Uniform Waste Manifest Forms (NRC Form 540, 541, and 542)

Frequently Asked Questions

Date: July 26, 2021

Will the NRC will be changing the uniform waste manifest (UWM) format in June
2021 from the version that was issued last year?

The NRC will not be making any additional changes to the UWM beyond what was
published on July 2, 2020 (85 FR 39936) and the forms that appear at the end of
NUREG/BR-0204, Revision 3.

When do the Revision 3 UWM forms need to be implemented?

On June 25, 2021, the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) published a Federal
Register Notice (86 FR 33783) announcing that the revised UWM Forms, consistent with
NUREG/BR-0204, Revision 3, are available. As noted in the FRN, the forms have a
90-day implementation period and users should transition to the revised forms on or
before September 23, 2021.

Did you mean for the UWMs to be 8.5x11 letter size? Can waste shippers still use
legal size 8.5x147?

Yes, waste shippers may use legal size for UWMs. The emphasis of the equivalent form
should be on the content and clarity of information. The example forms included in
NUREG-BR/0204, Rev 3 are formatted as 8.5 x 11 size for convenience, however, the
8.5 x 14 size included in NUREG-BR/0204, Rev 2 continues to be acceptable for
equivalency.

Does NRC accept the use of statistics to provide confidence in any analysis of
data and development of scaling factors?

Yes, NRC would accept the use of statistics as the basis for scaling factors.

Where should the data flags be entered on the Form 541? Block 1 or Block 16?
Would the NRC be willing to post examples of their manifest format on their
website showing the "*" and "#" indicators for indirect method and LLDs?

The data marking flags in NUREG/BR-0204, Revision 3 are guidance intended to assist
disposal facilities with understanding their waste inventory. They are not required by
NRC regulations. Waste shippers should consult with the receiving facility to determine
if the use of data flags is desired. However, staff provide the example Form 541 below
for a hypothetical waste shipment to suggest how the data marking flags may be used in
both Block 1 (asterisk) and Block 16 (#).

NUREG/BR-0204, Revision 3 provides instructions on how to fill out the Form 541.

On page 10 the instructions for Form 541, Box 1: Manifest Totals state:
...Any value based on an LLD should be entered in parenthesis....
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The activities for the shipment reported in Item 1 should include the sum of the
activity developed based on measurements, LLD values, and indirect methods,
as applicable. If any portion of the reported activity was determined based on
LLD values or indirect methods, mark the reported activity with an asterisk
and provide additional details on the method used to determine the activity under
Item 16 as described below.

On pages 14-15 the instructions for Form 541, Box 16: Radiological Description state:
If the reported activity is developed based on an LLD value or the use of indirect
methods, the activity should be marked with parentheses for LLD-based
values and with a pound (#) sign for values based on indirect methods. If
more than one method is used to develop the activity (e.g., a portion of the
activity for a radionuclide is developed based on actual measurements and a
portion is developed based on an indirect method or LLD value), write the
activity for the radionuclide developed using each method separated by a
slash (/) and mark the activity as described above as appropriate.

5,000 / 2,500# / (2,500)

The asterisk may be used in Box 1 because of the limited entry space to point to the
more detailed flags that may be noted in Box 16. In Box 16, waste shippers may enter
additional flags for radionuclides not listed in Box 1.

See attached example form at the end of these FAQs. Please note there was an error in
slide 17 of NRC Staff Presentation (ML21039A763) which shows a # in Box 1 rather
than an *.

Do | have to quantify the less than (“<”) concentrations (sometimes called <LLD
values) as actual concentrations and include the “LLD” values in the calculation
of the waste class?

NRC staff use the terminology “LLD” to refer to the values that are reported by analytical
laboratories as non-detected (e.g., I-129 at <0.0008 uCi/cm?®), however, staff
understands that industry practice often continues to use the term LLD for the
concentrations that are scaled up from these initial LLD values (e.g., 1-129 at <0.02
uCi/cm3). See slides 27 and 28 of NRC Staff Presentation (ML21039A763). For clarity,
NRC staff use the term “< concentrations” for the latter scaled up values in this FAQ.

The values of the radionuclides that are entered onto Form 541, Radiological Description
(Box 16 on UWM forms dated 6-2021) should be the waste generator’s best estimate of
the inventory in the waste. These values should be used to calculate the waste class
(Box 17 on UWM forms dated 6-2021).

