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\
RN-23 ‘
NNWSI Proposed Data Reviews with NRC

J. William Bennett, Acting Associate Director

0ffice of Geologic Repository Deployment

On the June 7, 1984, memorandum (attached) from Seth Coplan, NRC, to Don
vieth, you wrote the following questfons: “What are Vieth's plans relatfve to
the proposed data reviews? | How does Coplan's definition of data reviews
compliacte the site specific agreement, 1.e., they are neither technical nor
management meetingst® :

As you may know, pre-SCP wdrkshoPs with NRC had been scheduled by NNWSI for
July 10-12 at LASL on geochemistny. July 17-19 at Sandfa on repository desfgn,
and July 24-26 in Denver oﬁ tydrology. A1l three of these meetings have been
announced on our to!l-fraefFGOO' nurber over the past few weeks. The first
two of these (geochemlstny and reposfitory design) have been “downgraded® by
NNWSI to be data reviews r$ther than workshops. HNRC's opinfon, &s stated on
page 2, paragraph 3, of the attached Tetter, {s that data reviews of this type
*. « « do not constitute téchnical or management meetings under Sectfon 2 of
the Procedural Agreement® and that *. . . while we consider 1t prudent to
announce that such site viiits by NRC staff are taking place, members of the
general publfc need not be admitted or involved.® This change of not
requiring that members of the general public be adm{tted ¢r fnvolved really
helps fn that members of the publfc cannot readily be admitted onto the Sandfa
site, nor onto the portions of the NV sfte for a tour planned as part of the
Denver meeting. |

Thus, the answer to your first question regarding Don Vieth's plans {s that
NNWST now plans to hold data reviews with NRC for two of the three upcoming
meetings. The public wi11 not be {nvited. Because these meetings had
previously been announced‘on our *800" number as open to the publfc, we witl
continue to acknowledge on the recording that these {nteractfons with NRC are
occuring and that summariés of the meetings will be placed tn NRC's PDR, but
that menbers of the pubI!é cannot be accormodated. 1 would also note that
some data reviews with Nké. 1ike the one {n Columbus on hydrology last month,
was open to thézbublic. This was announced on the recording end, as a result,
many actua¥Ty attended.
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For future data reviews between NNNSI (or any project) and NRC, we plan to
defer to the project's judgment. If the project wants the meeting announced
on the recording and the public teld they cannot be accomnodated, we will do
{t. If the project prefers to mot even announce the meeting on the recerding,
we wi1l comply. Please advise me {f this policy 15 all right with you or {f
we need to change {t.

With regard to your second huestion about whether these data revievs
complicate the site-specific agreements, we feel they do not. These
interactfons with NRC are héing interpreted by WRC to be outside the scope of
both the Morgan-Davis and the site-specific agreements. According to Seth
Coplen, this opinfon has been reviewed by Hub Miller of NRC and by NRC's
0ffice of General Counsel.

I hope this satfsfactor{ly answers your questfons. I will be happy to meet
with you to discuss this matter further.

Mark W. Fref, Acting Director
Engineering H Licensing Division

Attachment

¢c: D. Vieth
He Miller
$. Coplan
H. Bermanis
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i 'NNWSI Proposed Data Reviews with KRC
i J. WiVl {am Bennett, Acting Assocfate Director

Office of Geologic Repository Deployment

On the June 7, 1964, memorandum (ettached) from Seth Coplan, NRC, to Don
Vieth, you wrote the following questfons: "What are Vieth's plans relative to
the proposed data reviews? How does Coplan's definition of data reviews
compliacte the site specific agreement, i.e., they are neither technical nor
management meetings?" '

| .
; &_; As you may know, pre-SCP wérkshops with NRC hed been scheduled by MNWSI for
July 10-12 at LASL on geochemistry, July 17-19 at Sandfa on repository design,
and July 24-26 in Denver oq hydrology. All three of these meetings have been
ennounced on our toli-free “800" number over the past few weeks. The first
two of these (geochemistny}and repository design) have been “downgraded® by
NNWSI to be data reviews rlther than workshops. NRC's opinfon, &s stated on
page 2, paragraph 3, of thé attached letter, §s that data reviews of this type
*. « + do not constfitute tgchn{ca1 or management meetings under Sectfon 2 of
the Procedural Agreement® &nd that *. . . while we consfider it prudent to
announce that such site vigits by NRC staff are taking place, members of the
general public need not be admitted or fnvolved.* This change of not _
requiring that members of the general publfc be sdmitted or involved really
helps tn that members of tpe public cannot readily be admitted onto the Sandia
site, nor onto the portions of the NV site for & tour planned &s part of the
Denver meet{ng. ; :

Thus, the answer to your first question vegarding Don Vieth's plans is that
NNWST now plans to hold data reviews with NRC for two of the three upcoming
meetings. The publfc wi\l!not be invited. Because these meetings had
previously been announced bn our "800" number as open to the public, we will
continue to acknowledge on the recording that these interactions with NRC are
occuring and that summaries of the meetings will be placed in NRC's PDR, but
that members of the public cannot be accormodated. 1 would also note that
some dats reviews with NRC, Tike the one fn Columbus on hydrology last month,
was open to the public. This was announced on the recording and, as a result,
many actually attended.
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For future data reviews between RNWSI (or any project) and NRC, we plan to
defer to the project's judgment. If the project wants the meeting announced
on the recording and the public told they cannot be sccommodated, we will do
it. If the project prefers to not even announce the meeting on the recording,
wve will comply. Please advise me 1f this policy is all right with you or if
we need to change {t. |

With regard to your second question gbout whether these data reviews
complicate the site-specific agreements, we fee} they do not. These
interactions with NRC are bging interpreted by NRC to be outside the scope of
both the Morgan-Davis and the site-specific agreements. According to Seth
Coplan, this opinion has been reviewed by Hub Miller of NRC and by NRC's
0ffice of General Counsel. -

I hope this satfsfactorily bnswers your questfons., I will be happy to meet
with you to discuss this matter further.

Mark W. Fref, Acting Director
Engineering & Licensing Division

Attachment

¢c: D. Vieth
He Miller
S. Coplan
H. Bermanis
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