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SUBJECT: Commitments Status Report From the QuarteTrly Meeting ox-States '
and Indian Tribes Held in Spokane, Washington, February 12, 1987

TO: Distribution

The following status report is provided for Commitments 1, 3, !
6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 15, and 17 from the February 12,

s-' 1987, Spokane, Washington, Quarterly Meeting. We will report
the status for Commitments 2, 4, 14, and 16 in the next couple
weeks.
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If you have any questions or comments, please contact Judy Leahy
on (202) 586-8320.

Commitment Status

1. DOE will inform the States
and Indian Tribes of steps to
ensure opportunities for
meaningful participation of
the States and Indian Tribes
in the DOE/NAS technical
meetings.

3. DOE will send a copy of the
FY 88 budget request to the
States and Indian Tribes.

7050W80007 870409
PDR WASTE
WM-1 PDR

The States and Indian Tribes
were invited to the most recent
meeting of the NAS Board on
March 26, 1987, at which the
subject of State/Tribal partic-
ipation was discussed. Future
NAS Board meetings will also be
open to the States and Indian
Tribes. The attached handouts
(see attachment 1) were discussed
and comments were received from
the States and Indian Tribes.
DOE will continue to work with
the NAS to help ensure that
meaningful opportunities for
involvement are provided. DOE
understands that the next Board
meeting, scheduled for July 14,
1987, in Seattle, Washington,
will allow for significant input
by the States and Indian Tribes
regarding their technical
concerns.

Copy of "Fiscal Year 1988
Congressional Request Civilian
Radioactive Waste Research and
Development, Nuclear Waste Fund"
was sent to State and Indian
Tribe representatives
February 17, 1987.
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5. DOE is available to meet with
the States and affected Indian
Tribes to discuss the Mission
Plan Amendment before the
April 3 deadline for comments.

6. At the DOE/NRC Interagency
Coordinating Committee meeting,
DOE will discuss with the States
and Indian Tribes the LSS and
the negotiated rulemaking,
pending the S. Kale conversa-
tion with procurement
officials.

7. BWIP will meet during the
week of February 17-20 with
the State of Washington and
the Indian Tribes to address
technical scoping. and how
full-year funding can be
awarded in an expeditious
manner.

8. BWIP will provide to the State
of Washington and the Indian
Tribes the exact date for
closure on their grants as
soon as possible after the
meeting referenced above.

9. Each Project Office will
continue to work with the
States and Indian Tribes to
come to agreement on full-year
grants.

10. DOE will put on the ISCG agenda
a discussion of grant problems
and possible approaches to
resolve problems.

Conversations were held with
each State and Indian Tribe
representative regarding the
draft Mission Plan Amendment.
However, there were no requests
for a meeting.

Because of the status of the
procurement for the LSS, a
meeting scheduled for March 25,
1987, was postponed (see attached
letter dated March 5, 1987). In
view of the NRC's planned
establishment of an Advisory
Committee, it may be best to have
further discussions in this
context. DOE would, however, be
willing to have prior discussions
if the States and Indian Tribes
wish.

Completed. Meeting held
February 18, 1987. Issue also
discussed at ISCG Meeting
March 10-12, 1987.

Completed. Meeting held
February 18, 1987. Issue also
discussed at ISCG Meeting
March 10-12, 1987. Washington
Legislature and Indian Tribes
grants awarded March 31, 1987;
Washington Department of Ecology
grant awarded March 24, 1987.

Completed. Issue discussed at
ISCG Meeting March 10-12, 1987,
(see attachment 3).

Completed. Item added to
March 12, 1987, ISCG Meeting
(see attachment 3).
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11. DOE/HQ and BWIP will contact
the State of Washington and
the Indian Tribes to discuss
and resolve quality assurance
issues.

12. DOE will provide a description
at the ISCG of the format of
SCP reference documents and
of the locations where the
documents will be provided, and
DOE will provide all reference
documents at the same time the
SCPs are released.

