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PREFILED SUR-REBUTTAL TESTIMONY OF A. CHRISTIANNE RIDGE 
 
 
 Under penalty of perjury, I, A. Christianne Ridge, declare as follows: I attest that the 

factual statements herein are true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information, and 

belief; and the opinions expressed herein are based on my best professional judgment. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

 Q.1 Please state your name. 

 A.1 My name is A. Christianne Ridge.   

Q.2 Have you provided testimony previously in this case? 

 A.2. Yes, this testimony is in addition to my previous testimony in this case.  In my 

previous testimony, I provided my professional qualifications, discussed general issues, and 

responded to the initial testimonies of STV witnesses.  This testimony will now focus specifically 

on responding to issues raised in the rebuttal testimonies of the STV witnesses.  

 Q.3. Have you reviewed the rebuttal testimonies of the STV witnesses? 

 A.3. Yes, I reviewed the rebuttal testimonies of Dr. Henshel, Mr. Norris, and 

Mr. Pastorick.   

Response to Mr. Norris’s Testimony 14 
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 Q.4 Does Mr. Norris’s rebuttal testimony address the use of the Kd model?  If 

so, what is your opinion of that testimony?  

 A.4 Yes.  Mr. Norris’s first main concern relates to the possibility that the local 

equilibrium assumption inherent in the Kd model may not be valid.  In his rebuttal testimony, Mr. 
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Norris indicated that I did not “attempt to deal with the issue of peak suppression” that could 

result if the local equilibrium assumption is not valid.  Norris Rebuttal at 47.  As I describe below, 

I did not address “peak suppression” at length because it is the actual peak that is “suppressed” 

relative to the peak predicted by a Kd model if the local equilibrium assumption is not valid (i.e., 

a Kd model will overestimate the actual peak concentration if the local equilibrium assumption is 

not valid). 

In my initial testimony, I stated:  

In general, if the local equilibrium assumption is not valid, the arrival of a 
contaminant will be spread in time so that the contaminant arrives for a longer 
period of time but the peak concentration is lowered (Valocchi, 1985).  

Ridge Testimony at 8. 

I stand by this initial statement.  If the local equilibrium assumption is not valid, the 

contaminant will arrive for a longer period of time than predicted by a Kd model, and will have a 

lower peak concentration than predicted by a Kd model.  Therefore, I did not, and still do not, 

consider the “peak suppression” that Mr. Norris noted, to be problematic because, if a Kd model 

were used but the local equilibrium assumption were not valid, the Kd model would over-predict 

the actual peak concentration.  Thus, with respect to peak concentration, a Kd model would be 

more conservative than a model that accurately models non-equilibrium behavior. 

In my initial testimony I indicated that the main deleterious effect that could result if the 

local equilibrium assumption is not valid is that the contaminant could arrive at a location earlier 

than it is predicted to arrive by a model based on the local equilibrium assumption.  Ridge 

Testimony at 8.  I addressed the implications of that possibility in my initial testimony.  See id. at 

8-9.  Mr. Norris is correct in noting that I indicated that NRC Staff routinely evaluates peak 

concentrations that occur after the period of performance.  NRC Staff also evaluates the 

uncertainty in any factors that could move a peak into or out of the period of performance, so a 

delay in the predicted time at which a peak concentration occurs is unlikely to affect a 
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decommissioning decision.  In general, changes in the timing of the predicted peak 

concentration are less important to a decision about decommissioning than any effect on the 

predicted value of the peak concentration.  Mr. Norris did not acknowledge my main point about 

the potential delay in the time of occurrence of the peak concentration.  Specifically, the 

invalidity of the local equilibrium assumption will have a greater effect on when a contaminant 

arrives at a particular location rather than on the time of the peak concentration.  See id. at 8.  

Because the NRC bases its decisions about decommissioning on the predicted peak dose, the 

potential invalidity of the local equilibrium assumption is not expected to have a non-

conservative effect on a decommissioning decision.   

In A.025 on page 47, Mr. Norris indicated it was unclear whether I was aware that the 

Soil Verification Study consolidated all of the soil series into just two groups.  When I wrote my 

initial testimony, I was aware of that grouping.  As described in my initial testimony, under-

representing variability tends to increase the predicted peak dose (i.e., the predicted peak dose 

will be greater than the actual peak dose) by decreasing the predicted dispersion of the 

contaminant.  See Ridge Testimony at 10.  Therefore, I do not understand what specific harm 

the intervenor believes will result from grouping the soils into two groups. 

In his rebuttal testimony, Mr. Norris also referred to a paper I presented at the Waste 

Management Conference in Tucson, Arizona, February 27-March 3, 2005.  (“Ridge et al., 2005” 

ADAMS ML072680021).  This paper describes thermodynamic sorption models (“TSM”) and 

how they might be used to model radionuclide transport.  The paper also describes situations, 

similar to the situation of an alkaline plume coincident with a radionuclide plume described in my 

initial testimony, in which it would be difficult to describe radionuclide transport with a Kd model 

and a thermodynamic sorption model may provide a more conservative estimate of radionuclide 

transport.  See Ridge Testimony at 11-12.  As indicated in my initial testimony, this type of 

complex chemistry does not appear to be occurring at JPG.  The paper also describes why, in 
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some situations, a thermodynamic sorption model may allow a licensee to collect fewer samples 

to complete site characterization.   

