
Executive Committee

Meeting Minutes 

Thursday, January 28, 2010, 5:30 p.m.

DOE Information Center
[image: image1.png]



	Committee Members Present
	Others Present

	Steve Dixon

Ron Murphree, Chair

Bob Olson

Maggie Owen

Kevin Westervelt, Vice Chair

	Pat Halsey, DOE-ORO

Pete Osborne, ORSSAB support office 

AbsentADVANCE \d4
Darryl Bonner

Ed Juarez, Secretary




Board Officer/DOE Comments
Mr. Murphree said that he was quoted recently in Frank Munger’s blog in regard to American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) job numbers because Mr. Murphree had shared some information with Mr. Munger that he received from DOE. Both he and Mr. Munger questioned how the job savings and new hires are calculated. For the proportion of ARRA funding received, Oak Ridge showed a much larger increase than Hanford or Savannah River. 
Ms. Halsey reported that John Eschenberg held a staff meeting today and announced some staffing changes that will result in several management changes for ongoing Environmental Management (EM) program work. Mr. Eschenberg is planning a management retreat in mid-February, so a formal announcement of the changes will not likely be made until after that.
Ms. Halsey said it appears that future Federal Facility Agreement milestone modification submitted to the regulators will be denied. Three milestones are in dispute now. The state has gone a step further on one of them and informed DOE that the accrued penalty for one milestone could be over $3M. 

Ms. Halsey said she has learned that an indefinite delivery/indefinite quantity contract will be put out for bid for the demolition of the K-33 building, so it appears that DOE-Headquarters has approved moving ARRA funding from K-27 to K-33. 

Monthly Board Meetings
January 13 Meeting Follow-Up - The committee reviewed the draft meeting minutes (Attachment 1). Mr. Murphree noted that there are many open action items from the meeting, and he would like to have them addressed at the February meeting. Ms. Halsey asked if the issue manager for the January 13 presentation will follow up on whether a recommendation needs to be made on the technetium-99 issue. Ms. Halsey suggested the board wait till the new contractor replacing Bechtel Jacobs is in place to see what that contractor intends to do. 
Mr. Bonner disagreed, saying that if you know what the problem is, then there is not necessarily justification for waiting for a new contractor before beginning to study the issue and make recommendations. How much technetium-99 the regulators will allow in the EM Waste Management Facility versus sending it out west, or what the technical issues are regarding the technetium’s removal are things that can be discussed regardless of the contractor. Ms. Halsey said the regulators aren’t the problem, it’s a decision between Bechtel Jacobs and DOE regarding what Bechtel Jacobs will be allowed to do under the next ~18 months of the contract. 
February 10 - The committee reviewed the draft meeting agenda (Attachment 2) and made three additions to the “Motions” section: Recommendation to Establish a Procedure for Specially Called Public Meetings, Recommendation on the Draft Environmental Assessment for the Transfer of Land and Facilities Within East Tennessee Technology Park (ETTP) and Surrounding Areas, and Recommendation on the National Park Service Report “Draft Special Resource Study/Environmental Assessment on Manhattan Project Sites.” The committee also added a report on the Abbreviated Quarterly Project Review under “Committee Reports.”
The committee reviewed the “Recommendation to Establish a Procedure for Specially Called Public Meetings” (Attachment 3). Mr. Murphree asked if it needed to be sent to DOE as a recommendation. Mr. Olson said it recommends that DOE partner with the board, so it should be a recommendation. Mr. Murphree asked if it will be part of the ORSSAB bylaws and therefore require a bylaws amendment. Mr. Osborne said it would fall into the category of items contained in the ORSSAB Operating Instructions. Mr. Murphree asked if the Operating Instructions would require board action for amendment. Mr. Osborne said he wasn’t sure and that it would be a question for the Board Finance & Process Committee. Mr. Murphree suggested that this point be made when the recommendation is discussed at the February board meeting. Mr. Murphree called for a vote on the recommendation, and the committee voted to send it forward to the board for consideration for approval.
March 10 - The committee reviewed the presentation topics list (Attachment 4). Mr. Olson said the EM committee will hear a little about U-233 processing at Building 3019 in February, so the board might want a more in-depth discussion of the topic later. The Executive Committee agreed it would be a good topic for the March board meeting. The issue manager will be someone from the EM committee, at Mr. Olson’s choosing. 
The topic “Understanding applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements” was deleted from the list because the Stewardship Committee has already addressed it.
Committee Reports
Board Finance & Process - Mr. Dixon reported that that at its January meeting the committee reviewed the current ORSSAB cost report (Attachment 5), discussed the draft FY 2011 ORSSAB budget request, and review the updated Abbreviated Quarterly Project Review. 
The Executive Committee discussed the ORSSAB FY 2011 budget request (Attachment 6) and voted to send it to DOE. 
Ms. Halsey asked that the EM committee pay particular attention to the Abbreviated Quarterly Project Review (which will be distributed in the February board meeting packet) and use it in formulating comments on the EM budget and prioritization presentation at the February board meeting. DOE‑Headquarters’ focus will be on funding work at ETTP to the detriment of Y-12 and Oak Ridge National Laboratory impacts work on the Y-12 mercury releases, the Corehole 8 plume, and other environmental risks.
EM – Mr. Olson reported that at its January meeting the committee heard presentations on the EM Waste Management Facility and the Integrated Facility Disposition Program. The committee also heard about the engineering study to remove fuel salts from the Molten Salt Reactor. 

