
Meeting Minutes, 2nd Meeting
National Work Group on Leak Detection Evaluations
November 5-6, 1993, Arlington, VA

See attached sheet for attenders. Action items are in bold.

After introductions, Bob Greenfield described his role as
facilitator. The group started going through the Draft Agenda
(attached). EPA OUST Director David Ziegele briefly addressed
group. He noted that Group's work is having national impact and
demonstrates how state-led the UST program has become.

The Group screened all methods on Region 10's 9/15/93 list except
"Other Methods." The three designations were "Approve,"
"Disapprove" (Lead of Subgroup will send form letter to see if
there is different information available, with a copy to Johnson),
and "?" (which will be further investigated).

Format of product will be a 1 product per page "listing," similar
to CA's with a small number of indexes/tables of contents, similar
to AL's. Perhaps an appendix of 3rd pary evaluator addresses.
Perhaps including tables from back of EPA book "Detecting Leaks:
Successful Methods Step By Step" as helpful info. List won't
include disapprovals, but will instead have those "under review,
with each item dated to help determine status. The exact format of
the book will be handled at next mtg. The evaluations to be
included will be those received by Scott by 1/1/94. Scott will
inform group of what he's received prior to his vacation.

Discussion of ASTM standards with Michael Italiano, Chair of
Committee E-50 on Environmental Assessment, which includes
Subcommittee E-50.01 on Storage Tanks. The group discussed role of
the ASTM "Standard Practice for Evaluating the Performance of
Release Detection Systems for Underground Storage Tank Systems,"
published this year. It seemed like it could be used for future
evaluations. Up to now, evaluations have not been conducted
according to it. A group is looking at how the ASTM Practice
matches EPA protocols. The group requestedresultsof that by 1st
week in January, so it can review them before next meeting.

Leaders of each subcommitteeare to set up conference calls wI
their groups. The EPA person on each team can arrange logistics,
w/ exception of SIR group (Wiley will do) and Pipeline (Farahnak
will do). The subcommittees are divided by technology, with ATGs
addressed by ATG group, even if volumetric protocol used. The
volumetric Subgroup will pass onto the ATG group ATGs after
determining whether they met volumetric protocol.
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Johnson was elected as Chair and Kadri as Co-Chair until 1/1/95;
Farahnak volunteers to take minutes next meeting. Chair will keep
official records.

non-EPA protocols: Nelson, as head of "Other" subgroup, will gather
protocols and lead effort to see if they are equivalent to EPA's
and whether evaluations were done according to them.

Before next meeting, if possible, materials will be distributed to
arrive 1/7/94, so they can be reviewed. In addition, Subgroups
should review any newer evaluations that were not done here.

At next meeting, each subgroup will bring recommended listings,
formatted, with additional information, with copies for others as
needed. Supporting documentation for all those that are not
recommended to be listed should also be brought. The information
to be included is de~termined by each subgroup. Johnson will keep
tabs on Subgroup leaders.

SIR: Interest was expressed in, if EPA changes protocol, having it
done by March.

Definition of 3rd party test: DeHaas will draft one and send out
for comments with a deadline.

Baylson and Wiley will explore vehicles for distribution.

Getting evaluations for Subgroup review: Scott will make entire
list available and forward whatever he receives to Subgroups.
Subgroup leads will handle it; it was recommended that copies be
obtained from manufacturers. Cover letter language is up to
Subgroup lead, and must provide deadline. Information required to
complete review is left up to Subgroups; items on CA's list plus
optional copies of marketing materials from Nelson's list should be
used as guides.

Next meeting time is set as Friday and Saturday, Jan. 14-15, in
Tuscon. Farahnak volunteers to handle logistics, including a trip
to Tracer Research. The purpose of the meeting is to address



topics:
Compilation of existing EPA protocol evaluations
How ASTM Stds relate to EPA protocols and work of the group.
Field trip to Tracer Research.
Decide on a logo.
Format of work product - binder, how it will be updated, etc.
Each evaluation done to non-EPA protocol
Definition of what a 3rd-party test is.

The next meeting after that, for at least part of the group, is
tentatively set for March 13, the Sunday before the National
Conference, in st. Louis.

National Conference: The Group believes that a session, at least 1
hour, would be very helpful for conference attenders, and Johnson
has been in contact with conference organizers. It is good idea to
have Group members involved in presentation. Baylson and wiley
will keep tabs on this.

Draft list will be sent to vendors as well as to states.

Minutes respectfully

submitted 11/6/93 by David Wiley. ~,V'~ )
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