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UDzC RAD CINTRUL 10:801-535-4037 sl L33 039 ko UL Ll

UTALI STATF HEALTH DEPAPTMENT
DIVISION OF LABORATORY SERVICES
Ervironmental Chemistry Aralysie Report

vDEQ ~ DRC

ATTN: Loren Morton
168 N 1950 W BLDG 2
PO BOX 144850

SLC oY §dlld-4n"0 B3b-6450

Lab Number: 9610771 Sample Ty | Cost Code: 342

Description: ENVIROCARE Ow 57

Site ID: Yource No 02 | Organic keview: »2/10/96
Cample Dote: 12,19/9¢C Time 09.45 | Iuurganic Revicwi 4740790
--------------------------------------- | Radiochemiatry Review:

Tot. Cations: 15614 mg/l 706 9 me/Y | Mirrobhio.ogy Review:

Tot. Anions: 28845 mg/l 782.2 ma/) |

Grand Total: 44459 mg/1 D e 10.1 |

e R e e e e e e e e e e e e R

Laborstory Analycec b

L=phH * 1.1 7.8us. So. 14.4 mg
NOZ+NO3, N 0.46 mg/1 200 2.94 mg/)
Cysnide <0.05 mg/1 D-Arsenic 60.0 ug/l
D-Bat dan 28.0 ug/} U-Cacmiun <3.0 ug/l
D-Calcium 730 mg/l D-Chromium <10.C ug/l
N-Copper «20 .0 ng/? Y Iron 25.7 wug/l
D-Lead <4.0 ug/l D-Magnesun 820 mg/)
D-Mangan <5.0 up/i D-Nicke.l «30.0 ug/l
D-PoLassum 48B4 mg/l D-Selenium 42.0 ug/l
D-Silver <2.0 ug/l L-Sodiun 13600.0 mg/l
N-ginc ~J)0.0 uy/l sicarbnata 149 mg, L
Carb. Diox 5 mg/l Carbonate 0 g/l
Chleride 124500 my/) Flueride 0.0€ mg/l
Hydroxido 0 mg/1 SulfelLe 4271.7 ng/)
Tot. AlX. 122 mg/] T. Hardng. 5145.3 mg/l
turbidity * U.4117 NTU 1.-Sp. Cond 587C0 umhos
™S @ 180C 41998 mg/) 1 Aluminum <30,0 ug/l
D-Beryliam «9.0 ug/l D-Molybdun 460.C uu{l
N-Mercury <0.2 ug/l 203 Sclids 73 mg/l

Comments on teel results:

Turbidity = Helding time waec cxcccdod beforc analysia was completod.
L=p¥W..c e pH should ba performod as a field test.
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UTAH STATE MEALTH DEPARTMENT

DIV1SION OF LABORATORY BERVICES

Environinental Chomistry Analyeic Rcport

UDEQ - DRC
ATTN: Jarar Nartan
<68 N 1950 w BLDG ?

PO BOX 144850
sIC ve 84114-4850 53€ 4250
Lab Nunber 9610772 Sample Type: 04 Cost Codec: 342
Description: ENVIROCARE CW 28
Site ID: Source No oz Organic Review: 12/13/96
Samplc Date: 11/19/926 Yime L):45 ! Inorganic Review: 22/10/96
e ©  ssswesce------  Radiochemictry Reoviaew:
Tot. Catione: 14605]1 mg/l 730.4 me/)l | Microbinlngy Heview.
Tot. Anions: 12170 ma’l 661.2 me/.l
Crand ToLal. 48221 mg/1l 8D = 20.1
Labuialuty Ana.yswus
L=pH ¢ 2.98 T.Sus.Sol 12.6 mg/l
NO2eNO1, N 0.3) mg/) 7.0.¢ 2.7 mg/d
ide <0.05 mg/1 D-Arsenic 66.0 uq/
U-parium 19.4 ug/l D-Cadmium <3.0 ug/l
N-Calcium Q4R mg/l D-Chromium <10.0 ug/l
D Copper «30.0 ug/l D-Xiun «20.0 ugsl
D- Leud <4.0 vg/) D-Magnesum 121 mg/il
D-Mangan <5.0 ug/l N-Nieke' «20.0 ug/l
D-Porassum 482 ng/l n-Selenium 70.0 wg’l
D-8ilver <2.0 vg/) D-Sodium 14400.0 ng/1
L-¢inc <30.0 ug/l Bicarbnate 182 ng/l
Carb. Diox s mg/l Cerbonute 0 mg/)
Chleride 28500 mg/l Plucxide 0.99 i/l
Hydroxide 0 mg/l Sulfate 358C.4 ng/l
Tot. Alk. 149 ma/l T. llardns. 40R4 .1 mg/)
‘Turbidity * 0.226 NTU L-Sp. Cond 60760 umhos
™8 § 180C §4322 mg/1 D-Aluminum <30.0 up/l
n-perylium <9.0 ug/l LV-Me .l ypoun 300.0 ug/l
D-Mercury <0.2 ug/l U3 Solids 90 mg/1

Commernits on test roasults:

Turbidity. . .Holding Lime wus eaceedud bulurw analysis
PR pK should be performed us a field test.

END OF REPORT _ _ _

R L R

...................




- - PO -

» W - s A . s T il [ " -
ubiu kmu CONTROL I1D:eCi=533-4uy s 2270 Lot b

UTAE STATC HEALTH DFPARTNFNT
DIVISION OF LABORATORY SERVICFS
Eavironmental Chemistry Anulysis Raport

UDEQ -~ DRC
ATON: Loren Morton
168 N 1950 W BLDG 2

PO BOX 144850
SLe uT Ba11l4-48%0 536-4250
Lab Number - 9610773 Sample Typc: 04 Cost Coda: 1342
Description: ENVIROCARE GW SA
Site ID: Source No: 02 Orgaric Review: 12/10/36
sarple DaLes 11l/.9/ve rime: 12:30 | lncrganic Reviaw: 12/10/96
e D s g e Dt <o . RadiochenisiLry Review
Tot . Catione: 14940 mg/l 67C.1 mo’l | Microbio.ogy Review:
Tot. Anions: 30858 mg/) 840.2 e/l |
Grand Total: 45498 mg/l 8D - 2 |
Laboiaiviy Malywuw )
Tk * 7 83 T.Sue. S0l 14.€ mg/)
NO2+NOJ, N 0.59 my/l T.0.C. 2.22 ng/d
Cyanide <0.05 mg/1 D-Argenic 156.C ug/l
D-Marium 12 0 ug/l D-Cadmium <3.C ug/l
D-Calcium 428 mg/] D-Chromium <10.C vg/l
D Copper ~20.0 wy/l D-Izon <240.L ug/d
D-Lead <4 0 ug/l D-Magresum 659 mp/l
D-Mangan <5 .0 wa/ D-Nickeol ~30.0 ug/l
D-Potassum 453 mg/1l D-Sclenium 36.0 ug/l
D-8ilver <2.0 ug/l N-Sodium 13400.C myg/1
p-uinc <3U. 0 ug/l Bicarbnate 168 mg/1
Carb. Diox 4 mg/l Carbonetle 0 mg/l
Chloride 47600 mg/l rlueride 0.957 wy/l
Hydroxide 0 mg/} Sulfate 2975.4 mg/1l
ToL. Alk. 138 ma/l T. Hardns. 1776 1 mg/)
Turbidity * 0.123 NTU L-Sp. Cond 57450 umhos
TDS @ 180C 41032 mg/1 J-Aluminum <30.C ug/l
N=-RAurylium «9.0 wg/l J-Molybcum 300.0 wg/l
D-Mercury «0.2 ug/} cOY Sa)ids R3 mg/l

Commentr on test results:

Turbadity. . .Moldinyg Lise was wxcesded beforc analysis was complotec.
AT pH should be performed as a field test.

- R L o - B e r s EEE s e E. .-

END CF REPORT __ .




DRAFT

UTAM 3TATE HEALTH CCEARPTMENT
LIVISION OF LABORATORY SERVICES
Eavironmental Chemigrtry Analysis Report

UDEQ ~ NRC

ATTN: Loren Nortoen
~68 N 1950 W BLDG 2
PO ROX 144850

ELe uT 04114-4820 83¢-62%0
Lab Number: 9610774 Sample T™ype: 04 Coet Coda: 342
bescription: ENVIROCARE GW 2¢€
2ite 1D Source No 0% | Orgunic Review: 12/710/96
farple Date: 11/18/96 Tamne . 12:40 Inocig@nic Keview. 32730/96
''''''''' rasannspnmnsanas  sesvesansncensl  RAMdiochoaistsry Neview:
T0L. Cations: 16714 ma/l 757.6 me’l Mirrobinlngy Reviow-
Tot. Anions: 63395 mg/) 1221.6 me’l |
Grand Total- 60109 mg/i WD = 46.5 |
Iahnratory Annlyses -
w=pH ¢ %8 T. Sus.So. 13.2 mg/l
NO2+NO3, N 0.7 mg/1 .06 3.21 mg/}
Cyanide <0.05 mg/l D-Arsenic 240.0 ug/1
D-Nariam 26.0 uy/l D-Cadmium €3.C ug/i
D-Calcium 627 my/1 D-Chromjun <10.C vg/l
L Copper <20.0 wg/? D-Iron “30.0 ug/1l
D-Lead <4 .0 ug/l D-Mugnesun 906 mg/l
D-Mangan 5.8 ug/l 2>-Nickel «30.0 ug/l
U-Potassum 481 my/l O-Selenium 42.0 ug/l
D-Silver <2.0 ug/l nD-Sodium 14700.0 mg/1
D Zaine <30.0 wug/l Bitariuiaie 133 mg/1
Carb. Diox 3 m3gN Carbonate C mg/l
Chloride 43000 mg/1 Pinarides 0D 772 mg/ld
Hydroxide 0 mg/l Sulfaie 329.2 mg/l
Tot. Alk. 109 mg/] I'. Hardns. 5292.1 mg/l
Turbidizy * 0.20% NIV L-8p. Cond 6280C umhos
™S ¢ 180C 46946 my/ 1 D-Aluminum <30.0 wer/l
D-Keryliwn «9.0 ug/l D Molybdum €00.0 ugrl
D-Mercury <0.2 ug/l C03 Selide 66 mg/)

L e R e e e e e e e e

Commants on Lesl sesu.ls.

Turhidity. KalAding time wae wxceeded batore analysic wac complcotod.
TR PR pH shou.d bc performed us o fisld test,

ENC CF REPORT __. . -




JUEQ RAD CONTROL 10:801-333-40397 IR LT T s0: 37 NoLLOD r L 0K
DRAFT
VYAH STATF MEALTH DCPARIMENT
DIVISION O LABORATORY SPRVICES
Environmental Chemiwtry Analysis Reporr
UDEQ - DRC
ATTN: Loren Morton
168 N 1950 w BLDG 2
PO DOX 144850
SLC uT RA114-4850 $36-4250
Lab Number : 5610775 Sample Type .« Cost Coda: 1342
Description: ENVIROCARF Gw 27
Site ID: 'Ry, Source No: 02 Organic Revjew: 12/10/96
Sample Date: 11/1R/96 Time: 15:00 inorganic Review: 12/10/96
------------------------------------- == Radiochemistry Review:
Tot. Cations: 176688 mg/l 803.1 me/l Microbio)ogy Review:
Tot. Anions: 47790 mg/l 1346.7 me/l |
Urand Total: 65478 mgq/! 8D - 50.6 |
Laboratory Analyses
L-pli * 738 T.Sus.Sol .8 mg/l
NO2+NOJ3, N 0.08 mg/l *.0.C, 3.65 mg/l
Cyanide «0.05 mg/1l D-Arsenic 110.0 ug/l
D-Barium 30.0 ug/1 D-Cadmium <3.0 ug/l
D-Calcium 663 mg/! D-Chromium <10.0 ug/1
D-Copper <20.0 ug/l D-Iron 23 .4 ug/l
D-Lead <4.0 ug/l D-Magnesum 1000 mg/1
D-Mangan S8.0 ug/l N Nickel <30.0 ug/l
D-Potassum 925 mg/l D-Selenium 38.0 ug/l
D-8ilver «2.0 ug/l N-Sodium 15500.0 mg/l
D-2inc <30.0 ug/l Bicarbnate 185 mg/1l
Carb. Diox s mg/) CarbonatLe 0 mg/l
Chloride 47500 mg/1 Fluoridce 0.96% mg/1
Hydroxidc 0 mg/l Sulfate 189.4 mg/1l
Tot. Alk. 151 mg/) T. Hardne 5768.7 mg/1
Turbidity * 0.532 NTU L-Sp. Cond 65450 umhoe
TDS @ 180C 49986 mg/) D-Aluminum <30.0 ug/l
L- Berylium <9.0 ug/) D-Molybdum 760.0 ug/l
D-Mercury <0.2 ug/l Co3 Solids 3 mg/l

Comments on tcet resulls:

Turbidity.. . Holding time waa exceeded beforc analysis was compl et ed.
LepH. .. 00000 pH should be performed as & tiald test.

