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MINUTES OF THE


UTAH ENGINEERS COUNCIL


March 4, 2009 - 12:00 Noon


Van Boerum & Frank Associates


330 South 300 East, Salt Lake City, Utah

Members Present:




Members Absent:




Trent Hunt, Chair

ASHRAE 

Marilyn Marshall

SWE



Joe Martone, Treasurer

SAME


Mike Norrie, 1st Past Chair
SAME
Mike Buehner, Vice-Chair 
SEAU


Tom Phelps


IESNA

Dale Bennett, 2nd Past Chair 
ACEC


 Lenard Barney


UCLS                      

Paul Oestreich


IEEE





Todd Rindlisbaker

ASHRAE




David Merrill


ASME                             

Jim Thacher


AIAA
Kiran Bhayani


AAEE


Peter Tang


ITE



David Cline


SAME

Jeremiah Jones


IEEE

Cliff Cole


SEAU

Dannie Pollock


AAEE

Erin Donovan


ASCE

Eric Anderson


USPE

Bret Christiansen

ASPE

Susan Merrill


Executive Secretary       
Guests Present:

Curtis Beck


AICHE

Jeff Gardner


Energy Solutions

David Booth


Energy Solutions

1.
WELCOME – TRENT HUNT
Trent Hunt began the meeting at 12:00 Noon.
2.
APPROVAL OF MINUTES – February 4, 2009
Motion:
Mike Buehner moved to approve the minutes.  Kiran Bhayani seconded the motion. The minutes were approved unanimously.
3.
FINANCIAL REPORT – JOE MARTONE
Joe passed out the financial report for March.  He mentioned that IES still has not paid their dues.  Joe reported that he needs $8,100 to cover the banquet and has only collected $5655 so far.  He then mentioned that he had just received a check from IEEE for $750, so he is still about $2,200 short.  According to Joe’s records, the following still owe money for banquet reservations:

Table 28 – ATK (Mike Buehner sent an invoice to Holly Lamb at ATK which was to be the invoice)

Table 27 – Trane (Susan sent an invoice to Trane)

Table 30 – Stantec Engineering

Table 11 – ACEC (Dale Bennett will follow up with them)

Table 10 – Dale Bennett and guest (Dale paid through ACEC)

Table 7 -- Steve Burian and Cindy Burian (he was a nominee and should be paid by ACEC – Dale 

Bennett will check)
Table 9 – Dannie Pollock and Roxanne Pollock (Dannie has a check for Joe today)
Mike Norrie and guest

The following are people who made reservations but did not pay and did not show up:

Bruce and Jeannie Hyatt and Michael Lasko and Mrs. Lasko.  Joe wanted to know what to do about them.  We reserved and paid for food for them, so they need to pay.  Mike will check on these.  When all the money is collected, we should be close to our budgeted ticket sales amount.

Printing costs were higher because of publication problems.

Joe made a separate line item in the budget for the food and beverage at the banquet to make it clearer.  Joe has not received the $500 deposit back from the 23rd Floor.
Trent asked about the procedure for suspending a society.   He is concerned that IES has not been active at all this year.  The procedure, as stated in the by-laws, is as follows:

