November 3, 1989

The Honorable John G, Rowland
Meunber, United States

House of Representatives

135 Grand Street

Watertury, Connecticut 06701

Dear Congressman Rowland:

1 am responding to your ‘ietter of October 11, 1989, requesting information
about the disposal of radiocactive waste in Conncct{cut. The Low-Leve)
Radioactive Waste Policy Act of 1980 set forth a Federal policy for the

disposa) of low-level radioactive wastes. The legislation mekes each of the 50
states responsible for ensuring disposal cepacity for the commercial low-level
readioactive waste generated inside its borders, States may do this by
themselves or by joining with other States in compacts and establishing

regions) waste facilities. The State of Connecticut and the State of New Jersey
heve formed the Northeast Interstate Low-Level Radioactive Waste Compact, In
December 1987, the Conmission for the Northeast Compact, composed of
representatives from Connecticut and New Jersey, designated both Connecticut

and New Jersey as host states for a disposal facility capable of safely

managing an equitable portion of the waste generated within the Compact. The
Northeast Compact Commission will decide what type of facility each state must
develop. The chosen sites will be required to meet stringent NRC regulatory
requirements designed to protect public health and safety. The Connecticut
Hezardous Waste Management Service has prepared a report (See Enclosure 1) for
the citizens of Connecticut. You can obtain further details on this process
within the State of Connecticut from the:

Connecticut Hazardous Waste Management Service
Suite 360

900 Asylum Avenue

Hartford, Connecticut 06105-1904

The U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) has developed rogu\atony
requirements for the land disposal of radivactive waste in Title 10, Code of
Federa) Regulations, Part 61 (10 CFR Part &1). The regulations in this part
establish, for land disposal of radioactive waste, the procedures, criteria,
end terms and cunditions upon which the Commission issues licenses for the
disgosul of radioactive wastes contain1ng byproduct, source, and special
nuclear materia) received from others. Different host State s1t1ng suthorities
are us1ng this regulation, along with any additional state regulations that are
compatible with it, to ensure that their planned disposal faciiities will meet
1icensing requirements and protect public health and safety. The NRC's Office
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of Nuclear Material s.f.gx and Sufeguards has prepared an informetional booklet
previding guideace on 10 CFR Part 61 (See Enclosure 2). This booklet should
provide your constituent with & reasonable overview of low-level radioactive
weste disposa) regulatory criteria and the framework for State and Federal
sgencies applying these criterfa, 1 trust that this reply will respond to your
constituent's concerns,

Sincerely,
eiened BY4

«. - '\" .‘ “Jl“{
th%’ly‘. Taylor,
Acting Executive Director
for Operations

Enclosures:

1. Connecticut Hazardous Waste Management Service
?. Guidance on 10 CFR, Part 61
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Enclosure )

Connecticut Hazardous Waste Management Service

Suite JO0 B00 Asyium Avenge martiorg (1

Q0108 1904 203 240 2K

January 16ée

Dear Connecticut Citizens!

On behalf of the Beard of Directors of the Connecticut Hazardous Vaste Menage-

sent Service (the Service), | as pleased to enciose a copy of the Executive
Sussary of the . ’
This Plan ‘s required by Connecticut's lovw-level radicactive waste faciiity
siting lav (Public Act 87-540, as amended by Public Act 88-361), It wvas

prepared after extensive pubiic reviev and comment on the draft Plan which was
fesued In Septesber 1968, A response document specifically addressing the
comments received by the Service is also avallable.

The Plan includes the following sajor findings!

© fNver 45,000 cubic feet of low-level radicactive waste was generated In
Connecticut and shipped out of the State for dispesal in South Carolina
and the State of Washingten in 1887,

© Low-leve! radicactive vaste inciudes protective clothing, wvater filter~
ing ®edia, laboratory trash and other items contasinated vith racicac~
tive material., It does not include spent nuclear fuel rods.

