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This is in response to your letter dated November 23:"198?:J\&ﬁ'§%u¢9)”““"‘*“"’"""‘“‘
" letter you requested that the U. S. Nuclear Requlatory Commission (NRC)
e respond to several questions regarding the Hanford Reservation. It
e should be noted that the NRC has not conciuded that the basalt underlying
the Hanford Reservation is better than the basalts that lie elsewhere in
the same formation. Our requ]atlons governing the disposal of high-level
radiocactive wastes (10 CFR 60) require that the U, S. Department of
Energy (DOE) submit to NRC a Site Characterization Ruport which includes,
among other things, the method by which DOE selected a part1cu1ar s1te
for characterization. ,

As you are aware, the DOE submitted a Site Characterization Report to the
MRC on November 12, 1982, DOE has stated that the Site Characterization
Report provides documentatmon for the technical questions that have been
identified at the site and the plans for resalving them through further
site studies. They further note that the document describes the site to -
be characterized, provides information on the site screening and
selection process, and describes the repository design, waste package
research and development. and quality assurance efforts. Finaliy, the
document summarizes the alternative geologic media and sites under -.
investigation in the National Waste Terminal Storage Program. Chapter 2
of the Site Characterization Report discusses the site selection process
that led DOE to the repository location at the Hanford Reservation.

The NRC staff is currently reviewing the content of the Site
Characterization Report. Upon the completion of this staff review, the
Director of NRC's Office of Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards w111
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5 prepare a Draft Site Characterization Analysis of the information

T provided in the Site Characterization Report. Public comment will be
invited on the Draft Site Characterization Analysis. Our current
schedule for issuing the Draft Site Characterization Analysis indicates
that it will be available in April, 1983.

Even though our Draft Site Characterization Analysis will not be issued
until April, 1983, I will attempt to respond to each of your questions.

Question No. 1: What information does NRC have that demonstrates that
DOE has looked elsewhere to compare the relative advantages of the
basalt at Hanford to the basalt off the Hanford Reservation?

- Response: The only infcrmation that we have concerning the efforts of

‘ DOE to evaluate the relative advantages of basalt at Hanford to the

° hasalts elsewhere in the United States is that which is contained in
the Site Characterization Report and the supporting documents cited
in the Site Characterization Report.

Question No. 2: Is MRC, or, has NRC, required DOE to look elsewhere?
If not, why not? If not, then why is NRC and DOE focusing on the
site on the Hanford Reservation?

Response: The HRC requires that DOE characterize several sites. The
HRC believes that characterization of several sites will prevent a
premature commitment by DOE to a particular site and will assure
that DOE's preferred site is chosen from a slate of candidate sites
that are among the best that can reasonably be found. (It should be
noted that the Site Characterization Report for the Basalt Waste
Isolation Project (BWIP) is only the first of several Site
Characterization Reports that the NRC expects to receive from the
DOE over the next several years.)

Section 60.11(a) of 10 CFR 60 describes the information that must be
contained in a Site Characterization Repcrt. One of the
requirements of this section is that DOE describe "the method by
which the site was selected for site characterization." Our draft
Site Characterization Analysis will include an assessment of the
adequacy of DOE's Site Characterization Report in terms of meeting
this requirement.
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Question No. 3: Please give us a good map that outlines the basalt . .
formations in the U.S.

i Response: Many geologic factors would have to be taken into account in
& developing a map of basalt formations. Among these are the chemical
T and physical properties of the rock, the extent of the formation,
PR and the reliability of the existing data. 0NOE has included a map of
s certain basalt flows in a recent environmental impact statement
(Management of Commercially Generated Radioactive Waste, Final
Environmental Impact Statement, DOE/EIS-0046F, Volume 2, October,
1980). I have attached a copy of the map but it should be noted
that other presentations of basalt flows could be made as well.-

Question MNo. 4: Give us the thickness measurements of our local basalt
in locations other than Pasco, WA.

Response: Any information that the NRC would have on this subject would
be that which is contained in the Site Characterization Report and

s its supporting documents. Most of the information related to your

bl questions would be contained in Chapter 3 on geology.

Question No. 5: Please supply us, and explain geologists' analyses that
demonstrate why NRC and DOE believe that the basalt at Hanford is
the best compared to elsewhere in the same formation. Please
include raw geologic data. :

Response: As stated earlier in this letter, the NRC has not concluded
that the basalt underlying the Hanford Reservation is better than
the basalts that lie elsewhere in the same formation. As indicated
above, our review has not yet been completed. However, 1 would add
that under our regulations, DOE is not necessarily required to
demonstrate that the geologic characteristics of a site are superior

‘!’ to those elsewhere in the same formation. Other non-geological
factors may be considered in the site selection process to assure
that the slate of candidate sites selected are among the best that
reasonably can be found. ‘ S

The U. S. Congress recently passed a Nuclear Waste Bill which has not yet.
been signed by the President. The NRC staff is currently reviewing this
legislation to determine what effect it might have on our review

procedures.
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I have forwarded a copy of your letter to the Department of Energy for
. their consideration. 1 have also enclosed a copy of SECY-82-427 which
= you requested in your letter. If you should need any further

25 clarification on these matters, please do not hesitate to contact ma.

Sinéere]y.
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Joseph 0. Bunting, Chief
Licensing Process and
Integration Branch
Division of Waste Management
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