
From: Marks, Andrew J Mr CIV USA AMC [andrew.j.marks@us.army.rnil] 
Sent: Thursday, May 13,2010 2:28 PM 
To: Evans, Robert 
Subject: FW: CCAD Building 132 Wipe Test Analysis Results (UNCLASSIFIED) 
Attachments: Model-29.pdf; Sample Memo.doc 

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
Caveats: FOUO 

Mr. Evans, here are the swipe sample results for building 132. 

v/r, 

AJ 

CCAD Industrial Hygienist 
Safety & Occupational Health Div., L2000 
308 Crecy St., MS 23 
Corpus Christi, Tx 78419 

ANDREW J. MARKS, GS-11 

361-961-6921 
DSN: 861-6921 
FAX: 361-961 -6486 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Hart, Joe Mr CIV USA AMC 
Sent: Thursday, May 13, 201 0 2: 1 1 PM 
To: Marks, Andrew J Mr CIV USA AMC 
Subject: CCAD Building 132 Wipe Test Analysis Results 

AJ, 
Please find attached the sample results for the Building 132 survey. 
I've also attached the TMDE calibration report for the counting 
equipment, which includes the counting efficiency for alpha and 
betalgamma. If you need any additional information please let me know. 

Thanks, 

Joe Hart 
HQ, JMC 
ATTN: SafetyIRad Waste Directorate 

1 Rock Island Arsenal 
Rock Island, lL 61299-6000 
Comm (309)782-1124, DSN 793-1 124 

AMS J M-SF 

FAX (309) 782-2289, DSN 793-2289 

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
Caveats: FOUO 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL CONSOLIDATION FACILITY 

AMSTA-RI-SEM BUILDING 170, BECK LANE 
ROCK ISLAND, IL 61299-5000 

Sample No. 

1. 
2. 
3. 

AMSTA-RI-SEM 5-13-2009 

Description ALPHA BETA- Counting 

Bldg132RAD10109001 1 69 1 Min 
Bldg132RAD10109002 3 84 1 Min 
Blds132RAD10109003 0 65 1 Min 

GAMMA Time 

MEMORANDUM FOR JMC Project Manager, Army Joint Munitions Command 
Safety/Rad Waste Directorate, AMSJM-SF, RIA. 

4. 
5. 
6. 

SUBJECT: CCAD Confirmation Survey Sample Results 

Bldg132RAD10109004 2 61 1 Min 
Bldg132RAD10109005 2 80 1 Min 

75 1 Min Blds132RAD10109006 2 

AUTHORIZATION # :  N/A 
RECEIVED ON: 05/13/09 

Used Ludlum Model 2929 Dual-Channel Scaler with Model 43-10-1 
Alpha-Beta Sample Counter (See attached Report of Calibration) 

JMC PROJECT CODE: USA 2008-030 

7. 
8. 
9. 

Bldg132RAD10109007 2 82 1 Min 
3 85 1 Min Bldg132RAD10109008 

Bldq132RAD10109009 2 82 1 Min - 
10. Bldg132RAD10109010 
11. Bldg132RAD10109011 
12. Bldg132RAD10109012 

14. Bldg132RAD10109014 
15. Bldg132RAD10109015 
16. Bldg132RAD10109016 
17. Bldg132RAD10109017 
18. Bldg132RAD10109018 
19. Bldg132RAD10109019 
20. Bldg132RAD10109020 
21. Bldg132RAD10109021 
22. Bldg132RAD10109022 
23. Bldg132RAD10109023 
24. Bldg132RAD10109024 
25. Bldg132RAD10109025 
N/A 10 min background 

count 

13. Bldg132RAD10109013 

87 1 Min 1 
1 80 1 Min 
0 71 1 Min 

74 1 Min 1 
2 91 1 Min 
1 75 1 Min 
3 71 1 Min 
2 67 1 Min 
1 75 1 Min 
1 74 1 Min 
2 80 1 Min 
1 78 1 Min 
2 75 1 Min 
3 80 1 Min 
3 95 1 Min 
0 76 1 Min 
6 733 10 Min 

Printed On Recycled Paper 



Analyst: 

E. Joseph Hart 
Health Physicist 
HQ, JMC 
ATTN: Safety/Rad Waste Directorate 
AMSJM-SF 
1 Rock Island Arsenal 
Rock Island, IL 61299-6000 
C O ~  (309) 782-1124, D S N  793-1124 
FAX (309) 782-2289, DSN 793-2289 

