
June 9, 2000

Ms. Juanita M. Bursley
Manager, Environmental Protection
UCAR Carbon Company, Inc.
12900 Snow Road
Parma, OH 44130

SUBJECT: SUMMARY OF MAY 31, 2000, MEETING

Dear Ms Bursley:

On May 31, 2000, representatives of UCAR Carbon Company, Inc. (UCAR) met with
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) staff to discuss the status of the staff’s review of
the Decommissioning Plan (DP) for your Lawrenceburg, TN, facility, and UCAR’s responses to
NRC staff comments on the DP. Enclosed is a copy of the meeting summary.

If you have any questions or comments regarding the enclosed, please contact
Rebecca Tadesse at (301) 415-6221.

Sincerely,
/RA/
Larry W. Camper, Chief
Decommissioning Branch
Division of Waste Management
Office of Nuclear Material Safety

and Safeguards

Enclosure: Meeting Summary
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Date:

May 31, 2000

Time:

11:00 am - 2:15 pm

Place:

U.S. Nuclear RegulatoryTwo White Flint North, Room T-8FRockville, Maryland

Purpose:

To discuss the status of the U.S.review of the Decommissioning Plan (DP) fofacility in Lawrenceburg, TN and UCAR’s respoplan.

Attendees:

See Attachment A

Discussion:The meeting generally followed the agenda (see Attachment B).resolved before the NRC staff can approve the Decommissioning Plresolutions to the issues were agreed upon by NRC and UCAR. NRCsummary of the status of the review of the DP and its understanding of coUCAR in the DP. NRC staff also informed UCAR staff that NRC staff is prepthe NRC to extend the deadline for approving the DP’s for a few sites, includinNRC staff also cautioned UCAR staff that if the extension is not approved by theand the DP is not approved by the NRC staff by August 20, 2000, the criteria in 10 CSubpart E would apply to the decommissioning of the facility.NRC and UCAR staffs discussed the open issues resulting from NRC’s review of UCAR’sApril 25, 2000, responses to NRC staff comments of February 24, 2000. This discussion led ta better understanding of the commitments in the DP by the NRC staff. UCAR staff agreed toprovide additional clarification of several issue in a letter within about two weeks (seeAttachment C). It was agreed that additional surveys in areas considered “unaffected areas”(based on previous surveys) would not need to be performed as part of a final radiologicalstatus survey. NRC staff also informed UCAR that it will perform a confirmatory surveyfollowing the additional decontamination of “affected areas.” UCAR staff also stated that itwould clean and remediate any areas that are identified by NRC’s confirmatory survey thatexceed the release limits.[Post-meeting note: On June 1, 2000, UCAR staff informed NRC staff by phone that it hadreconsidered its commitment to clean up any areas identified by the confirmatory survey, untilthe issues associated with the measurement of alpha radiation are resolved.]During the May 31, 2000 meeting, NRC and UCAR staffs discussed the measurement of alpharadiation and the alpha to beta radiation ratios associated with high enriched uranium (HEU).Measuring the beta radiation, as a surrogate for the alpha radiation, is a method the NRC staffhas approved for demonstrating compliance with the release criteria. However, for the HEU atUCAR’s facility, this ratio is about 20 alpha emissions to one beta emission, making thistechnique difficult to implement. An alternative method is to measure the alpha radiationdirectly using an appropriate instrument that has been calibrated and adjusted for the surveyarea surfaces. However, a consideration for this alternative is that alpha radiation is



attenuated by mcondition of surfacinstrument efficienciemethod it will use to merequested this informationoverly restrictive methodologfacilities.NRC and UCAR staffs also discussethe UCAR facility. The laboratory analynot been completed. NRC staff stated thaforward a copy of the inspection report to UCAttachments:A. AttendeesB. AgendaC. Action Items and Commitments



Actions Items aA.

Action Items for UC1.

Provide a list of areas coThese areas may be whole r

2.

Document the methodology for minformation o final survey methods d

B.

Commitments by UCAR1.

To clean up any contamination above the Sitecriteria found during the NRC confirmatory survey

2.

All areas identified as “affected areas” will be surveyeNUREG/CR-5849 for the final status survey report.

3.

Below-grade piping will be addresses in the Decommissioninthe subsurface soil contamination. The limits of what is considerespecifically addressed in your response.

4.

To provide additional discussion regarding decontamination or decommthe ventilation system.

C.

Action Items for NRC1.

Provide the methodology to survey alpha contamination as part of the confirmatorysurvey.

2.

Provide the inspection report

ATTACHMENT C



June 9, 2000

MS. Juanita M. BuManager, EnvironmeUCAR Carbon Compan12900 Snow RoadParma, OH 44130SUBJECT:

SUMMARY OF MAY 3

Dear Ms Bursley:On May 31, 2000, representatives of UCARU.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) stthe Decommissioning Plan (DP) for your LawrencNRC staff comments on the DP. Enclosed is a copyIf you have any questions or comments regarding the encRebecca Tadesse at (301) 415-6221.

Sincerely,/RA/Larry W. Camper, ChiefDecommissioning BranchDivision of Waste ManagementOffice of Nuclear Material Safetyand Safeguards
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MEETING ATTE

DATE:

5/31/2000

TOPIC:

UCAR/NRC Meetin

NAME

AFFILIATION

P H ON EN U MBER

Larry Camper

NMSS/DWM/DCB

301-415-7234

Anthony J. Thompson

Shaw Pittman

2 0 2 -6 6 3 -9198

Greg Chapman

NFS/UCAR

4 2 3 -7 4 3 -9141

Dave Culberson

Appletree assoc/UCAR

4 2 3 -2 8 3 -7035

Juanita Bursely

UCAR

2 1 6 -6 7 6 -2175

Morris Smith

UCAR

9 3 1 -7 6 2 -7101

Tim Harris

NMSS/DWM/DCB

3 0 1 -4 1 5 -6613

Orysia Masnyk Baily

RGN II/DNMS

4 0 4 -5 6 2 -4739

Duane Schmidt

NMSS/DWM/DCB

3 0 1 -4 1 5 -6919

Jim Lieberman

NRC/OGC

3 0 1 -4 1 5 -2746

Kristina Banovac

NMSS/DWM/DCB

3 0 1 -4 1 5 -5114

Rebecca Tadesse

NMSS/DWM/DCB

301-415-6221

Tom Decker

RGN II/DNMS

Jay Henson

RGN II/DNMS

Tim Vitkus

ORISE
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4.

Introductions (N
R

C
)

5.

The purpose is to resolve rem1.

Methodology for measuring alpha c

2.

Clarify whether or not UCAR is planactivities. (Task 11 Section 2 Page 13).

3.

Findings from the limited scoping survey co

4.

Ensure that UCAR understands that any contasurvey will need to be remidated.

6.

Summary of what UCAR has committed in their decom

7.

Status for DP approval. (N
R

C
)

5.

General Comments on UCAR’s response to NRC’s RAI. (G
R

O
U

P
)

6.

Finding of the limited scooping survey. (N
R

C
)

1.

Ventilation System

2.

Metallurgy laboratory

7.

Methods for measuring alpha release criteria of 5000 dpm/100cm 2(U
C

A
R

)

8.

Final Radiological Status report should contain the following information in regards to inst(N
R

C
)

1.

Type of instrument used

2.

Efficiency of instrument

3.

Calibration date of instrument

4.

Minimum Detectable Activity of the instrument

5.

Background for each type of measurements

6.

The 95% confidence interval as well as the average

9.

Phase II Decommissioning plan timing (U
C

A
R

)

10.

Meeting summary (G
R

O
U

P
)


