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Call to Order: 
Snyder calls the meeting to order. 
 
Agenda: 
Snyder calls for any modifications or proposed changes to the agenda.  

• Snyder motions to discuss taking a month off for summer vacation, Motion seconded 
o Motion carries 

 
April Minutes: 
Feight motions for the board to review the minutes and approve them at the next meeting, Motion 
seconded. 

• There was a brief discussion about how to present the minutes to the board; Manson suggested 
hiring a court reporter: Snyder discussed for EHI to send out a survey to the board: Swain 
suggested a call for guidance to EHI and stated that she appreciated all the hard work.  Feight says 
summary is the best way to go: Manson agreed summary would be easier to read and less 
confusing:  Murphie suggested considering what direction the board wanted to go in summary or 
minutes:  

Snyder motions to use summary form for the board minutes, Motion seconded. 
• Blair agreed would like to take time to review the minutes: Swain discussed the board should 

respond within a week’s time. 
• Motion carries  

 
Public Comment: 
King commented that there have been concerns that we are not providing significant time for all the 
community members so he has to be more stringent on the four minute comment period and so he doesn’t 
have to interrupt someone.  Please make sure your comments stay within that allowed time. If your 
comment is longer than the allowed time, please submit your comments to the board. He is going to sit 
down and will stand up at three minutes so you know when to close your comments.  Thank you. 
Mrs. Tressie Hall, SONG: She had two concerns:  First, she would like to see a Citizens Advisory board 
for the entire site.  Secondly, she asks if USEC falls apart, will clean up have to wait and when will it start.  
Thank you. 
Mr. Robert Brown, Pike County Resident: Lives in Bristol Village and worked in every building at 
Portsmouth for 20 years, he thinks it’s a golden opportunity to utilize the site better with employment it 
would help our county, state and nation.  The plant site has enough water supply and waste treatment to 
supply both Waverly and Piketon areas.  We are in an energy shortage and need the jobs we have the 
resources to provide this with the site as a nuclear power plant. Thank you. 
Brian Huber, Pike County Resident: Is a land owner in Pike County and agrees would like to see a 
Citizens Advisory Board for the entire site and is interested in attending the tour of the 340 acres, he would 
like to be able to walk the land.  He also mentioned he does not want a Nuclear Power plant in this area.  
Thank you.  
Geoffrey Sea, SONG: Would like to see a Citizens Advisory Board over everything, but what we ended up 
with was the SSAB Board that has limits.  Stated that USEC stock is down to 38 million and what’s that 
mean if less cash reserve, will ACP proceed forward?  He would like for DOE to create two different 
Citizens Advisory Boards for both the sites.  He also has pictures that he could not send electronically that 
go with the letter he sent to the SSAB but he will bring them to the next meeting. Thank you. 
David Manuta, Manuta Chemical Consultants Inc: He stated that he forwarded a data sheet on Garlan - 4 
to Eric about the actual history of its use and that when DOE went forward they were going on what 
happened at the site. He also mentioned he would like to see the board have a professional transcriber. 
Thank you. 
Eric O’Neal:  Thanked the SSAB for all the hard work on the accelerated cleanup, but also would like to 
ask that we all keep an eye on the funding to make that reality. Thank you. 
Kathleen Boutis, SONG:  As to the minute’s discussion, asking them to summarize them that would be an 
interpretation.  The board should give a one or two sentence summary after the discussion to summarize 
what they said.  Also one of the earlier concerns with USEC stock going down, if the plant was in jeopardy 
how would this affect the cleanup.  Doug Sirro was hired to do a study and he recommended to have entire 
jurisdiction over the site, would like to see the board cover entire site.  Thank you. 
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Vina Coley, P.R.E.S.S.:  She does not want a Nuclear Power Plant due to her health and sickness, which 
she states was caused from working at the plant.  Also, she thinks the money used on taking a tour out west 
to visit the waste sites should be used to hire two consulting parties.  There are plenty of videos taken from 
other sites on that would be helpful in understanding how their waste is handled and how it affects the 
plants.  Thank you. 
 
DDFO Comments: 
Kozlowski presentation: 
The update included the following information: 

• X-770 Mechanical Test Facility Concrete Pad Removal/Investigation Status 
• Cleanout of DMSA 11 & 12 in X-326 Building. 
• X-345 Building Cleanout 
• X-746 Shipping and Receiving Building Removal 
• Highly Enriched Uranium (HEU) Process Gas Filter Ash and Oil Leak Gunk 
• Releasing of USEC Buildings 
• Lube Oil and Pyranol 
• National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) 
• American Recovery and Reinvestment Act Update 

A copy of the above-stated presentation can be viewed on the SSAB website at www.ports-ssab.org 
 

Question/Comment Answer 
Charle:  How are you notified if there are problems 
with shipments and what is done? 