 
“Any society which fails to pay their annual dues assessment within a 90 day period, after notification, will lose their voting privileges.  After an additional 90-day period, they may be dropped from the Council by an affirmative vote of three-fourths of the voting Board members following a mail ballot of the full membership of the Board.”
IES has been notified that they are delinquent with their dues.  Susan has not been able to get a response from anyone she has contacted.  We will try to notify IES of their pending suspension within 90 days.  We will vote at the September meeting unless they pay their dues and participate before that time.  Kiran would like to know from them if there is something we are doing wrong.  Kiran said he would give the contact information he has to Susan and she will try again to contact someone from IES.
Motion:
Peter Tang moved to vote to remove IES from membership in UEC if they have not responded and paid dues by September.  Joe Martone seconded the motion.  The motion was approved unanimously.
4.
COMMITTEE REPORTS
A. E-Week – Mike Buehner:  Mike reported that the final count for the banquet was 222 people.  Overall it seemed to go well.  However, the banquet will come in at a slight loss.  The 23rd Floor is going out of business, so Mike would like suggestions of where to go in the future.  The lack of alcohol was an issue for some who attended the banquet.  We can keep that in mind when choosing a future venue.  Mike has received suggestions of the University of Utah, Fort Douglas (but they might not be big enough), Rice Eccles Stadium, Rio Tinto Stadium (they have a large room with a lot of screens around the room).  ATK’s astronaut at the Clark Planetarium is a possibility as well.
B. Publication Committee – Kiran Bhayani:  The Journal has had some problems this year.  The publisher only printed 4,000 copies and they want an additional $3,600 to print the 2,000 more copies that we need.  We have the option of referring people to the website to view the Journal online and then sending the Journal physically to those who cannot access it online.  They were originally supposed to cover any losses.  According to them, their cost this year for the Journal was $14,000 and they only brought in $6,000 in ads.  Trent suggested that we could send out an e-mail to our societies telling them that if they want copies of the Journal for their membership, they can pick them up from Trent’s office by a particular date.  We can mail out some if we need to.  We really don’t have the extra $3,600 for the extra Journals.  No Journals have been mailed because we don’t have enough to mail out.  We would not be able to pick and choose who should receive one and who should not.  The cost of mailing them, according to NewslettersInk, is $.42 per Journal.  NewslettersInk is scheduled to come to our April meeting to discuss what went wrong this year and how they will handle things in the future.  We will probably decide in our May meeting if we stay with them or choose a different publisher.  Dannie Pollock commented that CH2MHill just received an invoice from NewslettersInk for the ad they placed in the 2008 Journal (not the current 2009 one), and it completely messed up their budget.  NewslettersInk seems to be very unorganized.  Trent had several people ask him about advertising in the Journal saying they had not been called about advertising this year.  When he gave the information to NewslettersInk, they called too late and companies did not have the money in their budgets to place ads any longer.  We need to look at other companies who can provide this service.

Susan received a call the other day from someone who was looking to receive the Journal.  Advertisers should get a physical copy.  Susan will send out an e-mail to the UEC board explaining the situation and requesting that if there are individuals who need to receive a physical copy of the Journal, we need to know no later than April 30.

C. Fund-raising – David Merrill:  David had nothing to report.  Nothing has changed.
D. Membership – Paul Oestreich: Paul introduced Curtis Beck from AICHE (American Institute of Chemical Engineers) who is visiting to find out more about the Utah Engineers Council.  
Paul also introduced Bret Christiansen from ASPE (American Society of Plumbing Engineers).  ASPE Intermountain Chapter is interested in joining UEC.  They have submitted a formal request for membership in writing and have provided a copy of their by-laws.  The Intermountain Chapter covers all of Utah, Wyoming, Idaho, and some parts of California.  There are not by-laws for the local chapter separate from the national by-laws.

Motion:
Paul Oestreich moved to accept the Intermountain Chapter of ASPE as a formal member of UEC.  Mike Buehner seconded the motion.  The motion was approved unanimously.

Bret Christiansen will be the UEC Representative for ASPE.

E. Awards Committee – Mike Norrie:  The awards that were given at the banquet are as follows:
Blaine Leonard, ASCE, Engineer of the Year

Tony Whitmore, AIAA, Engineering Educator of the Year

Martin Olson, ASCE, Fresh Faces in Engineering

Shauna Cropper, MESA Teacher of the Year, John F. Kennedy Jr. High

F. Scholarship Committee – Joe Martone:  
The scholarship winners were: 

Cory Larsen, Utah State University

Matthew Sorensen, Brigham Young University

David Williams, University of Utah

G. Legislative Committee – Micheal McKamey:  Erin Donovan was attending for Micheal McKamey.  She had nothing to report.  Mike Buehner mentioned that SEAU is opposing two bills at this time.  They propose changes to the Uniform Building Code Commission which will stack the deck horribly in favor of contractors and give them a majority of all votes of the building code commission.  Someone thought it was HB 394.  SB 211 is related to it.  One bill watches the other bill’s back, essentially.  This is a concern for all design engineers.  The reasons SEAU opposes the bill are on www.seau.org.
H. Nominating Committee – Dale Bennett:  Dale reported that the Nominating Committee’s proposed slate of nominees for next year’s UEC officers is as follows:

Micheal McKamey – Treasurer


Joseph Martone – Vice-Chair


Micheal Buehner – Chair


However, Dale was not able to contact Micheal McKamey to see if he will accept the nomination.  The Chair position is automatic by succession according to the by-laws.  The Vice-Chair succession is by tradition.
5.
LICENSING BORD AND UNIFORM BUILDING CODE COMMISSION NOMINATIONS – TRENT HUNT

The following nominations have been requested by DOPL and the subsequent suggestions for nominees were submitted to the UEC Board:

UBCC (Uniform Building Code Committee) Mechanical Advisory Committee – Wayne Clark Peterson (mechanical professional engineer) is eligible for reappointment to the Committee.