............. PRSP EEE e e e e e B EEE . e .- --—--.- B

PND OF REPORT _
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Comments on test rcosults:

UDEY KRD CONTROL [Digul=S33~dUBi e 1397 | V. Sl R
DRAFT
UTAH STATE HEALTI!I DCPARTMENT
DIVISION OF LABORATORY SERVICES
Cnvironmental Chemictry Analysis Hepurl
UDEQ - DRC
ATTN: Loren Morton
168 N 19%0 W BLDG 2
PO BOX 144850
sLC uT 84114 4850 536-4250
wob Number : 2610776 Sample Type: 04 C.e. Coda: 342
Description: ENVIROCARE Gw 25
Sice IN: .. Source No: 02 | Organic Roview: 12710/96
Sample Date. 11/10/96 Time: 11:40 | lnorganic Review: 12/10/96
-------------------------------------- Radiochcemistry Review:
Tot. Cations: 17847 mg/) 803.2 ma/l ' Microbinlogy Review:
Tot. Anione: 31775 mg/l §95.5 me/l !
Grand Total: 49622 mg/) \D - 10.9
Laboratory Analyses el
L-pH * 773 T.Sua, Sol 15.2 mg/l
NO2+NO3, N 0.06 mg/1l 2.0.C. 2.9 mg/l
Cyanide <0.05 mg/1 D-Arpenic 132.0 ug/l
D-Barium 22.0 vg/ D-Cadmium <3.0 ug/l
P-Calcium 542 mg/l n=-Chromium <10.0 ug/l
D-Copper «20.0 ug/l D-Iron <20.0 ug/l
D-Lead <4.0 ug/l D-~Magnesum H56 mg/)
D-Mangan <5.0 ug/l N-Nickel <30.0 ug/l
D-Potassum 549 mg/) D-Sclenium 38.0 ug/l
D-8ilver «2.0 ug/l n-8odium 15900.0 mg/1
D-2inc <30.0 ug/l Bicarbnate 23R mg/)
Carb. Diox 7T mg/l CarbonaLe 0 mg/l
Chloride 31500 mg/1l Fluoride 0.926 mg/l
Hydroxide 0 mg/l Sultata 157.6 mg/1
Tot.. Alk. 195 mg/l Y. Heardns. 4874.3 mg/1
Turbidity * 0.75%6 NTU L-Sp. Cond 66300 umhos
TDS @ 1ROC 49950 myg/1l D-Alurinum <30.0 ug/l
D=Berylium 9.0 ug/l D Molybdum 320.0 ug/l
D-Mercury <0.2 ug/l C03 Solids 117 mg/1

Turbidity...llolding time was ~xceeded before analycis was complated.

LopR..si»nva pH #liould be performed as & tield tasr.

END O' REPORT ___
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DRAFT
UTAIl STATL !IEALTH DEPARTMENT
DIVISION OF LABORA'ORY SERVICES
Cnvironmantal Chemistry Analysis Kcoport
UDEQ - DRC
ATTN: Ioren Morton
168 N 1950 W BLDG 2
PO BOX 144850
BLC uT B4114-4850 536-4250
Lab Numba:: $6107'17 Sample Typa: 04 Cost Code: 342
Description: BENVIROCARE Cw 18
SiLe 1ID: Source ho: 02 | Organic Reviaw: 12/10/96
Sample Date:- 11/20/96 Time: 13:00 } Tnorganic Review: 12/10/96
---------- s L et e sesswee--=~| Radiochamirtry Review:
Tot. Cationa: 15199 mg/l 682.3 me’l l Microbiology Raview:
Tot. Anions: 27809 mg/l 783.1 me/l
Grund Total: 43008 mg/1 D~ 13.8
Laboratory Analyses o
L-pH * 7.83 T.Sus. Sol 16.0 mg/1
NO2+NO3, N 2,38 my/l .00, 2.73 mg/l
Cyanide <0.05 mg/l 1) Aresenic 102.0 ug/l
D-Barium 22.0 ug/l D-Cadmium <3.0 ug/l
D-Caloium 472 mg/1l D-Chrominm <10.0 ug/1
D-Copper <20.0 ug/l D-Iren <20.0 ug/1
D-Lead <4.0 ug/) D-Magncsum 676 mg/l
L-Hangan <5.0 ug/l DeNickel <30.0 ug/l
D-Potasoum 451 mg/l D-Selenium 42.0 ug/l
P=8ilver <2.0 ug/l D-Sodium 13600.0 mg/1
D-Zinc <30.0 ug/l Bicarbnate 188 mg/l
Ca:rb. Diox 4 mg/l Carbonatc 0 mg/l
Chloride 27500 mg/l Fluoride 0.048 mg/l
Hydroxide 0 mg/l Sulfate 215.9 mg/)
Tot., A)K. 154 mg/1 7. Hardne. 3959.0 mg/l
Turbidity 1.36 NTL L-Sp. Cond 58200 wnhos
L8 9 180C 42528 mg/l N- Aluminum <30.0 ug/l
D-Berylium <9.0 ug/l D-Molybdum 3160.0 ug/]
D-Mercury <0.2 ug/1 CO3 Solids 93 mg/l
Commants on test ramulls:
L-pH..oiains pH shonld be perfovrmed as a field test.

S . T R e L I s g

. CND OF REPORY . o
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UTAK STATE HEALTH DEVARTNENT
DIVISION OF [.AAORATCRY SCRVICES
Eavironinentu. Chemistry Aralysis Report

UDEQ - DRC

ATTN: Loren Morton
.68 N 1950 w BLDG 2
PO BOX 144850

nc or 84114-68%50 H46=4/450

Lab Number: 9610770 Sample Type: 04 Cost Code: 342

Dolcriptxon ENVIROCARE F-3 POND

sx:o ID: Source No 22 Crgnnxc Review: .2’13/96
Gample Dnip 11/21/9¢ Vi ; 10,430 Inurganic teview: 2232796
------------ e Radiochemistry Review:

Tot. Cauon-. 16483 mg/l T4R T me/) Virrahinlngy Review:

Tot. Anions: 27675 my/l 780.2 ma/)

Grand Total 44.58 mg/l D e 4.2 i

E R R e RSP R E RSN R AR YRR RS RN RERRE RSN RS T meemessmssRsSRSeRe e se

l.aboratory Analycce

L-pH * A.54 7.Sus. S0l 3%.6 ma/d
NO2+NO3, N 0.08 mg/1 T.0.C. 34.5 mg’1l
Cyanide <0.05 mg/1 D-Arsenic 44.0 vg’l
D-~Bariur 280.0 ug/1l L-Cagmium 22.0 ug/l
D-Calciur 829 mg/1l D-Chromium <10.0 ug’l
D-Coppar 46.0 ug/l D Xron <30.0 uwg/l
o Lead <4.0 ug/l D-Megnesum 650 g/l
D-Mangan 1360.0 ug/l D-Nickel 60.0 vwa’)
D-Porassur 404 mg/1 D-Selenium 38.0 ug/l
D-Silver <2.0 vo/l H-Sodium 14400.0 mg/1
D-king «30.0 uy/l sicarbmatce 170 mg/1
Carb. NDiox 1my/l Carbonate 0 mg/l
Chloride 27500 mg/1 Fluoride 2.90 mg/)
Hydroxide 0 mg/2 Sulfate 5C.8 mg/l
Tet. Alk. 139 mg/l T. Hardno. 5565.7 mg/l
urofajty 13.4 NTU L-Sp. Cond 63370 umhos
TDS @ 180C 45922 mg/1 D Aluminum <30.0 ug/1
D-Borylium <2.0 ugsl D-Molybdum 13C.0 uy/l
D-Mercury <0.2 ug/l CC3 Solids Bd mg/i

commente On Lest results.

L-pH. .. .....pH should be performed av « fiold tost.

- e RESSeRERY el Rl intsnnsseRevEsesTRene s

LND OF REPORT




KAD CINTKROL 1D:80:-533-40%7 TaN 13597 10:3% o003 2,10

DRAFT

UTAKE STATE HREALTH DEPARTNENT
DIVISION OF 1LARORATORY SERVICFES
Eavironmental Chemistry Anslysic Report

UDEQ - DRC

ATTN: Loren Morton
168 N 1950 W BLDG Z
PO DOX 144850

sSLC ur Belle-4820 036-4250

Lab Number: 96310779 Sample Typ~ - "¢ Cost Code: 342

Description: ENVIROCARE Gw (0

Site 1D: Source No 02 | Orgaric Reviaw: 12/10/96
Earplc Dateas 11/,230/9C Time . 09.30 | Inuzganic Review: 12/10796
------ R Radicchemiatry Review:

TJot. Cations: 139%7 mg/) £28 4 ped Microbio.ogy Review:

Tot, Anions: 45287 mg/1 712.3 ne’/l

Greand Total: 19244 mg/1l AD =~ 13.0

Laborateory Anslypco

Lepll * T.8% T.8uk. 8n) 16 72 mg/1
NO2+NO3, N 0.41 mg/) 7.0.8. 2.22 mg/l
Cyanide <0,05 mg/ D-Arsenic 48.C ug/l
D-DBa: ium 20.0 ugsl D=-Cagmium <3,.0 ug/l
D-Calcium 430 m3/1 D-Chremium <10.C ug/1
N-Capper «20.0 ug/i D Iroun <20.C vg/l
D-Lead <4.0 ug/l D-Magnosum 60C mg/1
D-Mangan «5.0 ug/l N-Nickel <30.0 ug/l
D- PoLassum 427 mg/1 D-Selenium 44.C ug/l
D-8ilver «2.0 ug/l 1> Scdiun 12500.C g/l
D-Einc «J30.0 wy/l pDicarbneie 44U mg/ 1L
Carb. Diox S mg/l Carbonate C mg/l
Chloride 26000 my /1 Fluoride 0.759 mg/l
Hydroxide 0 mg/l Sulfato 778.8 mg/l
Tot . Alk. 180 mg/lL T. Hardna. Ib41.6 mg/)
Turbialty 0.237 NIV 1+8p. CLn 55310 umhos
TDS @ 182C 39434 mg/l D-Alumirum <30.0 ug/l
D-Borylium «9.0 ug/) LMol yladun 240.0 ug/1
D-Mercury <0.2 ug/l CO3 Sclias 108 ng/1

- e e R R e e e e e e

Ciovermrity On OOt yosulte:

lopH. ... ....plIl should be performcd av & [icld tcat.

FNC CF RLPORT
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DRAFT
UTAH STATE HEALTII DEPAKTMENT
NDIVISION OF LABORATORY SERVICES
Cnvironmants] Chemistry Analysis Repourt
UDBQ - DRC
ATTN: Loren Morton
168 N 1950 W BLDG 2
PO BOX 144850
SLC ur B41l4 4850 536-4250
Lab Number: 9610780 Sample Type: 04 Cost Code: 342
Description: ENVIROCARE GwW 63
Site ID: Source No: 02 | Orgunic Review: 12/10/96
samplc Datd:” 11,20/96 Timo: 10:40 | Inorganic Review. 12/10/96
-------- ottt L ettt Lk bl B s ek Radiochemistry Revicw:
JoL. Cations: 13166 mg/? 590.7 me/l | Microbiology Reviaw:
Tot. An‘ons: 25289 mg/l 712.3 me/l |
Grand Total: 38455 ma/) D s 8.6 |
Laboratory Analyses
LepH * 7.96 T.Sus.Sol 14.4 mg/l
NO2+NO3, N 0.24 mg/l *.0.C. 2.36 mg/l
Cyanide <0.05 mg/) D-Arsenic 54.0 ug/!}
D-Barium 36.0 ug/l D-Cadmium <3.0 ug/l
N-Calcium 372 mg/1l D-Chromiwn <10.0 ug/l
D-Copper <20.0 ug/l D-Iron 44.7 ug/l
D Lead <4.0 ug/? D-Magnesumn 589 mg/l
D-Mangan <5.0 ug/l D-Nickel 46.0 ug/l
Ne-Potassum 405 mg/1l D-Selanium 46.0 ug/l
D-Silver <2.0 ug/l D Sodium 11800.0 mg/)
p-2inc <30.0 ugsl Bicarbmatc 183 mg/1l
Carb, Diox I mg/l Carbonate 0 mg/l
Chloride 25000 mg/1 Fluorido 0.795 mg/1
Hydroxide 0 mg/2 SulfaLe 198.5 mg/1
Tot. Alk. 150 mg/1l T. Hardns. 3351.6 myg/l
Turbidity 0.956 NIV 1.-8p. Cond 51998 umhoes
TDS # 180C 36402 mg/l D-Aluminum §2.0 ug/l
D-Berylium <9.0 ug/l D- Molybdum 260.0 ug/l
D-Mercury <0.2 ug/) O3 Solide 90 mg/1

e EEm . e .- e eRseETEARRSRRERREER A .nens-

e SR L ep————peary g W T L Rl ok bt bt

END OF RFPCRT __. . . sa




UDZG KAD CINTKOL I1D:801-533-4097 Jan 1347 ‘Oadl hoL0ud
DRAFT
UTAH STATE HEALTH DEPARTMENT
DIVISION OF LABORATORY SFRVICES
Environmental Chamigtry Ana.ysis Report
.
UDEQ - DRC
ATTN: lLoren Morton
168 N 1950 W BLDG 2
PO BOX 144850
s ur Nd114-48%0 £35-4250
Lab Number: 9610781 Sample Type: 04 Cost Code: 342
Description: ENVIROCARE GW 19A
Site ID. Source No: 02 Organic Keview: 12/10/96
Sanplc Dase. 11/20/9C Time: 1) .45 Inorganic Noavicw: 13/23/96¢
--------- emmsusssmmmemmmansssesems-a=-=-==| Radiochemislry Rev.ew:
Tot.. Catinne: 18638 mg/. 854.9 me/l Microbicloay Revicw:
Tot. Anio,s. 35199 mg/. $92.3 ma/1l
Grand Total: 53837 ng/. 8D - 14.9
Laboratory Analyooc -
L-pH * 7.74 T.Sus.Scul 16.8 mg/l
NO24NO3, N <0.02 g/l *D.C. 4.17 mg/1
Cyanide <0.05 mg/l D-Argenic 60.0 ug/l
D-Barium 22.0 uyrd O=-Cadind um «3.0 wuy/l
G-Calcium 862 mg/l D-Chromium <10.0 ug/l
1 Copper <20 0 ng”? N-Tron 41 R ug/l
D-Lead <4.0 ug/l D-Magnesum 1210 mg/)
D-Mangan $2.0 vg/l D-Nickel 32.0 ug/l
D-Potassunm 456 mg/l D-Selenium 20.0 ug/l
D-Silver <2.0 ug/l D-Sodium 16100.0 mg/l
D-2inc %x39.,0 ug/l Dicarbrnate 106 mg/l
Carb, Diox 5 mg/l Carbonate 0 mg/l
Chleoride 15000 mg/l Fluoride 1.1 mg/=
Hydroxide 0 mg/l Sulfate 107.1 mg/l
Tot. Alk. 153 mg/l T. Hardne. 7129.3 mg/.
Turpiaity 4.44 NI L-5p. Lona LyYLU umhos
™S § 180C 53594 mg/l n-Aluminum <30.0 ug/s
D-Borylium <9.0 ug/l D-Molybdum 720.0 ug/l
N=Mercury <0.2 ug/l c03 Solids 92 mg/.

