
oor· F 1l<:S.s 

' 
l 

United States Government Department of Energy 

memorandum Albuquerque Field Office 

DATE: 

REPLY TO 
ATINOF: 

SUBJECT: 

TO: 

MAR 1 8 1993 

ERPO:KB:notescor.mem 

Transmittal of Corrected Monthly Status Meeting Notes 

S. Slaten, Environmental Scientist, ES&H, LAAO 
S. Umshler, Engineer, ES&H, KAO 

The January Monthly Status Meeting for New Mexico National Laboratories was held on 
January 29, 1993, in Dallas. Attached are corrected notes from the January meeting. 
The corrections are shown as follows: deletions are shown as strike outs and additions 
are shown in bold. Please replace the original set of notes transmitted in February in 
their entirety with these notes. 

If you have any comments on the corrected meeting notes or anything else regarding the 
New Mexico National Laboratories Monthly Status Meeting, please call Kelly Bitner at 
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NOTES FROM THE NEW MEXICO NATIONAL LABORATORIES MONTHLY MEETING 
EPA/NMED/DOE/LANL/SNL/NM 

1/29/93 1 EPA OFFICES, DALLAS 

1) DISCUSSION OF MEETING NOTES 

• The meeting notes from the January meeting are generally 
accurate and no corrections are necessary. 

• NMED representative Danny Katzman expressed concern that 
statements in the notes were not attributed to any one person. 
It was generally agreed that individuals reviewing the notes 
would add who expressed each item and they would be added to 
the notes at the subsequent monthly meeting. 

2) NEXT MEETING 

• The February Monthly Meeting will be held February 25 from 
8:00 to 2:00 in the BDM Building (1801 Randolph Rd SE, 
Albuquerque, NM). 

• There will be a tour of the WeDID Integrated Demonstration 
following the monthly meeting. 

• Barbara Driscoll (EPA) will try to be at LANL on Monday 
(2/22) and part of Tuesday (2/23) and will tour the mobile 
laboratories. She will tour SNL/NM mobile labs later in the 
week. 

3) LANL PERMIT MODIFICATION STATUS 

• LANL has to submit a permit modification to take care of the 
following: 1) add new SWMUs identified in the SWMU Report but 
not previously identified in the permit, 2) stagger the work 
plan submittal schedule, 3) add standard language regarding 
dispute resolution and response times, 4) delete active RCRA 
units, and 5) delete SWMUs approved for No Further Action. 

• It was decided that first modification should only address 
the staggered work plan submittal schedule, the addition of 
483 new SWMUs, and language changes for conflict resolution 
and response times. A second permit modification would 
address removal of RCRA units and No Further Action SWMUs. 

• The deletion of RCRA units must be decided between EPA and 
NMED. (Barbara Driscoll had developed a list of 45 RCRA units 
from the original permit). It is the general consensus of the 
regulatory agencies that these units should stay in the 
program in which they will be cleaned up soonest. Steve 
Slaten (DOE/LAAO) agreed to provide EPA with a description of 
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NOTES FROM THE NEW MEXICO NATIONAL LABORATORIES MONTHLY MEETING 
EPA/NMED/DOE/LANL/SNL/NM 

1/29/93 1 EPA OFFICES, DALLAS 

each of the units under 3004(a} authority (including visual 
inspections, previous sampling, etc.} • EPA and NMED will 
review the descriptions and inform LAAO of the units that 
should remain under HSWA authority and which shall be under 
RCRA 3004 (a} authority. (Proposed Subpart S states that 
Corrective Action can apply to any SWMU, even those under 
3004(a} authority} 

• steve Slaten (DOE\LAAO} proposed that the 10 work plans to 
be submitted this year be completed before submitting the 
proposed No Further Action (NFA} SWMUs. Barbara Driscoll 
expressed concerns that this would force a 6-9 month delay of 
the permit modification. 