13. NNWSI will provide the State of
Nevada with letters regarding
participation in the stop work
orders, and will provide a
briefing at the State's request.

15. DOE/HQ and the Project Offices
will:
a) continue to work on near-
term funding issues, identify
any recommendations for
changes, and report at the
next ISCG meeting; and
b) work on the near-term needs
for urgent action to release
funds.

17. DOE will poll the States and
Indian Tribes on the proposal
to hold the next quarterly
meeting in Las Vegas and on
the date for that meeting.

Completed. Issues discussed
at the ISCG Meeting March 11,
1987.

Completed. Description provided
at the ISCG Meeting March 12,
1987, (see attachment 4).

Completed. Letter sent to
Bob Loux on March 24, 1987,
(see attachment 5).

Completed. Progress report
given at ISCG Meeting
March 10-12, 1987, (see
attachment 3).

Completed. Memorandum sent
February 24, 1987, polling
State and Indian Tribe repre-
sentatives for the date and
location of next meeting (see
attachment 6). Next meeting
scheduled for May 28, 1987, in
Las Vegas, Nevada.

Stephen H. Kale
Associate Director for

Geologic Repositories
Office of Civilian Radioactive
Waste Management

Attachments
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ihe general objective of this stuxy is to corduct a continuint
technical review and evaluation of certain porticns, selected by the National
Research Oacil, of the U. S. Deparbent of Energy's program for the
characterization of each of three candidate sites preliminary to the selection of
one to be the first geologic -re;sitory for high level radioactive waste. The

National Pesearch ncil, throuh its Board on Radioactive Waste Management, will
conuct the study as follows:

1. The Cairan - National Fesearch 0zcil, pon re raton from the

Cmnission on Physical Sciencs, Ma Femati a srces and its Board on

:adioactive Waste Managent (E;) will apoint three zultidisciplinary panels

of e imately twelve experts each in such fields as geolo sciences,
including rock nechanics, g isty and hydrology; esvintal science;

socio-economic sciences: radiioloy ad health physics: public policy,

IludiM law ard regulatory practices; systems analysis: and repository
engineering (e.g., consideratos of corrosion, chemical engineermn, and

thermo-hydraulic engineerg).

2. The panel for each site will review the scientific and technical adequacy
of doo.mntation slppozting portions of:
a. the program for site characterization including assesssent of key elements

of MOE's scientific analysis-particularly the identification of critical
urrtainties and limitations in the analytic framework;

b. the performane assessn nt for the repository and the waste padkages
includlxg, where necessary, a~raisal of the soope and quality of tehnical
jiiednts leadirg to vajor technical decisions;

c. the iil entation of the experileal program and vabsequent analysis
inclaxirg identification of iiortant scientific and technical issues that

deserve greater attention.



4.-

Wrbw fthe site characterization phase of the Radioactive Waste Repository
Program, significant detailed scientific axi tedmical questions associated with

the caindidate repository sites may arise. WM Co~ent frm the National

Research Council may be helpful, ard is both within the czet ce of the

asstbled stsdy group and apprqrite for study aid review by the Research
Couil, the panels wil onider addressing such questions.

3. Reports including conclusions aid e dations will be prepared by the

panels, review id airdanoe with stardin Acadm pr res, and educed

in sufficient quantity to ensure distribtio to the sponsor, to ocamittee
ozbers, and to othr relevant parties in ardanoe with Acadeny policy. The

reports will be made available to the public without restriction.
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The following tatesents are indicative of the operating p ers
the Board interds to set p for the site characteriation panels
rested by the arbint of Energy

Amy
1 *The QCairman of the National Research Oauncilyp1) has agreed to a request

by the Directo of the Dp omvt of Energy's (DOE) Office of Civilian
Iadioactive Waste Management for scientific and technical advice durino the
site characterization phase of the national geological repository program.

