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1.0 PURPOSE AND SCOBE

This procedure defines the requizemerts and responsidbilities £3r prepaze
atizcn, zeviev, and approval of the Yucca Mountain Project Site Charactesisie
ticn Plan (SCP) Stucy Plans. TRis procedure implemants the U.S. Department cf
Energy/U.S. Kuclear Regqulatory Ccomission (DOE/NRC) Format and Content
Requirements for SCP Study Plans (Exhidit l).

2.0 APPLICABILITY

This procedure applies to all Study Plans developed by the Project paz-
tizigants o support the Yucca Mountain Project SCP.

3.0 DEFINITIONS
3.1 DJ0CTMENT REVIEW

A document review is a documented, traceable reviev of dccuments, mate-
cial, cor cata that may consist c¢f a technical review, Assistant Marager for
Administration = Technical Publications (AMAT) review, regulatory review,
guality assurance review, and/or management review.

3.2 INTERIM REVISION NOTICE (ZRN)

An IRN is an approved and controlled document that is used to fempora':¢1
change an approved Study Plan prior to revising the affected pian in acsord-
ance with this procedure, or is used to temporarily change the Statuteoszy SCP
for consistency with an approved Study Plan.

3.3 MANAGEMENT REVIEW

A maragement reviev i3 an examination of a docunment to determine its
compliance with requirements established by approved Yucca Mountain Prosect
management plans, procedures, and DOE policies as descrided by the DOE/Nevada
Operations Office and the Office of Civilian Radicactive Waste Management
(OCRWM). This reviev includes an examination to determine xt the document

vfultzlls the estadlished milestone criteria.

3.4 MANDATORY COMMENTS

Mandatery comments are those a reviewer determines represent significant
technical ccncerns or inconsistencies-with applicable DOE policies and regu-
latory requirements. Mandatcry comments. require resolution by. the author(s) .
and ceviewer. Reviewers must cite the applicable requirement, quality assuz-
ance grovision, or technical rationale fcr changing the SCP Study Plan.
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3.%  NONMANDATORY, SOMMENTS

Nenmandatory comments re those the reviewer designates as suggesticns <@
the authssis) adbout ne organizaticn €2 content Sf the cScument. These come
ments SO MSt constitute 4 significant veakness in the document. Nonmansasssy ﬁ
corments 4fe incerperated as the dassretisn of the auther(s). All nenzansae
| 3s2y comments except ecitsrial changes ace resolved on ccoment respense focoms.

3.6 PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR (PI)

The ?I is che individual who hag the technical responsibilisy €22 a pac-
tisular technical task. This responsilaility includes, bud 18 not Jimited te,
planning and cost contrel, the cay-to-day technical directacn and gsnizsl of
.ae iTem oz astivity, 4nd the assexbly ©f a support team toO accomplisn the

zem ST astivaly. This Serm m2y De SYyncrnymous with task leacer o2 prijes:
eng.nee:. cepending on the Yucca Mountain Projest participants.

! 3.7 QUALIFIED REVIEWER

Qualitiid revievers are independent ¢f the work performed and have
demonstzated expertise in their ared of review. Expertiss can be establishes
“ by tne reviewer’s job desczipticn, educiticn, O other experience.
3.6 QUALITY ASSURANCE REVIEW

A quali b 4 assuzlnce ‘zeview i3 an examination of a document to determune
its compliance with the DCE Ordes xclatan to Quality Assurance (DOE/NV
$700.€8), the Yucsa Mountain Projes: Quality Assuzrance P an (NNWSI/8E-3), ans

Prajest qualizy-related adninistzative procedures.

3.9 REGULATORY REVIEW

A regulatory reviev is an examination ©f a document <O determine sonsiste
ency with the SCP and with applilable NRC requirements and agreements.