Printed On ecycled Paper 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
UNITED STATES ARMY TMDE SUPPORT CENTER 

RICHMOND KENTUCKY 40475-51 03 

REPLY TO 
AlTENTlON OF AMSAM-TMD-B-L 

U.S. Army Test, Measurement, and Diagnostic Equipment Activity 

U S .  Army Secondary Standards Laboratories 

Richmond Radiation Laboratory 

Building 52 Richmond,KY. 40475-5 I03 

REPORT OF CALIBRATION 

Model: 2929 RADIAC Meter 

Serial No.: 91243 

OUIC: WODAA9 

This instrument was calibrated in accordance with Calibration Procedure for RADIAC Set Ludlum 2929 using 
L,udlum Pulser Model 500 SN# 198075,Isotope source set I883 I8 SN# 005. This calibration is traceable to to 
the National Institute of Standards and Technology. Supporting documentation relative to traceability is on file 
and is available for examination upon request. Calibration accuracy is +/- 10 % Per User Manual. Calibration 
interval for this instrument is 360 days. 

This report shall not be reproduced, except in full, without written permission of the Secondary Radiation 
Standards Laboratory. 

Calibrated By: Reviewed By: 

ROBERT G. BEESE JR. 
CHIEF, TMDE RICHMOND 

DSN 745672416722 /Comm(859)625-6724/6722 DSN 745-672416722 

Calibration report number: 91243 

Cal Date: 16-jul-og 
Due Date: Il-Jul-10 

Page 1 of 3 



nstrument Calibration Report 

SUIC: W4L6XR 

Meter manufacturer: LUDLUM 

Probe model: 43-10-1 

Detector type: Nal(T1) 

Calibration source model: 1883 I8 

Pulser model: 500 

Chk source indicates: 0 

Flush against detector: No 

Calibration geometry: 

OUIC: WODAA9 

Model: 2929 

Serial No.: PR 086195 

PUIC: W4L6XN 

Serial No.: 9 1243 

Serial No.: 005 tsotopeIEnergy: CS- 137lAM-2 

Serial No.: 198075 

Battery Check: Yes Leakage test: No 

Distance: 0 

Chk source geometry: i 

1 1  I 2 3 4 

j , 
I 

Applied exposure Initial Meter 
rate (CPM) Reading Meter Range 

Rangel: 800 

200 4 
Range2: 80 k 

2o k 
Range3: 8k 

2 e  
Range4: 800 

Range5: 

200 

80 

20 

Adjust? Final Meter 
(ym)  Reading 

P M )  

797.6 I( 
199.8 & 
80.2 I( 
19.23 k 
7.77 16 
1.994 k 
798.6 

199.6 

80.02 

19.58 

Correction Avg. Corr 
Factor Factor 

I .oo 
1 .oo 1 .oo 
1 .oo 
1.04 1.02 

1.03 

I .oo 1.02 

1 .oo 
1 .oo 1 .oo 

1 .oo 

1.02 1.01 

Date: 1 ~ - J U I - O ~  
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Survey Instrume~t Calibration 

SUIC: W4L6XR 

Meter manufacturer: LUDLUM 

Probe model: 43-10-1 

Detector type: NaI(TI) 

Calibration source model: 1883 18 

Pulser model: 500 

Chk source indicates: 0 

Flush against detector: No 

Calibration geometry: 

OUIC: WODAA9 

Model: 2929 

Serial No.: PR 086195 

PUIC: W4L6XN 

Serial No.: 91243 

Serial No.: 005 IsotopeIEnergy: CSI 37lAM24 

Serial No.: 198075 

Battery Check: Yes Leakage test: No 

Distance: 0 

Chk source geometry: 1 

, 1  2 3 4 
I I 

I 

I 

I 

c+ k&TiJf? Applied exposure Initial Meter Adjust? Final Meter 
rate (CPM) Reading (ym) Reading 

p i  E R 4  
Meter Range 

(CPM) 

?f Rangel: 81114 64 182 1.26 

ange2: & 55512 26738 2.08 

Range3: 

Range$: 

Ranges: 

x f  
Remarks 

This calibration is traceable to the National lnstitute of Standards and Technology. 