An/
2. Upon n tiation of an a riathe NM is prepared to

establish three separate panels, one for each site to be characteized, to
review the technical bases for portions of the DOE caractization
programs

3. The role of each panel will be to evaluate key tednical aspects of the DOE
site characterizaticn program for omrpleteness and aacy, and to provide
a edhanid by which valid technical coenes fru outside the DOE program
can be given a rite and tiuely amsideraticn.

4. Three panels, one for each site to be charaized, will be established
with rmubers selected in a saz with current NAS/NRC procedures and
appointed for an initial term of three years. Althoh tere will
generally be separate mRibezs for each panel, sHe iber may serve on
uIre than ant panel where the material under review is similar.

5. The Board an Radioactive Waste Management (PW) will provide ontnin
oversight to each panel as well as a cross-ctting fncticn between panels.

6. Meetings will generally be held at the sites being characterized or in
Washington D.C., aid their frerey will deped upon the rate at which
technical material of interest to each panel is generated.



7. Bdance notice of each mieting, with a preliminary agenda and an irnvitation
to attend, will be sent to the designated technical representative of each
affected State ard Indian tribe.

8. It is interded that the first maeting of each panl and, as deemnd
desirable,t meetings frm time to tins will be held in
conjicmtio with a m detirq of the Board on Radioactive Waste Management:
ard that public attedanoe will be edxragd rinq the open portion of
the Aeetinms.

9. Subsequent panel meetings wil sully include both open ard Fcecutive
sessions. The cpen sessions may onsist of technical presntations by DOE,
DOE coAtraos, panel consultants, or invited guests baviM techicall
info tion to present and, consistent with space limitations, will be open
to intobservers. AkV document Smnitted as irp& to a panel will
be accepted and considered waly if the suplier of the doorment is willin
to make it available withlut restriction to other parties. The
executive sessions will be restricted to panel febers, Inbers of the
Board on Radioactive Waste Management, and Research Concil consultants and
staff.

10. Invited guests will be scheduled on the agerda at the discretion of the
chairman on specific tUics of conzcern to panel fibers or, failin such
specific scheduling, will be given an opportunity to make brief technical
remarks to the panel at each meeting. If an invited guest desires more of
the panel's consideraticn than the brief remark period will permit, he or
she shold sublit the concern, in writing, to the panel staff at least two
weeks prior to the meeting.

11. 7he panels are not intended to provide fora for polemics, nor can they
redress worons, real or imaginary. Panel chairmn will, therefore, limit
both presentations to the panels and the work of the panel mers to
technical matters. Panels wil, however, seek written cent on technical
matters frcm, and will strive to maintain active contact with aid



pcartc a of, the tedhnil representative or review organization set
Up by eari first sr repository State or Indian tribe. Invited technical
representatives will be erarage to participate in all qren sessions of
the panels, to coamnt on materials presented to the panels, ard to provide
written aid oral cmnts on panel reports ae they are reviewed in the

Academy's normal procedure and jeleased to the p.3blic.

12. Interted parties, other than invited guests of a panel, will be admitted
to the cpen sessions as dxservers on a first-coextfirst-served basis
limited by the capacity of the meetin zon. Omervers may not ask
questions or speak or otherwise participate in the metim and may be asked
to leave (on a last first cut basis) to make v, for arrivin invited
guests.-

13. Although the formal product of each panel will be a seqw= of written
reports, provision will be Made in pen s ions for panel mnbers to
discuss issues and to questicn informally the invited representatives of
DOE, its cU actors,ad other agencies, rganizatiens or intereted
parties on tecinical matters.

14. Panel reports will be prepared fru tims to time at the panel's initiative
and as the pane del aAae. The reports will be based pon
tecnical material ludir dounted personal c icatis provided by
DME or otherwise dytained by the panel. No report will be prepared on
material presented to a panel that is not also available to other
interested parties upon reqmt, although an such material presented
during the qgen session portion of a panel matin may be the subject of
ocsnt by in tividual panel members. Panel reports will be reviewed under
existim Academy procedures, and prepared in sufficient quantity to ensure
their distrIbtion to the sponsor, to committee members, and to other
relevant parties in acdar with Acade' policy. They will be available
to the public without restriction.