In some cases, this will be a (LLD) value that is based on the 1983 BTP. In other cases,
it will be (1) a scaled value based on a detected "key radionuclide" such as Co-60, (2) a

constant value, or (3) a measured value. All of these values should feed into the waste

classification and all of the values should have adequate justification.

What do | do with the less than (“< “) concentrations (sometimes called <LLD
values) for radionuclides that | know are not present in the waste? Can | enter an
activity of 0 on the manifest and in the waste classification calculation?
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NRC staff use the terminology “LLD” to refer to the values that are reported by analytical
laboratories as non-detected (e.g., 1-129 at <0.0008 pCi/cm?), however, staff
understands that industry practice often continues to use the term LLD for the
concentrations that are scaled up from these initial LLD values (e.g., I-129 at <0.02
uCi/cm3). See slides 27 and 28 of NRC Staff Presentation (ML21039A763). For clarity,
NRC staff use the term “< concentrations” for the latter scaled up values in this FAQ.

It is generally not acceptable to assume an activity of O for radionuclides present at <
concentration values without an adequate basis, such as process knowledge about the
waste generated. For example, if a generator has process knowledge that there is no
fission occurring in their process to generate waste streams containing specific hard-to-
detect radionuclides and the initial radioactivity inventory did not include the specific
radionuclide of concern, then it may be appropriate to use a 0 value or a NP on the
manifest.

Is NRC open to providing additional guidance on Tc-99 and I-129 quantities as part
of waste classification? Would NRC consider reconvening a second meeting on
the lower- limit of detection (LLD) issue prior to the effective date for Version 3 of
the waste manifest forms?

NRC understands based on public comments that there may be limitations with
commercial analytical laboratories quantifying the concentrations of the hard-to-detect
radionuclides below the LLDs in the 1983 BTP. The NRC staff is committed to working
with industry and licensees to identify an appropriate approach and/or guidance vehicle
for using LLDs to report hard-to-detect radionuclides, separate from issuing Revision 3
of the UWM forms. NRC staff believes developing such guidance is a longer-term effort
that would benefit from additional stakeholder interactions.

Could the NRC provide "generic scaling factor” guidance for the four hard-to-
detect reportable nuclides (C-14, H-3, Tc-99, 1-129)?

Although the NRC has not endorsed any specific generic scaling factors for the purpose
of determining the inventory of hard-to-detect radionuclides in low-level radioactive
waste, per regulations in 10 CFR Part 61.55(a)(8), licensees can use indirect methods,
such as scaling factors, to determine the concentrations of radionuclides in waste for the
purpose of waste classification if there is reasonable assurance that the indirect methods
can be correlated with actual measurements. In 2015, the NRC published NRC
Regulatory Issue 2015-02 to note that licensees have the option to use indirect methods
to determine the activity of tritium (H-3), carbon-14 (C-14), technetium-99 (Tc-99), and
iodine-129 (1-129) reported on the uniform waste manifest when the radionuclide is
present at a concentration less than the lower limit of detection (LLD) and to provide
additional guidance on the use of scaling factors. Shippers can use either site-specific
or generic scaling factors as long as the reasonable assurance statement above is met.

NRC is not able to provide generic scaling factors for the four hard-to-detect reportable
nuclides given the amount of research that would be involved and the heterogeneity of
radioactive waste generated. However, NRC staff may be able to review industry
submittals of calculated generic scaling factors (e.g., responses to the staff's Request for
Additional Information on the previously submitted EPRI report entitled, “Development of
Generic Scaling Factors for Technetium-99 and lodine-129 in Low and Intermediate
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11.

Level Waste, November 2015”) if requested in the future. Or industry may develop a
white paper detailing specific examples and/or approaches to using the data in the EPRI
report more generically that the NRC staff could review.

In addition, an individual waste shipper may elect to use the scaling factors in the EPRI
report or may chose the approach of developing a maximum or bounding level for hard-
to-detect radionuclides based on the data in the EPRI report and this level being used to
report inventory on the manifest when the hard-to-detect radionuclide is present at
activities that are <LLD. The NRC considers the “bounding level” approach to be an
“indirect method” for determining the concentration as is allowed in 10 CFR 61.55 if
there is reasonable assurance that the indirect methods can be correlated with actual
measurements. The 1983 BTP has guidance that this correlation should be within a
factor of 10.