Calibration report number: 9 1243 

Date: 16-Jul-09 
Page 3 of 3 



Evans, Robert 

From: 
Sent: 
To: Evans, Robert 
cc: Browder, Rachel; Whitten, Jack 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Marks, Andrew J Mr CIV USA AMC [andrew.j.marks@us.army.mil] 
Thursday, April 29, 2010 7:17 AM 

RE: Questions about Corpus Christi Army Depot final status survey report (UNCLASSIFIED) 
Response to NRC Comments on the FSS.doc; signed NRC form 314.pdf 

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
Caveats: FOUO 

Mr. Evans, 

Attached are two (2) files in response to your questions below, I )  is a signed NRC Form 314 and 2) is a word 
document in table format addressing each of your questions. I hope this is sufficient and if it is not, please let 
me know what additional information you may need. 

There were two areas you did not seem to have any further questions/concerns with, what we call the Mag- 
Thor room and a welding booth in building 8, can I take that means I can release these areas for production 
use? 

v/r, 

ANDREW J. MARKS, GS-11 
CCAD Industrial Hygienist 
Safety & Occupational Health Div., L2000 
308 Crecy St., MS 23 
Corpus Christi, Tx 7841 9 
361-961-6921 
DSN: 861-6921 
FAX: 361 -961-6486 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Evans, Robert [mailto:Robert.Evans@nrc.gov] 
Sent: Friday, February 05, 2010 2:30 PM 
To: Marks, Andrew J Mr CIV USA AMC 
Cc: Browder, Rachel; Whitten, Jack 
Subject: Questions about Corpus Christi Army Depot final status survey 
report 

Andrew- 

Provided below are my questions about the termination request letter 
dated August 12, 2009, and the final status survey report that was 
attached to the letter. According to Rachel Browder, your response has 
to be in writing, so you can respond by email, but we need you to also 
send a response as a signed letter. Next week, I ' l l  be in the office on 
Monday morning, and Thursday afternoon, if you have any questions. 

1 

mailto:Robert.Evans@nrc.gov


Request for Additional Information 

Amendment 25 to the license dated 11/07/08 approved the radiological 
survey plan, with one exception. The NRC license reviewer rejected 
Section 6.5 because it was based on an unapproved ANSllHPS standard. 
(The values for thorium were acceptable, but the NRC couldn't accept 
that particular reference). The docket file records suggest that CCAD 
didn't request equipment release criteria. However, the CCAD 
radiological survey report and final status survey evaluation, page 0-3, 
in the table footnotes, briefly discusses equipment releases as being 
beyond the scope of the survey report. What criteria did CCAD use to 
release the equipment, what was the criteria based on (e.g., such as 
Regulatory Guide 1.86), and what types of equipment were released? It 
may be beneficial to include the equipment surveys as a supplement to 
the radiological survey report and final status survey evaluation. 

The August 12,2009, letter included an NRC Form 314 that was not 
signed. Could you sign and resubmit the form since it's a certification 
signature? 

In the electronic submittal for the August 12, 2009, letter, there was a 
2-page email immediately behind the Form 314. What was the significance 
of the email? Should we remove it from the file? 

Three intermodal survey reports were attached to the August 12, 2009, 
letter. One minor question ... there were no general area dose rate 
measurements for the 3 intermodals that were shipped to the disposal 
site during June-July 2009. Although you were not the shipper, are you 
aware of any reason why the dose rates were not recorded? 

Page 7 of the radiological survey report and final status survey 
evaluation discusses a hot spot (30,000-40,000 cpm). What was the 
conclusion of this finding, if any, since it appears that the source of 
the radioactivity was not thorium? Was the soil disposed or left in 
place? 

Minor typo, Page 11 of the radiological survey report: Th-227 for 
CCAD-023 was listed as 0.0 but there was no analysis conducted on this 
radionuclide. See Appendix A, last entry. 

2 



Table 3.4, page 15, lists the MDC values. However, the values for some, 
but not all, meters are different from the values provided in Appendix 
B, pages 8-3, B-4. Why the discrepancy? 

Page 32 states that "the west wall has been removed since the scoping 
survey." What happened to the wall? Did the scoping survey identify any 
contamination, or was the wall found to be contamination-free? 

Page 37, top paragraph appears to have a typo ... the paragraph is talking 
about Bldg. 332, but a statement about Building 8 appears at the end of 
the paragraph. 

What is the current status of Building 132? The CCAD radiological 
survey report and final status survey evaluation, page 40, states that 
"the structure will be subjected to confirmatory resurvey by the RSO 
concurrent with license termination." During the April 2009 NRC 
inspection, a number of radioactive materials were still in storage in 
the building. Are the materials still there, or have they been removed? 
Did you perform a final survey of this area? 