15. The results of the panels' efforts are expected to be reports that will
assess the technical basis for portions of the DOE Site Characterization
Program and, ute necessary, indicate a need and rationale to consider



d onal factors. he reports will review and hcld clarify selected

iqmrtant technical aspects wrderlying the pross for drara ing

sites, should illuminate residual uoexrtaLnties. e reports will wot

ocrisidw zei-tac al aspects of site dha racte rizatkia. he sults will

not, Iwer, px ide I m e rdit vexification of the acuracy of raw data,

assess overall program adeqay, or evaluate site adeguay for repository

use.
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Department of Energy
Washington, DC 20585

March 5, 1987

Mr. Joseph 0. Bunting, Chief
Policy and Program Control Branch
Division of Waste Management
Office of Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
7915 Eastern Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20555

Dear Mr. Bunting:

Charles Head of my staff and Phil Altomare of your staff have
arranged for a meeting of the DOE/NRC Licensing Support System
(LSS) Interagency Coordinating Committee (ICC) to be held on
March 25, 1987. Unfortunately, this date occurs shortly prior to
the date on which we expect to receive the responses to our
request for proposals (RFP) for a contractor to carry out the
design and implementation of the LSS.

I am confident that a number of parties interested in our
procurement action would attend the LSS ICC meeting, and that
both those parties and the representatives of the States and
Indian Tribes will wish to ask questions concerning the RFP

k-' and/or DOE's plans for proceeding with the LSS, including the
procurement process and the manner in which they will be involved
in it or affected by it. However, DOE's procurement specialists
have informed us that, to avoid potentially prejudicing the
procurement process, we will be unable to answer questions that
touch in any way on the RFP or the associated procurement
process, or in any other manner discuss these matters.

This restriction places such a limitation on the meeting that I
have decided that it should not be held at this time. Otherwise
I am sure that we would greatly disappoint the non-DOE/NRC
attendees by calling them in from all over the country and then
refusing to answer their questions. Charles Head has already
informed Phil Altomare and Chip Cameron of this decision, and has
begun to contact representatives of the States and Tribes to
inform them and determine a suitable, later, date on which to
reschedule the meeting. We are expecting at least a five week
delay to place us well beyond the proposal preparation period.

C op~~C+
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I apologize for this abrupt change in our plans, but I believe
that it is clearly in the best interests of our two agencies, and
the other meeting participants, to delay the meeting as I am
doing. Thank you for your understanding and cooperation.

Sincerely,

Ra ein, Director
Engineering and Geotechnology

Division
Office of Civilian Radioactive
Waste Management

Copy to:
Phil Altomare, NRC
Chip Cameron, NRC
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Jnited States Government Department of Energy

memorandum
DATE: APR O 11987

REPLY TO
ATTN OF: RW-223

SUwECT: Grant Review Process

To: J. Anttonen, BWIP
J. Neff, SRPO
D. Vieth, NNWSI

ii- At the Institutional/Socioeconomic Coordination Group meeting in
Albuquerque, New Mexico, on March 12, 1987, a new grant
review process was discussed and agreed to. The purpose of
the revised process is to speed the review of grant
applications and to be more responsive to the needs of the
States and Indian Tribes.

By now your staff should have briefed you on the content of this
process. If you have any questions, please contact Allen Benson.

The following process should now be in place for the review of
grant applications:

*GRANT REVIEW PROCEDURES*

- POs survey eligible jurisdictions to develop three-year budget
and program projections and annual updates as required. WPAS
schedule should be followed.

- Grant applications submitted by States/Tribes to POs at least
four months prior to expiration of current grant. POs send
copies to HQ.

- POs immediately set schedule for 90-day review of applications
and notify HQ of schedule.

- POs notify applicants of application receipt indicating review
schedule.

- POs prepare analyses and recommendations for grant award and
send within 30 days to HQ for concurrence.