..--—--------~----_--------"_----.-_—-----¢---__---«--.-»-,---—-_---------_----

comments On teMt Iesuliw:

L-pH. . pH should be pwrformed we o field Lest
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VUEG Al CONTROL 1D:801-533-4037 AN 13097 10:49 10003 7

DRAFT
U'TAI} STATE HFAILTH LDEPARTMONT
DIVTSION OF LABORATORY LEKVICES
Environmental Chemisily Anaiyeia Report
UDBQ - DRC
ATTN: Loren Morton
168 N 1950 w BLDG 2
PO BOX 144850
s1c uT B4114-4850 536 4250
Lab Number: 9610782 Sample Type: 04 Cost Code: 342
Dagcription: ENVIKOCARE GW 36
site ID: . Source No: 02 | Organic Review: 12/10/96
Sample Dute: 11/19/96 Time: 13:30 Inorganic Roviow: 12/10/96
------------------------------ srepemvmsaas RadiochemislLry Review:
Tot. Cations: 14208 mg/l 640 4 me/l Microbiology Review:
Tot Anions: 25735 my/l 735.1 me/l
Grand 7otal: 40023 mg/1 \D = 12 4
Laboratory Analyses e o
L-pH * 7.82 T.8us.80) 20.4 mg/1
NO2+NOY, N 0.82 mg/) 7.0.C. 2.05 mg/l
Cyanids <0.05 mg/l D-Arsen)¢ 78.0 ug/l
-Barium 26.0 ug/1l D-Cadmium <3.0 ug/l
D-Calcium 444 mg/1 N=Chrom)um <10.0 ug/1
D-Coppar <20.0 ug/1l D-1ron «20.0 ug/l
D-Lead «4.0 ug/l L-Magnesumn 612 mg/l
D-Kangan <5.0 ug/l D-Nicke) <30.0 ug/l
N-Potassum 432 mg/1 D-Selonium 36.0 ug/l
D-Silver <2.0 ug/l D-Sodium 12800.0 mg/)
D-Zinc <30.0 ug/l Bicarbnate 182 mg/l
Carb. Diox 4 mg/l Carbonale 0 mg/l
Chloride 25500 mg/1 Pluoride 0.812 mg/l
ilydroxide 0 mg/l Sulfule 244.5 mg/l
Tot. Alk. 150 mg/] T. Hardns. 3625.9 mg/l
T™arbidity * 3.03 NTU L-Sp. Cond 55598 umhoe
TDS ¢ 180C 39788 mng/1 13=A) uminum <30.0 ug/1l
D-Rerylium <9.0 ug/l D-Molybdum 280.0 ug/l
D-Mercury «0.3 ug/l €03 Solids 50 mg/1

Comment® on Les. resulls:

Turbidity...Holding timo was exceeded before analysis was cunpleted.
AT PR pH should be performed as a field test.

................................................................

END OF REVORYT __ .

. .



-
s

UDEG R~D CONTROL

UTAH STATE MEALTH DEPARTMENT
DIVISION O LABORATORY SERVICES
Environmental Chemistry Analysie Raport

upeQ - DRC

ATTN: Loren Morton
168 N 1950 W BLDG 2
PO BOX 144850

sSIc uT R4114-4850 536-4250

Lab Number: 9610783 Sampl. .,,e: 04 Cost Code: Jda

Vescription: ENVIROCARK  GW 17

Sita ID: ,._ Source No: 02 | Organic Haviaw: 12/10/96
Sample DalLe: 11/18/96 Time: 15:00 Inorganic Review: 12710796
o e A - B it b Radiochemislry Revicw:

Tot. Cations: 16501 mg/l 741.3 mw/) Microbiology Rev:ew:

Tot. Anions: 34152 mg/l 963.0 me/1

Grand Total: 50653 mg/l o= 26.0 |

Laboratory Analyses " -

L=pH * %8 T.5us.501 14 .4 mg/l
NO2<NO3, N 0.48 ing/) T.0.C. 2.6 mg/l
Cyuanide <0.05 mg/l D-Arsenic 74.0 ug/l
D~Barium 26.0 ug/1 O~-Cadmium <3.0 ug/l
D-Calcium 483 mg/) D-Chromiuin <10.0 ug/l
D-Copper <20.0 ug/l D-Iron <20.0 ug/l
D-Lead <4.0 ug/l D-Magnesum 745 mg/1
D-Nangan <5.0 ug/l D-Nickel <30.0 ug/l
D-Potagsum 473 mg/l D-Selenium 40.0 ug/l
D-Silver <2.0 ug/l D- Sodsum 14R00.0 mg/l
D-Zing <30.0 ug/l Bicarbnate 163 ma/)
Carb. Diox 4 mg/l Carbonate 0 mg/l
Chloride 314000 mg/) rluoride 0.56 mg/l
Hydroxide 0 mg/l Sulfate 71.6 mg/l
Tot. Alk. 134 mg/} T. Hardne. 4270.4 mg/1
Turbidity * 0.413 N1V L-Sp. Cond 63400 wnhow
™S @ 180C 46742 mg/l D Aluminum <30.0 ug/l
D-Berylium <9.0 ug/l D-Molybdum 320.0 wg/)
D-Nercury <0.2 ug/l C03 Solids 80 mg/l

- - -
[ e R R R e A e -

Commants on test resulls:

Turbidity...Holding time wus exceeded before analysis was completed.
Lepl. csvasna pH should be parformed as a field test.
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Anderson v. Semnani

News Flash

700 P E57 January 14, 1997 by lacsimile transmission to Forym Pa, licipants/Afternates, Federal Liaisons/Alterngtes

Suit Against Envirocare Sparks Investigations
Formal Petition Filed with NRC

On October 18, 1996, Larry Andetson and Lavicka,
Inc. filed a lawsuit in the Third Judicial District Court
of Salt Lake County, Utah, against Khosrow Semnani

ad Eavirocare of Utah. ';ile suit alleges thar the
defendants owe to the plaintiffs in excess of $5 million
for site application and consulting services related to
the licensing and operation of the Envirocarc low-level
tadioactive waste disposal facility. Semnani and
Envirocare filed an answer and counterclaim in carly
November stating that Semnani personally gave to
Anderson cash, gold coins, and real property totaling
approximately $600,000 in value over an eight-year
period, but denying that such payments were for
consulting services. fnstead. the defendants allege thar
the payments were made in response to Anferson's
ongoing practice of using his official position with the
State of Utah :0 extort moneys from Semnani.

Or January 2, 1997, Semnani tok a2 two-month
“leave of absence” from the Utah Radiation Control
Board, which oversces the state’s Division of Radiation
Control. Meanwhile, the Utah Attorney General's
Office is conducting a criminal investigation into the
charges and counter-charges, and the Natural
Resources Defense Council has filed a formal petition
with the U.S, Nuclear Regulatory Commission asking
that it revoke Envirocare’s licenses, permanently bar
the company and its owner from future operations
anywhere in the United States, and suspend the State
of Utah's status as an NRC Agreement gute.

The Complaint

All?ul Course of Events The plaintiffs contend that
in 1987, while scrvinF as Director of the Utah Bureau

of Radiation Contro

» Anderson recognized the need

for 2 low-level radioactive waste disposal facility in the
State of Utah. After incorporating Lavicka, Inc. “for
the express purpose of developing a plan for siting
such a facility,” the plaintiffs claim that Andersor,
approached Semnani to sec if he was interested in
undertaking the siting procedures. Plaintiffs allege
that thereafter the parties agreed to enter into a
business relationship wherein Anderson—through
Lavicka, Inc—~would provide Semnani with site
application and consulung services in return for an

agvance consulting fee of $100,000 and an onioing

remuneration of five percent of all direct and in

revenues realized by the facility, should sitiﬁg prove
tho

successful.

irect

‘ccording to the plaintiffs, ugh

Anderson has provided the agreed upon services—
including information and expertise necessary for the
facility license a;;phcm’on process and a business plan

for operations o

the facility—the defendants have to

date only paid a portion of the advance consulting fee
and ongoing remuncration.

Page 1 of 8
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nvestigatpns Formal Petition | Hed with NRC

Causes of Action The oomglaim states several causes
of action against the defendants, including the
Uowing:

* Breach of Contracr The plaintiffs claim that the
defendants have breachad an oral contract made
between Anderson and Semnani. “Although
Anderson made several artempts to embody this
agreement in writing, Defendant Semnani refused
to execute such written agreement, not because
there was no agreement between the parties, but for
the express reason that he did not desire to have any

aperwork which could later be held against him or
is operation.”

* Quasi-Contract (Unjust Envichmens) FEven if the
cou:: were to determine thar a valid contract did
not exist between the parties, the plainciffs claim
that they are entitled to compensation because i+
would be unjust for the defendants to have received
the benefits of plaintiffs’ information and
zﬁcciahzed knowledge without having provided

em with adequate compensation.

. ?unmm Merwit (Contract Implied in Fact) The
plaintiffs also invoke the equitable doctrine of
quantum meruit, which states that even absent 2
specific contract, the law may imply a promise 1o
pay a reasonable amount for services rendered. The
plaintiffs claim to have acted in good faith towards
the defendants, providing them with the requested
work~including information and knowledge
necessary for the grant of the NORM license-
with the expectation of reasonable compensation.
They allege that the defendants knew thar
compensation was expected and that they have
acknowledged thar fact by paying a portion,

* Fraud The plintiffs allege that Semnani
commirted fraucf by making representations to the
plaintiffs thar he would pay the agreed-upon
compensauon when he had no intention of doing
so and by making such representations for the sole
purpose of inducing Anderson to provide certain
skilis and knowledge. “Plaintiff Anderson
reasonably and innocently relied on the

representations made by Semnani, provided the

requisite information, knowledge mdp skill, and in
so doing foreclosed for him any other possible
avenues to develop a site, inasmuch as a license for

a facility of this type would be granted to another

o:{l::; after the showing there was still an unfilled

need.

Demand for Relief The plaintiffy' prayer for

judgment against the defendants include demands for

* $5.000,000, plus interest, in past unpaid
compensation owed to the defendants, together
with an order directing the defendants to continue
with such compensation as they realize revenues;

* $2,500,000, plus interest, in exem lary and
punitive damages for the egregious concfuct of the
defendants; and

* cost:, expenses, and such other relief as the court
deems just and proper.

The Answer

Semnani and Envirocare filed a joint answer and
counterclai.n in early November. Envirocare denies
having paid or owing money to the plaintiffs,
Semnani, on the o:hcr%\and, states in official court
documents that he personally gave Anderson cash,
gold coins, and real property toraling $600,000 in
value over an eight-year period. Semnani denies,
however, that the payments were for consulting
services and instead alleges thac they were made in
responise to Anderson’s ongoing practice of using his
oﬁfc(;d osition with the State of Utah to extort
moneys from him,

nse to the allegations raised in the suit, the
ants argue as follows:

In res

defen
* Failure 1 State a Cause of Artion The complaint

fails to state a cause of action against the defendants
upon which relief may be granted.

* Lack of a Valid Contract There is not now and
never has been a valid agreement between either of
the plaintiffs and either of the defendants.

* Absence of Consideration Lavicka has not provided
anything of value to either of the defendants and
the only value, if any, provided by Anderson was
limited to information that he was otherwise
required by law to provide to the general public by
virtue of his duties as an officer an employee of the
State of Utah.