To use the scaling factors in the EPRI report or use this “bounding level” approach for a
limited set of waste streams would likely be easier than justifying the generic use of such
a level. For an individual waste shipper to use the approach of developing a maximum
level, the NRC would expect that they would have a justification that data from the PNNL
data set that is used to develop the level is applicable to their waste stream and that the
level assumed accurately represents or bounds the actual concentration in their waste
stream. The evaluation of whether this level is appropriate should be periodically
reassessed to ensure that the justification remains valid. This reassessment would not
need to include a reanalysis of the data if the waste shipper can technically justify that
the maximum level they are assuming is appropriate through other means.

Does Box 18 on the Form 540 ask for weight of the container and the weight of the
waste or just the weight of the waste?

In former Box 18 of Form 540 (currently Box 17 on Form 540 dated 6-2021), the “Total
Weight or Volume” requested is as included in Department of Transportation
Regulations found at 49 CFR 172.202(a)(5).

In most cases, the regulations indicate the total weight or volume for the hazardous
materials only, and not the container.

However, there are some exceptions for transportation by aircraft 49 CFR 172.202
(a)(6), that discuss including the container as gross mass.

On Form 541, Box 8 requests the “Waste and Container Weight”.

How do we handle scaling factors for the hard-to-detect radionuclides in software
that generates the UWM forms for waste shippers? The software is all rules
based, so we need to know what the rules are.

NRC staff believes software developers have several options including, but not limited to
(1) using generic scaling factors, if they can be justified for the specific waste streams
and the specific site (2) using waste-specific scaling factors, (3) using constant values
for the hard-to-detect radionuclides, or (4) develop scaling factors based on statistical
analysis.
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The NRC expects that if a site or software were to use generic scaling factors, they
would consider whether the generic information is applicable to the specific facility and
waste streams and to understand the range of conditions under which the information is
applicable. Scaling factors, whether generic or site-specific, should be periodically
assessed to confirm that the values used remain appropriate for the waste stream.

The NRC understands the generator’s decision of which method to use can be
challenging and depends highly on the range of waste streams generated, the range of
concentration levels of the detectable radionuclides, and the volume of waste generated
per year containing the hard-to-detect radionuclides.

What are the changes to the Forms described by NUREG/BR-0204, Rev 3?

*  NRC Form 540/540A
— Revised certification statement
— Deleted column 17 on Form 540 (duplicate request for Low Specific
Activity/Surface Contaminated Object class)
* NRC Form 541/541A
— Additional column for waste weight on Form 541
*  NRC Form 542/542A
— Minor formatting changes (applies to all forms)

Do | need to use the NRC version of the UWM Forms?

Waste shippers may use the NRC form in the NRC forms library or may also use
software to generate an equivalent form. 10 CFR Part 20, Appendix G defines that
“Licensees need not use originals of these NRC Forms as long as any substitute forms
are equivalent to the original documentation in respect to content, clarity, size, and
location of information.

Because NRC must comply with the Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA) as a Federal
Agency, use of the NRC forms or any equivalent forms (that are essentially “sponsored”
by the NRC) must include the OMB clearance number, the expiration date, and the
Paperwork Reduction Act statement that includes the estimated burden to fill out the
form.

NRC recommends that waste shippers discuss with the receiving facility first to
determine what form they use, in particular if it is located in an Agreement State that
may be using equivalent forms that are consistent with their State regulatory program.

What if | am shipping to an “Agreement State”?

NRC recommends that waste shippers discuss with the receiving facility first to
determine what form they use, in particular if it is located in an Agreement State that
may be using equivalent forms that are consistent with their State regulatory program.

The NRC Form 540, 541, and 542 are designated Compatibility Category D, which
means adopting the NRC forms is not required for purposes of compatibility. Therefore,
Agreements State regulators may make changes to the NRC forms as needed for their
regulatory program.



15.

16.

17.

However, the NRC staff recommends that all waste manifest forms be “equivalent” to the
NRC forms with respect to content, clarity, size, and location of information to ensure all
the data required for efficient waste disposal is included. Agreement State forms should
not be labeled “NRC Form” if they are not the exact forms on the NRC forms library that
NRC sponsors in accordance with the Paperwork Reduction Act. Agreement State
forms also should not include the OMB clearance number, the expiration date, and the
Paperwork Reduction Act statement that is present on the NRC forms, so as not to imply
that the Agreement State forms have undergone the OMB approval process required of
Federal agencies.

What are the changes in NUREG/BR-0204, Revision 3?