© About 67% of the voluse of the vaste and over 99% of the radicactivity
(24,000 curies) in the waste case fros the four nuclear pover plants in
Connecticut, These four faciiities provided over 508 of the
electricity vsed in Connecticut in 1987,

o The resaining 35% of the volume and 0.0€% of the radicactivity were
generated by 22 facilities In Connecticut including various industries,
several research universities and hospitals and the silitary.

© Low-level radicactive wvaste generators in Connecticut will be denied
access to the three existing disposal facilities In the United States
after Decesber 31, 1962,

© To provide disposal capacity for the low-level radicactive vaste gener-
ated In Connectiout for 50 years, the Service sust find a suitable 200-
250 acre site.

This Plan includes &n asbitious, yet necessary, plan of action and schedule
for seeting the State's rasponsibilities for sanaging low-level radicactive
vaste, Meeting these responsibilities will require timely action by the
Northeast Interstate Low-Leve! Radicactive Waste Cosmission and continued
cooperation asong several state agencies. In addition, extensive participa~
tion by interested citizens and elected officials, especially by local offi-
clais, vill be nesdec.



1909 will be o aritical year for Connecticut. The Service sust deveiop & plan
to select o elite for & low-level redicactive waste facility: fdentify three
potential sitesi chuose one of the three potential sites ae the preferred
Sitei seiect & sunagesent technology to be used at the site! select & fire to
develop and opeiate the facility: and revise the Managessnt Plan in prepars-
tion for the next feders! siiestone.

Ve welcume your continued support and participation as we work to fulfill the
isportant responsibilitios you have entrusted to us. Ve prosise to keep you
informed of our activities and to seek your participation in all our wsjor
decisions.

To receive o copy of the (908 Connecticut hev-hevel Radicagtive Waste Mangge-
or the comment response document, please call may office at (203)
244-2007,

Sincerely,

tﬁu._ag"‘*/

Kathlieen C. Golas
Chairvosan and Chief Executive Officer

KCG. bad



Connecticut Hazardous Waste Management Service

Swite 360 900 Ay ium Avenge marttorg C1 06105 1904 203 246 2057

1988 CONNECTICUT LOV-LEVEL RADIOACTIVE WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Prepared By
Connecticut Mazardous vWaste Managesent Service

Decenber 1508

INTRODUCTION

The Connecticut Mazardous Vaste Management Service (the Service) is required
b, Connecticut's lov='evel radicactive waste (LLRV) sanayement facllity siting
lav (Public Act 67-540, as amended by Public Act 88-361) to prepare » LLRV
sanagesent plan for the State. The State siting lav was enacted in response
to requiresents iaposed on the State by federal lav. As required by the
siting law, the 1988 Connecticut Lov-Level Radicactive Vaste Managesent Plan
{ncluder an inventory of LLRV generators, & description of the LLRV generated,
projections of future velumes, an analysis of sethods of disposal of LLRY and
their costs, & transportation analysis, and & plan of action and schedule for
developing & facility in the State. The Service vill develop & revision of
this Plan in 1966 and again In 1961,

LLRY Is waste wsaterial containing radicactive fsotopes, but it Joer not in-
clude spent fuel asseablies from cossercial nuclear resctors, high-level
vaste, transuranic waste, or uranius sining and eilling vaste. LLRV {nciudes
s wide range of weaterials which have widely @ifferent levels of
radioactivity. It includes wmaterials such as protective clothing, filter
sedia and laboratory trash that are contasinated with radicactive wsaterial.
LLRV {9 generated in the operation and maintenance of nuclear pover plants and
from industrial facilities and Institutions such as hospitals and univer~
sitins.

Connecticut has i{nitiated a process to develop a LLRV disposal fasility be-
cause Congress sade each state responsible for providing disposal capacity for
the LLRV generated In the state (Public Lav 96-573 and Public Lav §9-240). I
the State does not provide disposal capacity by January 1, 1983, Connecticut
generators may be denied access to the three existing LLRV disposal
facilitios. It the State does not provide disposal capacity by Janvary i,
1996, the State sust, at the request of a generator, take title to and posses-
sion of the generator's wvaste and sssuse |{ability for any dasages incurred by
the generator because of the State's fallure to take possession of the waste
vhen notified by the generator that it was ready for shipesent.

