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Independent Verification of Cleanup at East Tennessee Technology Park
Ms. Roberts provided an overview of what has been done to date to confirm that cleanup of East Tennessee Technology Park (ETTP) is being done as required by the record of decision (ROD).
She said ORISE is conducting a three phase approach to independent verification (IV) (Attachment 1, page 2). 

The first phase is a review of the dynamic verification strategy (DVS) and the procedures against the ROD requirements.

The second phase is an in-process inspection to verify commitments contained in the contractor’s DVS program are adequately implemented in the field. The third phase includes IV surveys and sampling.

Ms. Roberts went into more detail on the various phases of the work (Attachment 1, page 3). She said in the phase one portion a document review had been completed and a comments letter issued on May 21, 2007 (Attachment 2). The primary conclusion of the document review resulted in a request for additional documentation pertaining to the basis for the “hybrid” approach in the remedial action work plan (RAWP). She said ORISE concluded that the basis for these decisions and the approval process should be documented to avoid later questions. The specific comments in the letter were requests for clarification. Responses to the comments are pending. 
Phase 2 of the work was the in-process inspection of Powerhouse K-722, which included a review of contaminant identification remediation levels, review of soil unit classification, review of instrumentation specifications, procedure implementation, and field observation of survey and sample techniques. The primary finding was that minimum detectable concentration (MDC) for scans (walkover surveys) is not documented for the detector being used. The MDC scan assures hot spots can be detected. She said the contractor (BJC) has developed a ‘great’ method for radiological screening of soil core samples to provide a real time indication of potential hot spots in subsurface soil. 

In phase 3, Ms. Roberts said ORISE is planning to perform verification surveys and sampling in five exposure units (EU) in Zone 1 of ETTP. To date surveys and samples have been done in two units. No hot spots have been identified during the surveys and no elevated concentrations of radioactive contaminants of concern have been detected in soil samples. She said results of chemical samples have not been received. Ms. Jones noted that samples can exceed the average radiation levels, but cannot exceed maximum allowable levels. Ms. Roberts said the surveys did not detect anything above average.
Mr. Kopotic said if a “hot spot” is found it is removed.

Mr. Olson asked how the average and maximum allowable levels compare to background levels. Ms. Roberts said for cesium-137 the average is 2 picocuries per kilogram. She said the background would be about .2 picocuries/kilogram. She said for uranium-234, 235, and 238 the average levels are higher than background and maximum allowable levels would be much higher for a single result. 
Mr. Myrick asked what remediation had been done for the two EUs surveyed. Ms. Roberts said a portion of one of them was remediated and backfilled. During the walkover the scan had higher readings as a result of naturally occurring uranium in the backfill. Mr. Myrick noted that clean fill dirt would not show any elevated radiation levels or contamination. He thought it would be more effective to sample at depth of excavation to measure where contamination had been previously. Mr. Kopotic said a number of safety nets are in the remediation process to make sure safe remediation has been done. 

Ms. Roberts showed photos of the areas where walkover scans were conducted (Attachment 1, pages 3-5). She said nothing unusual was detected; all readings were within range for background. 
Mr. Murphree asked the status of the project because of funding restrictions. Mr. Kopotic said most of the work is being focused on demolition of K-25. He said IV needs funding to continue the work. He said IV in Zone 1 at ETTP will continue as much as possible. 
Mr. Kopotic was asked when DOE will respond to the comment letter (Attachment 2). He said all documentation needs to be in place, but he expects to be able to respond in about a month.

He noted that the process of involving ORISE in the IV early on was good because the cleanup contractor was involved in the process at the beginning of the remediation process. He said at Rocky Flats Colorado, IV was begun after remediation was complete that caused the contractor to return to do extra work.

