
Executive Committee

Meeting Minutes 

Thursday, April 28, 2011, 5:30 p.m.

DOE Information Center
[image: image1.png]



	Committee Members Present
	Others Present

	Ron Murphree, Chair

Bob Olson

AbsentADVANCE \d4
Darryl Bonner

Steve Dixon

Betty Jones

Ed Juarez, Secretary

Kevin Westervelt, Vice Chair

	Pat Halsey, DOE-ORO

Pete Osborne, ORSSAB support office 




Lacking a quorum, the committee members present agreed to review business items on the agenda and send an email to absent members asking them to vote on any items requiring a vote for approval. (The items were subsequently approved by email by Steve Dixon, Betty Jones, and Kevin Westervelt on April 29.)
Monthly Board Meetings
May 11 - The committee reviewed the draft meeting agenda (Attachment 1). The presentation will focus on groundwater contamination management strategies on the Oak Ridge Reservation. Dave Adler and Dick Ketelle will give the presentation. 
The committee reviewed four draft recommendations that will be presented at the April meeting: 
· Recommendation to Remove Uncontaminated Areas of the Oak Ridge Reservation from the National Priorities List (Attachment 2)

· Recommendation on the FY 2013 DOE-Oak Ridge EM Budget Request (Attachment 3)

· Recommendation on the Liquid Low-Level Waste Pipelines Northern Characterization Study Area (Attachment 4)

· Recommendation on Salt Removal at the Molten Salt Reactor Experiment (Attachment 5)
The committee members present agreed that the recommendations were ready to go forward to the board for consideration for approval. 
June 8 - The committee reviewed a list of potential topics for the meeting presentation (Attachment 6). Ms. Halsey suggested the Remediation Effectiveness Report/CERCLA 5-Year Review. She said the Stewardship Committee will be reviewing the RER, but the CERCLA 5-year review is out as well, so an overview of both would be good for the entire board. The committee members present concurred.
Mr. Olson asked staff to remove the CERCLA 5-Year Review from the EM committee’s work plan. 
Other Business
Recommendation on Updating the DOE Five Year Plan - The committee reviewed the background and discussion portions of the draft recommendation (Attachment 7). Mr. Murphree said he would write the recommendation portion for the June board meeting and then take it to the chairs meeting for consideration.
Travel Request - The committee members present approved a request from Gloria Mei for travel to the Health Physics Society Annual Meeting in Palm Beach, Florida, June 26-30 (Attachment 8). 
Chairs Meeting - Mr. Murphree reported that the meeting has been rescheduled for June 12–14 in North Las Vegas. Ms. Halsey asked that staff poll board members again about going to the meeting.
Letter to Board Members Regarding the May 11 Meeting - Mr. Murphree said he would like staff to write both an email and a letter (on colored stock) for his signature, to accompany the May 11 meeting notebooks. The correspondence should remind members of the importance of their being at the meeting to vote on the six recommendations and encourage them to attend. The email should ask them to let staff know if they will attend.
Retreat Planning - Mr. Osborne reported that the retreat committee had reviewed the second draft retreat agenda and made several revisions. It will go back to the committee for review and will come to the Executive Committee for approval in May.

The committee also discussed the member survey and the retreat gift, which will be new ORSSAB logo shirts.

The retreat committee talked about the Friday night facilitated discussion and decided it should focus on asking current board members to talk about what they have gotten out of their time on ORSSAB. New members can be asked to discuss why they joined ORSSAB, and what are their expectations? 
Mr. Olson said there’s been some discussion of combining the EM and Stewardship committees. There are some reasons to do it, but some not to. It’s something that could be discussed at the retreat. Ms. Halsey said it might be more appropriate to have a National Priorities List (NPL) committee instead of Stewardship Committee since the NPL would include stewardship. Mr. Murphree said restructuring similarly to Hanford might be considered. Ms. Halsey said reinstituting the Waste Management Committee might make sense. Mr. Murphree said a more technical-oriented committee might be good; keeping the Stewardship Committee is also important because its topics are separate from EM’s. Mr. Olson said an argument not to restructure is that over half of the board will be new in July, so they will not be in a good position to evaluate alternative committee structures.
Mr. Murphree suggested having John Eschenberg talk about the new EM structure when new members come on board. 

Action Items  
Open
1.
Staff will remove the CERCLA 5-Year Review from the EM Committee’s work plan.

2.
Mr. Murphree will write the recommendation on updating the DOE Five Year Plan for the June board meeting and then take it to the chairs meeting for consideration.
3.
Staff will poll board members about going to the chairs meeting.

4.
Ms. Halsey will find out what the problem was in the clogged pipe at the Molten Salt Reactor.

5.
Staff, Mr. Murphree, and Ms. Halsey will address suggestions made for new member orientation and training. Pending. Staff is fleshing out the outline
6.
Staff will assist Mr. Murphree in putting together a recommendation on streamlining the waste characterization process. Pending. Ms. Halsey is setting up a call with HQ so we can understand: what’s the scope of the problem; how many sites have the problem (this may determine if it’s a joint chairs recommendation or not); what’s currently being done to solve the problem and by whom; what recommendation can the SSABs make? (urge DOE to study the problem? convene a blue ribbon panel?).
Closed
1.
 Ms. Halsey will advise Mr. Bonner whether the Federal Facility agreement stipulates that if contamination below two feet is found, it has to be removed. Ms. Halsey said that it’s not in the FFA, but within the Record of Decision for Bethel Valley. If contamination is found in pipes less than 2 feet deep, it has to be removed; from 2-10 feet and has leaked, it has to be removed; from 2-10 and has not leaked, it can be grouted
Next meeting
Thursday, May 26, 5:30 p.m., at the DOE Information Center
Attachments (8). Available upon request from the ORSSAB support office.
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