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Harch 3, 198D
' THIS DOCUMENT CONTAINS

POOR QU*UITY PAGES

Lnited Stetes Nuclear Peguiatory Commissicn
Cffice of the Secretary
Kashingten, 0. C. 20555

Attn: UDocketing and Servize Eranchk

re: Comments on Propesed Rules for KRC Licensing Procedures
for Fuclear Kaste Pepositories

Mr. Secretary:

These proposed rules are intended to present requiremsirts applicabkle
to the Department of Energy in submitting an application for a lizense for
& ruclear waste repository. The proposed rules alse st forth previsions
for consultation and participaticn in the license review by State Covern~
mert. Kith reference to the $tate participation, it is stated, "the Come
tmission has undertaken 2 thercugh review of the matter &énd row prcposes &
more extarsive informal inwvolvement during early phases of site charac-
terizaticn and a deferral of fomal preceedings until site characterizatien
Fas teen completed.” The tarm in‘crmal iavoliement apdears to be somewhat
cut-cf-step with previcusly stated 1cees that tarcet States would be 2ctively
involvad ty teing assured cf Faving the crportunity to engage in the cecisien
making precess. Th¥s fdea is ever statad in these precosed ruies under the
Site Characterizaticn Feview secticn. e objact to the term infe-mal iae
velvement, escecially, if the Federal goverrment (ineluding The Presidant)
is sincere 1~ its many statemerts relative to the States' mole of “censuliting
partners’ t2 the Federal coverrmert in ratters cencerning ruclear waste re-
gesiteries.

ke fully agree with the concept of th2 Kuzlear Pegulatery (emissicn,
es well as the States, having the cpportunity to consult in and review the
site characterizaticn studies to help insure zdequate cata and safequards

are cbteined tefore a site i3 finclly selected.

It 1s steted in the Scere of Freposed Rula section, "Tha tectnizal
criteria 2gainst which the license 2gplication wil) b2 reviewsd ave st11
under cevelopment,” Are the States going to be comsulted curing the ca-
velszment of these criteriz, &s we have been lad 4o telieve? 1T sc, why
ise’t it indicated in the rules? If not, why ret?

it 75 stated cnce tha wastes Pave bteen ewvl:aced ine Lepartment of
Erargy may sudmit an 2pplicetion to cecommission the site. Thare i3 1o
merticn of & 1ong-term monitoring svsten. IWi)) the site t2 mondtomed e
will the Statas te imclved in he design of same? Wi EErreRiiste State
ezercies b2 involved in any wey in the monitoring rrcoess?
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Under Subpnrt ¢, Section 60.71 - Recerds and Feports - «ny not 2lso
notify the affectec Stzte of zny deficiency found in the site?

Section £0.73 - lnspectisns - Section states tne Cepartment cf Erergy
shall ellow the Xuclear Regulatory Commission te inspect on the premises of
the repository. Khy not allow epproprizte State representatives O accompany
on such inspections?

Chviously, we have the idea States zre beimd excluded as much as
rossible in these matters which 2re of great corcerr 10 them, WKe sincerely
hope the States can be involved in these matters which could have 2n econgmiz,
sccin] and safety effect cn them for centuries 1o (ome.

ke eporeciate the cpportunity of revizeing insse Froposed Fules.
Sincerely

?URERL} CF GECLCSY
a4 r Y
%ﬂw 2‘/’ /um“"’

John K. Creen
Envirermental Ceologist
KRGS
ce:  Hom, William &, Allain
State Attorney CGeneral

Alvin k. Bicker, Jr.
heting Director
ureay of Gaoliogy