Vith the encouragesent of Congress, Connecticut and ten other rortheastern
states negotiated language for the Northeast Interstate Lov-Level Radicactive
Vaste Management Compact to undertake their responsibilities cooperatively, on
a regisnal basis. Connecticut joined the Compact in 1963, For a variety of
ressons, the only other state Iin the Compact is Nev Jersey.
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To seet the requiresents of the federal lav, In Desesber 16007 the Commission
for the Northeast Compact, composed of representatives fros Connecticut and
Nev Jersvy, designated both Comnecticut and New Jersey as host states for “»
disposal facility capable of safely sanaging an equitable portion of the
region's wvaste.® The Nertheast Comaission will decide what type eof facility
each state aust develop.

Connecticut's LLRV sanagesent facility siting lav went into effect in Decesber
1987 with the designation of Connecticut as & host state. The first step In
the siting process is preparation of & LLRV sanagesent plan. The 1988 Connec-
ticut LLRV Managesent Plan has been prepared for the developsent of & LLRV
disposal facility capabie of disposing of all of the LLRV generatad in Connec-
tieut that requires dieposal. The Plan 1e o firet step in seexing the
statutory and practical requiremsents for eite sele:tion. A Plan that seets
the requiresents for o disposal fecliity will also seet the requiresents for
any other sanagesent facility the Cossission waight direct Connectiout to
develep.

The General Assesbly has crested a special fund to pay for developing & LLRV
sanagesent facility in Connecticut (Public Act 88-243). Morey for the fund
comes from assesssents on generators of LLRV.

Six State entities have responsibilities related to siting and developing »
LLRV sanagesent facility in Connecticut:

® The Energy Division of the Office of Policy and Managesent <(OPM) -
coordinating the efforts and funding of the other State entities with
vesponsibilities for developaent of & LLRV facility in the State:

e The Connecticut Hazardous Vaste Managesent Service (the Service) -
preparing & LLRV wsanagemsent plan, selecting » site for a facility,
selecting & technology to be used for the facility and selecting o fire
to develop and operate the facility:

o The LLRW Advisory Committee - advising the Board of Directors of the
Service on the suitabliity of sites for » facility:

¢ The Departeent of Environsental Protection (DEP) « regulating the
construction, operation and closure of a facility and fssuing & persit
for a facilitys

® The Connecticut Siting Council (CIC) - regulating the selection of »
site for a faciiity and fesuing & coertificate fc & facility:

¢ The Depurtesnt of Public Works (DPVW) - acquiring the land for a
facility, through condeanation, If necessary, and providing custodia!
care of the site after closurse.

In addition to these State entities, the federal Nuc'ear Regulatory Comsission
(NRC) will have reguiatory responsibility over siting, eonstruecting, operating
and closing & LLRV sanagesent faciiity in Connecticut. An operating I|icense
sust be obtained from the NRC for a LLRV faciliity in Connecticut.



lkeRY MANAGRMENT [N CONNECTICUT

LLRV was generated and shipped off-site for sanagesent by 26 Connecticut
fociiitios in 1987, There are other fuciiities that generate LLRV in Connec-
tieut, but on.y 26 oehipped waste In 1687, Most of the others vse on-site
sanacasent techniques and & fev ship less frequentiy than annualiy, The
faciiities, their generator category and the voluse and radicsctivity of the
vaste they shipped to comsercia! disposal facilities are listed in Table 1.