Kozlowski:  The shipments are certified before they are sent; if 
there are questions with any shipments they are returned.  DOE 
expects no issues of packages that get sent to the receivers.    

Swain:  Why is the Nevada Test Site still in the 
same position on not allowing there to be mixed 
waste acceptance past 2010? 

Kozlowski:  That question was asked in Washington today.  
They have resolved the primary issue that was holding this up 
and there is an expectation to restart very soon.   

Smith:  Clarification on different types of waste that 
are being transported and why some are solidified 
and some are not is this a cost issue and what’s 
more cost effective?  

Kozlowski:  The process was looked at selling as natural 
uranium or just dispose the waste and the difference in the 
simple cost trade off, it is more cost effective to solidify the 
waste. 

 
Federal Coordinator Comments: 
Murphie presentation: 
The update included the following information: 

• Portsmouth Site Facts 
• Portsmouth Site Aerial Tour: Projects 
• Portsmouth Site Aerial Tour: Environmental 
• Project Acceleration through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 
• Portsmouth Priorities 
• Portsmouth: Paducah Funding Profile FY2009 
• Depleted Uranium Hexafluoride DUF6 Conversion Project-Paul Kreitz 
• DUF6 Accomplishments 
• DUF6 Commissioning Roadmap Accelerated Path to Hot Operations 
• LATA/Parallax Portsmouth, LLC - Bill Franz, Project Manager 
• Portsmouth: Cleanup Program Accomplishments 
• Increasing Performance 
• Cost and Schedule Achievements 
• Tc-99 - Toni Brooks, Director of Infrastructure Service 
• Cold Shutdown 
• Facility De-Lease 

A copy of the above-stated presentation can be viewed on the SSAB website at www.ports-ssab.org.  
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Question/Comment Answer 
Blackburn:  What if USEC filed bankruptcy, how 
would this affect the cleanup and the release of 
buildings? 

Murphie:  USEC is required to set aside money, but they also 
have the option to terminate the lease and the buildings may not 
be an asset to anyone without signatures. 

Swain:  What’s the process for accelerated cleanup? Murphie:  The cleanup can rapidly be done in 15 years but was 
explained that there is not a definite number of years set to be 
completed. 

Smith:  An annual report for LATA/Parralax was 
asked for and it was only stated that one could be 
provided but with information blacked out.  Can this 
be addressed? 

Murphie:  There will be a presentation concerning the annual 
report at the next D & D meeting to explain this report.  

 
 
Break – 4 minutes: 
 
Snyder made a motion to add the approval of Assistant Triay’s letter to the Agenda, Motion seconded. 

• Motion carries 
 
Liaison Comments: 
Discussion on the review of tour to waste sites out west, to possibly review the Tennessee site and to 
review Oakridge video at an upcoming meeting. 
 
Dept. of Health: 
No comments 
 
Administrative Issues: 
 
FLU Committee: 
Feight went through a brief discussion of the April 7, 2009, meeting and stated the next meeting would be 
May 12, 2009 @ 5:30pm. 

• 340-Acre walking/driving tour 
o There will be a draft completed for the goals of recommendation by the June meeting. 
o Ohio EPA suggested a workshop to understand how the testing is prioritized. 
o It was suggested not to take a break during the summer months and spend more time the 

last week in July to further discuss the transfer.  The Committee decided to meet on July 
21 @ 4:30. 

• Transfer of 340-Acre (discussed setting more time aside for discussion at next meeting) 
• Energy Parks (Portsmouth Site as a Energy Park) 
• Develop Principles of Future Land Use 

o Review handouts that were given on Rocky Flats and report back in June. 
o The Committee set a goal to have principles completed by December. 

 
Waste Disposition Committee:  
Parker stated that the committee met on April 9, 2009, and reviewed their agenda from the meeting. Next 
meeting will be held on May 14, 2009 @ 4:30 pm. 