The primary changes in NUREG/BR-0204 Revision 3 include the following:

e updated instructions to reflect changes to the Uniform Manifest forms

e updated references to DOT regulations to reflect the current DOT regulations

e additional discussion on the reporting of inventories based on lower limit of detection
values

¢ the potential use of indirect methods to determine these inventories
the use of indirect methods in waste classification calculations

e additional clarification of the certification statement on Form 540 to account for cases
where waste is shipped to a processor or collector

e overall improvements to the clarity of the document

What is considered to be a significant radionuclide?

A radionuclide (RN) is “significant” if:

— RN concentration > 0.01 x Table 1 of 10 CFR 61.55, or

— RN concentration > 0.01 x the smallest concentration in Table 2 of 10 CFR
61.55, or

— RN concentration > 0.01 x the receiving disposal facility Waste Acceptance
Criteria (WAC), or

— the radionuclide is not listed in either the 10 CFR 61.55 tables or a land disposal
facility WAC, and it is present in the waste in concentrations > 0.26 MBq per cm?

Significant radionuclides should be reported on the UWM and included in the waste
class calculation.

Can we enter our best estimate of what the volume is in the disposal trench
instead of estimating bulk shipping volume? We are often now required to put in
shipping container on the 541 Form, but there is no disposal -- in the disposal
container. Are we allowed to say that it is a bulk unpackaged shipment?

NRC Forms 540 and 541 have different information and purposes. Most of the
information on NRC Form 540 (Shipping Paper) is needed to meet the U.S. Department
of Transportation shipping paper requirements for radioactive material shipments.
Similarly, most of the information requested on NRC Form 541 is needed to meet

10 CFR 20 Appendix G.

The regulations in 10 CFR Part 20, Appendix G (1)(D)(1) refer to “uncontainerized waste”
and require that the shipper of the radioactive waste provide its approximate volume and
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weight on the uniform waste manifest. Neither the regulations nor the guidance exempt
the shipper from reporting the volume of the waste that is shipped on the NRC forms.
Therefore, the reporting of the actual as-shipped volume of waste (i.e., the volume that is
placed in the ground prior to compaction) on NRC Form 541 is required. Both NRC
Form 540 and NRC Form 541 should have accurate information that reflects the
properties of the waste as it is shipped. This includes information for uncontainerized
waste.

Would the NRC be receptive to us looking at the Pacific Northwest National
Laboratory (PNNL) dataset, separating out the datapoints from plants that did not
have a fuel defect, using those datapoints to develop a level above which nothing
was found, and using that number on the manifests? Would NRC allow the plants
and shippers to not have to re-certify this level with a new sample? The
commercial laboratories are not able to get within a factor of ten of what is
actually there.

The NRC is open to the approach of a maximum or bounding level being developed for
hard-to-detect radionuclides and this level being used to report inventory on the manifest
when the hard-to-detect radionuclide is present at activities that are <LLD. The NRC
considers this approach to be an “indirect method” for determining the concentration as
is allowed in 10 CFR 61.55 if there is reasonable assurance that the indirect methods
can be correlated with actual measurements. The 1983 BTP has guidance that this
correlation should be within a factor of 10.

From the perspective of safely managing waste, the NRC is concerned about indirect
methods that underestimate the concentration and therefore underestimate risk.
However, from a regulatory perspective, it is acceptable for a shipper to use an indirect
method that results in a conservative estimate that may overestimate the activity by
more than a factor of 10. While the use of a conservative approach is acceptable for
satisfying the regulations, shippers who use this approach should be aware that this
could lead to other consequences (e.g., effects of overestimating the manifested
inventory on disposal facility capacity).

The data in the PNNL report are for a relatively limited set of waste streams and these
samples were measured over 20-30 years ago. The development and use of a
generally applicable maximum level that can be used for a wide variety of waste streams
from a wide variety of nuclear power plants, would require a justification that the data is
applicable to all waste streams that the level might be used for and that the data from a
few decades ago remains valid today. The NRC issued a Request for Additional
Information on this topic on EPRI report entitled, “Development of Generic Scaling
Factors for Technetium-99 and lodine-129 in Low and Intermediate Level Waste,
November 2015”) that used the PNNL data to develop scaling factors that have not been
answered, due to EPRI putting the review on hold. The NRC staff anticipates that
industry would need to address many of the questions raised for the EPRI report in order
to justify the use of a generic level.