Teble 1! CONNECTICUT LLRV GENERATORS WHO SWIPPED LLRV FOR DISPOSAL IN 1007

| | TOTAL LLAW BNIPPED 10 |

| | I DIOPOBAL FACILITIES |
| CATERORY ’ [ Y |
|

| SENERATOR © GENERATOR | VOLUME | ACYIVITY |
| | I (Cu.ft, ) (€1 |
|..O......OO....O...O......O.”............'.... |S00eRORERRORONRNRS |osesssoose (s0ssssscncne |
1Beehringer Ingelheie Pharsacovticale, Inc, C(INDUBTRIAL/INGTIYY, | 340 0. 1141
Ibristel “Ryers Ce. |".0.‘.’“"..“'“-' Wwr 0.547 )
1€1akrel Inc. LINDUBTRIAL/INBYITY, ! “11 0.014 1
ICoabustion Engineering, Inc, (Mucloar Products) IFUEL FADRICATOR I 3,480,0 | 0.080 |
ISoabustion Engineering, Inc. (Nucloar Bervices) | INDUSTRIAL 12,102,010 (1
IConnecticut Agricultural Esporioert Btation LINBYITUTIONAL | 18,0 1 0.001 |
tConnacticut Yonkoo Atosic Power Co. INUCLEAR PONER PLANY! 11,710, | S44.300 |
ICyto-Roche Medice! Laboratery, Inc. LINDUBTRIAL/ZINGYITY, ! “we | 0.001 |
INartiore Hospitel LINSTITUTIONAL | 8.7 0.000 |
1ICT Asericos Inc, TINDUBTRIAL/ZINBTITY, I LY 0.040 |
INE)hotone 1, Nobthoast Nuclear Energy Co. INUCLEAR PONER PLANY! 13,020.0 | 800,160 |
IRiliotone 2, Northoast Nuclesr Snergy Co. INUCLEAR PONER PLANTI 3,424, 4 | 22,764,010 |
IRf)istone 3, Northeast Nuclesr iaergy Co. INUCLEAR POMER PLANTI 2,784.0 1 80.131 1
IBersalt Hospital LINSTYITUTIONAL | 104,01 0.003 |
iNove Laborateries Inc, LIRDUBTRIAL | .01 0.008 1
IMizer Inc, LINDUBTRIAL/INBTITU, | $70.0 | 0.208 |
IPratt & Whitnoy LINDUBTRIAL | 142,89 ) 0.018 1
Ichivabarger=boll Resooarch L INDUSTRIAL/INSTITY, | 2.9 | 0.000 |
1United ‘ucloar sorp., Navel Products IFUEL FADRICATOR I 2,800.0 1 0.002 1
1US Mavy Bubesring Suppert Facility & Btate Plor INILITARY 1 1,708.21 0. 113 |
IUniversity of Connocticut LIRSTITUTIONAL | w21 0.003 1|
IUniversity of Connecticut Mealth Conter LINGTITUTIONAL | 34001 0.314 |
IvA Resicol Contor Mospite) LINBTITUTIONAL | “Wwo i 0.030 |
Iesloyan University LINSTITUTIONAL | 1.0 0.000 |
IYale Univernity LINBTITUTIONAL 13,404 3.487
| I sscso | sensserses (soonnsseonse|
| "wia 1AS, 14,0 | 23,006,120 1
s ed " esese S8s00BORRES

Source: Survey conductel by the Connecticut Mazardous Vaste Managesent
Service, 1088

In 1987, Cennecticut generators shippec 45,914 cubic feet of LLRY containing
23,006 curies. For cospatrison, Connecticut generators shipped §5,700 cubie
feet of LLRV in 1986 containing 7,773 curles.

In 198/, the LLRV was shipped to the disposa! fecilities in Barnwell, §C and
Richland, WA, These are tve of the three operating LLRV disposai facilities
in the United States. Of the radicactivity shipped for disposal, 69% (21,240
curies/ was from a ssall (57 eubic feet), interaittent source of LLRY. Figure
1 indicates the voluse and radicactivity that vas shipped by each category of
generator In 1987, The category *Industrial/institutional® {9 used to desig-
rate cossercial firms whcse waste is essentially identical to that generated
by institutions such as universities and hospitals.



