plan for EA's to help ocutline the recommended review

approach, Type report.

C., Using A and B specify data sufficiencv and what additional data are needed
from DOE to help the NRC's review of EA reports. Type report.

D, Assess the accuracy, reliability and applicability of NOE-sponsored
Teports, journal articles and technical papers.

E, Complete Draft Report summarizing BNL assessment of DOF data to he used in
EA reports.,

F. Expected release date for EA's.,