The justification for an individual waste shipper to use this “maximum level” approach for
a limited set of waste streams would likely be easier than justifying the generic use of
such a level. For an individual waste shipper to use the approach of developing a
maximum level, the NRC would expect that they would have a justification that data from
the PNNL data set that is used to develop the level is applicable to their waste stream
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and that the level assumed accurately represents or bounds the actual concentration in
their waste stream. The evaluation of whether this level is appropriate should be
periodically reassessed to ensure that the justification remains valid. This reassessment
would not need to include a reanalysis of the data if the waste shipper can technically
justify that the maximum level they are assuming is appropriate through other means.

Regarding the current FAQ which states “using constant values for hard-to-
detect radionuclides is an option for software developers”, please confirm that
an annual or biennial 10 CFR 61 sample Lower Limit of Detection (LLD) value
could be applied to all packages for the applicable period as a constant.

As stated in FAQ# 11, “NRC staff believes software developers have several options
including, but not limited to (1) using generic scaling factors, if they can be justified for
the specific waste streams and the specific site, (2) using waste-specific scaling factors,
(3) using constant values for the hard-to-detect radionuclides, or (4) develop scaling
factors based on statistical analysis.”

To further clarify, the NRC staff expects that generators that elect to use a constant
value(s) for the hard-to-detect radionuclide(s), should justify that the value is a
conservative, bounding value that is representative of the waste stream and there is
reasonable assurance that the actual concentration of that radionuclide in the waste is
below that constant value. Using the LLD values from 10 CFR Part 61 sampling may be
appropriate if the value can be justified in this manner. Historic plant information may
also be used to justify using such constant values, e.g., if the nuclear power plant has
never experienced fuel failure.

However, the NRC staff expects the generator to justify that the constant value applies
to the waste characterization for “all packages” that it uses such constant values
developed from the 10 CFR Part 61 sample LLD values. For example, assuming a
constant value from a sample with low concentrations of Tc-99 may not be applicable to
waste streams containing other radionuclides or waste streams expected to contain
higher concentrations of Tc-99.

As stated in FAQ#18 “The NRC is open to the approach of a maximum or bounding level
being developed for hard-to-detect radionuclides and this level being used to report
inventory on the manifest when the hard-to-detect radionuclide is present at activities
that are <LLD. The NRC considers this approach to be an "indirect method" for
determining the concentration as is allowed in 10 CFR 61.55 if there is reasonable
assurance that the indirect methods can be correlated with actual measurements.

The 1983 BTP contains guidance that this correlation should be within a factor of 10,
(i.e., generators should ensure that concentrations are not underestimated by more than
a factor of 10).”

Licensees should clearly define the ranges of waste concentrations and/or waste
streams over which the constant value (or any selected indirect method) applies in their
waste characterization procedures. This range does not need to be entered on the
Uniform Waste Manifest.
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In those cases where an Agreement State does not adopt the change to
include LLD values for waste classification, licensees will continue to comply
with Agreement State direction. Please confirm continued acceptability of this
approach.

As stated in FAQ# 6,

“‘NRC staff use the terminology "LLD" to refer to the values that are reported by
analytical laboratories as non-detected (e.g., I-129 at <0.0008 uCi/cm?), however, staff
understands that industry practice often continues to use the term LLD for the
concentrations that are scaled up from these initial LLD values (e.g., I-129 at <0.02
uCi/cm?3). See slides 27 and 28 of NRC Staff Presentation. For clarity, NRC staff use
the term "< concentrations" for the latter scaled up values in this FAQ.

The values of the radionuclides that are entered onto Form 541, Radiological Description
(Box 16 on UWM forms dated 6-2021) should be the waste generator's best estimate of
the inventory in the waste. These values should be used to calculate the waste class
(Box 17 on UWM forms dated 6-2021).

In some cases, this will be a (LLD) value that is based on the 1983 BTP. In other cases,
it will be (1) a scaled value based on a detected "key radionuclide" such as Co-60, (2) a
constant value, or (3) a measured value. All of these values should feed into the
waste classification and all of the values should have adequate justification.”

To further clarify, NRC staff do not believe that including the LLD values or

“< concentrations” in the waste classification is a “change” to existing NRC guidance.
NRC regulations require waste generators to properly classify their waste streams such
that they understand the risk appropriately. If including the “< concentrations” for waste
classification, as the question asks, changes the waste classification (e.g., from Class A
to Class B), then there is uncertainty in what the waste class is and how the risk from the
waste should be managed. To reduce this uncertainty, and ensure that the waste is
managed appropriately, the generator should evaluate the concentrations in the waste
stream further. Alternatively, the generator could dispose of the waste as the higher
class.

