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e August 16, 2004 - State of Utah agreement
with NRC amended to include 11e.(2)
byproduct material; gives State regulatory
authority over Envirocare of Utah (now
EnergySo/utions) 11e.(2) byproduct
radioactive material license (RML);



new 1le.(2) RML #UT2300478 and
recognized that the RML was under timely
renewal;
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oruary 28, 2005 - Envirocare of Utah
omitted the 11e.(2) RML renewal
nlication to the DRC. The review was

conducted by DRC contractor URS
Corporation;



License Renewal Application (LRA); |

e February 28, 2006 - Envirocare of Utah
submitted Revision 2 of the 11e.(2) LRA;

e March 26, 2006 - RML UT2300478 was
amended to change the corporate name
form Envirocare of Utah Inc. to
EnergySol/utions LLC,
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Rev. 3 LRA;
e QOctober 16, 2007 - DRC issued Round 2
Interrogatories;

e DRC and Licensee agreed to place the review
of the 11e.(2) LRA on hold to reallocate DRC

resources to other Licensing actions.



e May 4, 2012 - EnergySol/utions submitted
Revision 4,

e May 22, 2012 - DRC sends RFI to
Energy Solutions for completeness review of
Rev.4;

e June 1, 2012 - EnergySo/utions submitted
Revision 5 of the LRA.



of old information and data;

e Cites compliance with NUREGs, SOPS or
regulations but not specific sections or
specific SOPs (clear and precise references)



DRC prefers Sl units with English units in
parenthesis;

 Need to cite Utah Rules not just NRC
regulations

e 18 interrogatories on requesting specific SOPs
e 9 Iinterrogatories on DHP/RSS



License Amendment - Low Level Waste RML.

Correct the information on settlement monitoring and
move the information to Section 3.1, "Embankment
Design, Construction and Performance.”

Discuss how settlement will be monitored on that
portion of the cover that already has final cover but
has no settlement monitoring and no monuments to
date.



e Provide data and discussion on frequency and impact
of the high winds that occur at the Clive facility.

e Provide information on the times of year when
precipitation may affect operations at the Clive
facility.
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data collected at the site since the license was first
Issued.
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Maximum Flood (PMF) protectlon for the 11e.(2)
embankment.
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plant will not penetrate the clay radon barrier.
Provide data from studies on burrowing animal
species, burrowing depth and densities, which could
reasonably be expected to colonize the site within the
performance period of the embankment.
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the 11e.(2) embankment has resulted in modification
of natural site conditions (wind deposition).

e Demonstrate that conditions used in the liquefaction
analyses for CAW are consistent or conservative
compared to the design of the 11e.(2) embankment.
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construction.” Address differential compaction

The stated design capacity of the 11e.(2)
embankment is not consistent between all sections of
the LRA and between the License, GWQDP, LRA, and
remaining capacity of the 11e.(2) embankment after
the proposed Class A South volume was transferred
to the Class A West (CAW) embankment.
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reduced by 3.5 million cubic yards (class A South).

The Huntsman Agreement, which is an agreement

between EnergySo/utions and the State of Utah on

the total volume of waste to be accepted in Section
32 of the Clive facllity.

In 2012, the Annual as Built Report stated a
remaining capacity of 3.4 million cubic yards as of
August 25, 2012.
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Control Systems

 The Licensee did not adequately describe
how effluents (soil, ground water, surface
water, air) are monitored and controlled.
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s, audits and inspections
DHP (RSO) and radiation safety staff qualifications
Respiratory protection program
Radiation safety training
Records management
Radiological surveys
Dose calculations
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e 10 CFR Appendix A, Criteria 1 and 9, requires
a complete Reclamation; Decontamination
and Decommissioning Plan that must include
surrounding areas, including a time line;

e Revise embankment and cover design for
corrected capacity.

19



e Most Interrogatories asked for use of
current data regarding environmental
effects due to releases from operations

e Update the Dose Assessment from 1993
by Momeni and Associates
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e Notifications and leaking shipments
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the responses to previous
Interrogatories
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Monitoring Reports
e Provide an Environmental Monitoring Plan

e Summarize and tabulate monitoring data
since license approval
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