Figure 11 LLRV SMIPPED TO DISPOSAL FACILITIES IN 1007 - BY CATEGORY OF
GENERATOR

ALY
FUCLEAR POVER PLANT 00 04

NILITARY «.01%
WILITARY & 7y f:::&ﬁft '5?3:
MOTITOTIONAL ¢ o5n
INDOWYRIAL §.1% 5-; FABRRICAT 0. 01%

ID0S/TH8T 4. 0%
IMSTITUTIONAL 0. 6%
FURL PaERICATION 10.0%

Seurce! Survey conducted by the Connecticut Mazardous Vaste Managesent
Service, 1008

The NRC has established classification systes for LLRV that (s Hased on the
concentration of certain radionuciides in the vaste. The length of the period
of concern for each class {s

e Class A - 100 yoars

® Class B - 300 yoars

® Clase C ~ 800 yoars.
The proportions of Class Ay B and C vaste are depicted In Figure 2. While
808t of the voluse is Class A vaste, sost of the radicactivity is In Class ¢
vaste ALl of the Class B and C vaste vas from the four nuclear pover plants
in Connecticut.

Figure 2: LLAV SHIPPED TO DISPOSAL FACILITIES IN 1987 - BY NRC VASTE CLASS:

!

! !
! Jasi®e ) ASTIYITY !
! ]
! !
H QA A . Il CLASS C 97.1% !
! iy ! !
! !
! anf Ao e !
! IR R D, |2ASS ¢ 3. CLAss » 1. |
! ! /1 ClABS A 1.48% |
: CLASS B 2.1 :
! !
! !
H |
| Souree! Survey corducted by the Connecticut Hazardous Waste Ranagesent !
' Service, 1088 !
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GhRY _YOLUME PROJECTIONS

A range of estisates of future voluses of LLRV that will be shipped for dis-
posal vas prepared. These Included six projections representing different
sssvaptions about wvhen Connecticut's four nuclear power plants will be decos-
sissionec and about volume growth rates for the various categories of
generators. The volume projections range from & high of 9.5 sillion cubie
foet to & lov of 3.1 sillion cubic feet over the S0-year period from 1064 to
2044, The planned operating life for o LLRV disposal facility In Connecticut
is 50 years.

The projections along vith conceptus! designs prepared for the U.5. Departeent
of Energy (DOE) and the buffer sone requiresents proposed by the Connecticut
Siting Counci! were used to prepare estimates of the asount of land needed for
s disposal facility in Connectiout. Depending on the disposal technology
ueed, & range of 114 acres for esrthen trenchs (sceetises called shallov land
burial) to 240 acres feor earth-sounded concrete bunkers (s needed to handle
9.5 nillion cubic feet of LLRV, The range for 3.1 sillion cubic feet is from
66 oacres for earthen trenches to 120 aecres for earth-sounded concrete
bunkers. Over 508 of the total amount of land is buffer ares where no actusl
disposal will take place.

All six projections include the LLRV fros decossissioning the four nuclesr
power plants. Three of the six projections assuse the nuclear plants will be
decosnissioned a8t the ecurrent expiration dates of their operating ifcenses.
The other three assuse the power plants will operate untlil the last five years
of the $0-year operating life of the disposal facility and that all four will
then be decomsissioned. Three different grovwth scenarios wvere used. One
seenario used annual growth rates derived fros short-ters projections sade by
the generaiors ("sodest grovth® scenarie). Under a second scenario, » 0%
grovth rate vas assused for each category of generator. The third scenaric
vas based on & 5% annual decrease in the voluse of wvaste shipped.

The largest voluse projection produced by the six cosbinations of decomsis-
sioning assuaptions and grovth scenarios (s 9.5 sillion cublc feet from the
*late dismantiesent, wsodest growth® case. The lovest projection {s 3.1 #il-
lfon cublec feet from the “dissantiesent at the end of current |lcense,
decrease In growth® case. By using the highest projection, the State can
sssentially ensure that it will not have to site a weecond facility for at
least S0 years.

hRY DISPOSAL TECHNOLOGIES

The LLRV disposal technologies covered in the 1988 Maragesent Plan, and the
anes analyzed by severa! federal agencies und private groups, are as follovs!