3.10 SCP STUDY PLAN

An SCP Study Plan is a DOE document that describes the studies, astivi-
ties, tests, and analyses that constitute site characterization activities as
defined by the Nuclear Waste Policy Amendments Act of 1987. The plan 18 coa-
sistent with the descriptions presented in Chapter 8 of the SCP oz supple-
mented in SCP progress reports. The required level of detail, format, and
centent of the Study Plans are defined in the May.?7 and §, 1986. agreement
between the NRC and the DCE (Exhitit 1).
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3,11 TESHNIZAL REVIEW '

chnical reviev i3 a documented, traceadle reviev performed by
pesscrnel who are independent of those performing the work tut have
an the work descrided. Technical reviews are in-depth, criticsai
and evaluations of documents, material, or data.

4.0 RESPONSIBILITIES
4.1 YUCSA MOUNTAIN PROJECT MANAGER

The Froject Manager or a designee is responsible for final approval cf
the SCP Study Plans and for transmitting SCP Study Plans t¢ the OCRWM for
their appreval.

4.2 CIRECTOR, REGULATORY AND SITE EVALUATION DIVISION (RESED)

The Director, RESED, or a designee i3 responsible for coordinating thc
prepazaticn, review, and approval of SCP Study Plans in accordance with this
precedure, including the resolution of comments generated by the OCRWM, the
NRC, and the State of Kevada. i

€.3 YUCSA MOUNTAZK PROJECT STUDY PLAN COORDINATOR (SEC)

The Yucsa ncun:axn Project SPC is responsidle for assisting the Cirecz:e,
RESED, with cocréination of the Study Plan preparation, zeview, revision, and
approval. The SPC is responsible for all Yucca Mountain Project actions othe
than £inal approvals, letters of direction, &nd approval ¢f mandatery comment
resolutions, and coordinates Yucca Mountain Project Study Plan reviews anong
the divisions of the Yucca Mountain Project Office (Project Office). <The
Yucca Mcuntain Project SEC is a member o£ the Regulatory-Interacticn Branch cf
the RESED.

4.4 TECENICAL PROJECT OFFICERS (TPOS)

The TPOs and their designated technical staff are responsible for pre-
paring and revieving SCP Study Plans in their area of program responsibility
in accordance with the Quality Assurance Plan (QAP) and the Work Breakdown
Structure (WBS), for sudbmitting approved Study Plans to the Yucca Mountain

Project, for providing technical experts for independent Project technical
reviews of SCP Study Plans, and for resolving comments from the Pzaject, the
OCRIM, and the NRC reviews.
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4.5 <TLCHNICAL AND MANAGEMENT SUPPORT SERVICES (TSMSS) SPC

The TEMSS SPC is responsitle for assisting the Project 0f££ise in zeview
and approva. ¢f the SCP Study Plans, including technical, management, qual:-ty
as:u:an'o. and requlatory reviews completed by the Project, the OCRRY, and tne
NRC, and £or tracking the status of Study Plan preparation and review.

4.6 OFFIZE OF CIVILIAN aanxoatfxvz WASTE MANAGEMENT
The OCRWM is responsible for interfacing with the NRC and proeviding

guidance to the Project Office in the area of Study Plan completzcn. The
OCRWM reviews and approves SCP s:udy Plans.

$.0 PROCEDURE
5.1 STICY PLAN PREPARATION

$.1.1 The TPOs desigmate a principal investigator or other technical staff te
prepare Study Plans in accordance with the following requirements:

1. Plans must be editorially consistent with the OCRWM Productiosn
Guidance Manual (1965) to the extent practicadle.

2. Plans must cenfsrm to level of cetail, format, and content spesified
in the May 7 and 8, 1566, DOE/NRC agreement (Exhidit 1).

3. Plans oust include an abstract provided in front of the table cf
contents. '

{. Plans must include an appendix that provides additional infcrmaticn
on the quality assurance measures that will be applied to Study Plan
activities. The appendix must give quality assurance level assign-

J nents for activities.

S. Plans gust be ccnsistent with the descriptions of the étudy given in
Section 6.3 of the Statutory SCP, unless an IRN (Exhibit 2) is
provided.

