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Requested records are available through anather public distribution program. See Comments saction,
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N.W, Washington, DC == - = g
Agency records subject to the request are enclosed
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pagee)
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Re: FOIA-93-64

APPENDIX A
RECORDS RELEASED TO REQUESTER

NUMBER DATE DESCRIPTION

SECY-92~249 entitled "FINAL PLAN FOR THE ENHANCED
PARTICIPATORY RULEMAKING PROCESS ON THE RADIOLOGICAL
CRITERIA FOR DECOMMISSIONING," dated October 28, 1992. (

Memorandum for Hugh Thempson, DEDO from Francis X. Cameron,
0GC, dated November 9, 1992, (8 pages)

Note from Francis X. Cameron to Dennis Sollenberger, Osp
dated January 4, 1993, (6 pages)

Preparatory Meeting Agenda for NRC Radiological Criteria
Workshop dated January 11, 1993, (1 page)

SECY~93-011 entitled "STATUS REPORT ON THE ENHANCED
PARTICIPATORY RULEMAKING ON THE RADIOLOGICAL CRITERIA FOR
DECOMMISSIONING" dated January 25, 1993. (96 pages)

Slides presented by Michael Weber for the Enhanced

Participatory Rulemaking Workaehops, (7 pages)
176793 Note from Chip to Gene re NRC-EPA meeting on
January 8, 1993 with attached draft agenda (7
pages)

Enhanced Particfﬂrﬂory Rulemaking Simulation
Workshop Janvary i.-12, 1993 (1l page)

11/09/92 Ltr. te Thompson from Cameron re: Workplan for
Implementation of the Enhanced Participatory

Rulemaking (including Michael Weber'’s hardwritten
notes) (9 Pages)

12/31/92 E-Mail note to Weber, NMSS from Cameron, 0GC
re: Be Prepared to Run Through Presentations
and Agenda at Simulation (1 Page)

3 pages)



10.

1.

12.
13.
14,
9.
16.

17.
18.

PATE
11/20/92

12/1/92

12/16/92

12/16/92

12/18/92

12/23/92

12/23/92

12/30/92

12/30/92

1/6/93

1/11/93

1/11/93
1/11-12/93
1/14/93
no date

no date

no date

no date

FOIA-93-64
APPENDIX B

DOCUMENTS TO BE RELEASED IN THEIR ENTIRETY

DESCRIPTION

E-Mail note to Addressees from Michael Weber [mfw] re:
Schedule for EPR Workshops (1 page)

Michael Weber's Monthly Conference Cal) notes
(4 pages)

E-Mail note to W. R. Lahs [wrl] re: Upcoming Meetings
with Keystone (1 page)

E-Mail note to Addressees from Michael Weber re:
Update on EPR [Information Only; no action required)

(2 pages)

E-Mail note to Chip Cameron [fxc] from Michael Weber
re: Alternate Dates for Simulation Workshop (1 page)

Update on the Enhanced Participatory Rulemaking on
Radiological Criteria for Decommissioning (4 pages)

E-Mail note to Addressees from Michael Weber re
Update on the EPR (1 page)

E-Mail note to Chip Cameron [fxc] from Michae: v ' r
re: Times for the Simulation Workshop (1 page)

£-Mail note to Chip Cameron [fxc] from Michael Weber
re: Reply on Keystone Summary (1 page)

Michael Weber's marked up copy of draft agenda for NRC
Site Cleanup Criteria Workstop (4 pages)

NRC Radiological Criteria Workshop Preparatory Meeting
Agenda and issues discussion matrix (2 pages)

Michael Weber’s notes taken at meeting (3 pages)
Attendees 1ist at EPR Meeting (1 page)

Update on the EPR (2 pages)

Notes on Regulatory Approaches (1 page)

Site Cleanup Workshops-Anticipated Questions to NRC
Staff (] page)