• It was agreed that the strategy of breaking the required 
permit modifications into two would mitigate EPA's concerns 
about delay, allow NMED and EPA time to make decisions on the 
RCRA units, and provide enough time to propose the NFA units 
identified in the 10 work plans in preparation. 

4) NOTICE OF DEFICIENCY/WORK PLAN STATUS 

• Barbara Driscoll (EPA} stated that she expects to complete 
ou 1148 in February. She is sending us a "substantial" NOD 
for OU 1144, TA-49. OU 1071 was approved in January. The 
last two work plans, ou 1122 and OU 1129, do not have specific 
schedules for review yet. 

• Barbara Driscoll (EPA} again expressed concern regarding the 
length of time between the end of field work and the submittal 
of the RFI Report. (Approval of work plans for OUs 1147 and 
1079 is held up for this reason}. An explanation of this is 
the long turn around times for analyses (current delay is 10 
months and counting}. Barbara may agree to no change of 
schedule based on our comments about sample turnaround times. 

• There have been additional submittals promised to EPA for 
various work plans. These are: 

· OU 1079 is undergoing a major rewrite of the sampling 
plans to replace a statistically-based approach (VMAX} 
with a more traditional judgmental approach. It is 
planned to be resubmitted by February 20. 

· ou 1078 was approved in January with the understanding 
that the Phase 1 Part 2 sampling plan would be submitted 
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in January. Steve Slaten (LAAO) explained that the 
unexpected drilling at the LA Inn had delayed the 
deliverable by a couple of weeks. 

• Mercury SWMU, SM-30 work plan is being held up in NMED 
Surface Water Bureau. The comments from Surface Water 
are being sent this week, and the plan can be revised 
immediately. Danny Katzman (NMED/AIP) stated that the 
sampling proposed in the original plan was more than 
necessary. 

5) DUAL REGULATORY AUTHORITY 

• David Neleigh (EPA) stressed the importance of determining 
which will be the lead agency early on in the process. This 
is particularly important for special cases such as the SM-30 
Mercury SWMU. 

• The State and EPA agreed again to work together to 
coordinate work plan comments. They will not combine their 
comments, however, so that each agency can fully track 
resolution. The State will also write a letter at the 
completion of all comment resolution, stating satisfaction 
with and acceptance of the work plan. The State has received 
responses to their comments on OUs 1078 and 1071 and is 
waiting on OU 1079. 

• Danny Katzman (AIP/NMED) expressed concern that the AIP 
Program must be independent and could not work under a lead 
agency agreement. 

• No action will be taken at this time, but the situation will 
be monitored to evaluate the actual impacts. 

6) MIXED WASTE STORAGE AND DISPOSAL FACILITY (MWSDF) 

• The MWSDF was introduced at the Quarterly Public Meetings 
held last week. There were questions raised regarding the 
waste that would be accepted by the facility (ER vs 
Operational) and about the level of NEPA documentation that 
would be completed. steve Slaten (LAAO) suggested that EPA 
attend on the Quarterly Public Meetings to see the information 
passed on and the interactions. Sue Umshler (DOE/Kirtland 
Area Office [KAO)) requested that KAO be notified of the next 
public meeting so that KAO can get ideas for holding better 
public meetings. Call (505) 665-5000 to get on the mailing 
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list. 

• The determination of the level of 
required has to be determined by DOE/HQ. 
this determination is March 1. 

NEPA documentation 
The target date for 

• DOE review of the Conceptual Design Report {CDR) is ongoing, 
Title 1 design will start when the review comments have been 
addressed. 

• Danny Katzman (AIP/NMED) asked where mixed waste will be put 
until the MWSDF is operational. The only waste that is 
expected to be generated before operation of the MWSDF is 
investigation-derived waste (samples, cuttings) which will be 
stored on site. If mixed waste is found in the townsite, it 
will be removed and stored until the MWSDF is operational. 

• steve Slaten {DOE/LAAO) requested that LANL provide summary 
schedule and status update on the MWSDF to each monthly 
meeting. 