NRC staff understands that some of its Agreement State partners may provide differing
guidance to waste shippers on this issue, and NRC continues to invite discussion and
technical partnering with its Agreement States. Waste shippers should rely on the
guidance from their regulators. In the case of a nuclear power plant (i.e., NRC licensee)
shipping waste to an Agreement State waste disposal or waste processing facility, these
waste shipments will be inspected in accordance with NRC guidance and regulations
(e.g., NUREG/BR-0204, Revision 3). NRC licensees should expect to provide adequate
justification for waste manifesting decisions during an NRC inspection to demonstrate
compliance with 10 CFR Part 20, Appendix G and 10 CFR Part 61. The NRC guidance
in NUREG/BR-0204, Revision 3 provides a method for justifying waste manifesting
decisions. Therefore, the “acceptability” of the approach outlined in the submitted
guestion should be determined on a case-by-case basis.
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If a10 CFR 20 App G LLD nuclide (H-3, C-14, Tc-99, 1-129) is below the
significance threshold conditions, would LLD values only contribute to waste
class if exceeding the threshold?

As stated in FAQ# 16,

A radionuclide (RN) is "significant" if:

RN concentration > 0.01 x Table 1 of 10 CFR 61.55, or

RN concentration > 0.01 x the smallest concentration in Table 2 of 10 CFR 61.55, or
RN concentration > 0.01 x the receiving disposal facility Waste Acceptance Criteria
(WAC), or

the radionuclide is not listed in either the 10 CFR 61.55 tables or a land disposal
facility WAC, and it is present in the waste in concentrations > 0.26 MBqg per cm3

Significant radionuclides should be reported on the UWM and included in the waste
class calculation.

To further clarify, if a radionuclide does not meet the criteria above to be significant, then
it does not need to be included in the waste classification calculation.

22,

Should 10 CFR 20 Appendix G radionuclide LLD values be used on the Form
541 for any other purpose than waste class? An LLD value is not a real value
to contribute to other regulatory fractions.

Total Package and Shipment activity?

Nuclide abundance calculations?

Department of Transportation (DOT) A1/A2 calculations?

Reportable Quantity calculations?

Thermal Watt calculations?

Hydrogen generation calculations?

NRC Regulatory Guide 1.21 reporting?

Should LLD Appendix G nuclides be required on Waste Profile validation
reports?

Should LLD Appendix G nuclides affect the Radioactive Report, Part 61 report
and DOT/NRC Report?

Should LLD Appendix G nuclides be factored into “Long Lived Nuclides”
calculations?

The reported radionuclide activity in

Form 541, Box 1: Manifest Totals (see page 9-10 of NUREG/BR-0204, Rev 3) and

Form 541, Box 16: Radiological Description, (see page 14-15 of NUREG/BR-0204, Rev 3)
should represent the best estimate of the total activity and should consider the measured
activity, the activity based on the lower limit of detection (LLD) values, or indirect methods, as
applicable. See FAQ#5 for use of flags for LLDs in these boxes.

Regulatory Guide 1.21 states that waste shippers should report major radionuclides present in
solid waste shipped. If these radionuclides are a considered by a licensee to be a major
radionuclide, they should be included and reported.

10



The data that is reported as <LLD, or a calculated “< concentration” based on a laboratory
reported <LLD, is more uncertain than detected concentrations, however, such data provide
useful waste characterization information. If the use of such data impact the results significantly
for any of these calculations above, then reporting or including the data should be evaluated.
The licensee may want to understand the sensitivity of their calculations to the radionuclides
that may be characterized as <LLD or “< concentrations”. If the use of such data cause high
uncertainty in any of the above the calculations, the licensee may want to consider indirect
methods or alternate inventory approaches for these calculations.

Waste shippers should consult with DOT for the items above that are related to DOT
regulations.