Page 2 of 8
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* Extortion The demands made by Anderson
constituted an ongoing felonious practice of
extortion of moneys from Semnani. As such,
neither of the plaintiffs could have reasonably
understood that they were l}:ﬁy entitled to any
payment from either of the defendants.

* No Entislement The demands made by Anderson
were illegal and unlawful. Accordingly, he was not
entitled to rely on statements made to him by
Semnani in response to the demands.

* Violation of Public Policy As a state employee and
Director of the bureau responsible for processing,
teview, and determination of Semnani’s license
application, Anderson was duty bound 1o provide
accurate, fair, and unbiased information and
services to members of the general public whose
business interests fell wirkin the bureau’s purview.
He was precludel by law irom requesting,
demanding or accepting payment—other than his
salary—for his services as a state officer and
employee. As such, his requests from Semanani were
illegal, and any contract he alleges to have made
with Semnani was illegal and void as against public

policy.

* Duress Semnani's statements and payments to
Anderson were done upon his reasonable
understanding and belief that failure to do so
would result in Anderson's use of his official state
position to deny Semnanis application a fair
consideration, review, hearing and determination
thereby causing the facility either not to be licensed
or, if licensed, to be subject to an unfair and biased
oversight and supervision of its operations.

* Waiver Anderson has waived any right to pursue
his claims because his conduct was illegal and
contrary to law and known by him to be so.

* Statute of Frauds The alleged verbal agreement is
barred by Utah law, which states that any contract
for the payment of moneys for a term in excess of
one year must be in writing,

* No Implied Contract No services were provided to
or reccived by the defendants, and there was no
contract, implied cither in law or fact, that will
support 2 claim for quantum meruit or unjust

enrichment.

The Counterclaim

Alleged Course of Events Simultaneously with their
answer, Semnani and Envirocare filed a counterclaim.
In this document, they allege tha: while Semsaani's
license application was pending, Anderson sought and
received loans from Semnmixzr the stated purpose of
paying medical expenses incurred by his mother, They
also allege that Anderson approached Semnani
“uncxpected and unannounced,” while the
application was pending, and requested that Semnani

payment to him of $100,000, plus $5 per ton
for all waste material received at the disposal facility
should the license be approved. Semnani paid the
$100,000 and, on a number of occasions over
subsequent years, made other payments to Anderson.

1n 1989, Anderson is alleged to have requested that
Semaani purchase for him a condominium unit.
Semnani purchased the unit in his own name,
exc *ing and delivering a quitclaim deed 1o
Anicison on the same day that Semnani received
from Anderson the first of two romissory notes—
totaling greater than $300,000—for repayment of the
amount paid for purchase of the condominium.
Semnani alleges thar Anderson had agreed to hold and
not record the deed until 2 mucually agreeable date,
but then wen: ahead and recorded it anyway.

Anczrson’s employment with the State of Utah ended
in 1993, but he is to have continued to
demand payments thereafter. Semnani made
payments until January of 1995, at which time he
advised Anderson that no further payments would be
made. Semnani alleges that Anderson threatened |
acton unless Semnani paid him $5 million, On
October 18, 1996, the referenced lawsuir was filed.

Claims for Relief Semnani seeks the rerurn of all
moneys paid to Anderson as a result of his allegedly
unla\vﬁxfp:cﬂons, reconveyance of the condominium
unit and any other property delivered to Anderson:
and $1.8 million in punitive d s for what he
characterizes as Anderson's willful and malicious
actions to deprive him of moncy and property with
reckless disregard for his rights, entidlements, and interests.

Semnani and Envirocare together claim that the
Flaintiﬁ's' legal action is prcclugcd under state law, is a
elonious attempt 10 extort moneys from them, is
made without merit, and is neither brought nor
asserted in good fairh, Accordingly. both d:fendam.s

seck an award of attoraeys fees

Page 3 of 8
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Related Issues

Status of Envirocare's License Renewal

Stat~ officials are in the midst of a regularly scheduled
review of Envirocare’s operating license, which comes
up for renewal every five . A March 27, 1996
letter from Envirocare E::?utivc Vice-President
Charles Judd states thar che application includes ten
“significant changes since approval of the original
license request ange:ubsequcm amendments ..." Most
of these changes involve procedural matters, such as
expanded waste characrerizarion, consolidation of

radiation plans, use of a uniform cover design,
and so forth. (See LW Notes, April 1996, p. 4.)

Dianne Nielson, Executive Director of the Utah
Department of Envizonmental Quality, sent Judd a
letter on January 7, 1997, “wo provide a current
statement relating to the status of Envirocare of
Utah.” The letter states:

Envirocare currently has a radioactive marterials
license from the Division of Radiation Control
and is authorized to receive waste under the
conditions of that license. Pursuant to Stae
rules, the license is undergoing review for a five-
year renewal. A license renewal application was
submitted to the Division of Radiation Control
on January 29, 1996 by Envirocare. The
Division of Radiation Control continues to
inspect and monitor the Envirocare site.

According to William Sinclair, who replaced
Anderson as Director of the Division of Rafiadon
Control, the state is currently reviewing responses to
the first set of interrogatories on the application.
Sinclair is uncerain how long the entire license review
will take. During the review process, the license—
which was set to expire on grbruary 28, 1996—

remains in effect under a timely renewal provision,

Utah AG Initiates Criminal Investigation

According to Sinclair, the Utdh Department of
Environmental uality conducted an internal
investigation into the relationship between Semnani
and Anderson several years ago. The investigation,
however, did nor turn up any impropi.etes. The Urah
Attorney General's Office is now conducting
criminal investigation into the marer he
investigation is expected to “take 2 period of months”
and wiﬁ involve the review of much paperwork and of
many financial transactions,

In his complaint, Andesson claims to have obtained
“informal advice” from the Artorney General's Office

rior to incorporating Lavicka, the corporate plaintiff.
g'hc narture of that advice, however, is not clear. A staff
member cf the Attorney General’s office was recently
:gxoted as say.ng: “Nobody in our office advised him

is arrangement was appropriate ... Conflicr-of.
interest laws make clear you can’t be involved in 3
business you're regulating as a state official ”

Utah's ethics laws prescribe that

public employce shall
knowingly reccive, accept, take, seck, or solicit,
directly or indirecrly, any gift, compensation. o:
loan, for himself or another if: (a) it tends to
influence him in the discharge of his official
dutics; or (b) he recently has been, or is now, or
in the near future may be involved in any
government action directly affecting the donor
or lender ..

Semnani Takes Leave of Absence from the
Board of Radlation Control

On January 2, Semnani took a two-month “leave of
absence” from the Utah Radiation Control Board.
This entity, which was established ursuant to state
law in 1991 and is comprised of eleven individuals
FCPrEsSCnung various interests, oversees the state's
Division of Radiation Control. (See box for additional
information on Utah's regulatory structure.) Semnani,
who has been widely reported in the news o be 2 large
political contriburor in the state, was one of the
original members of the Board. He is in his second
term on the Board which is set to expire July 1, 2000.

no public officer or
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Statement of Support Offered by Tooele
County Commission

The Envirocare facility is located in Toocle County,
Utah, Recently, the Tooele County Commission
issued a press statement emphasizing that it considers
Envirocare 1o be 4 responsible corporate citizen ...
(that] provides jobs, purchases materials and services,
Pays property taxes and also pays millions of dollars in
fitigation fees to Tooele County.” The commission
states that it wants to see this marter resolved quickly,
but cautions that “it needs to be decided by a court of
law or by some other appropriate method.”

All three commission members—Teryl Hunsaker,
Gary Griffith, and Lois McArthur—signed the
statement. Hunsaker, who serves as Commission
Chair, is also a member of the state’s Radiation
Control Board.

— Todd Lovinger
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Background: Anderson 1, Semnan;

Licensing of Envirocare

nuclear material. This amendment, which was signed
g cxpanded the types of

NORM License Envirocare of Utah. which is
owned by Khosrow Semnani, was incorporated on
December 4, 1987.Prior to its incorporation, the
company had submitted an application to the Utah
Bureau of Radiation Control for a naturally-
occuiring radioactive materials (NORM) license. At
the time, Larry Anderson served as the bureau’s
Director. On February 2, 1988, the bureay issued a
NORM license 1o Envirocare, and the company
commenced operations shortly thereafter. The initial
license allowed Envirocare to accept only materials
having a radium content of UP to tWO Lanocuries per
gram. No scaled sources or mixed wastes were
accepted.

Licecse Amendment During Anderson’s tenure as
director of the Bureau oF Radiation Control,
Envirocare’s license was amended to increase the
storage capacity for waste on site that is not yet under
final cover from approximately 17,000 cubic yards to
300,000 cubic yards. In addition, on March 21,
1991, the bureau granted an amendment to

by Anderson, significan
radioactive waste that the
satisfied certain conditions contained
groundwater permit, disposal operations
byproduct and special nuclear material.

virocare

within jts

began for

Other Licenses Envirocare of Utah has several
additional licenses and permits thar allow them to
«arry out their daily operations. Among the major

ones are

* 2 hazardous waste permit from the Utsh
Department of Environmental uality and a
Hazardous and Solid Wasre Act (HSWA) permit

from EPA Region VIII, Denver which allows
Envirocare to treat and dispose of mixed waste;

* a groundwater disc
Division of Warer Q

* a uranium/thorium

¢ permit from the Utah
tﬁ ; and

mill tailings license from

cility could receive. After

Envirocare’s license authorizing the storage of low  NRC.
concentrations of licensed by-product and special
Page 6 of 8
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Background: Andersen v, Semnani

Northwest Compact Resolution and Order re Envirocare

Original Resolution

In December 1991, in response to a request by the
State of Utah, the compact committee of the
Northwest Interstate Compact on Low-Level
oactive Waste Management adopted a resolution

and order allowing access to the Envirocare site for
certan ;asgiozcldvc wastes from outside the com
region. W Notes, Jan 1992, p. 4) Lar

dcrwn was Utah's conunm mcmbir throug
mid-1993,

The resolution authorized access for

* “[llow-ievel radioactive non-reactor mixed waste
as defined in federal and/or State law,” and

. gxziﬁc “large volume non-reactor bulk media
om a single site slightly contaminated with jow-
level radioactive waste” as defined in federal law
and as allowed under Envirocare’s state radioactive
material license. The specific media allowed were
soils, process sludge and rubble from
decontamination, decommissioning, construction
and demolition

In terms of procedures and regulations, the
resolution stares that

* Utah renains the right 1o approve cach disposal
arrangement  involving  compact-authorized
material,

* all federal and state environmental and other laws
and regulations shall be complied wich,

* no low-level radioactive waste from states thar
have been denied access to sited states’ facilities
shall be accepted at the Envirocare site without
specific approval of the Northwest Compact,

* Eavirocare shall provide the compact Executive
Director with a record of all shipments of the
compact-approved waste, and

* the compact retains the right to modify or rescind

the authorization at any time.

Subsequent Amendments

The resolution was sub uently amended in May

1992—t0 delete the qualifier “non-reactor” from the

provision allowing access for low-Jevel radioactive

mixed waste—and again in April 1995. (See

LLW Notes, May/June 1992, p. 9Pand April/May

£95. p. 6.) The 1995 amendment, among other
n

gs,

* deleted the previous
large volume non-reactor b
site, and

e allowing access for
media from a single

* substirured language allowing “large volume soil
or soil like materials gr hz{gbris slightly
contaminated with low-level radioactive waste” as
defined in the Low-Level Radioactive Waste
Policy Ameadments Act of 1985 and as allowed
by Utah.

The amended policy declares the compact
committec’s intent “that only those wastes approved
by the compact of origin (including the Northwest
Compact) be allowed. For states unafiliaced with a
compact, state approval for the export is required to
the extent states can exercise sucho approval.” The
amended policy also establishes a three-year review
cycle to evaluate compact/state siting progress with
regard to access to Envirocare.

Subject to these conditions, the net effect of the
policy is to allow access for any of the following that
are consistent with Envirocare’s license:

¢ mixed low-level radioactive wastes: and

* large volume, slightly contaminated low-leve]
ntFioactive waste, including reactor wastes.

Page 7 o 8
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Rachground: dng o

Development of the State’s Regulatory
Structure

Prior to 1991, license applications for radioactive
waste tnan:gcmcm and disposal facilities in the Stare
of Utah had to be filed with the Utah Bureau of
Radiation Control. The bureau, which operated
under the jurisdiction of the state Department of
Health, was charged with processing, reviewing, and
making a determination on such license applications,

In 1991, the Utk legislature created a srate
Department of Environmental Quality. Kenneth
Alkerna, who now serves as Envirocare’s Durector of
Governmental Affairs, was appointed as the
department’s original Director. {; addition, the
legislature upgraded the Bureau of Radiation Control
to a division and transferred it to the jurisdiction of

¢ new Department of Environmental Quality.
Larry Anderson became the Director of the Utah
Division of Radiation Control ar the time of its
creation, having served as director of the bureau since
1986.

As the legislation was being considered, the
legislature undertook a review of the statutory boards
that act as rulemaking bodies for the various state
agencics. As no such board existed for radiation
control, the legislature determined to create one. The
authority and composition of the Utah Radiation
Control Board is set forth in the stace’s Radiation
Control Act,

The State Radiation Control Board

Membership The Radiation Control Act provides
that the board is to be comprised of 11 members, one
of whom shall be the Department of Environmental
Quality's Executive Director, or his/her designer,
with the remainder to be appointed by the Governor
with the advice and consent of the Senate.