Mr. Gibson said he had heard that procedures were not being followed properly in remediating the site. Ms. Jones said it was true that DOE/BJC are not following the approved process as outlined in the RAWP. However, she said the process and methodology has "matured" and moved beyond the language in the RAWP. There are procedures in place that keeps the regulators informed as DOE/BJC must get approval to collect samples that have not been agreed to. Ms. Jones said DOE/BJC can not move a sample or drop a sample that has been agreed upon to collect. She said the RAWP is being updated to reflect what is actually being performed in the field.  
Discussion of any action related to the presentation
The committee suggested a letter or recommendation commending DOE on initiating IV and recommending that it be used in other projects. Mr. Murphree said he would ask Mr. Jensen, the issue manager for this presentation, to write the letter or recommendation.

Discussion of Recommendation on Environmental Impact Statement for the Disposal of Greater Than Class C Waste
Mr. Murphree presented the draft recommendation (Attachment 3) on the Environmental Impact Statement for the Disposal of Greater Than Class C Low-level waste. There was considerable discussion about the wording of the recommendation section. Mr. Myrick and Mr. Olson felt there was no documentation to state that the Oak Ridge site was unsuitable for disposal of the wastes, and in fact, Oak Ridge could be a suitable location for some of the waste.

Mr. Mulvenon and Ms. Bogard thought it was acceptable to make a general statement that Oak Ridge was not a good location for the disposal of the waste. 

Mr. Mulvenon moved to accept the recommendation as written. Ms. Bogard seconded. The motion passed 6 to 1 with Mr. Myrick voting no. 

Mr. Murphree said he would do some more revisions to the recommendation to make it more acceptable to all committee members. The revision will be circulated among the members for concurrence before sending to the full board.

Update on TRU Waste Facility
Mr. Adler referenced an email from Bill McMillan (Attachment 4) regarding certification of contact handled (CH) and remote handled (RH) transuranic wastes (TRU) on the Oak Ridge Reservation. DOE was hoping to certify CH and RH TRU at the same time, which would be after the first of the year.
But the Tennessee Department of Environment and Conservation (TDEC) wants CH TRU to be certified for shipping to the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) in New Mexico by the end of the year. An independent contractor must perform that certification process. The idea was to use the certification contractor in place at Savannah River Site (SRS) to also certify the Oak Ridge CH TRU. SRS had been working with the state of South Carolina to accept Oak Ridge CH TRU for certification, but was unable to do so. The plan now is to have a certification audit of Oak Ridge CH TRU by the end of December. The certification audit consists of two assessments: one by WIPP and the New Mexico Environmental Department of Environment and one by EPA. DOE has committed to having the WIPP audit done by end of December and have the EPA audit requested. According to Mr. McMillan’s email TDEC is agreeable to that. 

Mr. Adler suggested having Mr. McMillan do a presentation to the committee on the issue.

 New Business 
· Travel Opportunities – a list of available conferences was distributed to membership (Attachment 5). Mr. Gibson said he would send information on the PermaFix Conference.
· Combined Meeting with Stewardship in October to discuss contamination in picket wells in Melton Valley. The committee agreed to have a joint meeting with the Stewardship Committee on October 16 at 5:30 p.m. at the DOE Information Center.
· December presentation on K-25 update (possibly move to board presentation). Ms. Bogard recommended moving the December presentation to a full board meeting. She said that presentation should include a history of the project culminating with current status. She suggested having an update to the committee on the status of decontamination and decommissioning activities at K-25 as part of a quarterly report after the first of the year.
Action Items

1. Ms. Halsey will check on any problems with characterizing transuranic waste at the TRU Waste Processing Facility. Complete. See Update on TRU Waste facility above.
2. Mr. Adler will be asked to update the status of the ETTP RIFS in October.
3. Mr. Murphree will contact Chuck Jensen about writing a letter or recommendation to DOE on conducting IV at subsequent sites.

4. Mr. Murphree will do additional revisions to the recommendation on Greater Than Class C waste and redistribute to committee members for concurrence.

5. Mr. Gibson will send information about the Perma-Fix conference. Complete.
The meeting adjourned at 7 p.m.

Next meeting

The next meeting will be a combined meeting with the Stewardship Committee on Tuesday, October 16 at the DOE Information Center.  
Attachments (5) are available on request from the ORSSAB support office.
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