- Proposals and PO analyses are distributed at HQ to OGR
divisions, OGC, and Weston for 2-week review.

- Tiger Team composed of PO and HQ reviewers meets, if needed, to
review applications to resolve outstanding issues.

- Pos prepare award documents and send to HQ for concurrence.
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EQ concurs on award documents and forwards to POs.

Pos make grant award and develop schedule and plan to resolve
outstanding issues. Grant award should specify activities that
are justified and approved for funding, activities which are not
approved for funding and the reason(s) why, and those activities
for which additional information is required before a
determination is made on funding. States and Indian Tribes are
to be notified of the schedule and plan for resolving outstanding
issues. Partial full-year awards will be made if all outstanding
issues cannot be resolved.

DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES

- POs administer grants.

- POs have responsibility for the maintenance of the documenta-
tion and administrative record for grants activities.

- HQ maintains financial clearinghouse which includes copies of
all grant applications, awards, modifications, amendments, and
other grant related correspondence.

- HQ maintains computerized grant application tracking system.

Stephen H. Kale
Associate Director for

Geologic Repositories
Office of Civilian Radioactive
Waste Management
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SCP REFERENCE DOCUMENTS

TIMING:

LOCATION:

FORMATs

References will be available at the time
the SCP is released.

References will be sent to the usual State
and Indian Tribe contacts (one set each).

References will be available for inspection
in the DOE Operations Office closest to
the site (e.g., Nevada, Richland) and at
the DOE Headquarters Reading Room in
Washington, D.C.

Additional requests will be handled on a
case-by-case basis.

References will be available in either hard
copy or microfiche (whichever DOE has).
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Department of Energy
Nevaft Opere.:monOffice

P. O. Box 14100
La Vegas. NV 8S114.4100

PAR 24 A197

Robert R. Loux, Jr., Executive Director
Nuclear Waste Project office
State of Nevada
Evergreen Center
Suite 252

K.-' 1802 North Carson Street
Carson City, NV 89701

CLARIFICATION OF POINT RAISED AT QUARTERLY MIEETING REGARDING STATE REVIEW OF
STOP WORK ORDERS (SVO)

Dear Bob,

At the recent quarterly meeting In Spokane, Washington, Carl Johnson indicated
that the state of Nevada may not have been given comparable treatment as the
state of Washington and Indian Tribes with regard to access to information
pertinent to 5Uos. The point arose after the Basalt Yaste Isolation Project
(DVIP) Manager indicated that they had offered Yashington State and Indian
Tribes a briefing on the status of their SWOs. Carl subsequently Indicated
that the state of Nevada had requested a briefing and had been refused by my
office.

At that point, I indicated the position Carl stated vas inaccurate. We
further pointed out that your request was to have a formal reviev of the
corrective actions vith your office and the U.S. Nuclear RUgulatory Commission
prior to resumption of vork. It vas noted that this proposal vas rejected,
but a detailed briefing, similar to the one offered by the DVIP, vas extended
to your office (see last paragraph of October 7, 1986, letter that Is
enclosed). Per the commitment made at the Spokane meeting, I am providing
copies of your incoming letter and our response. I have checked our
correspondence files vith Jim Blaylock, and would like to note that there has
not been any record of our offer being pursued.

There is one final point that I vant to address vith regard to the State's
understanding of the status of the Nevada Nuclear Waste Storage Investigations
Project Quality Assurance situation and SYO. The State routinely receives
timely information through tvo channels. Both you and Carl Johnson receive
copies of the Nevada Nuclear Vaste Storage Investigations (NNSI) Project
Veekly Highlights Report. Since October 1986, the first topic covered by the
report has been stop work status. Also, a member of your staff attends my
monthly management meeting vith my contractors. At these meetings in
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October, November, December, January, and February, we have had a detailed
reviev of the status of the SYOM. Ve vould hope that a balanced picture of
the Information availlble to the state of Nevada vith regard to the MWOs vould
be presented.

