














1 24. Roy McKinney, Portage, Inc.
2 25. Kevin Reid, TPMC
3 26. Allison Scott Majure, New Mexico Environment Department
4 27. Secretary Ryan Flynn, New Mexico Environment Department
5 28. Katie Roberts, New Mexico Environment Department
6 29. Andrea Romero, Regional Coalition of LANL Communities
7 30. Joni Arends, Concerned Citizens for Nuclear Safety
8 31. Anna Hansen, Green Fire Times
9 32. Katie Gallegos, PT&C, LLC.
10 33. Mark Oswald, Albuquerque Journal North
11 34. Adam Barras, PT&C, LLC.
12 35. Rick Ulibarri, Los Alamos National Security
13 36. Steve Veenis, Los Alamos National Security
14 37. Jordan Arnswald, National Nuclear Security Administration, Los Alamos Field Office
15 38. Madeleine Faubert, National Nuclear Security Administration, Los Alamos Field Office
16 39. Bob Dodge, Public
17 40. Kelly Hunter, Waste Control Specialists
18 41. Jay Coghlan, Nuke Watch New Mexico
19 42. Danny Katzman, Los Alamos National Security
20 43. Jeanne Green, Public
21 44. Marilyn Hoff, Public
22 45. Kenneth Grumski, Waste Control Specialists
23 46. Jim Felty, Sigma Science, Inc.
24 47. Brian Crone, Congress 1al Fellow at Congressmen Ben Ray Lujan’s Office
25 48. RobertZz ck, PT&C, LLC.

26  *All NNMCAB meetings are recorded. Audio CD’s and Video DVD’s have been placed on file for review
27  at the NNMCAB office, 94 Cities of Gold Road, Santa Fe, New Mexico, 87506. The written minutes are
28 intended as a synopsis of the meeting.
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obtained from the NNMCAB website /ideo of
the presentation is also available on the NNMCAB’s YouTube Channel (NNMCAB).

b. Questions

Mr. Pacheco asked what the date of enforcement was for1 :2005 Consent Order.
Secretary Flynn responded that the CO enforcement date was March 1, 2005.

Mr. Pacheco asked what the standards for Corrective Measures Evaluations (CME)
were based on, anc  ow will the New Mexico Environment Department (NMED)
engage the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) on the CO revision.

Secretary Flynn responded that the methods that are outlined in the CO were
current to EPA guidelines at the time; however, changes to the guidelines would be
taken into account. Additionally, noting that NMED has primacy over the Hazardous
Waste Program in New Mexico and EPA will not be party to CO discussions.

Mr. Schmelling asked what the time frame is for completing the revision of the CO.

Secretary Flynn responded that NMED had hoped to complete it by the end of the
year; however, the Settlement Agreement needs to be completed before NMED can
move on the CO revision. Additionally, noting that it could take up to 18 months to
complete the revision if a public hearing is necessary.

Mr. Schmelling asked if there was an end date for completion of the cleanup in the
new CO.

Secretary Flynn responded that it would be reckless tos :ct an end date until
NMED knows what corrective measures will be necessary. At this point the
evaluations are not completed, so remedies have not yet been selected, noting that
NMED does not currently have an end date.

Mr. Puglisi asked if there would be interim dates for each campaign rather than an
overall completion date.

Secretary Flynn stated that an annual work plan process may be one direction that
NMED could take for setting dates in the revised CO. Noting th  :he plan would likely

cover 3 years at a time not just a single year.

Mr. Puglisi asked if the new CO would be following a Superfund Model.
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be closing on Friday, November 20, 2015. Additionally, stating that hopefully the
department would be looking at a decision document on the Chromium EA in the very near
future.

Mr. Bishop noted that in spring of 2016 the NNMCAB would have a couple of
opportunities to send members to conferences. He noted that the available conferences are
Waste Managemel n March, and Environmental Justice (EJC) in April. Mr. Bishop noted
that members that are interested in attending should submit a request to the NNMCAB
Executive Committee.

| . Tse-Pe stated that when she attended the EJC she found the conference to be
infor  stive and insightful, with good representation from the regions across the United
States. She noted that it helped her broaden her perspective on many issues.

| . Bishop noted that Student Representative, Alyssa Schreiber, had accepted a
position at Los Alamos National Laboratory. Mr. Bishop presentec 1s. Schreiber with a
certificate of appreciation for her service on the NNMCAB.

Ms. Schreiber stated that she had enjoyed the experience on the NNMCAB. Additionally,
noting that she would recommend the NNMCAB to students as it is a great opportunity.

Mr. Valdez asked for an update on the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP).