5.1.2 Participating organizations perform technical reviews of Study Plans
prepared or revised by them in accordance with their procedures.

5.1.3 rhe’rpo or a designee ensures that the Study Plans meet the require-
ments given in paragraph 5.1.1 and that the plans are prepared and reviewed by
qualified staff. ) L - .o

_ . | Ne.
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£.1.4 If che Stﬁdy Plan differs £zom the Statutory SCP -in purpose, goals,
sccpe, or testing methods, then the TPO, or a designee, prepares an IRN
(Exhabas 2) to sequest changes to the SCP.

€.1.5 The TPO oz a designee submits the participant approved Study Plan,.any
IRN and the qualifizations of the principal investigators to the Directcr,
RESED. . :

£.1.6 The Yucsa Mountain Project SPC will maintain a list of qualified
prancipal znvestzgato:s and supporting dosumentation to: the Director, RESED.

€.2 FROJECT REVIEW OF STUDY PLAN

£.2.2 The Yucsa Mountain Preoject SPC, or a designee, documents completion cf
ma;c. steps in the Project review p:ocess on the Checklist £or Review of Study
flans (Exhibat 3).,

£.2.2 Upon receipt of a draft Stud} Plan, thQ.Divisicn Director, RESED, or a
desxg*ee initiates through the TEMSS SPC a screening ceview cf the Study Plan
for cverall format and content consistency with the SCP and -for completeness
¢¢ any Study Plan IRNs.

£.2.3 The TiMSS SPC documents the result of the screening review in 2 mem
the Directss, RESED.

$.2.4 I significant deficiencies are identified, the Director, RESED,
zezurns the Study Plan to the TPO with instructions for revision.

$.2.5 When no s;gniticant deficiencies are identified, the Director, RESED,
cr a designee prepares § written request for management, quality assurance,
requlatory, and technical reviews of the Study Plan in accordance with this |
procedure. The written request establishes the review cciterias, tne propcsed
reviewers, and the schedule for completing the reviev. The review criteria
must be consistent with the definitions of reviev given in this procedure and
ray include additional review criteria, if necessary.

§.2.6 Reviews of Study Plans are performed only by qualified staff. Qualifi-
cations of reviewers vill be completed internally by participant organizaticas |
and provided to the Yucca Mountain Project SPC by the TPO prior to initiatien
cf the Project review. The Yucca Mountain Project SPC maintains & list of
qualified Study Plan reviewvers, pzincipal investigator(s), and supporting
documentaticn.

§.2.7 Reviev criteria should be consistent with the détinitions of revievs
given in this prccedure and may be. supplemented by the Dxrecto:, .RESED, if
recessary.

Supotionol

SCP Management Plan
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£.2.7.: The management reviewers examine the study plan for consistency with
DOE policies and prograzmatic interfaces, including 8s a minimum SCP schedules
and milestones, technical integration, and envizonmental permitting. <The
management reviewers 2180 ensure that quality assurance level assignments have
been completed and satisfy -the applicable provisions of NNWSI/88-$.

2 7.2 The quality assurance reviewers examine the document for consistency
the quality assurance requirements of the-Project, including as & min:mum
the qua.-.y assuzance level assignments for the planned work.

£.2.7.3 The technical reviewers examine the document for consistency with the

te*ﬁnxcal program described in the SCP. They evaluate tne technical adequasy
the Study Plan, including as a minimum the descriptions of proposed tests

and analyses, interrelationships with other studies, ties to performance and

design issues, consideration of alternative test methods, and quality

assurance level assignments.

£.2.7.4 The regulitc:y revievers examine the Study Plan for consi#:ency wit
applicable NRC requirements and agreements. .

£.2.8 Reviewers document all comments on comment resolution forms (CRFs,
Exhibit 4) and categorize comments as mandatory or ncnmandatory (see Secticns
3.4 and 3.5). A proposed resolution should be included, Reviewers zeccrd
editcrial ccmments on the text and attach the text to the set ¢f CRFs.
Edizcrial comments marked on the text will not become part of the pe:manen'
comment-response record. After completing the review, reviewers return Ih
completed CRFs to the Dirzector, RESED.