Sincerelyt

Donald L. Vieth, Director
VPOMDV-1190 Vaste kanagement Project Office

Enclosunes V
1. Ltr, Loux to Vieth, dtd 7/24/86
2. Ltr, Vieth to Loux, dtd 10/7/86

cc v/encls:
V. J. Cassella, BO (RV-222) PORS
D. C. Nevtonl HQ (RV-24) FORS
A. B. Benson, EQ (RV-252) FORS
J. P. Knight, 0Q (Ra-24) FORS
Edvard Regnier, H0 (RV-24) FORS
S. B. Klein, LIC, Las Vegas, NV
H. D. Voegale, SAIC, Ls Vegas, NV
R. V. Taft, A S, NV ... ..
D. T. Schueler, DHGR, NV
N. P. Kunich, lVPO, NV
I. S. Blanchard, UPO, RV
L. P. Skousen, 9XPO, NV
Y. R. Dixon, VKPO, IV
J. S. Styuianskit WMPO, NV

C..- I I I.; ... . .. . . . .. - ... _

- S
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f R. MAN StAtE OF NEVADA nooIs I M

C;c: AGENCY FOR NUCLEAR PROJECTS
CC; . - NUCLEAR WASTE PROJECT OFFICE

CC-2 C&pliot CoMpple
Carson CaIy. fleada *9710

CC: t-:'"-" 4 i?02j US-3?44

CC.
v Ago, July 24, 1986

ACTIOkL.azA.
INFO ____ -_

#8Fe
Dr. Donald Vieth * -_-
U.8. Department of Energy AMA.
Nevada Operations Office AME&S P
Post Office Box 14100 AM &
Las Vegas, Nevada 89114-4100 AMO ___ _

Dear Dr. Vietht

I au in receipt of your letter of July 14, 1986, transmitting
the Nevada Nuclear Waste Storage Investigations (N2wsI) Project
Suspension of Work Orders, and I appreciate receiving them.
However, my concern Is with the actions being taken by yourself
and the various contractors to resolve the problems which resulted
In the Stop Work Orders themselves. To that end, I am requesting
that your Office provide me with a copy of all of the corrective
action plans designed by the various contractors to alleviate the
current quality assurance problems. Additionally, prior to any
resumption of work, I would like to request a formal review of
those plans with you and the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRCJ
in order that we may be able to evaluate on our own whether or not
those plans are sufficient in terms of assuring the quality of the
work to be conducted in characterizing Yucca Kountain as a
potential high-level waste repository site. I believe that the
Issue of quality assurance, both in terms of future work as well
as your plans to certify historic work which was not conducted
under the auspices of a quality assurance program, needs to be
thoroughly reviewed and evaluated in order to ascertain whether or
not the historical data will be useable in a licensing proceedings
and to ensure that future work wiii, In fact, be admissible.

I look forward to discussing this matter with you and members
of the NRC in greater details and I am hopeful that we can conduct
this review in a timely fashion In order that It Vill not impact
your schedule.
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ShoutA you bave any questionst please do not he6itete to
contact m.

Sincerely,

Robert R. Louz
Executive Director

RRL/gjb

cc: Mr. Robert DroWning. Director, Waste Management Division,
Office of Material Safety & Safeguards, NRC

Hr. Grant Sawyer, Chairman, Nevada Commission on Nuclear
Projects

. '. . .... I . . - -. ! - -- & .. - .. . * .1
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Robert to. Loui, Jrp, Executive Director
Nuclear Vast. Project Office
State of Nevada
evergreen Center
suits 2.52
1802 North Carson Street
Carson City, NV 89701

SSTATUS Of STOP WORK ORDS SWOs)

We are in receipt of your letter of July 24, 1986, regardin the status of the
SMs issued to the Nevada Nuclear Waste Storage Investigations (NI( ) Project
participants. We regret the delay In responding to your letter, however, yoir
letter raised a nuaber of basic polucy Issues, and it has taken us ome tie
to adress the points you raised. With this letter, we hope to outline the
Department's position with respect to these points.