Earthen trenches!

Above-ground vaultsi
Belovw-ground vaultei

Modular concrete canisters! and,
Earth-sounded concrete bunkers.



Of the five technologies, only twe have been used for LLRV disposal. Disposal
in sarthen trenches s used at the three cperating LLRV disposal feciifities in
the United States and earth-sounded concrete bunkers are used In France. The
generic analyses of the various technologles to date iIndicate that all byt
sbove-ground wvaults should be capable of seeting the perforsance objectives
estabiished by the NRC for LLRV disposal facilities.

The NRC and the DOE have selected below-ground vaulte and earth-sounded con-
crete bunkers for developeent of regulatery guidance, additional analysis and
the developesent and reviev of prototype I|icense applications. These two
technologies were selected because they are expected to be suitable for sany
parts of the country and because & nuaber of astates oand cospacts have ex-
pressed an interest (n thes.

Vhile estisates of the future cost of disposing of LLRV in facilities using
these technologies are very speculative, there s no doubt that disposal
charges will be wsuch higher than the current charge of approximately 045 to
050 per cubie foot,

bbBRY TEANSPORTATION APALYSIS

The transportation analysis cospares the nusber of cubic foot wmiles and the
nusber of curie siles from the state's larger LLRV shippers to the center of
each of the four geographic quadrants of the State, under tve waste sanagesent
scenarios. One scenaric assuses that waste currently shipped to processing or
treatment faciliities In other states will continue to be shipped to those
feacilities prior to being disposed of in Connecticut. The other scenario
sosunes that those facilities will no longer be available and that all waste
vwill be eshipped directly to the Connecticut facility. This is & geners!
snalysis, but, given the fact than no site screening has yet been undertaken,
it is appropriate st this stage of the facility deveiopsent process. The
transportation analysis s Inciuded in the 1968 Managesent Plan becauvse it s
required by the siting lav, not because any sctual site screening has taken
place.

The results of the analysis are presented in Table 2.

Not surprisingly, under both scenurios, the quadrant center with the Ilovest
nuasber of cubic foot miles and curie ailes is the Southeast one, the quadrant
center closest to Connecticut's four nuclear pover plants. The differences .n
cubiec foot siles range from small differences in Scenario | to significant
differences In Scenario Il. MHowvever, In both cases the difference in curle
ailes betveen the southeast quadrant and the other quadrants (v large.
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! Table 2t CUBIC FOOT MILES AND CURIE MILES FROM LLRV GENERATORS TO THE

CENTER OF EACH GEOGRAPMIC QUADRANT

| ’ SCENARIO |v ’ SCENARIC 11we |

:.oo.-...-oo.....ooooo-o:...-o----o..oo...o.o-.-:

{CUBIC FOOT ! ZURIE ICUBIC FOOY ! CURIE !
! ! MILES ! MILES ! MILES ! NILES J
{ QUADRANT !(thousands) ! (thousands)!(thousands) ' (thousands)!

IEBBIERENNNN [BONENNOORNN (SRR RNS [NERNRENOEER [N RRERRERS |

5 Northwest f 4,328 f 1,422 f 3,202 ! 1,022 f
CWorthesst | 4,988 1 a8 1 2000 i w7
| Sovtbostt | 8,708 ' TR 1 .08 a0
A toras gt e 4+ I REATIPYF R N S R -

Scenario Assusptions:

of in Connecticut,

B T T O R —

Service, 19088

¢ Vaste currently shipped to processing facilities in other states will
continue to be shipped to those facliiities prier to being disposed

¢ Vaste processing facilities in other states will no longer be available
and al! waste will be shipped directiy to the Connecticut facility.

Source! Survey cunducted by the Connecticut Mazardous Vaste Managesent

- S e e e

!

SCHERULE AND PLANNED ACTIVITIES

Four silestones faposed by federal lav govern the timefrase for developing

facility. The four are as follows!