11



(AAAA-NIN) L7S INHOAH O¥N

paiinbay 8UON 00} 1osoljed v. 0010|499 obed ysed| a|qnoedwoouoN ‘0 Elps| @Bueyoxs-uo| uoney ‘0g Jaziesouiweq ‘6
abed |euonippe Jo 00SdH Hedeolq "¢ A N 8jes 'G9 |euonippe Jo ‘z| ysel| s|qnoedwo) ‘6¢ d|qqny uonliowsg '6¢ Jaur Jo yue] sse|bieqiq ‘g
‘1 W) ul aquoseg Jeylo ‘66 002dH 1edeaiq 'z. QoS | 9jes v9| weyl ur aquoseq sejelu8ouU0/s8bpN|S snop.ezeH 9Jejs 10 Yd3 8| JaurT Jo yue] ausjAyiehlod ‘L
aualflg 18183 IAUIA 16 abed [euonippe jo  0E0E IISWAYD "L/ ua ybiH €9 oo ‘65 /swopog Jojeiodensy ‘ge J8))14 [BOIUBYOBN /T abed |euonippe Jo Jaur 1o yue| 8j8I0u0) "9
apuoIYD [AUIA g6 ‘PI W8l Ul 8quaseq IBUI0 ‘68 0G IIswayd "0L auipadng |leusiely Buneld 4o yured /¢ BIpaN J8)I4 "9¢ ‘9 Way urequoseg 4aylo 6L dsulJoyue] By ‘S
uswnig ‘z6 Jl1esenby "7/ 0€ lsway) ‘69 /K@ Jool4 z9 p3jeAIY "€ 80I1A8(/82IN0S polesas '9¢ pinbi snosnby -Gz Jaurejuo) Aubsyul ybiH gL lled 1o wnuiQ [e1sN b
(uone|nsdeous) 8)010U0) L6 josenby "9/ QIOS VY pIOS ‘89 woyee) ‘19 (sseoueo fewiue alemgeT Jo SIEMSSED ‘GE 10 ¥2| syusuodwo) pabespedun ‘z| lled Jo wnig onseld ‘¢
wewa) 06 11 1eson9d "GL X 0210|4 /9 uQg peads 09 1deoxe) [eLisjely (110 3do0xa) pinbry ouebio “y¢ se9 '€z a)sep pabesoedun ying L1 xog [E}ON 'Z
uoieIlIPIoS uopdiog |eaibojolg 'z juawdinb3g pejeulweuo) ‘gg 110s "zz| Jepullko ses 0L 8jeID 10 XOg USPOOAA °|
. _ sseoten elps|y 8Bueyoxs-uo| pag paxiN "z ysy Jojeseumnul ‘1z
BP0 “{| WS)I Ul PalIUSPI 8q OS|E PINOYS SWEU PUBIQ PUB (J8INJOBMNUBL) JOPUBA BU} ,N_Mom_cw_ﬁvwwﬂw_c_mﬂw_ummum“_ lewiuy Ly elps|\ 8bueyoxe-uo| uoluy ‘Lg [eodseyd ‘0| »'d0-, Aq pamojio} &q pinoys apoo
. ’ ‘g A um.\so_._Q q pinoys ’ : |eouswinu 8y} ‘syoediano [einjonis panoisdde ul [esodsip Buuinbal
2p09 [BOLBWNU By} ‘sjuswaiinbal Ajjige)s [ednjonus a)is [esodsip 198 Jey} BIpsW UOREOYIPIOS 104 € 10N (awnjoA Aq sjeulwopaid yolym saiy} 0} dn 8sooy)) "sepog Jojduoseq 8isep Z ILON 8)SEM /SJBUIEJUOD 104 "S8POD UohdLOSeQ Jeuleluod 1L 310N
90+39G'% Taviol
(00+311°9) 6l
10+38LC Ereuio
10+300°€ (A
L0+3L¥') ye-wy
€0+30L°L yyL-9D
S0+300'9 LEL-SO
S0+359°¢ ¥€1-80
€0+3.v'6 gcL-as
10+369°L 6601
£0+306°¢ 065 sbej} ejep|ay) Jo asn ajessuowap py papiroid Ajuo s
£0+369°L G9-uz pue O_QENXQ _NO_HO_‘_“OQ\AL e uo pase( SI | {7G wWio4 SIiy|
90+361°Z €9"N
€0+36.'8 6S-IN
G0+3Sl°€ 09-00
70+3vL'9 85G-00
€0+3vL'9 1G-00
S0+379'8 GG-o4
$0+359°¢ $S-UN
o) #v0+368'6 / ¥0+358'6 ¥1-0
#50+311°C €H aN SSPIXO [e19N 004 €T ze s0-39g'L > | Lo-AlgE > 00} 008'} 0ov'e g€ el N3O MTL0L0
ewwes Jy/ASW
9 sse[D-) jusdled epljonuoipey pue ANARoY [B1o1 | %10 < 1 ueby JueBy Buneieus € 810N 295) BIPON|  JaujRIUOD -ejeg eudiy Lunsw)
gsse;ng J8ulBIuOD 10 ‘[ej0] Jeureio) pue (bgin) Bunejay % W10y [2o1UBLD .co_uwN___gEm ur (s)awnjop (2 @I0N 29S) (aysasr) _H_ (6%) ubrapm (syequnN al
siqeisun v ssen-ny|  ANAIOY pue sapionuoipey [enpiaipu] Wbiap 4 [edlusy uoneoyipljos |)seM Joyduoseq NEo 00L/ban (6%) Jaulejuod (1L ®1ON @9S)  |Jojessus/iaquinN
9|qeIS V SSe|D-SY Ju8qIog y| [sjewixoiddy "gL| BlseM 2L uoneulwejuo) |oA87 uolelpey JIVGIETVY pue AmEv uopduosaq uonesnuap|
SSe|Q S)seM L1 uopduosa( [edlbojoipey ‘9L uonduosa( [ealwayd ‘Gl uonduosaq [ealshyd 20elUNg || a0oepng QL] oisep ‘6| @isep ‘g | swnop ‘2| ssuleuod 9 Jaulejuo) ‘g
Jaureuo) ul adA] aysep) yoed oy uonduosaq S1SEp uonduosaq Jaulejuo) |esodsig
1202¢ dN Aq0+31L1°G) |L0+369°L|«¥0+36'6] «¥O+3ILLT 90+39G'¥ 7702010/SaINy0010/SbaINU/SUONO3([09-00p/WI-DUIPEaI/ACD OIU MMM//-dRY
Jaqunp qj seddiys 6zl | 669L | ¥1-0 wnpuy SapIPNN IV ‘wioj siy} Bune|duwiod 1o} suononsul pajielsp 10} #0Z0-HE/OTUNN 89S
Jsaddiys M1 (6%) 82.n0g (bg) Ayanoy
9)SEN\\ SAIOEOIPEY JO [BSOdS|Q puUB Jajsuel] ‘[0Jjuo) Joj sjuswalinbay (DYN) uoissiwwo) Alojejnbay JesjonN [euolippy
swep Joddiys dN dN dN dN 008°} seT b
& “,
(s)oBeg T I obea 101 na | czn | eczn | @0 (w) | sweumuoo NOILdI¥OS3d 3LSVM ANV ¥3NIVINOD
wBepm | ewnjop lesodsig 1S34INVIN 3LSVM JAILOVOIAVY T3ATT-MOT INHO4INN
€020 (sweib) |erajep Jeajany |e1oads a)sepm JoN | eysemien | /SBd 40 ON 0w
Jaquinp jsajiuely ‘Z s|ejo] }sajluepy ‘L NOISSININOD AYOLVINO3Y ¥VITONN 'S'N L¥S INYO4 JuN