Your first request was for the Departnent to provide you with all the
corrective action plans deslgned by. the vbrious contr ctors. iEcl.9sure 1
sunaarizes the basis f6r affi §Oind-th s~torrettiv ictiLos-r quii'igi
many cases, the action and products to correct specific situations are
fundamental and clear, and a plau to accomplish the objective Ls not
required. We will internally review the results of the corrective effort uben
completed aud approve or disapprove theme As a result of the SiO for al
contractorss only three plans wear required. The 'plans' were as follovo:
a revised USGS QAPP, a USGS staffing plan for QA resources, and a revised
RE$Co WQ? When they are complete, we will be pleased to forward you a copy
of the approved plans.

Your second request my Indicate a less than full underutanding on your part
of the regulatory process. The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Coumission (NRC) has

no forma t*U In reviewing the Quality Assurance (QA) Progra. for adequacy
and coapU ti the Department of Etergy (DOE) subaits a forsal license
applicat To position has been clearly established In regultions and
practice, i eeed to remain so until the regulations governu.
licensing ae changed. Interaction vith the N&C bas been conducted ft the
spirit of consultation and cooperation as described by the Horgau-Devia
Agreement. ance, the NHC has had, to date, no formal involvement In the
identification of QA audit and surveillance questions associated with the
Nevada Nuclear Waste Storas Investigations (NNWSI) Project or In the issuanea
of SMos.g

4
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The 303 b", .rly and prudently adopted the concepts outlined In the NiC
Stasdard fen 1 which S Ito C staff guidance, for Inclusion In the
Project Offis"' QA Progras. This to consistent with the role of the QA
Program " a eeaagement tool to assure that work to being accoapliuhed i a
manner consisent vith meetinS requirements #et forth by a regulatory body.
The acceptance of the technical work to influenced, In part, by compliance
with the Q4 requirements. Ooe of the X.C Standard URview Plan requirements
calls for identification of specific management positions having top work
responaibillty and authority; vithin the NWSI Project, the Director, lWo,
exercises this masaement responsibiaty.

This clearly establishes that the issuance of a SWO to a management preogatLve
of the Director, QO. The basis for issuing the existing SWDS was derived
from audits and surveillances performed by UWGO during the execution of its QA
responsibllltiea. The Director, WHPO, took the positive management action In
issuing the SWO to assure that procedures, planc, asd practices required for
a viable, active QA Program were firnly established prior to allowing the
organizations to proceed with scientific investigations. ikevise, the
ultimate responsibility for the corrective action proposed and Implemented by
those organlzations under the SO rests vith the same managesant. To our
knowledge, there io to ptrecedent for involving interested parties in
mnagement actious executed In the process of lifting a SWO. To do so
represents dilution of management responsibility, and i contrary to the
practiceS necessary to achieve the control of quality.

We would further like to clari %-aointvith'.>gard to the NC. The
Department has invited the NRC to evaluate the Department's QA Program. That
review will look at the entire program. Although NDC has been extended this
invitations the IMC has no forml or legal authority or requirement for
involvement at this time. In this case, NRC has no authority to issue SWOs
for the WMtSI Project and they have no formal role in lifting then. While the
State Is assigned the responsiblity to overview the program, lkik NLC it has
not been delegated the authority to participate in direct management of the
Project. Consequently, we believe that it Is inappropriate for the State to
participate in the evaluation of the QA Program requirements to assure that
they are sufficient to assure quality, prior to resuaption of work. However,
we are prepared to provide you with our QA requirezents, planning documents
and tedehLia4esults, for your independent evaluation. Having reviewed this
material, se establish your independent vieva concerning the ata. At
such tim ld be prepared to discuss your findials.