$.3 COMMENT RESOLUTION

5.3.1 The Yucca Mountain Project SPC compiles a complete set of CRFs and
forwards this get to the responsible TPO. After the principal investigator(s)
reviews the comments, & comment resolution meeting may be scheduled to resclve
mandatory comments. As & minimum, the principal investigateor(s), the Yucca
Mountain Project SPC or a designee, and reviewers will attend the meeting.

$.3.2 If the principal investigator(s) and reviewers are unable to resclve a
mandatory commant, the Director, RESED, develops a final disposition. The
final disposition is based on an agreeadle compromise, an independent techni-
cal reviev, or a peer review. The responsible TPO coordinates zevisicn cf the
Study Plan to address mandatory comments and completion of the final disposi- .
tion column on the CRFs. The responsible TPO sudmits the revised Study Plan
and completed CRFs to the D;:ecto:. R&SED. :

$.3.3 The Yucca Mountain Project SPC.or a desiqnee disttibutes the revised
Study Plan and CRFs for mandatory comments to the reviewers.

uc.
a2 1..2¢
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£€.3.4 The revievers will verify resoclutions of their mandatory comments. ¢
their mandatory comments have been resclved, the reviewers sign and zetusn
theizr Cifs to cthe Dizector, RESED.

3.5 the mandatory comment resolucion is inadequate, the reviewer ncsi-
ies the Cizecesr, RESED. The Director, RESED, returns the package to the
spcnsible TPO with instructions for revision.

" )

£.3.6 When comment gesclution is finalized, the Director, RESED, will s:gn -
the review checklist (Exhibit 2).

$.4 YUCTA MCUNTAIN PROJECT APFROVAL

Tpen sompletion 0f the management, quality assurance, regulatory, anc
sechnical reviews, a copy ©f the revised Study Plan and the corment resolusion
record 1s submitted to the Director, RESED, for approval. 7The Director,
RESED, signs the Yucca Mountain Project approval form (Exhibit S) and forwards
the form to the Preject Quality Manager and the Project Manager for signature.

€.5 OCRWM REVIEW AND APPROVAL

$.8.1 The OCRWM reviews SCP Study Plans in parallel with or folloving :he
Project zeview., The Director, RESED, provides the lead Branch Chief, OCRWM,
ten ccpies of the Study Plan and any SCP IRNs. The OCRWM review of the S:zuly
F.an is completed in actordance with their procedures.

$.5.2 After the OCRWM has completed their Study Plan review and consclidated
their comments on OCRWM CRFS, a comment resolution meeting may be scheduled 2
discuss the OCRWM mandatory comments and tO reach agreement with the Projeécs
crn the proposed regsolutions. As a minimum, the principal investigator(s) an2
the Yucca Mountain Project SPC or a designee participate in the comment
resolution meeting.

§.5.3 1If the participants in the OCRWM comment resolution meeting are unable
to resclve a mandatory comment, then the lead OCRWM Branch Chief and the
Directcr, RESED, develop a final resolution based on an agreeable compromise,
an independent technical review, or a peer review. If resolution cannot be
obtained at this level, the appropriate Headquarters Division Director and the
Yucca Mountain Project Manager are consulted to facilitate comment resolut:icrn.

$.5.4 The Director, RESED, directs the tesponsibld TPO to initiate resoluticn
of the comments and revision of the Study Plan. The responsidble TPO submits
the revised text and completed OCRWM CRFs to the Yucca Mountain Project SEC.

$.5.5 The Yucca Mountain Project SEC or a designee reviews the.revised Study
Plan to verify the adequacy of the changes to the text and advises the

— - . p—
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irectss, RESED, of the results. If the OCRWM comment resolution is incom=
plete, the Director, RESED, returns the Study Plan to the responsible TPO fc:
addizisnal revisicn., I the resolution of OCRWM comments is deemed to be
adequate, the D.:ec°o:, RESED, Projest Quality Manager, and Preject Manager
approve the Study Plan (Exhibit §). The Director, RESED, forwards the Study
Plan to the OCRWY for approval.