1. January 1, 1800 - The Governor sust certify that Connecticut wil! be

capable of and will provide for the sanagesent of LLRV generated

the State after Decesber 31, 1992!

in

2. Jonuary 1, 1992 - A complete application for a license for a LLRV

disposal faciiity Iin Connecticut msust be filed vwith the NRC:

3. Janvary 1, 1963 - The existing disposal facilities are no

required to accept vaste from Connecticut generators:

longer

4. January 1, 1996 - |t Conneoticut has not provided disposa! capacity,
the State sust, at the request of a gensrator, take title te the
generator's waste, take possession of it and ssruse liability for any
dasages incurred by the generator because of the State's fallure to

take possessior of the waste vhen notified by the generator
vas ready for shipsent.

it

Figure 3 presents the proposecd schedule for develouping » LLRV disposal

facility ir Connecticut.



Figure 3! SCHEDULE FOR SITING A LLRV DISPOSAL FACILITY IN CONNECTICUT
Janvary 1, 1000 threugh June 30, 1004
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Source! 1008 Connecticut LLRV Managsment Plan, Connecticut Mazardous
Vaste Management Servica, Decesber 1900,

The first step in developing o disposal facility in Connecticut s preparation
by the Service of a LLEV Managesent Plan. This docusent i & suseary of the
1988 Connecticout LLRV Managesent Plan. The 1088 Managesent Plan was adopted
by the Beard of Directors In Decesber 1088,

Nov that the Initial Managesent Plan has been coapleted, the Serviee will
develop & Site Selection Methodelogy Report whieh will identify the ap-
propriate and applicable site screening eriteria in the State's sfting lev, in
the regulations developed by the NRC, the DEP and the CBC, and in other ap-
plicable State and federal lave and regulations. The Report will describe how
and wvhen the eriteris vwill be applied. Thie Report will be one of the sost
isportant docusents prepared by the Bervies since It will guide the asctual
site oselection activities. Under the propesed schedule, & draft of the
Methedology Report wili be available for public reviev and cossent (n Mareh
1080, The Report vill be publiehed in final fore after the Regulations Reviev
Committee of the Comnecticut Geners! Asessbly has appreved the DEP's and the
CSC'e LLRV regulations. It (s anticipated that this will oceur by June 1909,

Through & variety of processes, Including & solicitation for volunteer sites,
& nusber of areas of the State will be identi?ied as the possible future
Incation of Connecticout's LLRV facility. From these areas, at least three
sites will be given further consideration. This initial fdentification of
sites (o scheduled for completion by August 1080. After further reviev, at
least one of the sites will be selected by January 1, 1090 for characteriza-
tion in preparation for subsission ef a license application, Other sites will
be studied to the extent necessary to provide eufficlient {nformation for @



comparison of alternatives Iin the environsental ‘eport. The Service will alse
tentatively select o disposal technology by January 1, 1000, The Service will
voluntarily prepare an environmsental lepact evaluation that seets the require-
sents of the Connecticut Environsental Policy Act in conjunction with the
selection of a site four characterization,

The Service will select & fire to obtain the required approvals for & facility
and to deveiop and operate the facility. Under the proposed schedule, o
request for proposals will be fesued In July 1980 and the entity selected by
Jonuary 1980, A public hearing will be held owefore the oselection 18 coe-
pleted.

The Department of Public Worke will scquire the site selected by the Service
for charscterization. The DPV can condean the property, If necessary. Ac-
quisition oesctivities should begin in Decesber 1980 and are scheduied to be
completed by June 1980, Newover, since the Service has the authority to enter
private property to undertake the studies needed for eite characterization,
completion of the scquisition of the site can be delayed until the NRC issves
8 license for the facility without affecting other facility developesent a2+
tivities.

