
%. 5UBo PSILLLK 1

- Ij

DIAIL UP nItVAU uA
eer

PLEAS'E ROuf

J J. Lnehan o

R. L. BallardAGENCY FOR NUCLEAR PROJECTS
NUCLEAR WASTE PROJECT OFFICE

Capitol Complex
Carson City. Nevada 89710

(702) 88543744

0

Carl P. Gertz
.Project Managor

Yucca Mountain Project Office
e United States Department of Energy

. Post Office Box 98518
Las Vegas, Nevada 89193-8518

Dear K{r. Gertz:

Sov that the Yucca Mountain Project has embarked on continuing
its Prototype Drilling Program at a Utah location in.ocktypez.

Fd'~'uetting,~6nl y~tlightly ~iiuil to that existing4 at Yucca
7o-u'ntanrI b'elieve' it is appropriate for this Office to make you
aware of some of our observations and interests in this research
and development aspect of the Project drilling program. As you are
aware, State observers visited the Phase I prototype drilling site,
in Utah, during drilling tests in June.

Our observatiozs of the Prototype Drilling Program to date,
both on-site and from the Program records made available to us
suggest that the DOE is aware, in general terms, of the need for
high quality samples, core, and boreholes in the site
characterization program. The purpose of this letter is to provide
YOU with our views on some of the elements that we believe
Se~dtipieed:>^de6de-iof- f.qualityJ and to assure your
understanding of our expectation that any new methods employed
result in across-the-board quality and down-hole capability at a
level no less than could be achieved through use of existing best
available technology. *

The highest priority of the State of Nevada in its oversight
of the DOE's Prototype Drilling Program is that the Program results
in the availability of equipment and procedures that assure
sufficient subsurface samples of the highest possible quality can
be recovered and retained for necessary scientific analysis and J eS 33
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testing, and the drilled boreholes are of a quality sufficient to
carry out, with maximum reliability any necessary down-hole testing
for whatever period of time might be required in an acceptable
characterization, testing and oversight program. Therefore, our
interest lies not only in assuring the quality of samples and
boreholes available for DOE's site characterization work, but alabl
.in*-ssurinl the*7qual i y"of" ^aitple s ndJboraholm-sf or.£qrbp y Nevida

By, a'.AC. sn~their .ra~eV bind oversight oftDOk's v.workc.1

A few of the elements that we believe are fundamental to
meeting the objective described above are as follows:

- Drilling, sampling, testing and sample packaging procedures
must be such that they can be applied in a manner consistent with
a qualified quality assurance program:

- Intact core and sample recovery capability are maximized so
that the collection of site samples and data is not limited by
methods that result in recovery capability less than that expected
through use of existing best available technology;

- Accurate core and sample depth and location of origin can
be determined with maximum precision and documented;

- Uncontaminated and unaltered core and sample material can
be recovered, to the greatest extent possible, but at least
equivalent in condition to that able to be recovered by use of
existing best available technology:

- Drilling and coring methods are such that boreholes can be
drilled plumb, at least to the extent that can be achieved through
use of existing best available technology;

- Borehole wall conditions, including level of contamination
and physical integrity, are produced at least equivalent lo those
which can be achieved through use of existing best available
technology;

- Drilling and coring methods used provide no greater down-
hole sampling and testing limitations than would result from use
of existing best available technology;

Of course, it is also required by the State that environmental
impacts of drilling and coring be controlled and in accord with
State regulatory requirements. The Nuclear Waste Policy Act
requires further that any significant impacts of site
characterization be minimized.

We are aware that some of the testing involved in your
Prototype Drilling Program involves comparative evaluation of the
results of various new and existing technologies. This is
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appropriate, and further comparative demonstration and evaluation
should be pursued in DOE's current and future prototype drilling
activities. The DOE's activities in the Prototype Drilling Program
should include additional.comparative evaluations in more closely
analogous rocks, and at total depths expected to be drilled and
cored during site characterization.

If you have any questions about the matters discussed in this
letter, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

Robert R. ux
Executive Director

R~RL cs
cc: Robert Browning

Nuclear Regulatory Commission
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