Finally, I had a post-it note reminder to ensure that the lab was 
surveyed. My recollection is fuzzy, but I recall that CCAD used a room, 
in the office area, as a lab and storage of sources. Does this sound 
familiar to you? Did you verify that the room was free of 
radioactivity? 

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
Caveats: FOUO 

3 
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CERTIFICATE OF DISPOSITION OF MATERIALS 

COMMANDER, Corpus Christi Army Depot 
ATTN AMSAM-DS-SE 

This license has expired. 

B. DISPOSAL OF RADlOACl 
Check fhe appropriate boxes and complefe as necessa~~. Ifaddltlonal space is I 
'he licensee, or any individual executing this certificate on behalf of the lioerts 

Esamated burden per response ta comply vvlth this mamlably collection request 30 minute 1 This submiltal Is used by NRC as part of the basis for its deteninaIian lhal the facility 
releesed for umhcted use. Send m m t s  regarding burden esbmale to the Records e 
FObVPdvacy Services E m c h  (l-5 F52), U.S. Nuclear Regulary Commission, Washlngto 
DC 205550001, or by h m t  email 1D infkollecls@nwgov, and to the Desk Mncer, Office 
InfOtmaliOn and Reguiatay Affairs. NEOB-10202, (31500028). Ofce of Management e 
Budget Washplobn, CC 20503. If a mans used ta i q S e  an infomation mMon does n 
dlsplay a mrrently wlld OMB control number, lhe NRC may not conduct or sponsor, and 
p a n  $not required to mpnd lo, the infannation mllecbon. 

LICENSE EXPIRATION DATE 

0212t3n011 

appropriate box) 
! terminate it. 

VE MATERI.AL 
&&I, pmvlde attachmenfsj 
w certifies that: 

0' 7 .  No radioactive materials have ever been procured or possessed by the licensee tnder this license. 

2. All activifies authorized by this license have ceased, and all radioactive mataials procured and/or possessed by the licensee 
under this license number cited above have been disposed of in the following mmner, 
a. Transfer of radioactive maten'als to the licensee listed below: 

b. Disposal of radioactive materials: 

I. Directly by the licensee{ 

2. By licensed disposal site: 

3. By waste contractor: 

Environmental Dimensions, Inc. 
710 S. Illinois Avenus, Suite F-105; Oak Ridge, TN 37830-9107 

IICZ] c. All radioactive materials have been removed such that any remaining residud radioactivity is within the limits of 10 CFR 
Part 20, Subpart E, and is ALARA. 

7 1. A radiation survey was.&nducted by the licensee. The survey confirms: 
0 a. the absence of licensed radioactive materials 

0 b. that any remaining residual radioactivity is within the limits of 10 CFR 20, Subpart E, and is ALARA..: 

a. is attached; or b. is not attached (Provide explanation); o r t ]  c. was forwarded to NRC on: 

a. The results of the latest leak t&t are attached; andlor 

7] 2. A copy ofthe radiation survey results: . .  

DSIE 1 3. A radiation survey is not required as only sealed sources were ever possessed under this lic?nse, and . , 

b. No leaking sources have ever been identified. 
. .  

. .  all future compondence regardlng the r i s e  to: 

C. CERTIFYING OFFICIAL 
I CERTIFY UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT 

NRC FORM 370 (62008) PRINTEDON RECYCLED PAPER 



Evans, Robert 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Eduardo. Perez@asab.afcent.af.mil 
Friday, December 18,2009 12:32 PM 
andrew.j.marks@us.army.mil; Evans, Robert 
RE: Please provide response 

AJ/ROB, 

QUESTION: What happened to the radioactive material previously located in Building 252, including storage 
drums? Are the records for the disposal of this material in the CCAD response email dated 8/17/09? 

RESPONSE: DLA took custody and made arrangements for the transport/disposal of said engines. 
They were merely in BLDG 258 for the draining of all fluids, e.g. 
hydraulic, oils. Once drained, the engines were re-containerized and shipped out by DLA. These engines never 
made their way into BLDG 8. They were obsolete engines. 

QUESTI0N:Did the Navy take possession of the Sr-90 IBIS sources previously stored in Bldg. 252? 

RESPONSE: Yes, all IBIS units were containerized and shipped out by the NAVY via FEDEX. 

R/ 
Eduardo Perez 
DSN 31 8.442.0634 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Marks, Andrew J Mr CIV USA AMC [mailto:andrew.j.marks@us.army.mil] 

Sent: Friday, December 18, 2009 8:25 PM 
To: Perez, Eduardo ENS USN NAVCENT LSNNMCB 22 
Subject: FW: Please provide response 

Edua rdo , 

I hate to do this to you, but can you help me with some CCAD RSO stuff? 