Slides for EPR Workshop by Michael Weber (7 pages)
Milestones for EPR - site cleanup criteria (1 page)
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To be released entirely

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

Pate
Undated

Undated

Undated
Undated

Undated
Undated
Undated

Undated

Undated
11/92

11/18/92

11/20/92

11/24/92

12/11/92

12/16/92

12/23/92

12/92

Description

Enhanced Participatory Rulemaking on Radiological Criteria for
Decommissioning (7 pages)

Milestones - Enhanced Participatory Rulemaking - Site Cleanup
Criteria { 1 page)

NAC Site Cleanup Criteria Workshop (1 page)

Public Workshop to Exchange Information and Lessons Learned in
Remediating Radioactively Contaminated Sites (11 pages)

Update on the EPR (2 pages)
Update on the EPR (2 pages)

Ltr F. X. Cameron to R. Brown re: rulemaking criteria for
decommissioning (2 pages)

Radiological Criteria for Decommissioning of NRC-licensed
Facilities; Workshops (19 pages)

Handwritten notes (Regulatbry Approaches) (1 page)

A Summary of NRC's Interim Radiological Cleanup Criteria and
Current Dose Bases (10 pages)

Note M. F. Weber to various personnel re: revised issues paper
for rulemaking (41 pages)

Note M. F. Weber to various personnel re: schedule for EPR
workshops (2 pages)

Note M. F. Weber to various personne} re: update on the
enhanced participatory rulemaking (2 pages)

Note M. F. Weber to various personnel re: update on EPR
(1 page)

Note from M. F. Weber to various personnel re: update on EPR
(2 pages)

Note from D. G. Wiedeman to M. Weber re: regional
representation; 12/23/92 note M. F. Weber to various personnel
re: update on the EPR; Update on the Enhanced Participatory
Rulemaking on Radiological Criteria for Decommissioning

(6 pages)
Decommissioning Case Studies (27 pages)
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To be released entirely

18.

19.
20.

21.

22.

£3.
24,

Date  Description

12/31/92 Memo A. B. Navis to C. €. Norelius re: workshops on
establishmant of radiological criteria for decommissioning of
NRC-1icenied facilities (1 page)

01/06/93 NRC Site Cleanup Criteria Workshop draft agenda (4 pages)

01/11-12/93 Enhanced Paticipatory Rulemaking Simulation Workshop sign-in
sheet w/attachments (4 pages)

01/19/93 NRC Site Cleanup Criteria Workshop draft agenda (4 pages)
01/25/93 Newspaper article (2 pages)
Ea International Decommissioning Activities (3 pages)

- Milestones - (. paye)



Appendix D
To be withheld in part
Date Description
k. Undated Observer Registration sheet (12 pages)

2. 01/27-28/93 NRC Site Cleanup Criteria Workshops
participants list (g pages)

FOIA 93-64

Exemption
6



CK

October 28, 1992 SAS
VM
MLO
MEMORANDUM FOR: James M., Taylor

Executive Director for Operations

william C. Parler
General Counsel

FROM: Samuel J. Chilk, Secretary /8/

SUBJECT: SECY=92-249 - FINAL PLAN FOR THE ENHANCED
PARTICIPATORY RULEMAKING PROCESS ON THE
RADIOLOGICAL CRITERIA FOR DECOMMISSIONING

The Commission (with all Commissioners agreeing) has approved the
staff plan for conducting workshops as set forth in SECY-92-249
subject to the comments below, the staff requirements memorandum
dated September 9, 1992 on the Enhanced Participatory Process
(attached), and the attached editorial changes.