• Mission to review treatment and  
• Waste Disposition Project Updates 

o X-746 Shipping & Receiving Building Removal – Engineering Evaluation/Cost Analysis 
(EE/CA) 

o X-345 Special Nuclear Materials Building Strip-out 
• Recyclable Metals 

o Murphie, with DOE, present for questions concerning the Letter to Assistant Secretary 
Dr. Inez Triay (Green Initiative for Recyclable Metals with the DOE Complex) 

 
 
 



 PORTS SSAB 
 May 7, 2009  
 Full Board Summary 
 

 5

ER Committee:  
Renner stated that the committee met on April 7, 2009, and provided a copy of the report.  Next meeting 
will be held on May 12, 2009 @ 4:30pm. 

• EE/CA Process 
o There was a discussion period about the 30 day extension and when it should be used.  

Ohio EPA suggested having a workshop on this process. 
• History/Cleanups at other Environmental Restoration Sites (not pertaining to Radiation): 

o Discussed obtaining a DVD from CDM relating to the Libby, Montana continued cleanup 
of Asbestos.  

o Discussed Studio Blue or a student possibly filming a documentary on the cleanup 
process. 

• Concerns/Issues: 
o May 28th Open House/DOE Public Meeting  
o Discuss in June about taking month of July off for summer break 

 
D & D Committee: 
Swain stated the committee met on April 9, 2009, and it was a lively meeting.  A review of the agenda and 
topics from the meeting was presented. 

• June 11th Work Shop – Presentations from Ohio EPA, F.R.E.S.H. and DOE – community and 
SSAB members are encouraged to come. 

• Budgets from LATA/Parallax 
• X-746 EE/CA Presentation  
• Stimulus Package Update 
• A comment was added about DOE pursuing additional public interaction for the May 28th DOE 

Public Meeting/Open House. 
 
Ad Hoc Committee: 
Blackburn stated the committee met on April 23, 2009, to review the proposed amendments and changes to 
the operating procedures. 

• It was discussed that the vote to change the Operating Procedures will need a 2/3 vote. 
 

Next meeting will be held May 12, 2009 @ 3:00pm. 
 
Motions: 
Feight motioned to approve the ‘Thank You Stimulus Letter’ and, if approved, send cc to Senator Brown, 
Motion seconded. 

• There was a brief discussion on sending two letters with addressing one to Secretary Chu, one to 
Acting Assistant Secretary Triay, and copying Senator Brown. 

o Motion carries 
 

Snyder motioned to submit the ‘Green Initiative for Recyclable Metals Letter’ for approval of the full 
board, Motion seconded. 

• There was a brief discussion on why the board was just seeing this letter if it was dated for March 
21, 2009, several comments were made on what the letter is asking and that the board should take 
time to review this motion. 

Snyder motioned to withdraw the motion to approve the letter to Assistant Secretary Triay, Motion 
seconded. 
Swain motioned that the Waste Disposition Committee handle this motion, Motion seconded. 

• Motion carries 
 

Snyder motioned that the board take a month of July off for summer vacation, Motion seconded 
• Motion carries– Swain didn’t vote. 
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Public Comment: 
Geoffrey Sea, SONG: Mr. Murphie gave a rather vague explanation on difficulties on EM knowing what 
USEC is doing on the site.  It is important to understand historical this has affected everything in Piketon 
when PPO established only EM office all the rest of DOE stayed at Oak Ridge that supervises USEC.  
February letter new Piketon DOE office established this committee to correct the problem; new office 
should consolidate all including leasing, contracting EM and urge the SSAB should put together a 
recommendation that will consolidate this office. Second comment is Mr. Murphie made the mistake by not 
bringing in any waste other than enriched waste, this is not true.  In 1985, there was a recommendation to 
bring in old GCEP and ran through a test run of uranium contaminated equipment; it may get to that point 
now that they do the same thing that increases contaminated material. 
Mr. Robert Brown, Pike County Resident:  The question is with the contaminated metal issues; are we 
looking at surface contamination or contamination within the metal itself.  If it’s surface that’s easily 
handled. 
David Manuta, Manuta Chemical Consultants Inc:  The first issue is with the original GCEP date that 
was collected and tested, that’s why you process real world data.  The second, in 1992 Congress Energy 
Act created USEC breakdown in the timeline what’s DOE responses. In 1998, USEC took over full 
operation anything since is USEC responsibility. 
 
Additional Comments: 
No additional comments at this time. 
 
Graff motions to adjourn, Motion seconded. 

 Motion carries 
o Meeting adjourned at 8:45pm 

 
Next Meeting June4th at 6:00pm 
 