Utah'’s Regulatory Structure

The act further requires that the board be constiruted

as follows:
* one physician;
* one dentist;

* one health physicist or other professional

employed in the field of radiation safety;

* two mfruentativcs of regulated industry, at least
one of whom represents the radioactive waste

management industry;

* vue person from academia having an x-ray
rachine or license to use radioactive materials:

* onc representative of a local health department;
* one elected county official; and

* two members of the general public, at least one
representing orgmizeJ environmental interests.

Diarne Nielson is the current Executive Director,
With the board's approval, she has appointed
William Sinclair, Director of the Utah Division of
Radiation Control, to serve as the board’s Executive
Secretary. Khosrow Semnani has served as 2 member
since the board’s inceprion.

Authority The board is authorized, among other
things, to establish criteria for siting commercial low-
lmFs radioactive waste treatment or disposal facilities.
Its Executive Secretary is authorized to receive,
process, and make determinations on facility license
applications. Appeals on license applications are
heard by the board itself. The Division of Radiation
Centrol serves as staff for the board.

All members of the state Radiation Control Board
are required by law to fill out a conflict-of-interest
statement. The boards conflict-of-interest policy
states that board members should abstain from
voting on motions in which they have an acrual
conflict of interest.

Page 8 of 8
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ENVIRO(:ARE OF UTAH, INC

THE SAFE ALTERNATIVE

January 3, 1997

Mr Bob Evans

U S Nuclear Regulatory Commussion
Region IV

Material Raciation Protection Section
611 Ryan Plaza Drive. Suite 1000
Arhington. TX 76011

Re Safety and Environmental Review Panel (SERI) Administrative Procedure. License
Number SMC-1559

Dear Mr Evans

Enclosed is a copy of the SERP Admuinistrative Procedure as vou requested during the
phone conversation of December 18, 1906

If vou have any questions or comments regarding this Administrative Procedure prior to
vour next visit, please contact Alan Kiggins by teiephone at (801) 321-9619

Sincerely,

Alan Kiggins
Quality Assurance Officer

Enclosure SERP Admunistrative Procedure
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ENVIROCARE OF UTAH, INC.

SAFETY AND ENVIRONMENTAL
REVIEW PANEL

ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE




SAFETY AND ENVIRONMENTAL PEVIEW PANEL

Envirocare of Utah, Inc. (Envirocare; lle.(2) License, SMC-1559, Amendment #7.
allows Envirocare to amend areas of operation without obtaining a formal !icense amendment,
as long as the proposed change meets certain internal review criteria of the Safety and
Environmental Review Panel (SEKP).

The areas of operation identified for a proposec change will be reviewed by the SERP
to determine if the change can be approved by Envirocare or if the change needs 0 be submitted
to NRC as a formal license amendment. The proposed changes and applicable information will
be submitted 0 the SERP members via the Decument Contro' Officer and will include the
tollowing intormaton:

I Docket Number - this number will consist of three sections. 1le.(2) to idenufy
the area of operation, the last two digits of the year, and a three digit sequential
number (e.g2. |1e.(2)-96-001). This number will be controlled by the Document
Control Officer.

tJ

Proposed Change - description of change.

153

Short explanation - reason tor change
< Supplemental Intormauon - all information necessary to support the change.

Ervirocare s determinations concerning proposed changes shall be made by the SERP.
The SERP shall consist of a minimum of three permanent members. One member of the SERP
shall have expertise in management and shall be responsible for managerial and financial
approval changes: one member shail have expertise 1n operations and/or construction and shall
have expertise in implementation of any operational changes: and. one member shall be the
Corporate Radiation Safety Officer (CRSC) or equivalent, with the responsibility of assuring
changes conform to radiation safety and environmental requirements. Members of the SERP
shall be appointed by Envirocare's President or Executive Vice President. designated by title.
and shall be changed when necessary. The following Envirocare positions are hereby designated
as permanent members of the SERP:

Executive Vice President
Director of Operations
CRSO

REV: 0 RCN: 000 SERP Page: 2 of 4
Date: 02/20/96



Substitute members may be designated and documented in the SERP file. Substitute members
will meet the same requirements of the position they will be filling. Temporary members may
be included in the SERP, as appropriate, to address technical aspects such as heaith physics,
groundwater hydrology, surface-water hydrology, specific earth sciences, and other technical
disciplines. Temporary members may also be consultants. The SERP will convene as necessary
to address proposed changes. The panel may reconvene as necessary to address all aspects of
a proposed change.

Envirocare may, without prior NRC approval, subject to the provisions of this procedure,
the 11e.(2) License Condition 9.4, and any other applicable references:

. Make changes in the 1le.(2) facility or process, as presented in the application.

-
'

Make changes in the procedures presented in the application.
3. Conduct tests or experunents ot presented in the application.

To determine if changes can be authorized by the SERP, the following tems shall be
discussed:

L. Determining that the change, test or experiment does not contlict with any
requirement specifically stated in the lle.(2) License (excluding material
referenced in License Condition 9.3), or impair Envirocare’s ability to meet all
applicable NRC regulations.

4 Determining that there is no degradation in the essential safety or environmental
commitments in the license application, or provided by the approved reclamation
plan.

3. Determining that the change, test or experiment is consistent with the conclusions

of actions analyzed and celected in the site Environmental Impact Statement
(NUREG-1476) dated August 1993, and the Satety Evaluation Report (NUREG-
486) daied January 1994,

Once the SERP has determined that the provisions of this procedure have been met for the
proposed change, a unanimous vote from the permanent members will approve the change.

The change will be forwarded to the Document Control Officer for dissemination to all
controlled document holders. The document change will be in the form of a memo and shall
include:

REV: 0 RCN: 000 SERP Page: 3 of 4
Date: 02/20/96



l. Date and SERP docket numbers;

2. From: SERP

3. To: Document Control Officer and file;
4, the section to be changed, by reference; and
- 5 the section as it will be incorporated after the change.

All other documentation from the SERP will be sent to the Document Control Officer to file as
permanent records. These records il include, at a minimum, statements for all iiems listed
earlier in this procedure.

Envirocare shall maintain records of any changes made, pursuant to this condition, unul
lirense termination. These records shall include v - ten safety and environmental evaluations
made by the SERP that provide the basis for determining changes are in compliance with (he
requirements referred to above, and in Envirocare » . le.(2) License, Condition 9.4. Records
from the SERP will be maintained in accordance with Envirocare's Operating Procedure
ADMIN-2 and Quality Assurance Manual.

Envirocare shall furnish, in an annual report to NRC, a description of the changes, tests
cr ¢xreriments, including a summary of the satety and environmental evaluation of each. In
addition. Envirocare shall submit to the NRC changed pages in the Operations Plan and
Reclamation Plan of the approved license application reflecting changes made under this
condition. These items are required to be sent to the NRC prior to the end of each calendar
vear.

This procedure may be reviewed annually for accuracy and completeness. This
procedure will be revised after review. a change to the permanent SERP members. or as
designaied by the Quality Assurance Officer.

/) _
Approval: (/}\ @Vﬂ ﬂ A/ZU{‘ ,

Executive Vice Pfesident
Charles Judd

REV: 0 RCN: 000 SERP Page: 4 of <
Date: 02/20/96
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JONATEAN 2. CARTER
ATTORNEY AT LAW

FIRET INTERSTATE CENTER
E77T W. MAIN STREET, SUTTE 810
BOISE. IDAHC 83702

TELEPHONE (208) 338. 1778
FACSMMILE (208) 336-0003

February 3, 1997
YIA FACSIMILE AND U.S. MAIL

Jack Goldberg, Esq.

Office of General Counsel

*J.S. Nuclear Reglatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Re: 10 CFR § 2.206 Petitions/Envirocare of Uah, Inc.

Dear Mr. Goldberg:

I am writing on behalf of my client, Envirocare of Utah, Inc., as a follow-up to my
conversation with Susan Schidakel of your office. As | indicated to Ms. Schidake] last week,
Envirocare is concerned about the allegations raised in the National Resources Defense
Council's ("NKDC") 10 CFR § 2.206 Petition filed with the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
("NRC"). Apparently, the American College of Nuclear Physicians ("ACNP") (California
Chapter) has filed a "peution” with the state ¢f Utak and the NRC raising certain questions,
and we are currently reviewing the allegations in that petiion. However, we do not believe
either of these petitions have set forth sufficient facts that constitute a basis for a 10 CFR
§2.206 petition. In fact, | understand the NRC has rejected the ACNP’s petition. We would
like to maintain an open line of communication with the NRC on these matters and provide
whatever information you require to fully evaluate the issues.

The NRDC petition concerns payments made by the President of Envirocare,
Khosrow Semnani, to the former Director of the Utah Division of Radiation Control, Larry
Anderson. Our investigation to date indicates that Mr. Anderson left his position with Utah’s
Division of Radiation Control in June 1993, and he has not participated in any regulatory or
other decision-making capacities relative to Envirocare in the three and one-half year time
period since then. Mr. Anderson had no authority over the regulatory activities of other state
and federal agencies responsible for issuing licenses and permits to Envirocare including the
Utah Division of Solid and Hazardous Waste, Utah Division of Water Quality, Uwah Division
of Air Quality, Region VIII of the Favironmental Protection Agency, and the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission. Attached is & "Regulatory Summary® that identifies Envirocare's
licenses and permits and the issuing agencies. Exhibit No. 1.

¢
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Envirocare submitted a license renewal application to the state of Utah in January
1996 for its radicactive materials license. For almost one year that license has been
undergoing a renewal review by the Utah Division of Radiation Control. On Jamuary 28,
1997, the current Director of the Division reported to the Director of the Utah Department of
Eovironmental Quality that his staff had conducted a review of past licensing actions of
Envirocare, and "we have not identified any major problems associated with past licensing
actions accomplished by the Division." Attached is a copy of that memorandum from Bill
Sinclair to Dianne Nielson which includes a listing of all licensing actions that are being
reviewed pursuant to the renewal process. Exhibit No. 2.

Envirocare’s Director of Operations, Greg Copeland, is responsible for ensuring the
company's compliance with all applicable health and safety and environmental laws and
regulations. Envirocare has an extensive internal environmental auditing program that
addresses the full range of environmental and health and safety issues associated with its
operations. In 1993 all of Envirocare's auditing procedures were extensively reviewed and
revised o ensure Envirocare's compliance with applicable laws, regulations, licenses and
permits. Envirocare's site operations are governed bv the procedures outlined in its Quality
Assurance Manual, Internal Procedures Manual, and Operations Manual. Please let us know
if you would like copies of these manuals.

External audits of Envirocare's site operations were conducted by the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission in August of 1994 and in July and November of 1996. Audits were
conducted by the Environmental Protection Agency in September 1994 and January 1996 and
by the Department of Energy in March 1994, October 1995 and July 1996. These audits
bave not been fully reviewed, but we do not believe they identify any significant
environmental or health and safety concerns relative to Envirocare's operations. The state of
Utah performs an annual audit of all of Envirocare’s operations, and state officials are on-site
almost every day performing routine inspections. Notices of violations have been issued by
various regulatory agencies with authority over Envirocare’: operations. At this juncture we
do not believe that any of those violations are significant, and all of them have been resolved
or are being resolved. Attached are copies of & news article from last Friday's Salt Lake
Iribung and a press release that discuss the most recent external audit of Envirocare's

facility. Exhibit No. 3.

In 1992 the Utah Legislative Auditor General's Office reviewed the Utah Department
of Environmental Quality’s regulation of commercial waste disposal facilities. The audit
found, in part, that the Division of Radiation Control’s "compliance inspection program
appears to adequately compel Envirocare 10 meet all regulations established by the
Legislature and the NRC." Please let us know if you would like copies of any of these
audits.

At this juncture, we have not identified any evidence that Mr. Semnani's peyments to
Mr. Anderson had any affect on environmental compliance and regulatory oversight by state
or federal agencies. We have not discovered any documents that .dentify eny significant

2
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health and safety or environmental problems associated with Envirocare's facility. In
particular, we have not identified any inappropriate licensing or regulatory actions of the
Utah Division of Radiation Control with respect to Envirocare.

Based on our investigation to date, no basis exists for granting any of the relief
requested by the NRDC. The NRDC petition fails to establish any supporting facts of health
and safety or environmental problems related to Envirocare’s operations.

In addition to the materials referenced hereinabove as attachments, we will provide
you with copies of audit reports, licenses, permits, audit manuals, and other documents you
may require relative to your inguiry into this matter. [ trust you will find this information
belpful as you consider these matiers on behalf of the NRC. Eavirocare intends to fully
cooperate with the NRC and any other federal agency interested in these issues. We look
forward to meeting with you at your convenience to more fully discuss these matters and

answer any guestions you may have.

Thank you.
Very wruly yours,
?«..aw P, luctio| Eort
onathan P. Carter
Eeclosures

cc. William Sinclair w/enclosures
Harold LeFevre w/enclosures
Craig Thorley w/enclosures

JPC.rmb
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REGULATORY SUMMARY
FOR
ENVIROCARE OF UT+.ud, INC.

