
August 27,2010
Mr. Greg Suber
Chief, Low-Level Waste Branch
Division of Waste Management and Environmental Protection
United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Mailstop 8 F5
Two White Flint North
11545 Rockville Pike
Rockville, MD 20852-2738

Subject: NRC Presentation of July 27,2010 to Department of Energy, Savannah River
Site's Citizens Advisory Board ("CAB") - NRC Presentation of July 27,2010: Timeliness of
DOE F-Tank Farm Performance Assessment

Dear Mr. Suber,

Thank you for your presentation to the Department of Energy Savannah River Site's

Citizen Advisory Board meeting of July 27,2010. As you know, the Citizens Advisory Board

("CAB") is chartered in accordance with the Federal Advisory Committee Act, a statute enacted

in 1972 to ensure that advice by the advisory committees to federal agencies is objective and

accessible to the public. The CAB is composed of25 individuals from South Carolina and

Georgia; board members are chosen to reflect the cultural diversity of the population affected by

the Savannah River Site ("SRS"). We are members of the CAB, but send this letter to you as

individual citizens.

Your presentation, entitled "Nuclear Regulatory Commission - Waste Incidental to

Reprocessing Activities at the Savannah River Site," provided a helpful overview of the NRC's

"consultation" and "monitoring" activities at the SRS and updated the CAB members on recent

monitoring activities specific to the Saltstone Facility. With respect to future Waste

Determination activities for F-Tank Farm and H-Tank Farm, your presentation covered NRC's

plans for consulting with the Department of Energy, including the July 13-14,2010, public

scoping meeting attended by several CAB representatives. We, and other members of the CAB,

greatly appreciated,the public invitation extended by the NRC and the DOE for this earlier

meeting. That invitation was consistent with the NRC's Principles of Good Regulation include

"Openness", which recognizes that the NRC's activities are the "public's business" and "must be

transacted publicly and candidly."
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We consider the NRC' s consultation role with the DOE under Section 3116 of the Ronald

W. Reagan National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2005 ("NDAA") as a crucial and

time-sensitive element for the effective closure of the liquid waste tanks at the SRS. We

recognize that this NRC role is different than its regulatory-oversight role for other nuclear-

related activities. We therefore appreciate the NRC's diligence in working with the DOE to

fashion a consultation process and an expeditious review of DOE Input Packages.

We also understand that the NRC's role under Section 3116 includes an evaluation of the

DOE's several Performance Assessments ("PAs"). As we see it, the DOE has developed a

comprehensive, documented basis for NRC review. The NRC has another Principle of Good

Regulation, entitled "Efficiency," which includes the NRC's recognition that " ... Regulatory

activities should be consistent with the degree of risk reduction they achieve. Where several

effective alternatives are available, the option which minimizes the use of resources should be

adopted. Regulatory decisions should be made without undue delay." In this regard, we noted

that DOE presented its F-Tank Farm PA to NRC this past spring, yet NRC review will not begin

until September, 2010. We would hope that this review will be accelerated and such delays will

be minimized in the future by assuring adequate NRC prioritization and resources.

The removal and closure of the tank farms is dependent on resolving program-wide

issues, such as designating technologies that remove waste "to the maximum extent practical."

We would urge the NRC to consider and embrace a number of demonstrated, cost-effective

options that achieve (in terms of risk to human health and the environment) the "maximum

extent practicable" result, and not wait for unproven, potential technologies that must be further

developed before they may become cost-effective.

Again, we appreciate your efforts, and those of your NRC colleagues, in their NDAA

activities.

Sincerely yours,
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