5.6 NRC REVIEW

5.€.1 After OCRWM approval, the OCRWM forwards the Study Plan to the NRC £¢
:evzew and to the State of Nevada for their information. The OCRWM also

£crvards a copy of the completed OCRWM CRFs to the Director, RESED, £o: the
E:.Ject file.

$.€.2 The Yucca Mountain Project SPC or a designee documents written comments

received from the NRC on CRFs (Exhibit 4). 7The Yucca Mountain Project SPC and

the princigpal ;nvestiqato:(l) work with the OCRW{ to develop proposed gesolu-

ticns to the NRC written comments. This may include meetings with the NRC for

cla: f£ication of the written comments and for diacuasion ¢of proposed resolu-
icns to the written comments.

5.6.3 The TPO or a designee revises the Study Plan according to the preopesed
zesolutions to address major NRC and State of Nevada comments and submils the
revised Study Flan and completed CRFs te the Director, RESED.

£.€.4 The Yucca Mountain Project SPC reviews the revised Study Plan to ve:zfy
that the NRC comments have been adequately addressed. If the comment resoiu-
tion is incomplete, the Director, RCSED, returns the Study Plan to the respon-
sible TPO for revision. 1If the comment resoluticn is adequate, the Directos,
RESED, Project Quality Manager, and Project Manager sign the approval sheet
(Exhibit §). The Project Hanagc: forwazrds the Study Flan to the OCRWM for
their approval.

5.7 REVISION OF APPROVED STUDY PLANS

If revisions to appzovod Study Plans prove to be necessary, proposed revisions
are incorporated by the principal investigator or a designee as directed by
the Project Office. Revisions may be initiated by the principal investiga-
tor(s), the TPO, or representatives of the Yucca Mountain Project.

5.7.1 Revision and review of major changes to the purpose, scope, testing
strategy, test methods, and quality assu:ance level assignments follow the
procedures outlined in Sections 5.2 and %.3 for thie preparation and review cf
the original Study Blan, .

$.7.2 To implement minér zevisions to an apptoved Study Plam, the TPO cr a
designee prepares an IRN (Exhibit 2) as a temporary method to identify these

Lffective Date
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Cffective Date Revisien

changes. The :ciponsiblo TPO appzoves the IRN and submits the signed IRN %o
the Cirector, RESED, for review and approval. .

§.7.3 The fizecicr, RISED, evaluates the scope of the IRN and, if necessary,
"prepares & transmisttal letter 0 initiate a Project review of the IRN. A Pro-
lect review 1s only required if the Director, RESED, does not consider the
p:-pcsed gevisions to be minoz. The transmittal letter will define the types
of review required :o. IRN approval.

£.7.4 The reviewer(s) documents all comman:s on the IRN and proposed rerolu-
tions tc the comments on CRFs (see Section £.2.8). :

.5.7.8 The Director, RESED, compiles a complete set of CREs and forwacds this
s2t to the responsible TPO. Comment resolution tollowa the proceduces
established in Section 5.3 of this procedure.

S.8 DISTRIBUTION OF SCP STUDY PLANS AND IRNS

Study Plans and IRNs are maintained and controlled in accbzdanée vith
QMP-0€-02, Document Contzel. Study Flans and IRNs are distributed by the
TEMSS Information Managemen: Division to individuals designated by the

Direczor, RESED. o
TN
€.0 REFERENCES UB‘MUVW u Ubl’:’lﬂ,ﬁ@

Nuclear Waste Policy Amendments Act of 1987, December 21, 1987, in
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1987. Public Law 100-203,
December 22, 1587,

U.S. Department of Enezgy, Ottice of Civilian Radicactive Waste
Management, 198S. Production Guidance Manual.