RCRAPexmix-hmedbytheUnhDivisionofSoudmdihnrdauszeuaEPA
RCRA Authorized State pursuant to the Utah Solid and Hazardous Waste Act, 26-14-1,
Utah Code Annotated, 1953, as amended, and the Utah Administrative Code R315-1
through R315-13 and R315-50. The RCRA Permit was also issued under the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) and Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations 260
through 268, 270 and 124,

HSWA Permit — Issued by Region VIII of the Environmental Protection Agency under
the provisions of the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984 (HSWA) of the
Resource Copservation and Recovery Act (RCPA) »=d Title 40 Code of Federal
Regulations 260 through 268, 270 and 124.

Ground Water Quality Discharge Permit ~ Issue® by Utah Division of Water Quality
under Utah Water Quality Act, Title 19, Chapter 5, Utah Code Annotated 1953, as
amended.

Radioactive Materials License - Issued by Utah Division of Radiation Control as an
NRC Agreement State under the Atomic Energy Act of 1954; under Section 19-3-104 of
the Utah Code Anmnotated 1953, as amended; and under the Utah Department of
Environmental Quality Rules for the Control of lonizing Radiation.

1le.(2) Materials License ~ Issued by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission pursuant to
meAmmmEmrwAaof19M.uwmcEwanrminﬁonAmle4
(Public Law 93-438), and Title 10 Code of Federal Regulations, Chapter I, Parts 30, 31,
32, 33, 34, 35, 39, 40, and 70.

Air Discharge Approval Order ~ Issued by the Utah Division of Air Quality under the
UnbAirComexvaﬁonRzg\mﬁompmmmwtheUnhAkConmvmonAdeundcr
authority of the Utah Administrative Code 1953, as amended, Code 307

Also regulated by Utah Tax Code, Utah Occupational Safety and Health Rules, subject to
zoning ordinances, etc.

Exhibit No. 1
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

DIVISION OF RADIATION CONTROL
Mickaal 0. Loavia 168 North (950 W
R PO, Bax 144850
Namas K. Nisison, PAD. Suk Lake Cuy, 144850
Boavacie. Obvameas mnns?ntw

Willisun 1. ﬁ (BO) A33-0w7 Pox
(801) SM644l4 TDD.

MEMORANDUM

TO: Dianpe R, Nielson, Ph.D.
Executive Director

Utab Department of Environmental Quality
FROM: Bill Sinclair, Director 15

Division of Radiation Contro}

Utah Departmeant of Envirormental Quality
SUBIECT: Review of Eavirocare liceasing actions

DATE: Janvary 28, 1997

We will maintain this license chronology from this point forward. If you have any guestions,
do not hesitate to contact me.

Exhibit No. 2
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1 rally Occurring Radioactive Materials License =~ T ivi2e] 2/2a/m8] 2/2883|DAC LEA No  [Yes
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28
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License, Rev. 1 1726497
__|Envirocare Radioactive Ma o
@ Hadioactive Materials License Chronology Pubiic | Re-visited b
ki b Permit Action Submatall Approvai] Reviewed| Approved| Participation| Re-fizense
L Dale Date By 8y Provided? | Action?
__21_ __1|Submission of NORM Appiication o _ | Yon2/e7| 272M8J0F,CJ, ILFAT INe ~ Yes
: o 1 FG66, | T T
5. 8n o o B BSMD | I
: 2/Amendment #1 - Adopiion of Guailly Assurance Program - | 2/i7/8| 2125m80F, CJ, JLFA  INo |Yes
- ~ 1JF, GG,
! 8S, MO
|9 _JjAmendmeni #2 - Cali - Addition of Conditions | )
&/1/88| &/1188IDF, CJ,
10, [s) Cond 38 - Requirement lor Anrwal Mondloring Report “‘JF &Jl = - -
:; b) Cond 38 - lwmuw.u.uwn-pon jaslm ¥
13 sndment 53 - instrumeni Calibr i
3 .A’ML“ dm” ins ation lequirements 1W1V88|CJ, OF, |LFA No Yes
#21/88 - Quarierty 1o 6 mon hs 9/21/88 (AN, JH
:: Lolter daied 10488 - Siagger Calibration Dats 10/8/88
:: SMMM'":‘ . mo Cubic yusds Possession Limit 1/6/89, 11289|CJ, OF, ILFA No Yes
18 .000 cubic yards) 111789 AN, JH
20 cmﬂu-mummsmcm@ : /B/8S v
Allowed 1/8/89| 1/16/89|DF
% = a/89 LFA No Yes
7 -
2z:‘; Au;m.un mnuhmmm-mucmuu 2/24/88|0F, JH, LFA No Yes o
a) Generator io Certify Waste Corcentration AN, CJ
z : Conosniraion Limits Defineg LM, OWQ
<) Receipt of Wasis for Storage
27 e
28! 8/Amendment ¥7 - Addr RR&/90| 172690
= Change of ess Leitar 1 1 DF LFA No Yes
36| 3|Amendmeni #9 - T P ey~ — , , J
e Aequest 1o deiete Al Monitaring Station A-) 6/28/90] 7/28M0'0F, JH, |LFA No Yes
| 32 T g -
33| 10 . ‘ Yes
= Amendment #9 NORM Mixed Waste Approval - 12/350| 12/390|DSHW, [LFA Yes - OSHW Yes
- T ORC, 2 o
E - ~ |Dwg i
37 HW".-L“ S T 700 3 SHW |3
38 ol ARV & Level Waste Disposal Amendment | _7i27/90| W2181jOF, RN, |LFA Yes - DSHW Yes o
4 b))ms Perormancs &:;wo[' - -
- Procedures R M,
- Assessment Report | OSHW | '1 s
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Will Issue be
___Envisocare Radioactive Malerials Licensa Chronology __Publc | Ae-visited by
Line Pemit Action Submittal| Appraval] Reviewed| Approved P"““P‘m'ﬂ Reicense
Ne INo Descnplion Dale | Daie By By | Provided? | Action?
41 ]
| 42 12|/Amendment §11- New Conditions ~—— | S20m0| 31692|0F, AN, [LFA ~ [Ves DWW Yes
43 ' e § L™, JH \No N
44 1 - |DSHW T T
45 N DWQ
46 8) Exempi irom Land Ownership OF, RN, No Yes o
47 JLM, JH sl
| 48] [b) U-235 Poss Limi DRC No Yes
49 ¢) Define Cecontammnaied Debris for Disposal DRC No Yes
50 d) Notity DRC ol Li Compietion in n writing DRC No Yes
| §1 @) Paint Filter Liquid Test DWQ, Y8s - OWQ |Yes
| 52 CC, LM,
53 OF
54 f) Change As-Built Submission Daig DwQ, Yes - OWQ |Yes
55 CC, LM,
56 L RN, OF
57 QA-QC Program requirement lowQq, Yes - DWQ Ives t
58 CC, LM, J
58 AN, DF '
80 hjcmdonfoﬂm“bm oOwWQ, Yos - OWQ (Yes ]
61 DSHW, -
62 ICC, Lm,
63{  }i) Debris Limils lor Lifis [owQq, Yes - OWQ [Ves
64 ;
85 CC, M, 5
88 Placement Volume Linuis DWQG, Yes - OWQ |Yes
87 DSHW,
CC, LM, ,
89 k) 1D Chelating Agents p ! DwQ, Yeos - DWQ |[Yes
|OSHW,
;; 1CC, L,
;3 1amm-muammsqu|p.m | 1027m2] 11720/92[0F, AN, |LFA No O f T
Kl j JH
7
78| 14/Amandment #13 - Change of Addrass si 5/24/83|OF A No Yes
% S
n‘ 15/ Amendment §14 - Entireity e 1593 wi&f}m. OF, IWJS Yes Yes
79
8C| la) Fourtean Radicacuve Is0iopes Approved for Uisposal T }l:\‘:gLoF Yes Yes
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e Permit Action Su Approvall Reviewed| Approved| Participation Re-icense
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o i LM, Dowal T o v
82 | I loshw b
] qb___mrwmmum RAE, DF, Yes Yes
o4 | S L I R
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88| LM _
87| " Id) Mixed Wasie Siorage RAE, OF. Yes Yes
88| | LM, DWQ
89 DSHW
| 90| |e) Addtional Clay Liner Piolection RAE, OF, Yes Yes =
91 n N LM, DWQ !
| 92 DSHW
83 e
54| 18 Amendment #15 - Twenty-Three Radioaciive Isolopes Approved for Dispassi| 9/3083] 2/22/94 OF, LM, |wJS Yes Yes
95 RAE
96 -
97| 17 Amendment #18 - Approval by Compact for Oul of St.1s Waste 1o EC. _S1784] 8/10/94|0F WJS Yes Yes |
98
99| 18]Amendment #17 - Oversize Debris/CLSH Option 621/8:) B26/4[DF, LM, [WJS  INo Yes
L. N . SH
101 a) Oversize Debris Acceptance L
102 ) Use of Flowable Fiow {CLSM) -
103 e i
104| 18]Amandment #18 - Eliminais Wildiile Sampiing Y30M4IOF, H, (WIS [Ne Yes N
(105 . o, RN
106] _|a) Amend Environmenial Monitor Pian o4 _
107 N T
108
109; 20/Amendment §19 - (Executive inllisted) - Reviced Conditions 81954 114/94|0F WJS No Yes
(110 a) Require Waste Mandest {E-100) -
171{_ {0 Requira Comply wi A313-15-106, {New CF ] 20 E
112 Re-writs Conditions 6.7.5
113 =%
H14] 21 Amendment §20 - Re-writs Entireily 8Zaus O, L, (Wi Vs Yes E
115 Halid.  SApp? AN, JH
118 Ja) As-Buit ¢ N
(117 ) Comply with new R313.15 e3 L SRR
118 _ic) Reduce somes Radicnuciide Concentaiions i
119 TE a4
120 22|Amendmaent 811 - Five New Nuciides Added _G‘BIO—JQ! 11595|0F, LM, |WJS Yes Yes




Lonsa, Hev. |

12697

- lVie

123| " |b) Smarium 151

125 ld) YT 183

! Will Issue be
‘“<,Eri\‘liiééa"r;"ﬂahio‘acﬁvi-“aieri;ls_l;ic;nso Chronology _ | Pubkc | Re-visited by
Perma Actic ) Approval | Padicipation| Re-icense
No. Descnption Date Provwwded? Action?
22f la)Bismath207 B o - B

o) Tanlahm‘ﬁ'az_'_h“-hmiﬁ o

s WL _ - _—

127 -

»«——J}— »-— - —— e et et e . o . b——

128/ 23 Amendmen! #72 - Wind Biown Litter R —{, 6/168/96 No Yes -

va_*_J_@gcmemqlmnd) o N I R

130 S ) B . §
24]lon Exchange Resin B 57196 Yes |ves |

|8) Notice of New Conlsact, lefier irom Envwocare 1o DRC. Contains Resin Bead
Matenai

135] 1b) DAC Request for inkmation, lefier seni 371 175 R | - N AR
1) Actual Procedure .
f.._:glﬂinadm_ b et et e B n e
138]  Jc) Submatal of letter from Envirocars 16 DRC. regerding Siabdey, Compaction, | - S S
140 and Blo- o o - S R

d) Request for more information, input from RAE, letter from DRC 10 Envirocare

€) Stabity Analysis, lefter from AGRA lo Envirocare 1o DRC

f) Final Statiilty, letiar from AGRA 1o Envirocare 1o | DRe — ————+

TCLP Analysis, lelis from Bingham to Envirocare 1o ORC o

h)prmtoConmm,hwvm&mocuﬂoonc

1) Progon‘u_ ol Resin

o

2) Specifications

_3) Kd Results, Setiement -

I)RAEW&WM‘JMM‘T.«M&E::EF\C

--}:__ SIS Tssmnam—
i

e —— —

—— . = —

| |l) Permission to Accepl Wasie Resin - Granted, leties lrom DAC 1o Envirocare 57/96 . 1
Nt needed. ) e
k) Sent 1o al an Envirocare Mall informaiion Lisi o S 57196 Yes Yes
25/OAW - Dry Active Wasia B IS Yos Yes T
l)&moau(‘-mmmhgmwmu. Request ALARA review, 115586 ——

letter from DRC to Erwirocare

b) Submwssion for DAW Sampling Plan, lefer lrom Enviraca.s 1o DRC

P —

! 10 be used by Envirocare
2) Procedure lor Operation

?
|
-

— e —

PDarae 4




avd JJdO v

-

Ve vw

128097

l 4 ! | Will 1ssue be
Envirocare Radioactive Materlals License Chronaiogy . H Public | Re-visited by