*UOI309||02 UOlBWIOUI 8Y} ‘0} puodsal 0} palinbai jou s| uosiad e pue ‘Josuods Jo JoNpuod jou Aew YN dU} ‘Jagquinu [0u0d gINO PleA Ajjuaund e Ae|dsip Jou S80p UO1}09||0D UOIJeWIOU]
ue asodwi 0} pasn sueaw e J| ‘€050z Oa ‘uoibuiysepn ‘1ebpng pue juswabeuep Jo 900 (9910-051L€) ‘20Z0L-903N ‘Sileyy Aioyeinbay pue uolewloju| Jo 8010 4210 %SaQg dU} 0} pue ‘A0B 0IUDD2IN0SDY S}08||0004U|
0} |lew-8 Aq J0 ‘1L000-G5502 Oa ‘uoibulysepn ‘uoissiwwo)) Aioyeinbey JesionN S N (N0LY 9-1) Youelg S80IAI8S UOHBWIOMU| 8} 0} 8jewnse uaping Buipiebal sjuswiwos pues "e}Sem [8AS|-Mo| JO |esodsip (AAAA/QQ/NIN) :STHIAXT
pue uonepodsuel) ajes ay) Joj salousby 9)elS pue [elepad Jo sjuswalinbal Buiuodal 19aw 0} OYN Aq palinbau sijsejiuew wiojun siy| "sinoy ¢'¢ :3senbal uonoa|j0d uonewsoyul iy} yim Ajdwod o} asuodsal sad usping pejewnsg 9910-0SLE 'ON :9INO A9 A3IAO¥UddY




	FAQs on UWM website_updated July 2021
	1_ML20178A433_NUREG BR 0204_Rev 3 Form 541 Example Filled