I disagree with Mr. Norris’s characterization of my testimony as suggesting that “while 

thermodynamic equilibrium models can with a great deal of effort duplicate the Kd approach 

there doesn’t seem to be any benefit to them.”  Norris Rebuttal at 48.  In my testimony, I did not 

argue that there are no advantages to using thermodynamic sorption modeling.  Instead, I 

addressed statements made about the Kd model in the intervenor’s basis “J”, and addressed 

the implication that the Kd model should not be used because it would not be sufficiently 

protective.  

The paper I coauthored (Ridge et al., 2005) is not inconsistent with my testimony, 

contrary to Mr. Norris's statement at A025.  The paper presented ideas for using thermodynamic 

sorption models at chemically complex sites.  The paper states that a thermodynamic sorption 

model may allow a licensee to complete site characterization with fewer sorption measurements 

by providing a theoretical basis for predicting sorption based on water and soil characteristics 

instead of more labor-intensive sorption measurements.  My initial testimony addresses whether 

a model based on a Kd approach can be sufficiently protective, and is consistent with the paper 

Mr. Norris references (Ridge et al., 2005), the conclusions of which are reproduced below.   

Thermodynamic sorption modeling is a tool that can be used to gain insight into the 
factors controlling radionuclide sorption and transport and to predict the effect of 
variability or temporal changes in site mineralogical or chemical characteristics on 
radionuclide transport. In addition, TSMs may be able to provide a means to 
characterize radionuclide sorption at complex sites more economically, facilitating 
more realistic modeling of heterogeneity in chemical conditions. Because of these 
potential benefits, the NRC is participating in projects to develop the use of TSMs in 
radionuclide transport modeling. Work is underway to develop practical guidance 
regarding the use of TSMs in conjunction with groundwater transport models and to 
develop software that integrates TSMs with code used to perform PA analyses. 
Future work may include efforts to quantify the costs of implementing a GC 
[Generalized Composite] model and a comparison of the utility of an uncalibrated 
CA [Component Additivity] approach implemented with conservative assumptions as 
compared to the common approach of using generic Kd values to represent sorption. 
Advancements in the fundamental understanding of sorption of compounds onto 
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natural particles are expected to improve both GC and CA approaches. 
 

These conclusions also reflect the ongoing development of the use of thermodynamic 

sorption models, and the relative immaturity of efforts to apply this technique to performance 

assessments to support decommissioning.  The complete paper includes a section about work 

that could be done to support the development of thermodynamic sorption modeling so that 

thermodynamic sorption models can be applied to performance assessments. 

Q.5. Do you agree with all of Mr. Norris’s statements about the possible 

implications of using conservative assumptions and bounding analyses?    

A.5. No, I do not.  My main areas of disagreement are in Mr. Norris’s response to 

Q.011 and at A.015.   

In his response to Q.011, Mr. Norris states that “the use of bounding for one element can 

cascade through the assessment process, sequentially eliminating or reducing other aspects of 

characterization.”  The implication of this statement is that less detailed characterization of one 

aspect of a natural system will lead to less detailed characterization of another part of the 

system.  In general, the opposite is true.  If conservative simplifying assumptions are made in 

one part of a model, the dose contribution from that part of the model will be overestimated (by 

definition of the word “conservative”).  Thus other parts of the system will be able to contribute 

less dose before the dose limit is met, and the corresponding parts of the model may need to be 

more realistic (i.e., less simplified), not less realistic.  In the specific example Mr. Norris provides 

in his response to Q.011, he hypothesizes that the use of a bounding assumption about uranium 

mobility as described in my initial testimony at A.20 could lead to elimination of the groundwater 

pathway from consideration.  This concern is puzzling because the use of an upper limit of 

uranium mobility would increase the projected potential offsite dose from the groundwater 

pathway, thereby reducing the possibility that the pathway could be eliminated from analysis.    

In his response to Q.011 and at A.015, Mr. Norris appears to be concerned that a 



 
 

- 6 -

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

“bounding” result would be assumed to be zero in other parts of an analysis.  This is not the 

case.  Instead, as Mr. Norris indicates at A.010, a bounded dose is a “no more than” projection 

of (i.e., an upper limit on) the potential dose.  Similarly, a bounding concentration is an upper 

limit on the concentration at a particular location.  That potential dose (or concentration) would 

be used in other parts of the analysis.  As a hypothetical example, suppose that the dose from a 

particular pathway is bounded by 0.05 milliSevert per year (5 millirem per year).  In the 

calculation of the total dose, the dose from that pathway would be carried forward as 0.05 

milliSeverts per year (5 millirem per year), and would not be set to zero or eliminated from 

consideration.  Thus, if a bounding or conservative value is used, it is more protective because it 

will lead to an assumed higher peak dose to a receptor. 
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PREFILED SUR-REBUTTAL TESTIMONY OF A. CHRISTIANNE RIDGE 
 
I, A. CHRISTIANNE RIDGE, do declare under penalty of perjury that my statements in the 

foregoing testimony are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.  

      /Original Signed By/ 
____________________________  
A. Christianne Ridge  

 
Executed at Rockville, MD  
This 25th day of September, 2007. 

 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket true
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /UseDeviceIndependentColor
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 450
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly true
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents suitable for compliance with 10CFR1, Appendix A.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [300 300]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