Line Permut Action Submittalj Approval| Reviewed] Approved| Pariicipation| Re-bzense
No. | No. Descilption _Date | Dale By By | Piovided? | Action?
62 oy Nesponse lo 1729/56 Submission iom Enveocars ____ SIUNY TSN S N
O AR — T . —]
1631 1 2) Amend Operating Procedures S TSR NN Ty T
164) d) DAC requesi leter — o] ¥ +——} —
1651 | 1) DAW - Disposal Plan — ' e
168] |  2) DAW - Address Wind Disparsal i
167 3) DAW - Uniform Disuibution )
168 _4) DAW - Wasie Char. Plan Modificalion i 5
189 e Subrmdmdmﬂcqmlodbyoﬂlewl?m 11/1/96 OF, AN . I
170 - - o MM,
171 o 77 o . A wcC N ! -
1721 ) Approval of CAW Procedurs, ietier lrom DRC o Envirocare 11 11/5/98 WJS Yes Yes -
173
174] 26|Wasia TEUP B S N — Voo Ve
175] _ la) Request o Eliminats TCLP, ietier from | Envocare o ORC — 1 enw9s . _
176]  |b) Envirocare agrees to Eiminaie TCLP o lemmms| - :
[177] _|c) Notice lrom DAC 1o the Pubiic - I——
178] 1) 8/8/95 |
178] 2) Tribune - Deserel News, 30 day nolice lor week of /1485 | 8hams] tariri e ee——
180] 3) Transcript Bulletin (Tooele), 30 day noiice _8/14ms B .‘j.‘*-__1
181 __4) intesnet, 40 day notice o 88735 l S——
[182] _|d) Draht Memo of Agresment (o Fund DAC dunng TCLP 885
183 le) AG’:WRM&MOA,W\.;DQQ__" 8/1125
184] 1) MOA, s Dianne R Nieison and Chares Judd o 8/11/95 B
185 uWTW@’ﬁﬁc@mv»uwm;__ - 8ms] a1es L
186 -
167 27|Waste Blanding I D [Yes. Yes
188 a) DRC gets RAE opinion lor review - 42195 RN, DF, o
189 - LM, BS .
190 _ |b) Requesi to Increase Concentration Limil C5-137 & Cob0 I . L
191} _ (<) Requesi to Avg Cencentration over Disposal Gl letter from “ovirocace 1o DRC | 8/1/95] !
192 wcmsmmwmcmamo?umwwmc a7ms .
haga e} Re-Define 10 Average over “Shpment”, letter from EC 8/8s! e
194]  |f) Oefines areas of concam, lefier lrom RAE 1o DAC, Pcssiie Conliict of Interest _8n10/95) -
195 Qﬁgﬂgb&bwmnhow,m'lmmmEmn 595
F"'” rlm-mmmcmmwunmmoncmc.ma e s er—
(197] )} Requirements ior Sampiing, Pad, leties rom DAC to Envirocare o 2 ——
198 Meeting wilh Envirocare and DRC Conceming =~~~ 8/22/95 - -
199 Letter of utlining Results of &/22/95 meeting. Class A, SNM, GWTP, eic. A2/8s ~

k) Leter out Plan 10 Aveiage Disposal, from Envirocare 1o DAC 873195 - i __J
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. encRe i 3 : ] Will issue be

Envirocare Radioactive Materials License Chronology | ublic | Re-visited by

Parmat Action Reviewed| Approved| Pamicpation Re-license

No.| Description By \ Action?
201 ____P_Agpmvd_unu - o R e
202 —
203| 28|Request for Confidentlaiity i R N0 Yes
204} {8} Letter Requesting Tolal Conlideniially ("C"), ietier from Envirocars ic BAC | 3 il_ I
2051 b) Envirocare Direcied 1o Provide Redacied Copy (BRC Mainains ‘C) _[LFA N
206 chnIMUHWCopyd&Mmcmﬂe requasied by UMETCO 2
207 _ id) Letter Envirocare Claim fos “C, letter irom Poulenc o BAC
208 ) OSHW Denles “C* for DSHW File 10 Envirocare
209 Enwmaumm-c-.u.msmi.mumc
21 8RC More Justificaiion to Implement “C"_ afler 1o Ervirocare &
211 MM&-MWMEM‘oAMMBRC
212 hrmwﬁm&mmmwwm
213 BRCCMAGUM’C'GMNWMMWOMM
214 All others Public Recora.
215] ) Envirocare Agress with BAC posilion of 10/2/50 - |
218
2171 29{Trust i
218 |a) NOAM License ol - Trust $233,582 LFA___ |Ne NA
219 increase - New Truat Vakie in-reases by $563.519. A No N/A
220 Trust: §778,000 | —
221 MwmdM!wm. LFA  INo INA
222 Cost: $704,000 ' i
223 Envirocars Request $710,000 of Excess Surely Funding because Rhcne- A No NA
224 Polenc wastes are Final Trust Vaiue: §1,008 500 =
225 Trust Final Truet Value: $1.231,000 LFA___ INo |NA
226 rust fo Accomodaie Final Closure Costs: $153,000 WJS e NA
227 MTMMSI.NW
z Trust New F aciies E Finai Trusi Valus: $4.041 000 WwJiS No NA

h) Trust Updale, Final Trust Vaiue: $4.173,000 i3 417/95AN. OF 'WJS  [No NA

22;; j) Licanse Renewal, Cumrent Amount Proposed: $4,968,000 | _1R4M6{Undesr |AN,DF |N/A Yes Yes
234 1
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- R R R L Wiil issue b
Envirocare Groundwaler Discharge Permit: Permit Chionology 1% ie cumenty uniescived Public | Re-visiled &
Line [Pecmit Action _Submutial | Approval| Revewed [Approved| Pasicipation | Re-license
No. Descrption Date | Dale | B | By | Powded? | Action?
1 _1|Condlliorst GW PMRPOLk (Satety Evaluation Report avallable] 1Oct- Nov. | 32191|LBM DA®@ [YES = im0
2 _| | Condiions Pre-requisite lo Consinucuon - submitial & approval requisd  © 19901 | | f
3 a) Final Engineering Design and Specilications ) 7 2/14/82|CCPABM [DAO | |vES
“ I ﬂ@m@&cﬁm - | _ar6mikiaiion2 CCPABM |0AD I T T vES
s ¢) Groundwaler Monitoring Well Network Compietion - | T simar 8/10/93 LBM '‘DAC e
¢ | _|d) Groundwaler Monitoring QA/QC Plan a2em1] 12581 [LBM 0AO no i
7 |__le) Conlingency Plan ) ) SA791] 9/24%1|LBM DAO | e
. Site ic . . GW quality) 10881 320/82|LBM DAO YES
’ Background Groundwate: Quaiity Sampiing Report 71583 B0 LBM DAO na -
10 h) PostCioswre Monltoring Plan - S8 L 81484 1AM DAO __|ves
" i) Delermination of indicator Radionuciides Report - 426/1] 102/01[LBM DAO _|yes
12 %) Groundwaler Flow Modeling Report (unsal. & sal flow) SR BneeTiem DAG YES
13 ) Butier Zone Deierminaiion ? | 214m2[CCPABM |DAO YES
4 m) Waste Liquid Content Tasling and Conicol Plan 4726/91] 10/22/81 /LBM DAG  YES
e n) Engineerng Plans / Specficalions for Various Reialed Facillies I 10223791 |LBMACCP 'DAO no
% | {0) Waste Characterization Pian {spproval req'd p or Io wasie receipl) 42681/ 10722@1|LBMWDLF 10AO — |~ [vEs
1
'8 | 2/Permit Modificslion No. 1 (major) (Stmtement of Basis available] |r/a 20/92 L BMICCP [DAOC YES no -
19 | |a) Onginal Conditions Resolved: see 1a 1.d,1.a, 1., I.m, and | 0, above T T ve
2 | 1 New Pami Requirements or s ' B
21 | b) Determwnation of Grouncwaler Ciass 'n/a 320/92|L6M DAC ) o
22 <) Delarmination of groundwater radiologic indicalor parameiers “46R1] 10291 L8N DAC B YES
= d) Adadition of BAT pedormance siandaids ) ~ wva " 3/20/82,LBM DAO no .
24 €) New waste resirictions (isolope inveniory and TCLP limis) na 3/20/92|LBM {DAO YES
2 | I} Discharge Minimizalion & Prevention Plan - V1381[ 12/1681|LBM OAO YES
22 | Q) Suction lysimeler design, installation & requaements 202 {111 oM o
L4 h) Provisions foc winter siorage of waste in cell ? 320M82/LBM DAO YES
28 | [} Stalistical methodology ior groundwaier comphance I V20/92[LBM |ba0 D
22 | ) Mk Ground Waie Qusty Ppor S 3/ 7170 T S—C—
3| _ chground Groundwaler Quality Report ( 711583 9/10m3LeM OAC | "l
1| ) Adibonal Groundwaise C Wels S (77 1 T R ——
P2 | |m) Modiication of Groundwater Moniloring QAXQC Pian 320002 ¢ iU LBM | "
£ n) 1 year delerrai of waste characterization requirements (gov gensralors) n/a 3r20/92[LBM DAC " Ine B
3¢ | [0) On-site meteorological manitaring ) Wa 372092|LBM DAO YES
* ip) Coliection lysimeter design / specification / OAM Plan  $/15/2|11727/92|LBM/CCP |DAC no
% | |9 identificaion / approval of iler borrow source o 33082, 10/992 LBM DAO Ives
7 ) Contaminant Transport Modeling Repont: Arsenaled NORM Wasies | &/17/92] 8/10/93|LBMWOKS 10A0 . 1vES |
» 3) Relocation of wastes in unauthorized siorage (Rhone-FPoianc) wa 9/10/93|OLF DAO e l
= : . ' 3|OLF )
i
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Permit, Rev. 1
- . S - KUOUXR | = ure esaived betors nest permel cycle Wil Issue be
Envivocare Groundwater Discharge Permit: Permit Chronology | L_* = cumeony wnresaived Pubkc | Re-visited by
Lina | Permit Action _Submintal | Approval| Reviewed [ Appioved| Paricipation | Re-ficense
No. |No Descnphon Dale Date By By Provided? Action?
“0_{_3iPermh Modification No. 2 (minor) 41082/18M  0A® a0 |
4| [8) Appioval ol Consiruction GAMQC Plan (10, above) I ""4n0m2|CCP  |DAO o |Es
2 {b) Correction of intemal rederances & typographic errors ) o  —_— _m
4
“ | 4lPermit Modification No. 3 {major)  [(Statement of Basis avaitable] | | &/1083|LBM loAd " Tves -
45 3) Previous Cenditions Resolved {20/92 Permit): see 2, 2k, 21, 2.q, 21, and 2.5, above | LEMDKS |DAO na
. _____New Pemmi Requiemenis or Changes h 1 s - -
a7 b) Wel-by-wsil background groundwaler concentrations delermened va 9/10/93|LBM DAO B \NO .
) c)C dwaler monitonng fr (monthiy (o quarterty) va 9/1083{L8M DAO no
4| " |d) Well-by-weil groundwaler protection limits (mean + 3) wa 9/103(LBM DA o
50 e} Removal of Sum-ol-Fractions rule for Groundwaler protection limits na 2/1083[LBMOLF DAO no )
51 Suction lyseneter & “As-Built” Repon 117483 -, ' LBM no -
52! |gj Waste Characterizalion Plan - transferred to DAC License na | #1083(LBMDLF |OAC 1YES
53 | |h) Mobdle Waste Area - approved kocaiion & engineenng design [va 9/1043[LBM DAO YES
>4 i) New groundwater compliance paramelers (organics & mobde rads) e 9/10/93|LBM DAO no
58 Addition of Cu & Zn to TCLP &mits (Wasie Characterization Plan) va 9/10m3[LBM DAO YES
58 k) Discharge Minimization & Prevention Plan, « ‘c_iransierred 1o DAC License  lrva Y103 /LBMDLF [OAD YES
7 |) Cover sal moisture mondtoring requirements va 8/1083LBM  [DAO | B no -
58 In) Two yeas *Open Celi” time fmit - wa ¥10/93]LAM DAO | C|vES T
59 0) Additional statistical methods lor gioundwater compliance delenminakons wa ¥1083|LBM DAO B o
60 ) Re-designation of wells al “Fulure® LAAW Cells 1o background wells na 1083 |LBM DAO B no
¢'_{ _|Q) Groundwates moniloring at well GW-3 (in response 1o 3-party allegations) na @1083[LBM DA - no
1 Maise GW Probable Out-of Compllance iimit (1 10 2 conseculive samgies) (< 77093 | S/100[LBM _|DAO __'no
& _| _|8) Meleomiogical Monlioning GAXQC Plan [ 7163 102784 DLFABM DA | vES
o Y Unsalurated Flow Post Model Audit Plan o 121483, 7! 4 (BM N T
6s
s | 5[Permit Moditication No_& {major)  [Statement of Basis avalable]  |< 4/20/04 | 420/94|LBM pAG [ves |
L o New Permit Requiraments or Changes 1 ' 1 I
bl 3} Change Non-Mobiie Wasie Cover Design: higher permeabiity {radon barier) 8730/93| 4720/04[LBMDKS DA | Ives )
9 b) "Future” LARW Cails redesignaied for 116 (2) wasle disposal < 426/94 | 4729/94|LBM DAO o
70 C) TCLP waste Wmits for 11e.(2) waste disposal ' na 4726/04|LBM DAC no .
71 | |d) Genersl stormwaler m requiremenis e 428/4|LBM DAO YES
72 | |8] incell siorage for 11e.(2) waste - [< 42984 | 4R9A¢LBM __ |DAO no )
73_| ') Delenmination of GW background condiiions prior o 114.(2) disposal va | emaliBM  |DAO Ino
74 New GW paamelers ior 118 (2) Cell wells < 42994 | 42984|LBM DAO Ino
Fs n} Frost Evaivation Repot and Prevention Plan 6/9/94] 826M4/(BWSH DAGBS | [0
78 | Finad 11e.(2) Cell Engineering Plans / Specificaiions W23/94| 426841LBMWSH | DAO - o
7 Aevision of Waste Characterizalion Plan for 11e.(2] wasie | Mar-94| 42@Wa[LBWSH [DAO | no
78 k) 11e.{2) Waste Performance Assessment Report (submital belore disposal)  |w/a ~ LBM : YES
7 LARW / 11e.(2) Bollom Liner Compatiifity Report B 39/84 i __IvEs
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N - B oy p—— Wil Issue b
2 Envirocare Groundwater Discharge Permit: Permit Chronology ATY ) fecunenty unresoned | Public | Re-visited b
| e PRI Soten Submitial } Approval| Reviewed [ Approved| Participation | Ae icense
No. | No Description Dalte Date By By Provided? Artion?
po_| _Im)ile(2) Consinuction OA/GC Plan 271684 3244]BM  [DAD | [
o) Revsed LARW Design 8 CQA/QC Plan {non-mobde area radon barriei) |~ 328m4] 472004| LBWSH [DAOBS | Tves
82 o) Revision of GW Monitoring QAZQC Plan for 11a.(2) parameters SN7R45n AT LBM  IDAQ | -
@ | p) LARW Cell Perched Leachats Polenial Report | Tenms, anomBiaMm DAO | e
% | 6Permit ModMication No. 5 (minor) T i #794|LBM [DAO  |ne r -
™ 4) Redesignation of 11e.(2) wells as compliance montorng welis (5.1, above) I - S
a7
s _| 7/Parmit Modification No. § | (major) [Sts lsment of Basis availsble) | 1TiimeLBM 0AC  Ives |
™ 8) Resolution of Previous Candiions. - I -
© ) Frost Damage Evaluation Repont and Prevention Plan (Sh.above)  lseedalessbove  |LBM  [DAD I
' 2) DRC resolution of GW-3 alegalions (4 g, above) e | 11/1R4 DAO o
i New Parmit Requireme: s or Changes 1 S —
L 3);"'“ G‘gwmuon levels (GWPL « mear + 23) T l<viAma [ivimdliem DAG | o
4 1 <l Change GW piobabie out-ol-compliance sampling requency (monihly io getity) |< 11/71/9¢ | 11/1/04]LBM OAO - o ‘
f;,dliemwm GwW 8 thresholds (1 sample > GWPL) wva | 111R4iBM DAO im0
L e) Additionvupdale of GW quality / Slandards (new paramelens & concentraiions)  lrva 11/1/84]L8M DAO no
L ) Barylilum and molybdenum GW background repont ek ik LBM | D
TR amamwam@gﬂmm_ I T vimafiem e
L %) New BAY design, pardormance, and besi management practice siandards | 1154 DAO e
100 Slommwater drainage performance requirements v 1AmfieM — Toad YES
i L"D‘_‘!-B)Lmuy Slormwaler drainage diich construction required RYETRY BM DAD _ _|ye&s
102 | [k) BAT monitoring requirements - wa 11/1/94[LBM DAO - _t-g o
iQ
o4 1 8 Permil ModMication No. 7 (major) [Siatement of Basis avallable] | 22485 emae! DAC [ YES B
WL L NewPemt Requirements or _ E | .
108 a) Change GW sampiing Irequency (quartedy 1o semi-annual) 6895  4506]LBM  |DAO no
, 107 | 1b) Minimum Glier permeabdity- 11e.(2) Cofl - fva ) DA | T ee
’ oo | T Gy easte storage BAT changes: designpariomanceimondaring/OiM | 2/24/5| 4%5R6[LBM _ [0AO | 00 )
108 d) GwW 5 qiy head meas. & ireshwaler eq. caicuations Tva 4/5/96 L BM DAO [ o
10 e) Annual GW usage survey & repornt na 4/5/96LB) 0AO h-ﬁYE_S,__ .
i} 1) Plugging and Abandonment of GW-3 o R R T Y no -
" | S L
| 9| Permit Modification No. 8 (major) [Statement of Basia svailabls] | -1 9/12/06'LBM DAO  JYES N
114 o _M!_EWWWUOIC’W_!& L # J_*“_‘W
115 | __|8) Modidy bulk wasle sicrage BAT requirements (allow 2 year inceil siorage) _313m8| 9/12/96|LBM 0AQ I lves
118 b) New BAT design/pertormance/O8 M/monitoring requirements: in-cel umgg“”‘_—mm_wzmktg: joa0 I ives
17 c MMmmdecmwwgpromBATﬁmMs ‘va T | en2msliBM joa0 T ~ ino
A — 1 | YES Count. 34
b Bl V a0 - - m cu”". - Se
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To Be Safe

