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Update on Building 3019/U-233 Project – Gloria Mei, issue manager
Ms. Cain, Mr. Krueger, and Mr. Bolon attended the meeting to provide an update of activities related to the uranium-233 (U-233) downblending project at Building 3019 at Oak Ridge National Laboratory.

Mr. Krueger and Mr. Bolon are both new to the project. Mr. Krueger is the new federal project director by way of the Intergovernmental Personnel Act, a method used widely throughout the government to put highly qualified people in critical positions quickly. Mr. Bolon joined the project recently for Isotek. Mr. Krueger said both have only been on the job about a week and are working quickly to get up to speed on the project. He said one of the first documents he was given to review was a new design schedule. DOE will look at the new schedule and verify its validity. Mr. Krueger said he had sent a letter to Isotek asking that focus be on design and to forego any physical work that distracts from that focus. Mr. Bolon said a number of organizational and assignment changes have been made in Isotek to focus on design completion and keeping the facility safe and secure. He said a detailed schedule with milestones for the design and a safety basis analysis has been done for DOE to review. 
Work on the design of the project is focused on the completion of a number principal changes. Several in-process reviews have been conducted that note milestones of progress. The reviews include the annex that will be built to support the drying and packing operations, the hot cell and glove box, the status of the systems and components of the design, depressurization of the glove box associated with uranium fluoride traps, etc. Mr. Krueger said there has been progress in addressing the issues related to the reviews and good integration of issues related to criticality safety. 
Some changes to the design process are related to the karst geology under the area of the annex that will be built and the off-gas system for handling thoron, an isotope of radon. Concern with the karst is its seismic stability. Pilings will have to be placed to support the annex adequately. Another challenge is a mock-up as part of the drying process failed its testing and must be redesigned. Mr. Krueger said one of two new options must be selected. 

Ms. Mei asked how the new schedule compares to the current schedule. Ms. Cain the original schedule called for completion of the design sometime this fall. With the concerns of the karst geology and the thoron a number of drawings and calculations will have to done. That work will push the design completion out a few months. 
Ms. Gawarecki asked if the work is covered by the Federal Facility Agreement. Mr. Petrie said it was not part of the agreement. Mr. Adler said if the annex were ever taken down later that would come under the agreement. 

Ms. Gawarecki said the Local Oversight Committee had concerns about bringing depleted uranium from Savannah River for storage at East Tennessee Technology Park (ETTP) for use in downblending the U-233. She wondered why it shouldn’t first go to Nuclear Fuel Services in Erwin, Tennessee for preparation and then sent to Building 3019 when it was needed She said ETTP is being cleaned up for reindustrialization and to store uranium on site is a reversal of the goal for ETTP. Ms. Cain said the uranium was slated to go to Erwin initially, but she said the Savannah River Site received funds from the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act to dispose of the material. It afforded Oak Ridge an opportunity to get the depleted uranium quickly.
Mr. Mulvenon repeated Ms. Gawarecki’s comment that ETTP is not intended to be a storage area. Mr. Krueger said the uranium has a pathway for disposal and if something went wrong and it could not be used in a timely manner then it could be shipped to Nevada or Utah for disposal. He said there would be no legacy waste issue at the 1065 area at ETTP. 

Mr. Mulvenon asked Mr. Petrie if TDEC will monitor the depleted uranium at 1065. Mr. Petrie said TDEC already monitors 1065 as part of the site treatment plan. He said the uranium is low-level and the state ‘has no hand in that.’ Mr. Adler noted that 1065 was set up for storage purposes and has Resource Conservation and Recovery Act permits. He said if the facilities were ever closed and transferred to another industry they would probably be used for storage. 
Mr. Krueger said his second day on the job he went to Washington to meet with Deputy Assistant Secretary Daniel Poneman to brief him on the project. He said Mr. Poneman is very interested in the project and wishes to acquire sufficient knowledge of it. A focus of the discussion was on budgetary scenarios. He said a number of scenarios were discussed but the figures are constantly changing and nothing definitive has been set.

Discussion of Possible Recommendation on Building 3019/U-233
The committee determined there was no need for a recommendation on the project at this time, but determined to get another update on the project in a few months. 
Committee Accomplishments for FY 2010
Prior to developing the list of committee accomplishments for FY 2010, Mr. Olson said he has been concerned with the lack of attendance by committee members in recent months. He asked for suggestions for increasing member attendance. Mr. Hatcher said perhaps there should be a rule similar to the one the board has that two consecutive absences would result in termination of committee membership. Mr. Olson said that could be an option, but he preferred to find incentives for attendance rather than penalizing for non-attendance. Mr. Adler agreed saying if expectations are too burdensome that it could suppress involvement and perhaps be detrimental to board membership.

Mr. Adler said that the Environmental Management and Stewardship Committees often have overlapping issues and thought perhaps the two committees could be combined. Mr. Mulvenon opposed combining committees. He said members have an obligation to attend board and committee meetings, which they agreed to do when they made an application to join the board.

Mr. Coffman said when interesting topics are scheduled there is no problems with attendance. He said topics often are repeated with updates, sometimes at both the committee and board levels. He suggested perhaps having a monthly meeting is not necessary if there are no pressing issues to discuss. Mr. Adler said committees should look at the topics that DOE seeks input for and plan meeting schedules based on the topics and when they need attention. 

Ms. Gawarecki said the committee should look more closely at problem areas on the Oak Ridge Reservation and topics that the community is interested in. Mr. Adler said the board solicits input from DOE, TDEC, and the Environmental Protection Agency for issues it would like to receive input from the board. He said perhaps the Local Oversight Committee should submit ideas to the board to consider and delegate relevant topics to the committee.

Mr. Hatcher suggested that more community members be invited to participate on the committee. He also suggested the committees could propose topics to pursue and not rely solely on suggestions from the agencies. 

Mr. Olson asked those in attendance to think more about the question and perhaps discuss it more at the annual board retreat in August.

The committee then developed its list of accomplishments for FY 2010 to present at the retreat. The list of accomplishments is Attachment 1. 

Committee Suggestions on ORSSAB’s Top Three Issues for Fall Chairs’ Meeting
The committee developed a list of suggested issues and accomplishments for presentation at the Environmental Management Site Specific Advisory Board Chairs’ meeting in September (Attachment 2). 
The list will be forwarded to the Executive Committee, which will determine the final list.

Committee Input on Next Month’s Topic – Transuranic Waste Processing Center
No specific input was provided by committee members concerning an update on the Transuranic Waste Processing Center. Since it is an update, Mr. Olson asked if there is anything relevant to discuss. Mr. Adler said there have been some technical challenges that could be discussed as well as milestone revisions that would be of interest to the committee. Ms. Mei is the issue manager for the topic. 

Action Items
None
The meeting adjourned at 7:20 p.m.
Attachments (2) are available on request from the ORSSAB support office.
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