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MEMORANDUM FOR: Robert E. Browning, Deputy Director
Division of Waste Management, NMSS

\ua hile o a a s \1 i ..tS ...... } .
FROM: Richard E. Cunningham, Director .,,,lbcs weit o [%079
. . Division of Fuel Cycle and Material Safety, NMSS ﬁ{ _
. ) Whar
SUBJECT: REVIEW OF BASALT WASTE ISOLATION PROJECT SITE \ 1.
CHARACTERIZATION REPORT CL righ
\— In response to your memorandum, dated December 2, 1982 on the above subject,

we offer the attached comments. Our review has been limited to the con-
sideration of the surface facilities described in Section 2 of Chapter 10 _
of the report. These facilities are only described in general terms to
provide the reader with a cursory knowledge of the relationship of the sur-
face facilities to the underground facilities. Whereas the basic physical
attributes of the underground facilities cannot be altered, the surface
facilities design is completely within the control of the applicant, and,
therefore, not of significant safety interest at this time. We expect to
perform a detailed review of the surface facilities upon receipt of the
Preliminary Safety Analysis Report. We would include in our review and
evaluation such topics as accident analysis, radiation protection, training,
ventilation and confinement control and technical specifications.

Based on our limited involvement in the review of the report, we will not
need to provide any of the information required for the Site Characterization
_/ Analysis to be prepared by the NRC staff.

Please keep us informed as to the schedule for further_site characterization
reports to be received for other sites and on any additional review required

for the Basalt Site.
Rich [ gttor

chard E. Cunningham, Dir
Division of Fuel Cycle and
Material Safety, NMSS

Enclosure: As stated
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Comments on Site Characterization
Report for the Basalt Waste
Isolation Project (DOE/RL 82-3)
- Chapter 10, Section 2

General Comment

We wish to know if general design criteria for the surface facility for the
BWIP will be developed and provided.

Specific Comments

Page Comment
9, 10.1-4 | Not surprisingly, the Site Characterization Report provides

only very general information about the repository's surface
facilities. We note that on Page 9, Volume I, it is stated,
“The repository design includes surface waste receiving and
inspection facilities, surface decontamination and packaging
facilities, ...." However, on Page 10.1-4, Volume 2, it is
stated, "The conceptual design assumes that a waste packaging
plant is not necessarily collocated at the repository. It
further assumes that canisters are shipped to the repository
by truck or rail in shipping casks."

Since the Site Characterization Report implies that disas-
sembly of spent fuel may be accomplished prior to shipment

to the repository, the Department should be aware that it

is improbable that power reactor 1icensees would undertake
this work. The Department should clarify its <intent in the
Site Characterization Report as to where disassembly for rod
consolidation will be performed, i.e., at the repositories or
at a central facility provided specifically for that purpose.

10.2-4 First paragréph, Is the concrete desCriQed here to be
reinforced? .
10.2-4 First paragraph. What does the word "sealed" mean in the

context? Would a leakage test criteria be established to
prove sealing? ' !

10.2-4 Third paragraph. The drums discussed in this paragraph are
apparently containers for TRU waste disposal. The report
does not present a coherent discussion of these drums and their
handling disposal.