Could you look at Mr. Evans questions below and help me fill in the blanks, especially concerning the engines? 
I know about the IBIS and that is not an issue, but the other stuff I'm not to sure about. 

AJ 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Evans, Robert [mailto:Robert.Evans@nrc.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, December IO, 2009 324 PM 
To: Marks, Andrew J Mr CIV USA AMC 
Cc: Torres, RobertoJ; Browder, Rachel; Whitten, Jack 
Subject: RE: Please provide response 

Dear Mr. Marks 

1 

mailto:Perez@asab.afcent.af.mil
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Please accept my apologies for the delay in your project. A number of pressing issues have come up during 
the last few months that forced us to put this project on the "back burner". We plan to complete this project 
during January, if all goes well. 

I have not looked at the docket file records in the last few weeks, but I had several questions that I don't recall 
receiving answers from Eduardo Perez: 

CCAD has a number (hundreds) of spare/obsolete engines onsite, in and around Building 258. Which agency 
has responsibility for the radioactive mag-thor parts? Is it the Army or Defense Logistics Agency? 
What will the disassembly of the engines entail? Will there be any drilling or other work on the radioactive 
parts? What will happen to these parts (reuse, disposal)? If the DLA is responsible for the engines, who is the 
RSO for the DLA? 

What happened to the radioactive material previously located in Building 252, including storage drums? Are 
the records for the disposal of this material in the CCAD response email dated 8/17/09? 

Did the Navy take possession of the Sr-90 IBIS sources previously stored in Bldg. 252? 

Thanks for your time, and I look forward to working with you in the near future 

Rob Evans 

Senior Health Physicist 

Region IV 

From: Torres, RobertoJ 
Sent: Thursday, December 10, 2009 7:24 AM 
To: Evans, Robert; Browder, Rachel 
Subject: Please provide response 

Rob or Rachel; 

Please provide Mr. Andrew Marks, RSO, with a status of the Corpus Christi license termination request. Please 
email him today even if the response is that we have not started the review yet. He has called several times 
asking for a status of the license termination for STB-1168. His email address is andrew.i.marks@us.army.mil. 
Please cc Jack and me on the outgoing email. Thank you. 

2 
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Evans. Robert 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
cc: 
Subject: 

Marks, Andrew J Mr CIV USA AMC [andrew.j.marks@us.army.mil] 
Friday, December 11, 2009 9:19 AM 
Evans, Robert 
Torres, RobertoJ; Browder, Rachel; Whitten, Jack 
RE: Please provide response 

Thanks Mr. Evans for responding, 

I was starting think I was intentionally being ignored and was wondering what I did wrong. :) I understand the 
"pressing issues" situation. I will try to answer your questions as best I can, but I will be forwarding this email 
to Eduardo Perez for more specific answers to some of your questions. 

1. Obsolete engines: My understanding there was about 150 engines located in building 258, Packing & 
Crating, which is under the control of Defense Logistics Agency (DLA) and 3 engines in building 132, Radiation 
Storage building. According to Department of Defense (DOD) practices, the owning agency is ultimately 
responsible for all items from "cradle-to-grave". Thus, until the obsolete engines reach their final destination, 
CCAD would be responsible for the mag-thor parts. My understanding in a verbal conversation with Eduardo 
Perez that the 150 engines were shipped out in May 09 before he left for his deployment; however, I cannot 
find any documentation to support that. There are still 3 engines in our Radiation Storage area, building 132, 
that I need to process for disposal. I am not sure what happens to these items once DLA ships them out. The 
head Alternate RSO for DLA is David Collins and his phone number is (717) 770-5623. I will check with DLA 
here and email Eduardo Perez to find specific answers to your question. 

2. Radioactive material: I believe you meant building 132 and not 252. 
Yes, these drums were shipped out for disposal. I will check to see if I included the shipping documents in 
email 8/17/09 and if not, I will send them to you next week in a separate email. 