1, Practicality and reasonableness are fundamental
benchmarks that must be applied in this rulemaking.
Consequently, the staff should identify actual cases
for review by workshop participants which include
several types of facilities and cover a range of sites.
One example which might be illustrative is the case
mentioned in the Department of Defense testimony
prepared for the canceled September 16, 1992 hearings
where site-specific negotiations led to a standard that
was not technically feasible or cost-effective.
Presentation of a situation where applicaticn of a
standard and cleanup technology was "successful" as
well as one that was "not succet .ful" (including cost
information on both), would be useful in ill'stratinj
issues involving "objectives", "risk", and
"practicality". Likewise, objective 4, "Returi: to
Background Levels," (see page 14 of Enclosure B)
provides an overly simplistic characterization of a
complex technical issue which should be modified to
indicate some of tne difficuities of implementing such
an approach. |

CHAIRMAN, AND CCAMISSIONERS ROGERS, CURTISS AND

F[)R # SECY NOTE: THIS SRM, SECY~92-249, AND THE VOTE SHEETS OF THE
17111 S de PLANQUE WILL BE MADE PUBLICLY AVAILABLE 10

”

Y WU = WORKING DAYS FROM THE DATE O THIS SRM
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Consistent with the SRM dated April 15, 1992 on the
March 11, 1992 Commission briefing and SECY-92-045, all
participants and interested groups should be advised of
the manner and extent to which the criteria developed
in this rulemaking would be used. Emphasis should be
placed on the number and size of sites for which the
criteria would apply, and the tradeoffs with stringency
and ease and reliability of application. In Issue II
(see page 21 of Enclosure B), practicality is only
attributed to the Risk Limit or Risk Goal approach.
Practicality is also a factor in the other approaches.

L%

- A discussion of how the process of an ALARA analysis
can be documented, particularly the cost~benefit
analysis, may prove helpful to workshop participants.
Cost is often left out of the analysis, and sometimes
the "reasonably" is also not factored into the
analysis. The use of this process needs a better
explanation regardless of the objective that is finally
proposed.

4. The Commission has consistently maintained that the
agency must continue to provide adeguate protection of
the public health and safety and the environment while
pursuing this initiative to establish generic criteria
related to decommissioning. Accordingly, the Federal
Register notice and the Issues Paper should reflect
that case- and activity-specific risk decisions will
continue to be made, as necessary, during the pendency
of this process (e.g., in order to conduct site
decommissior ng and license termination).

- The discussion of previous burials (see page 34 of
Enclosure B, Secondary Issue D) should include a range
of options instead of simply no action or exhumation.

The staff should incorporate the above comments and editorial
zhanges into the Federal Register notice and the Rulemaking
Issues Paper. The Federal Register notice should be forwarded to
the Secretary for signature and publication.

(EDO/0OGC) (SECY Suspense: 12/18/92)

The Commission (with the Chairman and Commissioners Rogers,
Remick and de Plangue agreeing) has approved the staff
recommendation to not include a discussion of compatibility in
the enhanced participatory rulemaking workshops. Commissioner
Curtiss had no objection to the issue of compatibility being
discussed in the context of this rulemaking.
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The workshop discussions could be improved if all participants
were provided additional background material in advance. As
such, the lssues Paper and other background material should be
made available in the Public Document Room (PDR), provided to
participants, and made available to individual members who plan
to attend the workshops or provide written comments.

(EDOQ) (SECY Suspense: 12/18/92)

For inclusion in the rulemaking issues paper, the staff should
develop a primer describing the various terms and concepts
associated with the Best Effort (technology-based) approach from
the various environmental statutes for use by workshop
participants and other interested individuals.

(EDO) (SECY Suspense: 2/19/93)

For inclusion in the rulemaking issues paper, the staff should
obtain recent intormation on activities in other countries,
particularly in France, England and Germany. These countries are
involved in large decontamination and decommissioning projects
and may possess information that could be useful to workshop
participants.

(EDO) (SECY Suspense: 2/19/93)

Attachments:
As stated

a? The Chairman
Commissioner Rogers
Commissioner Curtiss
Commissioner Remick
Commissioner de Plangue
OI1G
Office Directors, Regions (via E-Mail)
OP, SDBU/CR, ASLBP (via FAX)
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