Mr. Olson said the committee is working on a recommendation on Melton Valley groundwater sampling. The committee approved it, but then Bob Hatcher posed a question about it, so Mr. Olson decided to delay the recommendation until Mr. Hatcher’s issue is addressed. 
Mr. Olson asked about the status of updating the DOE-Headquarters Waste Information Management System. Ms. Halsey said she sent two emails to Christine Gelles without receiving an answer, so she got Cate Brennan involved, who she said she would pursue the matter. Mr. Olson said he would also appreciate a response from DOE on the Recommendation on the Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Disposal of Greater-Than-Class C Low-Level Radioactive Waste, which the board sent DOE in November 2007. 
Public Outreach – Ms. Owen reported that the committee met by teleconference in January and reviewed the current planning calendar. Several presentations are in the works, including presentations to Hardin Valley Academy, the Knoxville Kiwanis Club, and the Farragut Rotary Club. The committee also discussed participating in Knoxville’s EarthFest in April. The committee heard an update on the new museum kiosk and reviewed the “Basic Process for Special ORSSAB Public Meetings.” 
Stewardship – Mr. Bonner reported that in January the committee discussed the path forward for the Stewardship Education Resource Kit and agreed to not make further changes to the kit. The committee decided to craft a recommendation to DOE on the Stewardship Implementation Plan and discussed comments on the Draft Environmental Assessment for the Transfer of Land and Facilities Within ETTP and Surrounding Areas. 
In February the committee will follow up on the implementation plan, review a white paper on the National Priorities List site boundary process, and the discuss a stewardship GIS system.
Mr. Murphree noted that a separate sub-agenda is being developed for the two-hour stewardship roundtable scheduled as part of the spring chairs meeting agenda. Spencer Gross will be working with the Stewardship Committee on formulating the roundtable sub-agenda before it is discussed during the Headquarters agenda subcommittee conference call on February 11. Staff was asked to email the sub-agenda to Stewardship Committee members.
Other Business
Draft Environmental Assessment for the Transfer of Land and Facilities Within ETTP and Surrounding Areas - Ms. Halsey said that comments on the document are being received by the DOE Reindustrialization Program, not EM, so the board’s providing Reindustrialization with comments on the document would be in violation of the SSAB charter. Mr. Osborne noted that comments could be sent to EM, asking EM to forward the comments to Reindustrialization and/or use the board’s recommendation to inform EM’s posture on the draft Environmental Assessment. 
Mr. Bonner noted that he already sent personal comments to staff for transmittal to Reindustrialization. Mr. Murphree asked that Mr. Bonner work with staff to formalize the comments for presentation to the board at the February 10 meeting. Comments on the document are due by February 15. 
Draft Special Resource Study/Environmental Assessment on Manhattan Project Sites – The committee reviewed draft letters from Congressman Lincoln Davis and others (Attachment 7) regarding the Resource Study/Environmental Assessment. Mr. Murphree noted that the Park Service held two open houses at the DOE Information Center on January 26 to discuss their “Draft Special Resource Study/Environmental Assessment on Manhattan Project Sites.” He attended the 6:00 p.m. session. 
Ms. Halsey observed that Beta 3, the Graphite Reactor, and K-25 are all EM facilities, so the Special Resource Study is definitely an EM issue regardless of the fact that it is the Park Service soliciting comments. She said any board recommendation should go to EM for forwarding to the Park Service. She also suggested having copies of the Lincoln Davis’ letter available at the February board meeting so members can sign them and send them to the Park Service themselves. 
The committee discussed several approaches to commenting on the document, and generally agreed that a recommendation should be drafted stating that the board does not agree with the current preferred alternative because it excludes Oak Ridge and that a physical presence incorporating Oak Ridge facilities should be part of the selected alternative. Mr. Murphree said he will work with staff and Steve Stow to put the recommendation together. 
Action Item Status 

Deferred.

Action Items
Open
1.
The Board Finance & Process Committee will consider adding the “Recommendation to Establish a Procedure for Specially Called Public Meetings” to the ORSSAB Operating Instructions if it is approved at the February board meeting.

2.
Staff will email the stewardship roundtable sub-agenda to Stewardship Committee members.
3.
Mr. Bonner will work with staff to formalize a recommendation on the Draft Environmental Assessment for the Transfer of Land and Facilities Within ETTP and Surrounding Areas for presentation to the board at the February 10 meeting.
4.
Staff will have copies of the Lincoln Davis’ letter available at the February board meeting so members can sign them and send them to the Park Service themselves.
5.
The EM committee will draft a recommendation that DOE prepare a conceptual plan and cost analysis for drilling deep sampling wells in Melton Valley. Carryover
6.
Ms. Jones will address at the January board meeting the letter from EPA to DOE regarding a potential fine for failure to submit the ETTP Groundwater Treatability Study Phase II Work Plan milestone. Carryover
Closed
The meeting adjourned at 7:35 p.m. 

Next meeting
Thursday, February 25, 5:30 p.m., at the DOE Information Center
Attachments (7). Available upon request from the ORSSAB support office.
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