ASHRAE would like to suggest that UEC re-nominate Wayne Clark for this position.

UBCC Plumbing/Health Advisory Committee – Nathan Lunstad (professional engineer) is eligible for reappointment to the Committee.


ASPE might nominate someone.  They will submit names and résumés to Susan before the April meeting.

UBCC Education Advisory Committee – (new position) DOPL would like either a licensed architect or licensed professional engineer to serve on this committee.

ITE might submit suggested nominees for this position.

Professional Engineers and Professional Land Surveyors Licensing Board – Kim Harris (professional engineer/mechanical) is not eligible for reappointment to the Board.


There were four suggested nominees for this position.  We can only submit three:


ITE – Robert Clayton


AAEE – Dannie Pollock


SEAU – this name is pending


ASCE – James Seale

Uniform Building Code Committee – David L. Pierson (professional engineer) is not eligible for reappointment to the Board


SEAU would like to suggest Just Nasar for this position.

Trent mentioned that we can only submit three nominations per position.  If people will come prepared to make a 30-second presentation for each candidate, we will decide at the April meeting how to narrow down the recommendations.  Each society is allowed to submit its own nominations to DOPL directly.

6.
ENERGY SOLUTIONS PRESENTATION
Jeff Gardner and David Booth from Energy Solutions attended the meeting to help our members gain a better understanding of what Energy Solutions does and what they are hoping to do in the future.  David Merrill invited them to come and make this presentation so our members could be informed.  Jeff Gardner gave the presentation and answered most of the questions.
Mr. Gardner said that the proposed legislation which initially motivated their attendance at the meeting today may be dead.  Currently, it looks like it may not go forward.  The proposal was that Energy Solutions wanted to bring in radioactive waste from outside of North America.  They are already licensed to bring in material from Mexico and Canada that is disposed in their Clive Facility.  Mr. Gardner is the vice-president of the Clive Facility.  Mr. Gardner extended an invitation to UEC or any of our member societies to arrange to take a tour of their facility and learn more about Energy Solutions and what they do.  It doesn’t matter to them who or what you are, they would like the opportunity to show as many people as possible their facility.  The tour often includes lunch. They have an interest in showing the public what they do and how transparent it is.  They have a hard time getting their message out through regular media outlets.  They want people to learn what they do so people can be less afraid of it and understand that what they do is safe and proper.  He said that he has personally conducted hundreds of tours and almost inevitably the reactions of those on the tour are positive, and this comes from people who arrive with a pretty negative attitude at the beginning. 
The proposal in the legislature is that they would be allowed to bring in waste from Italy, but not necessarily just from Italy.  They would like to bring in international waste from countries like the UK who have operating reactors and need an outlet to handle waste from those operations.  They are proposing to do that for 10 years on 4.3 acres of land which represents about 5% of their remaining capacity.  If they had been allowed to do that, they were willing to split the profits 50/50 with the State of Utah.  The actual process for getting a permit like this approved goes through the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and the period for public comment ended last June.  The NRC has not ruled yet on their application.  Their ruling is based on the ability of the organization making the request to actually do what they are asking to do and the other criterion is the question:  Is what they are asking to do safe to the public?
Because some people felt they knew the answers to those questions and what the NRC ruling would be, there was a movement and action on the part of the Governor to assign his representative to what is known as the Northwest Compact to decline the application basically saying that if the NRC approved it, they would bar Energy Solutions from receiving that waste.  They claim to be a quasi-regulatory agency over the Energy Solutions facility.  That wound up in litigation and is ongoing.  Energy Solutions’ position is that the Northwest Compact has jurisdiction over regional facilities that were established by the compact, not for commercial, private facilities such as Energy Solutions.