U.S. Departme.: of Energy, Nevada Operations Office, June 26, 1961.
Quality Assurance Plan, NNWSI/8E-5 (Revision 1), Las Vegas, Nevada.

U.S. Department of Energy, Yucca Hountain Project Office, 1988 (in
prepazration). QMP-06-02, Document Control (Revision 0).

7.0 APPLICABLE FORMS
Exhibit 2. Interim Revisicn Notice.

Exhibit 3. Checklist for Review of Study Plans.
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Exhibit . Study Plan Comment Resolution form.

Exhitiz &. Approval Form for Study Plans.

8.0 QUALITY ASSURANCE RECORDS
1. Docﬁmcnt submitted for ievicv.
2. Transmittal letter initiating Project reviev.

Reviever qualifications documents.

4. Complete copy of the comment resolution record.

S. Completed Study Plan checklist.

€. Approved revisions of the Study Plan.

Supecsedes

SCP Management Plan
Section 6, Revision 2
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2.

Purpase and Obdestives of Studies:

1.1 Objectives of the Study

[ X

Describe the information that will be obtained in this study.
Briefly discuss how this information will be used: and

.2 Regulatory Rationale and Justification -

Provide the rationale and justification for the information to be
cbtained by the study. It can be justified by: 1) & performance
gcal and a confidence level in that goal (developed via the perform-
ance allocation process and results that will be descridbed elsewhere
. in the SCP); 2) a design goal and a confidence level in that goal
(design goals beyond those related to performance issues); 3) direct
Federal, State, and other regulatory requirements for specific
studies. Where relevant performance or design goals actually apply
at a higher level than the study (e.g., vhere the goals apply to a
group of studies), describe the relationship bttwcen this study and -
that higher level goal.

Ratiscnale for Selected Study:

2.1 Technical Rationale and Justification

Provide the ratic.ele and justification for the selected tests and
analyses (including standard tests). Indicate the alternative test -
and analytical methods from which they ware sslected, including
options for type of test, instrumentation, data collection and
recording, and alternative analytical approaches. Describe the
advantages and limitatigns of the variocus cptions; and

Provide the raticnale for the selected number, locatien, duraticn,

and timing of tests with consideration to varicus sources of uncer-
tainty (e.g., test method, interference with other tests, and esti-
mated parameter variability). This rationale should also identify

Exhibit 1, DOE/NRC ﬁéquitements for Format and Content of SCP'Study'Pldns.

Effective Date Supecsedes
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?

reasonable alternatives: summarize reasons for not selecting these
alternataves, and reference, if availabie, repor:s wnz-” evaluase
alternatives considezed,

2.2 Constraints on the study

Desczibe the constraints that exist for the study, and explaia hew
these constraints affect selecticn of test methods and analytical
approaches. Factors to be considered include:

- Potential impacts on the site from testing:

- Whether the study needs to simulate repository condizions:

- Required accuracy and precision of parameters to be melsu:ed wish
test instrumentatiorn:

- limits of analyticai methods that will use the informaticn frem
the tests: ‘

= Capabilicty of analytz*nl pethods to support the study:

Time required versus time available to complete the study:

= The scale of the phencmena, especially the limitations ¢f the
equipment relative to the scale of the phencmena TO be measured
and the applicability of studies conducted in the laboratory to
the scale of the phenomena in the field:

- Interrelationships of tests involving significant interference
with other tests and how plans have been designed or sequenced ==
address such interference; and

= Interrelationships involving significant interference among tests
and ESF design and construction, as appropriate (refer to Sectien
:.4 of the SCP or its refe::...es for specific ESF design informa-
tion). ‘ ,

3, Descriztion of Tests and Analyses:

0 Since studies are comprised of tests and analyses, provide for each
type of test:

- Describe the general approach that will be used in the test.
Dascribe key parameters that will be measured in the test and the
experimental conditions under which the test will be conducted.
Indicate the number of tests and their locations (e.g., spatial
location relative to the site, ESF elements, repository layout,
stratigraphic units, depth, and test locatien):

