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From: "Christopher Pugsley" <cpugsley@athompsonlaw.com>
To: "Ron Linton'" <RCLl @nrc.gov>
Date: 11/13/2006 10:27:10 AM
Subject: RE: RMD

OK, I am on the phone with RMD. They appreciate the attention you gave to
the category of licensee you have given. Their only concern is that they do
not want to be limited in activities that they can conduct. If we can be
called a service provider without limitation on what we can do (e.g.,
possess source material), then that is fine. If not, then we would prefer a
materials license as we do not want to be restricted on currently approved
licensed activities or ones we could potentially request in the future by
way of license amendment.

From: Ron Linton [mailto:RCL1@nrc.gov]
Sent: Monday, November 13, 2006 10:19 AM
To: Christopher Pugsley
Cc: Betty Garrett
Subject: Re: RMD

Chris:

We discuss outlets to storm, sanitary, or drain fields that may exist at the
community water systems. However we intend to specify that the uranium
removal system will be designed with a secondary containment system to
protect against a release of any media containing source material that could
affect water resources. This is pretty broad and requires containment that
does not "affect water resources". I think that will cover your concern.
Look forward to hearing from you.

Ron C. Linton
Senior Groundwater Hydrologist/Project Manager
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Federal and State Materials

and Environmental Management Programs
Mail Stop T-7J8
Washington, DC 20555-0001
301-415-7777 phone
301-415-5397 fax
rcll@nrc.gov

>>> "Christopher Pugsley" <cpugsley@athompsonlaw.com> 11/13/2006 10:06 AM

I will be speaking with WRT this afternoon and will get back to you as soon
as I can. One issue I did not bring up:
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Did we discuss secondary containment? I was wondering whether there might
have been a bit of a discrepancy in the section on secondary containment as
many floor drains and sumps that are not connected to sewers or release
points or that can be blocked from sewers and pumped to another containment
point or approved container actually serve as secondary containment rather
than as a release point. We are concerned that many areas where we build
the berm secondary containment as described in the ER will have a floor
drain or sump inside that area. We think that we should just not be
permitted to release the material and should be directed to remove the
uranium source material from such drains or sumps when conducted spill
procedures. Did we discuss this? If not, can you let me know what your
thoughts are?

Christopher S. Pugsley, Esq.

Thompson & Simmons, PLLC

1225 19th Street, NW

Suite 300

Washington, DC 20036

(202) 496-0780

cpugsley@athompsonlaw.com
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