The Service, with the assistance of & contractor, will charscterize the site.
$ite charsctarization is at least & L2-sonth process of collecting and anaiyz-
ing dats on all sspects of the site. It is schediled to begin In February
1990 and be completed by April 1981, The data gathered during site charac-
terization fores the bas'‘e for sost of the future actions on the site. A site
ceharscterization report and an environmentsa' report, vwhich (Includes an
analysis of oalternatives, will be prepared ror the site. These should be
completed by June If9).

Based on the characterization report and the environmsental report, the Service
vill decide vhether or not the site still appears ruitable for a LLRV disposal
facility and the technology selected still appears appropriate. This final
selection of the site and technology should be completed in July 1901,

Yo develiop o LLRV disposal faciiity in Connecticut, approval sust be obtained
fros the DEP, the CSC, sunicipal agencies and the NRC. The DEP perasit ap-
plication should be filed in Decesber 190) and the others will be filed by
January 1, 1802 as required by State and federal lav,

Under the Connectiout siting lav, the CSC can overturn a decision by o
sunicipal agency. However, to do so at least eight of the thirteen sesbers of
the CSC wust vote to overturn the decision. For a LLRV facility procesding,
three of the seabers are appointed by the msunicipality In which the facility
vould be located and one of the thirteen {s appointed by the adjacent
sunicipality that s likely to be sost affected by the faciliity.

All required approvals should be received by July 1983, After they are
received, the facility developer will sign & lease vith the DPV allovwing the
developer to construct and operate o facliiity on the state-owned land. The
fecility will be designed to operate for at least 50 years. Construction
should begin In July 1003 and disposal operations should begin by April 1994,




Under the proposed schedule, the State will mot have o dispossl faclliity in
operation by January 1, 1083, the date vhen the three states vith eperating
LLRY disposa! facilitions can deny ‘onnscticut generstors access to their
fociiitios. It 1o possible that scme LLRV generators in the State may erhaust
their on-gite ostorage capacity befere their waste can be sccepted at tha new
disposs! facility. This situation will be evaluated In both the 1980 avd the
1981 revisions of the LLRV Managesent Plan and, (f necessary, plans vill be
devaioped for meeting the needs of these generators.

The sunicipality in which the facility Is located {o entitied to & benefits
package which includes an sssesssent on the gross receipts of the facility, »
negotiated social and economiec fapacts sitigation agreemssnt, asuthority to have
Its own on-site Inspector paid for by the facility operator, & érinking water
vell testing progras, paysents in liev of tases and & property value guarantes
progras.

CURLIC REY LKW OF THE MANMAGEMENT PLAN

The Plsi has received extensive public reviev and cossent over the past year.
It {s based on Inforsation gathered and ans!yzed by Service staff and revieved
by the Board of Directors of the Service at ten public wmestings and by the
LLRY Advisory Committees ot seven public seetings. It has been reveived by the
Comprehensive Planning Division of the Office of Policy and Managesent for its
consistency with the State Policies Plan ior the Conservation and Developsent
o/ Connecticut (CAD Plan) and was found to be consistent with the CAD plan,

The Servies held & public vorkshop and five publiec hearings in Septesber 1088
to receive comsent on the draft Plan. These seetings vere attended by sore
than 130 (Individuale. Following the hearings, the Service accepted written
comsents on the draft until October 14, 1088, The Service has revieved all
writteon and oral cossents received during the cossent peried. The draft Plan
Aas been revised, where appropriate, in response to comaents. The Board of
Directors of the Service adopted the 1988 LLRV Managesent Plan on Decesber 13,
1888, A response docusent specifically addressing the comsents will be avall-
able In January 19089,

The Service is & non-regulatory, quasi-publie corporation. In addition to (ts
LLRV responsibilitios, it has statutory responsiblility to pros.te the ap-
propriste sanagesent of the hazardous waste generated in the State. The
Service's prograss include long-range planning, research, technical and finan-
cial sssistance, and facility siting. The Service's sctivities are directed
by & six-sesber board of directors each of vhoe is appointed by the Governer,
vith feographic representation from the general pubiic and the seientific and
business cossunities.
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