The proposal that Energy Solutions made to the State of Utah was to help reduce the bureaucracy that they would have to go through for a result that they feel confident will come out in their favor in the end anyway, and to benefit the State of Utah.
Question:  Mr. Gardner was asked about the type of waste they take.  Low-level medical waste is a subset of what they take.  They also take waste from nuclear power operations.  There are three classes of low-level waste – A, B and C.  Energy Solutions is licensed only to take Class A waste with is the lowest level.  They do not take spent nuclear fuel rods since these are not low-level waste.  The kinds of waste they receive from the decommissioning of a nuclear power plant includes concrete rubble, dirt, structural members that have been contaminated, piping, pumps, etc. along with the protective clothing that people would wear during the decommissioning process.

Question:  The question was asked about the safety procedures Energy Solutions uses to prevent the possibility of a “dirty bomb” by someone perhaps flying a plane into the facility.  Is the danger higher as more waste is accumulated?  Mr. Gardner said the answer is that the people on the plane would most likely die, but that would be all.  Energy Solutions as constructed earth embankments with rock rolls on top of them.  It is hard to explain what they do further without people actually seeing the process that goes on at the Clive Facility and that is why Energy Solutions invites people to come and see what they do to keep everyone safe.
If a large group wants to tour the facility, it would probably take about 3.5 to 4 hours round trip.  It takes an hour to drive out there.  Energy Solutions would arrange for a bus for a large group and it takes about 45 minutes to go around the facility and talk and they show people what they do because nothing is hidden, and then it would take another hour to drive back with time for stops.
Question:  Is there a dollar figure for what the state of Utah would get if they agreed to the proposal?  The conservative dollar amount is around $750 million over 10 years.

How many jobs would the proposal create?  Mr. Gardner has seen estimates as high as 200.

Question:  Is it all solid waste and how is it transported?  Mr. Gardner’s understanding is that all of the waste they are hoping to bring in from the proposal is solid.  They do take some liquid waste, but this particular material is solid.  They transport it either by Interstate since they are only about 5 miles away from I-80 and they transport by rail.  Rail is less expensive, but is not always feasible if the location it is coming from does not have access to rail.  His understanding is that most of the proposed waste would come in by rail and that is their preferred option.  Everything that they receive comes in some kind of package that has a DOT rating for shipping radioactive materials.  The higher the risk, the tougher the packaging has to be.  Some of their shipments come in what is called a “burrito bag” which is basically a heavy-duty plastic liner inside the rail car that seals closed and then a lid is clamped down on that rail car.  Probably 80% of the waste they receive comes in that type of a rail car.
Question:  How many years does 5% of their remaining capacity represent?  The answer is that they currently have 150,000,000 feet under their existing design and they are talking about using 5% of that, so it is very small.  It would probably be only a matter of months before it is filled.  What is the likelihood of harmful emissions?  It is very low.  They have a number of processes in their disposal procedures that dictate how waste gets placed.  Some that is in solid form are encapsulated in a concrete material, some soils get disposed directly impacted with water so they leave minimized void spaces, other types of material remain in the package because they are so airy and easily dispersed and they fill they space around the package with flowable sand.
Question:  How do you make sure all the guidelines for what you are receiving have been followed?  Does the waste come certified before it enters the United States?  Mr. Gardner said that the International Public Energy Agency uses specific protocols that are very stringent.  Overseas transportation is governed by that and once it arrives in the United States it is governed by U.S. DOT regulations which are stringent as well.  The people who are shipping are certified shippers who would do that properly.  There are many rules and regulations they must follow.   Energy Solutions’ process for accepting a shipment takes all of that into account.  They verify that all regulations have been followed before it is transported and they check again when the shipment arrives to determine if there has been a change made, if there has been settling, etc.  There are also 14 state inspectors who are full-time state employees at the facility who do nothing but regulate the facility.

7.
OTHER BUSINESS

Ken Randle is doing better and is being transferred to the VA hospital today.  Today is also his 86th birthday.
Jim Thacher mentioned that on July 20-21 there will be a celebration of U.S. Space Observance where the 40th anniversary of the landing of a man on the moon will take place.  This will be at the Gateway.  Jim will get the information to Susan to put on the website.

Next month we need to talk about Expanding Your Horizons.  Trent is waiting to hear back from them about how much money they would like us to donate and what kind of volunteer help they will need.

8.         ADJOURNMENT
Motion:

David Merrill moved to adjourn the meeting.
The meeting was adjourned at 1:15 p.m.