But Regulator Dismri;ed
By Financial Dealings
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JONATHAN CARTER

Envirocare
Gets Clean

Rill of Health

B Coatipued (rom B-1

have found the company to be in
geners) compliance wilh the law.
“What we do, we do salely”

said Copeland. “We are one of Lhe
Enost regulaied [acilities in the na-

.“a'-

The NRC inspeciion [ocused
only on the dispossi cell that han-
dles the mildly radicactive wasle
from old uranium and thorium
mills. Eovirocsre has twe other
disposal cells for different types
of radioactive wasies that are reg-

Qois

January 31, 1997

ulated by state ageacies
Ken Hooks, leader of the NRC

i
i
E‘i
e

wovel from NRC, and the
failing to complete 14 of
dty-assurance sudils that
Thess are in-
| reviews to assure reguls-
compilance.
Natural Resources Defense
Counell oo Jan. € ssked NRC
revoke Envirocare's disposal per-
mils and strip the st e of its regu-
lalory control over the compeny.
Cain said that request still is be-
ing reviewed z NEC stafl In
Washington, D.C. Meanwhile, be
and his staff are maintaining Lheir
pormal day-lo-day oversight of
the compary

7

5583
T

4
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ENVIROCARE ur vran.inc.

THE SAFE ALTERNATIVE

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

January 31, 1997

Salt Lake City, Utah ~ On January 30, 1997, the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
("NRC") completed @ compliance audit of Envirocar-. of Utah, Inc., (~Envirocare”™) and
announced that the overall facility operation is well run. Envirocare is licensed by the NRC to
receive and dispose of mildly radioactive waste from uranium and thorium mills. This week's
four-day review was a follow-up and continuation of » regularly-scheduled compliance sudit
which NRC began at Envirocare in Noverber 1996. Six officials from NRC Headquarters in
Washington, DC, were involved in reviewing Envirocare's operational compliance st its South
Clive Facility. The audit included a comprebensive review of the documentation and
procedures associated with the original licensing process for Envirocare. No significant
violations were identified during the November 1996 audit, and only two minor violations
were identified this week, Lwvolving paperwork and internal compliance review. The NRC
indicated that Envirocare has a good safety record and operates in compliance with the law.

46 WEST RROADWAY » SUITF 240 » SALT LAKFE. CITY, UTAl 84101 » TELEPHONE (%01) 532-1330




Federal Register / Vol 62, No. 32 / Tuesday, February 18, 1997 / Notices 7281 b

N ——— A
(telephone 301/415-7366), between 800  As a basis for the request, the sction of the Commission 25 days after
AM. and 5:00 PM EST. Petitioner asserts that on December 28, the dste of issuance of the Decision
ACNW mesting notices, meeung 1906, an erticle in The Salt Lake unless the Commission on its own
transcripts, and letter reports are now Tribune reported that between 1987 and motion institutes 8 review of the
availahle on FedWorld the “NRC 1995 Mr. Semnani made secret cash Decision within that time ,
MAIN MENU * Direct Dial Access plym-nutow.urr_vF. Anderson, Deted st Rockville. land this 7th day
number to FedWorld is (800) 303-8672. Br‘bo unct'i ndDmct‘ or C::x tha‘ Uuh‘m of February um' — i
the Jocal direct dial number is 703-321- ivision of Radistion Control from 1683 Nucleat atory Commi
3530, until 1993. The article also reported that r::, ww —

the Utah Attorney Genera!'s office hias

Deted: Pebruary 2. 1997 initiated 8 criminal investigation into

Director, Office of Nuclear Material Safety

Androw L. Balas, the matter and Safeguards
Advisory Committee Management Office The NRC response to the Petitioner's {FR Doc. 97-3886 Filed 2-1¢-97, 8:45 am)
(FR Doc. §7-3884 Filed 2-14-97. 8.45 am) request regarding the Agreement State BULMG CODE TEI0-01-#
BLLNG CODE THE0-01-8 E m is p;ovidod ltn R:”NRC Suf'!.
velustion of Naturs urces Defense  mocket No. 50-245)
Council hqxon to Suspend Section 274 o

Naturs! Resources Defense Councl! #-mom ith The State of Utab " Northeast Utitities; Milistons Nuclear
Receipt of Petition and lssuance of 8 ¢ other issues raised in the Petition Power §tation, Unit 1; issuance of
D.rwctor's Decision Under 10 CFR T e valusted by the Director of  Director's Declsion under 10 CFR 2.206
2.20€ the Office of Nuclear Material Safety Notice is bersby given that the Acting

Notice is hereby given that by Petition m‘m"‘::'g' A':'m m‘:’d‘t&. Director, Office of Nuclear Reactor
dated January 8, 1997, Thomas B Petitioner's » Regulation, has taken action with regard
Cochran, on behalf of Natural Resources The Dim’:s“‘. Doal“ion conciuded 10 ¢ Petition dated January 5, 1995, by
Defense Council (NRDC), requested that 4 .0 1o substantial health and safety Mr. Anthony ). Ross (Petition for action
the ™ uclear Regulatory Commission issues have been raised regarding under 10 CFR 2.206). The Petition

(Commission) take immedigte action Envirocare that would require initiation pertains to Millhom Nuclear Power

with regard to Envirocare of Utah, Inc : ; Station, Unit 1.
Specifically, the Petition requested NRC :’;:b,}m“‘",”"“:‘h‘gc’”hm,‘:“:::}“ In the Petition, the Petitioner

o nyaion ey s oo | S S o oo

licenses, or cause the state of Utah to m:;‘::;h ‘&ho‘,:v“' N‘;::. - WC~8, which }oquind thet maintenance

'u""’k' " ‘%’”“‘;‘?'g‘;: license or inspections of the Envirocare facility and test equipment be signed out from
censes, under which Envirocare 18 have not revealed the existence of and returned to 8 custodian. The

currently permitted to sccept low-level  giraordinary circumstances that would  Petitioner requested that the U.S.
radioactive waste and mixed waste for  yarrant immediate suspension of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission

permanent disposal Envirocare license In addition the {nstitute sanctions against his

(2) Immediately revoke the NRC staff's review of the technical basis for  department BFAETE his first-line
116.(2) byproduct material license under jyg jgsuance of the licanse and supervisor, and two co-workers for
which Envirocare is currently permitted g hsequent amendments found no engaging in deliberate misconduct in
to accep! uranium mill tailings for evidence of the existence of any violation of 10 CFR 50.5. The Petitioner
disposel substantial health or safety issue thet also asserted that the NRC “desperately

(3) Immediately revoke any other NRC  would justify the actions requested by needs to conduct an investigation ' into

license, or agreement state license, if the NRDC. However, NRC will monitor the procedure violations and to audit
such license exists, held by Envirocare,  the investi tions and actions being the :Mllnom Unit 1 maintenance
Khosrow Semnani, or any entity conducted by the State of Utab. 1f NRC depertment measuring and test
controlled or managed by Khosrow receives any specific information that equipment folders to reveal widespread
Semnani there is & public heaith or safety concern problems regarding noncompliance with
(4) Prohibit the future issuances of as o result of these actions or from any this pmooduu
anv license by the NRC, the State of other source, including the NRC The Acting Director of the Office of
Uish. or other NRC agreement state, to ongoing Agreement State oversight Nuclear Reactor Regulation has
% arow Semnani or any company or activities, NRC will evaluate that determined to grant the Petition in part,
e ity which he owns, controls, informetion and take such action as it and deny the Petition in part. The
manages, or (with which he) has 8 deems is warranted at thet time. reasons for this decision are ex lained
ificant affilistion or relstionshi The complete “Director’'s Decision in the “‘Director's Decision Under 10

(5) Suspend the agreement with the under 10 §2.206" (DD-97-02) is CFR 2.206" (DD-87-04), the complete
staie of Utah under which regulatory available for public inspection in the text of which follows this notice end is
authority has been transferred from the Commission's Public Document Room available for public inspection st the
NRC to the Utah's Bureau of Radiation located at 2120 L Street, NW., Commission's Public Document Room,
{Division of Radiation Control, until the Washington, D.C. 20555. The Director's the Gelman Building, 2120 L Street,
State of Uteh can demonstrate that it can Decision is also available on the NRC NW., Washington, DC, and st the local

te the Buresu of Radistion Electronic Bulletin Board at (800) 852~ ublic document room locsted at the

:E vision of Radiation Control] in 8 9676, Lming Resources Center, Throe Rivers

lawful manner, and without the A copy of this Decision will be filed Community-Technical College, 574 New
participation of licensees, o employees  with the Secretary for the Commission’'s London Tumpike, Norwich,

.of licensees. in Bureau of Radiation review, in accordance with 10 CFR Connecticut, and st the temporary local
[Division of Radiation Control) oversight 2.206. As provided by this lation, &.\bbc document room located at the
roles. the Decision will constitute the final aterford Library, ATTN: Vince
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