7) SNL/NM WORK PLAN STATUS 

• The Liquid Waste Disposal System RFI Work Plan will be 
submitted in February. The remainder will be submitted in 
April. 

8) CEMENT KILN STUDY 

• Barbara Driscoll provided copies of this study which 
suggests that above background plutonium was found in the 
Tijeras Canyon cement kiln. 

• DOE should review this and provide comments. 

9) POINT-OF-CONTACT FOR NMED 

• Steve Slaten {DOE/LAAO) suggested that a Point-of-Contact 
(POC) be designated, so that the POC can make sure that all of 
the DOE documents and correspondence get to all of the righ~ 
people. 

• Danny Katzman (AIP/NMED) agreed to research this and provide 
an answer to Steve Slaten. 

10) SAMPLING NOTIFICATION 
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• LANL is planning to fax out a list of field activities. 
This will not be in place for a month or two. 

• LANL and SNL\NM are working together to develop a form to 
use to notify the EPA and NMED of sampling activities. Warren 
Cox ( SNL/NM) requested input from NMED and EPA on what 
information should be on the form. Some suggestions made at 
the meeting are: health and safety requirements for that site 
and the date and time of the Operational Readiness Review. 

11) TOWNSITE ACTIVITIES 

• The owners of the Los Alamos Inn are building a 3-story 
office building on the site of a SWMU. Geotechnical borings 
were required. LANL provided the drill rig, training and 
radioactivity screening for the samples. All screening and 
lab counting were negative. This information will be useful 
to guiding investigations in the area, which will undergo 
further investigation prior to construction. 

• The pistol firing range that was formerly used by the DOE 
protective force is now on Forest Service land. It is 
currently used as a firing range by private citizens. The 
Forest Service wanted to trade it, but ended up trading all of 
the land around it and keeping that piece. DOE/LAAO has sent 
a letter that says it will be investigated 4 years from now 
unless the Forest Service takes steps to make it a higher 
priority. 

• EPA split samples with LANL on Hillside 138. The analytical 
results are in agreement, and both indicate that mercury is 
present. This hillside is on DOE property and is fenced. No 
plans have been made as to what will be done with this site. 

12) SWMU ACCOUNTING 

• The SNL/NM ER Program has incorporated the Operable Unit 
concept. As such, the number of SWMUs addressed in the work 
plan submitted may not match the percentages of SWMUs listed 
in the permit. 

• Barbara Driscoll (EPA) stated that the primary objective is 
to get the work done. The EPA will also be looking at the 
program on a OU basis, so the exact percentage of SWMUs is not 
important. 

13) AIP OVERSIGHT GROUP ISSUES 
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• LANL has expressed an interest in having an AIP person in 
the field watching the sampling activities. However, Danny 
Katzman (AIP/NMED) said that DOE and LANL recognize that the 
oversight personnel can not approve ef. or disapprove any 
actions. The LANL/LAAO response is that AIP input will be 
appreciated, but the work will proceed as stated in the 
approved work plans. 

• NMED personnel would like to be able to carry cameras and 
photograph the ongoing sampling activities. This is a 
restriction on everyone, DOE included, and can not be changed 
at our level. The suggestion was made that the AIP Management 
write to the DOE AIP coordinator about this issue. 

• Danny Katzman (AIP/NMED) suggested that AFP State and Public 
provide comments on the Five-Year Plan (FYP) at an earlier 
stage. Generally speaking, there is not enough time to 
solicit comments before DOE/AL has to submit the FYP to 
DOE/HQ. Additionally, there is some budget information that 
cannot be revealed until it has been submitted to the 
President. 

• A question was raised by Danny Katzman (AIP/NMED) regarding 
how NMED and EPA comments will be reflected in the work plans. 
The work plans are in public reading rooms and there must be 
a mechanism to indicate what changes have been made to the 
plan for approval. EPA sends a Notice of Deficiency (NOD) and 
LAAO provides a response. Both the NOD and the response 
become part of the record and are placed with the work plan. 
Danny Katzman (AIP /NMED) stated that NMED would also send 
approval letters to be included as part of the document 
record. 