Exhitit 1. DOE/NRC Requi:ements for ro:mat and CQntent cf SCp Study Plans
(continued),

. ———
Supecsedes Page i Ne.
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- Summazrize the test methods, Reference any standard procedures
(e.g., ASTH, API) to De used. If any of the procedures to be used
aze not standard, or if a standard procedure will be modified,
sumnazize the steps of the test, hovw it will be modified, and
reference the technical procedures that will be followed duzing the
test. If proceduzes are not yet available, indicate when they will
be available. Indicate the level of quality assurance and p:ovide
& rationale for any tests which are not judged to be QA Level I.
Reference the applicable specitic QA requirements that wvill be
applied to the test:

- Specify the tolerance, accuracy, and precision required in the
test, vhere appropriate;

= Indicate the range of expected results of the test and the basis
for those expected results;

- List the equipment required for the test and describe briefly any
such equipment that is special;

= Describe techniques to be used for dats reduction and analysis cf
the results;

= Discuss the representativeness of the test including why the test
results are considered representative of future conditions or the
spatial variability of existing conditions. Alsc indicate
1imi§ations and uncertainti.. that will apply to the use of the
results;

- Provide illustrations such as maps, cross sections, and facility
design drawimgs to show the locations of teat: and schematic
layouts of tests, and

= Relationship of the test to the set pc:!otmance qoals and
confidence levels.

o For each type of analysis:

- State the purpose of the analysis, indicating the testing or design
activity being supported. Indicate what conditions or environments
will be evaluated and any sengitivity or uncertainty analyses that
will be performed. Discuss the relationship of tho analysis to the
set performance goals and confidence levels;

= Describe the methods of analyeis, including any analytical
expressions and numerical models that will be employed;

- Reference the technical procedures document that will be followed
during the analysis. If proceduces are not yet availadle, indicate
when they will be availadle. Indicate the level of quality

Exhibit 1. DOE/NRC Requirements for Format and Content of SCP Study Plans
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(continued). _ .
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assuzance that vill be applied to the analysis and provide a .
rationale £o5r any analyses that arze nct judged to be QA Level 2.
Reference the applicable QA requirements:
= lgenzify the data inpuc requirenents of the analysis:
Desczibe the expected cutput and accuracy of the analysis: and
Desc:ibe the representativeness ¢f the analytical approach (e.g.,
1th respest to spatial variability of existing conditions and
tutu:e conditions) and indicate limitations and uncertainties that -
will apply to the results.

Apolication ¢f Results:

Briefly discuss vhere the results from the study will be used £or the
suppezt of other studies (performance assessment, design, and
crhazactezization studies):

{.1 Resolu:ioﬁ of Design and Performance Issues

For . pezformance assessment uses, refer to specific performance

_ assessment analyses (descrided in Section 8.3.5 of the SCP) that
will use the information produced from the studies described above,
and refer to any use of the results for model validation:

For design uses, refer to, or descridbe, vhere the informaticn from
the study desczibed above will be used in construction equipment
design and developmant, and engineering system design and
development (e.g., vaste package, repository engineered barrziers,
and shafts and borehole seals); and

4.2 Interfaces with other site characterization studies
For chazacterization uses, refer to, or descridbe, where the infcrma-

tion from the study descrided above will be used in planning sther
characterization activities.

Exhidbit 1. -DOE/NRC Requirements for Format and Content of. SCP Study Plans
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S. Schedules an& Milestones: . . I

o Pravide the durations of and interrelationships among the principal
activities associated with conducting the study (e.g., preparation
of test procedures, test set-ups, testing, data analyses, preparation
cf reporss), and indicate the key milestones including decision points
associated with the study activities;

o Desczibe the timing of this study relative to other studies and other
program activizies that will affect, or will be effected by, the
schedule for completion of the subject study: and

T o Dates for activities or milestones, including durations and inter-
relationships, for the study plans will be provided. These should
reference the master schedules provided in Section 6.5. of the SCP.
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