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June 23, 1993

Mr. David L. Meyer, Chief
Regulatory Publications Branch
Division of Freedom of Information and

Publications Services
Office of Administration
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C. 20555

Re: Draft NRC Staff Technical Position on Consideration of Fault Displacement
Hazards in Geologic Repository Design (58 Fed.Req. 14.594)

Dear Sir:

These comments are submitted by the Edison Electric Institute/Utility Nuclear
Waste and Transportation Program (EE/UWASTE). EEI/UWASTE supports the
above referenced Draft Staff Technical Position (Draft STP) in its recognition of the
acceptability "of designing the geologic repository to take into account the
attendant effects (Ieg. displacement) of faults of regulatory concern." [Draft STP,
p. 1.] As discussed below, however, certain points should be clarified.

Edison Electric Institute (EEI) is the association of the Nation's investor-owned
electric utilities. Its members generate approximately 75% of all the electricity in
the Nation. The EEl's Utility Nuclear Waste and Transportation Program
(EEI/UWASTE) is a group of electric utilities with nuclear energy programs that
seeks to ensure that radioactive waste management and disposal, and nuclear
materials transportation systems, are maintained or developed in a safe,
environmentally sound, publicly acceptable, cost effective and timely manner.

The Draft STP addresses those situations in which faults of regulatory concern
(designated by the NRC as "Type I" faults) exist or are assumed to exist at the
location of systems, structures and components important to safety or waste
isolation. In particular, the Draft STP recognizes the acceptability of DOE's
designing the geologic repository to ltake into account," or "accommodate," or
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"compensate for," the attendant effects M, displacement) of Type I faults. [See,
e a, Draft STP, pp. 1, 2, 5 and 6.] Although it is possible to glean their
meaning from context, nowhere are the terms "take into account," "accommodate."
or "compensate" specifically defined. To reduce uncertainty and avoid
misunderstanding, the final STP should clearly state that Type I faults are
adequately taken into account, accommodated, or compensated for when their
effects do not result in exceeding the pre- and post-closure performance
requirements of 10 CFA Part 60.

Second, pages six and seven contain a discussion of utilizing engineered
measures in repository design. Within that discussion, there is a statement that,
"[lI]f a potentially adverse condition, such as faulting, is present, then DOE is
required by the regulations to thoroughly characterize and analyze the condition,
and in doing so must demonstrate that the condition can be compensated for by
repository design, cerain limited engineering measures, and/or by other favorable
conditions present at this site." [Draft STP, p. 6 (emphasis added).] The
referenced limitations to engineering measures, however, are not identified and
without basis. Accordingly, the words "certain limited" should be eliminated.

EEI/UWASTE hopes that these comments are helpful. If you have any questions
or require additional information, please call me or Mr. Christopher Henkel
(202/508-5510), EEI/UWASTE Program Manager for High-Level Waste.

Sincerely,

Director, Nuclear Waste
and Transportation
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