-A
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With %Yn desire to better underetand the curre.t situatin, we are
pro 4, you or your staff a briefing co the reasos for the

4 t ctoa, the corrective actions requlreds, a the status of the
effort to correct the situations If you so esares, please coutact Us
Blaylock of my office to artage the time for the brtSefug. Decause of the
workload on the QA group, we vould hope that you would agree to have the
brhfi" In las Vegas.

b y

Donald L. Vieth, Director
* IIU'O:DLV4281 Vaste, K*uaeaent Project Office

As stated

ec vie encl:
Su Be eitn, BAIC. Los Vegas$ NV
Juts BUylocks, 0, DO NV
V. J. Cassell, DOE/HQ (WR-221) FORS
D. Cs Nevton, D0/BQ (IV-24) FOB
Re V. Taft, hNMS, DOEINV
D. I. Schusler, DIWB, DOE/NV
N. P. mIchg, OO, DOEMN;
He to. lanchard, UNPO8 DOE/NV
L. P. Skousen, Mot, DOE0
v. I. DPlio, V)0, DOE/NV
J. S. Syuanski, WPO, DOE/NV
1. D. Voegele, SAIC, Las Vegas, NV
A. to Beumon, DOEI9Q (RBV-252) FOBS
J. P. Knigh, DOE/Q (V-24) FORS
Edvard Regier, DOE/HQ (CR-24) FORS

Lecord waItter Vs fazed to J3. Knight for coent on 9/26186.
D. La Vi. e d coets from Carl Nayton on 9/30/86.
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Audit 86-2a

SurveTlAUCe 86-025

Survellance 86-026

Surveilance 86-02 .

Surveulance 86-024

Audit 86-3

~~RRECTIY ACTION

1. Respond to hAunt Findivgs
2. Revise USMS QA nama
3. Approval of SIP8 and QAS
4. IndoctrImation and Training of Per'mue=l
S. Adequate qA staff

wMPO approval of SlPs and QAS

Wm approval of SIPS en QAZAS

wM appoval of Sos and QAUAS

1. wo approval of StO. QAPP
2. WNPO approval of SIPS and QAS

1. spoud to Audit rindings
2. Revise InCO WA?
3. IndoctrInatIOn asn Tramning of PM l.
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United Slates Government

-~~~~~~~~~~

_ Department of=Eneg 6
t ~~~~~~~Department of Energy

memorandum
VAE FEB 24 1937

REPLY TO
ATTNOF RW-223

SU"cT: Date and Location of Next Quarterly Meeting

TO: Distribution
I..

Commitment Number 17 from the Quarterly Meeting of States and
Indian Tribes in Spokane, Washington, calls for DOE to poll the
States and Indian Tribes on their suggestions for the date and
location of the next Quarterly Meeting. In Spokane, DOE proposed
that the next Quarterly Meeting be held in Las Vegas, Nevada, in
mid-May. In accordance with the above commitment, we are
requesting your comments on this proposal.

Please forward to me by March 20 any comments or suggestions
you may have on the location and date of the next Quarterly
Meeting.

-Economic and Intergovernmental
Analysis Branch

Office of Civilian Radioactive
Waste Management

cc: S.
T.
J.
B.
R.
J.
J.
D.

Kale, RW-20
Isaacs, RW-22
Bresee, RW-22
Gale, RW-223
Gale, RW-40
Anttonen, BWIP
Neff, SRPO
Vieth, NNWSI
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Distribution:

Harold Aronson, Yakima Indian Nation
Hall Bohlinger, Louisiana
William H. Burke, Umatilla Indian Reservation

Louie Dick, Umatilla Indian Reservation
Wendy Dixon, NNWSI
Steve Frishman, Texas
John Green, Mississippi
Ron Halfmoon, Nez Perce
Terry Husseman, Washington
Russell Jim, Yakima Indian Nation
Robert Loux, Jr., Nevada
Linda McClain, SRPO
Elwood H. Patawa, Umatilla Indian Reservation
Max Powell, BWIP
Max S. Power, Washington
J. Herman Reuben, Nez Perce
Melvin R. Sampson, Yakima Nation
Patrick Spurgin, Utah
David Stewart-Smith, Oregon Dept. of Energy
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