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40 C.F.R. §192.20

Guidance for implementation.

Section 108 of the Act requires the Secretary of Energy to select and perform remedial actions with the
concurrence of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and the full participation of any State that pays part of the
cost, and in consultation, as appropriate, with affected Indian Tribes and the Secretary of the Interior. These
parties, in their respective roles under section 108, are referred to hereafter as “the implementing agencies.” The
implementing agencies shall establish methods and procedures to provide “reasonable assurance” that the
provisions of Subparts A and B are satisfied. This should be done as appropriate through use of analytic models
and site-specific analyses, in the case of Subpart A, and for Subpart B through measurements performed within
the accuracy of currently available types of field and laboratory instruments in conjunction with reasonable
survey and sampling procedures. These methods and procedures may be varied to suit conditions at specific sites.
In particular:

()

(1) The purpose of Subpart A is to provide for long-term stabilization and isolation in order to inhibit misuse
and spreading of residual radioactive materials, control releases of radon to air, and protect water. Subpart A
may be implemented through analysis of the physical properties of the site and the control system and
projection of the effects of natural processes over time. Events and processes that could significantly affect the
average radon release rate from the entire disposal site should be considered. Phenomena that are localized or
temporary, such as local cracking or burrowing of rodents, need to be taken into account only if their
cumulative effect would be significant in determining compliance with the standard. Computational models,
theories, and prevalent expert judgment may be used to decide that a control system design will satisfy the
standard. The numerical range provided in the standard for the longevity of the effectiveness of the control of
residual radioactive materials allows for consideration of the various factors affecting the longevity of control
and stabilization methods and their costs. These factors have different levels of predictability and may vary for
the different sites.
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