14) KEYSTONE ADVISORY GROUP 

• A high-level Federal Facility Environmental Restoration 
Dialogue Group has met to determine how federal facilities can 
better communicate with the public. The group is made up of 
representatives of all federal agencies who have property to 
clean up. 

• EPA has prepared a booklet on how the recommendations of 
this group will be implemented. It is expected to be issued 
in 2-3 weeks. 

15) ORACLE DATABASE 
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• Danny Katzman (AIP /NMED) stated that AIP /NMED is very 
anxious to get access to the ER Program's Oracle data base. 
Paul Aamodt (LANL) told Danny Katzman that it was not clear 
how soon it would be available but that it is being worked as 
quickly as possible, considering all other demands on FIMAD. 
Danny stated that he was willing to contribute resources to 
obtain the system if that would help expedite acquiring it. 

• LANL and SNL/NM are working together to set up the 
architecture of the information systems, so that data from 
both installations can be accessed at the same work station. 

• Danny Katzman (AIP/NMED) requested that there be a ORACLE 
update presented at the February monthly meeting. 

16) RESPONSE TIME TO NMED COMMENTS ON WORK PLANS 

• Danny Katzman (AIP/NMED) asked what the expected time frame 
for responses to NMED comments. Steve Slaten (DOE/LAAO) 
suggested that NMED specify a time frame in the letter 
transmitting the comments. 

• The HSWA permit specifies a 30-day response period, but the 
permit modification is expected to change that to indicate 
that the response time will be decided by EPA on a case-by
case basis. 

• OU 1079 is the only work plan for which NMED has provided 
comments but have not received a response. 

17) PROTOCOL FOR SETTING UP MEETINGS BETWEEN AIP STAFF AND OUPLs 

• Danny Katzman (AIP/NMED) asked for the protocols that should 
be followed when setting up meetingsjvisits/field trips with 
LANL staff. Steve Slaten (DOE/LAAO) responded that AIP has 
open access to all ER people/operations but that it would be 
appreciated if requests that were likely to take more than 2 
hours of a persons time be made formally through Steve Slaten. 

• The protocol is the same for SNL/NM. Any requests requiring 
more than 2 hours of time should be made through Sue Umshler 
(DOE/KAO). Requests for documents should be written, so that 
SNL/NM can track that a response to the request was provided. 

• A copy of all ER program documents should be sent to the 
NMED main library to cut down on the number of requests for 

7 



NOTES FROM THE NEW MEXICO NATIONAL LABORATORIES MONTHLY MEETING 
EPA/NMED/DOE/LANL/SNL/NM 

1/29/93 1 EPA OFFICES, DALLAS 

copies of the documents. 

18) SNL/NM HSWA PERMIT UPDATE 

• Resolution has been reached on most issues. EPA legal 
counsel will submit a draft permit to KAO to review next week. 

• Issues still outstanding are the definition of facility. The 
legal counsels have agreed but Barbara Driscoll (EPA) has not 
seen it yet. 

• When the final permit is issued there will probably be a new 
effective date. There is some uncertainty because the permit 
was never actually appealed. Barbara Driscoll (EPA) will 
check with EPA/HQ on this. 

• The permit will probably not go out for public comment 
again, because the DOE issues were not the same as the public 
comments. The public comments have already been addressed. 

19) CHANGES TO SAMPLING PLANS AND SCHEDULES 

• Changes to sampling schedules will be shown in the faxed 
updates discussed earlier. 

• For sample splitting, EPA's contractor should coordinate 
directly with the Operable Unit Project Leader. 

20) MARCH MEETING 

• Tentative dates are March 25 or April 2, in Dallas. Meeting 
dates and times will be finalized at the February. 
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