3. Sr-90 IBIS: Yes, the Navy came in May 09 and conducted some swipe tests, packaged the sources, 
monitored the packages and shipped them out. I have email traffic that I can forward to you if needed. 

v/r, 

Andrew J. Marks 
CCAD Industrial Hygienist/RSO 
L2000 Safety & Occupational Health Division Directorate, Security & Industrial Risk Management Corpus 
Christi Army Depot 
308 Crecy Street, Mail Stop 23 
Corpus Christi, Tx 78419 
(361) 961-6921 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Evans, Robert [mailto:Robert.Evans@nrc.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, December IO, 2009 5:24 PM 
To: Marks, Andrew J Mr CIV USA AMC 
Cc: Torres, RobertoJ; Browder, Rachel; Whitten, Jack 
Subject: RE: Please provide response 

Dear Mr. Marks 
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Please accept my apologies for the delay in your project. A number of pressing issues have come up during 
the last few months that forced us to put this project on the "back burner". We plan to complete this project 
during January, if all goes well. 

I have not looked at the docket file records in the last few weeks, but I had several questions that I don't recall 
receiving answers from Eduardo Perez: 

CCAD has a number (hundreds) of spare/obsolete engines onsite, in and around Building 258. Which agency 
has responsibility for the radioactive mag-thor parts? Is it the Army or Defense Logistics Agency? 
What will the disassembly of the engines entail? Will there be any drilling or other work on the radioactive 
parts? What will happen to these parts (reuse, disposal)? If the DLA is responsible for the engines, who is the 
RSO for the DLA? 

What happened to the radioactive material previously located in Building 252, including storage drums? Are 
the records for the disposal of this material in the CCAD response email dated 8/17/09? 

Did the Navy take possession of the Sr-90 IBIS sources previously stored in Bldg. 252? 

Thanks for your time, and I look forward to working with you in the near future 

Rob Evans 

Senior Health Physicist 

Region IV 

From: Torres, RobertoJ 
Sent: Thursday, December I O ,  2009 7:24 AM 
To: Evans, Robert; Browder, Rachel 
Subject: Please provide response 

Rob or Rachel; 

Please provide Mr. Andrew Marks, RSO, with a status of the Corpus Christi license termination request. Please 
email him today even if the response is that we have not started the review yet. He has called several times 
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asking for a status of the license termination for STB-1168. His email address is andrev\l.i .marks~us.armv.mil. 
Please cc Jack and me on the outgoing email. Thank you. 
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Marks, Andrew J Mr CIV USAAMC 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
cc: 
Subject: 
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Hi AJ: 

Tim Lee [TLee@edi-nrn.com] 
Tuesday, August 11,2009 2:OO PM 
Marks, Andrew J Mr CIV USA AMC 
Mike Marable 
Impact informal waste approval & status 

I hope all is well there at CCAD. It's probably too hot to even talk about. Below is 
the email we discussed. Sherry is with Impact and basically the waste was scheduled to go 
as of last Wednesday. I ' m  waiting for the cert of disposal. FYI - I just poked her to 
see if they're available yet and will get you copies asap. Thanks and take care, Tim 

From: Sherry Fleming [mailto:sherry.fleming@impactservicesinc.comJ 
Sent: Wednesday, August 05, 2009 12:Ol PM 
To: Tim Lee 
Sub j ect : RE: reminder 

Hey Tim! 

The lathe is going this week. I ' m  not sure exactly which day, but it has already been 
scheduled with the landfill. The computer parts, etc. are shipping at Noon tomorrow to 
TOXCO. 1'11 get you a COD for both as soon as I can. 

Sherry 

From: Tim Lee [mailto:TLee@edi-nm.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2009 12:27 PM 
To: Sherry Fleming 
Sub j ect : RE : reminder 

No problem. Thanks for the update. 

From: Sherry Fleming [mailto:sherry.fleming@impactservicesinc.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2009 11:27 AM 
To: Tim Lee 
Subject : RE : reminder 
Importance: High 

Tim - 
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I am so sorry for the delay. I've been working to get accurate answers for you all day. 

Part of the lathe is still here. We have had an equipment malfunction problem for a 
couple of weeks now. We have had several contractors on site all yesterday and today 
working on getting it fixed. One guy is on his way from Knoxville right now with parts 
that are supposed to fix everything so that we will be back up this afternoon. I will 
make certain that the lathe project is first on the list to be finished, and if everything 
goes as it should, it will be out of here by the end of this week. 

The purchase order has just been completed for our contractor to take the computer parts, 
etc. The only thing that is left is actually scheduling the shipment, which I will be 
doing within the hour. I will be scheduling it for this Thursday, and since they will be 
taking title and possession, I will ask them for the Certificate of Disposal upon receipt. 

I am really sorry this has drug on and on. We have just had some unusual and unfortunate 
delays. 

I'll keep you informed. 

Thanks - 

Sherry 
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