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The YIN Contractors attended the NRC/DOE SWIP Hydrology and

Seismic Survey Meeting on May 22 in Silver Spring, Maryland
and offer the following comments regarding the meeting.

General Comment: We are concerned with the change in DOE position

which backs away from the idea of establishing scientific

consensus on the hydrologic baseline. We would like to be

assured that there is general agreement on the adequacy of the

baseline prior to shaft sinking or large scale testing. Without

an adequate understanding of the pre-testing conditions, little

will be gained from the testing.

General Comment: We believe the DOE must define a set of

quantitative criteria prior to assessing the adequacy of the
baseline for the purposes of (a) commencement of exploratory
shaft sinking, and (b) modeling ground water flow paths.

General Comment: The Interagency Hydrology Working Group (IHWG)
cannot be allowed to handle details of the hydrologic baseline or
be the sole group to determine adequacy. This additional work

involvement of the IHWG would be veiwed as a blatant step to

prohibit affected parties from actively participating in the

baseline review. We have only past performance to go on and past
performance indicates that the group is unwilling to conduct open

meetings. We view the consensus on the adequacy of the baseline
as a major decision point and therefore it must be openly
discussed by affected parties.

We continue to be disturbed bythe clandestine operation of the

IHWG. No information has been released in over two (2) years and
this group provides the primary focus for the hydrologic modeling.
To give any further responsibility to a group which has refuted the
intent of the NWPA would be considered unacceptable to the YIN.
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General Comment: We wish to have direct contact points with DOE
technical personnel involved in the hydrologic baseline in order
to provide updates on baseline status in a timely fashion. The
YIN review effort has been severly compromised in the past because
of delays in obtaining pertinent data. Once contract points are
made, regular periodic updates of information should be made to
affected parties.

General Comment:: Details of the RRL Cluster tests must be
clarified immediately as to exact type of hydrologic and tracer
methods employed and what parameters will actually be derived from
these tests.

General Comment: The YIN questions the utility of RRL-2 tests
since one outcome maybe disturbance of the hydrologic baseline.
This concern was also expressed by the USGS at this meeting. The
agreed upon plan was to establish baseline conditions, then test
the Grande Ronde -- now this testing precedes the establishment of
the baseline. It would seem prudent to carry on with the existing
plan rather than to risk the baseline for a "questionable" test,
merely for expediency.

Specific Comment: The scale used in hydrograph interpretation may
be masking trends in the data. Plots shown by the NRC indicate
trends missed by RHO.

Specific Comment: We are not confident that the number of wells
currently planned for LSH testing will be sufficient to adequately
assess localized vertical connections between flow tops.

Specific Comment: The planned seismic surveys to delineate offset
in the top of the basalt may not be adequate. The top of the
basalt is an erosional surface and offsets may be masked.
Additional surveys will be required to describe the basalt at
repository depths and basement structures.

Please do not hesitate to call with any questions or comments.

Sincerely,

Russell Jim, Manager
Nuclear Waste Program

cc: Bob Wright, NRC

* *.-.