. Bishop responded that WIPP has a new Site Manager, Mr. Todd Shrader, he noted
that he had worked with Mr. Shrader at Yucca Mountain. Mr. Bishop stated that WIPP is
looking at start-up sometime in the next year; however, they have not committed to a date
at this point. Additionally, noting that WIPP is in the process of undergoing a readiness
review for start-up operations. Mr. Bishop stated that WIPP has most if not all the mine
open now, with some areas that require protective clothing. He also noted that WIPP is in
the process of updating the ventilation system to increase airflow ir 1e mine and get it
ready for limited operations.

Mr. Valdez asked if WIPP is operated as a nuclear site or as a mine.

Mr. Bishop responded that it is operated under two sets of rules, and must comply with
yth the mine safety regi  tions and the nuclear site safety operations.

Mr. Valdez asked about the fact sheets that had been generated on sites at LANL and if
they could be provided to the NNMCAB.

Mr. Bishop responded that he would take the action to get those fact sheets to the
NNMCAB.
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Mr. Hancock responded that with the need to restart WIPP the expenditures at
WIPP have actually gone up. Additionally, noting that there have been no layoffs at
WIPP, but rather an increase in personnel.

Mr. Baca asked if the $250 million for WIPP comes out of the $6 billion DOE
budget.

Mr. Hintze responded that he would need to verify; however there may have been
supplemental funding for the WIPP Budget in the past. Additionally, stating that now
that you are coming into a steady state budget the funding all comes out of the $6
billion DOE receives for its budget.

Mr. Schmelling asked if the SRIC is an advocacy organization and what would you
like to see being done differently with the available budget.

Mr. Hancock responded that yes SRIC is an advocate on some occasions. He noted
that many of the questions on WIPP reopening need to be  scussed in detail and
resolved before WIPP begins operations. Addition 1, noting that SRIC believes that
public involvement increases safety at DOE sitesa  ss the complex.

Ms. Gurul§é " ed about the nancial aspects of operating W P, noting that the
$250 million comes out of the $6 billion for the budget, is that also LANLs piece of the
budget.

Mr. Hanct  :responded that $6 billion is simply not enough to address all of the
issues across the DOE complex. Mr. Hancock responded that until more money is
available the $6 billion is split between the sites and for one site to have money
another site gets shorted.

Mr. Hintz responded that the $250 million is not extra for WIPP it is WIPPs budget,
noting that if there is a budget increase then yes it comes out of the $6 billion for the
overall budget. Additionally, Mr. Hintze stated that the Mixed Oxide Fuel (MOX)
facility is under the National Nuclear Security Administration {NNSA) not
Environmental Management (EM) so any questions on the MOX Facility would need to
be addressed by NNSA.

Mr. Mayfield asked where SRIC would suggest that a repository should be located.

Mr. Hancock responded that the SRIC advocates to get the waste out of the ground
and moved to a permanent disposal area. Mr. Hancock noted that WIPP is the third of
the deep geologic repositories, which have not been able to successfully complete
their mission without problems. He noted that WIPP is a pilot plant and that there
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d. Questions

Mr. Baca asked if more waste was produced when the drum contents are mixed
with water and zeolite. Additionally, who makes the determination on which method
is best?

Mr. Funk responded that the volume of waste will depend on the recipe that is
determined to be viable to remove the D001 characteristic. Mr. Funk noted that
effectiveness is the highest priority with volume coming in second. Mr. Funk noted
that there is no real natural means to remediate the material.

Mr. Sayre asked for clarification on how big the freezer editions are.

Mr. Funk re onded that the freezers will hold three standard waste boxes, noting
that the freezers are about the size of a transportainer.

Mr. Valdez asked about the RCRA permitting not allowed in Material Disposal Area
(MDA) G?

Mr. Funk re onded that MDA G is permitted for storage not for treatment, so a
permit modification will be needed to perform remediation of waste material at MDA
G.

Mr. James Valerio asked what the cations were to the nitrate salts that are in the
drums.

Mr. Funk responded that there is a wide variability, noting that some examples are
chromium, sodium, potassium, aluminum, iron, and many other trace elements.

Mr. James Valerio asked why the anion is not switched to something that does not
provide as much oxygen.

Mr. Funk ted that the techniques from a chemistry standpoint that can be used
to capture the plutonium in the ion exchange are limited. He  ed that the nitrate
method was one of the best methods to achieve this.

Ms. Gurulé asked about why the zeolite or cementation process was chosen over
the other options that were proposed, such as incineration.

Mr. Funk responded that the incineration method is very difficult to permit if not
impossible. Additionally, he referenced problems with the open air incinerator that
LANL had previously used for other projects, and the public view on that particular
method.









































