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Discussion of new Remediation Effectiveness Report format
Mr. Bonner opened the discussion by saying the new format for the annual Remediation Effectiveness Report (RER) appears to be a deviation from the annotated outline, which was recommended that DOE follow. He asked Mr. Darby to better explain the format change and how its affects the annotated outline. 

Mr. Darby provided a handout that summarizes the format change (Attachment 1). He said the new two-volume format was implemented after the 2006 five-year review. The new format allows users to find recent monitoring data without having to go through background information. Background and completed actions are in volume 1. 
He said support for the new format generally has been positive, especially from the Environmental Protection Agency, whose personnel can review current data quickly.

Mr. Darby said while volume 2 will be updated with current actions annually, volume 1 will be updated every five years and will include all of the information that has been reported in intervening volumes 2 during the five-year period. He said all information is still available; it’s just in two volumes. He said information on land use control implementation plans (LUCIP) is new information that is included in volume 2. However, he said at this point the only LUCIP information available is for Melton Valley.

The next five-year review will be 2011. Mr. Darby said DOE hasn’t yet decided how the five-year review will be done, whether as one volume or two. He said, and as is also noted in Attachment 1, that the five-year review is fundamentally different from the RER in that it asks if remedies implemented are protective of human health and the environment. In answering that question all assumptions and conditions that existed at the time a remedy was selected are reviewed. He said the annual RER asks if goals of decisions are being met. 
Mr. Mulvenon suggested that all actions discussed in volume 2 be referenced to background information included in volume 1.
Mr. Darby said because of the format change the annotated outline needs updating to fit the new format. He asked if DOE should do that or if the committee wanted to provide input. Mr. Peelle moved that the committee should agree that the new format of the RER is acceptable, but that DOE should update the annotated outline and provide the revision to the committee for review and comment. Mr. Lundy seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.
Mr. Mulvenon pointed out that everything noted in the RER should have a proper reference to explain what it is. Mr. Peelle asked if something referenced in volume 1 can that reference be found in volume 1. Mr. Darby said that it could. 
Discussion of any possible recommendation on RER format
Mr. Darby made notes of comments and suggestions at this meeting. As noted above, DOE will update the annotated outline and provide the update for the committee to review and offer comment. 

Review draft of Melton Valley deed restriction
Mr. Darby said the draft of the Melton Valley deed restriction has not been finished. He brought copies of the East Chestnut Ridge Waste Pile deed restriction (Attachment 2). He said that deed restriction will be used as a model for the Melton Valley deed restriction. 

He said the Melton Valley notice will include information on soils, waste, and contamination. He noted that the Melton Valley closure was done under the Comprehensive Environmental Restoration, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA) and that the Chestnut Ridge closure was done under the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). As a result, there will be some differences in the notices. 

Mr. Bonner asked if the deed restriction would be included in the RER. Mr. Darby said there is information in the RER on the requirement to file the notice, but the notice itself would not be included. 

Mr. Bonner asked if the notices can be tracked through the RER. Mr. Darby said Chestnut Ridge is a RCRA closure and would not be included in the RER. He said that closure would be tracked through the Chestnut Ridge post-closure plan. The Melton Valley closure is a CERCLA closure and the notices could be tracked through CERCLA documents. 
Since there are several operable units in Melton Valley, a deed restriction will be placed on each unit. Deed restrictions on the various operable units will all be filed at once with the Roane County Register of Deeds. 

Mr. Peelle said he was concerned about future enforcement of land use controls if a parcel is ever transferred away from DOE. He said some research had indicated that deed restrictions don’t always follow a land transfer and that records of decisions for remediated land don’t require DOE to enforce deed restrictions. Mr. Adams noted that enforcement is done through the Tennessee Department of Environment and Conservation, Environmental Protection Agency, and the Army Corps of Engineers. He said enforcement could be in the form of cease and desist orders, fines, and jail terms. Mr. Peelle said in some states deed restrictions can be enforced by someone other than the entity that places deed restrictions. Mr. Martin said it would wise for property owners to research any restrictions of adjacent property. 
Mr. Lundy said it’s difficult to ensure enforcement many years in the future. 

Discussion of any possible recommendation on Melton Valley deed restriction
Since the Melton Valley deed restriction is not yet available, no recommendation on its content can be done at present. 
New Business
Mr. Darby said Ralph Skinner’s DOE duties related to the Integrated Facilities Disposition Plan are taking him away from stewardship concerns so his role as committee liaison is being transitioned to Mr. Darby.

Mr. Bonner said the committee may want to consider any stewardship implications to the Oak Ridge National Laboratory Interpretive Plan. Mr. Mulvenon agreed to act as issue manager on the topic.

Mr. Lundy said that even though new remediation and waste handling methods are being developed for use on the Oak Ridge Reservation, there apparently is no accompanying development of standards for those methods. He said the process of establishing standards for new methods is so others will know about them. He said standards aren’t developed unless someone pushes for them. He wondered if the committee should promote standards for new remediation and waste handling techniques. Mr. Martin noted that the Environmental Management Committee could be interested in this topic as well. Mr. Lundy said the topic could be discussed at the annual meeting in August.
The meeting adjourned at 6:58
Action Items
Open
1. Mr. Darby will update the annotated for the RER and provide to the committee for review and comment.

2. Ms. Campbell, Ms. Sigal, and Mr. Mulvenon will develop a concept, scope, and outline for stewardship 
video. Status. Group has been unable to meet to date. 

3. Mr. Mulvenon will talk with Oak Ridge City Manager James O’Connor about addressing the committee on 
the city’s stewardship responsibilities. Status. Mr. Mulvenon said he 
would follow up with Amy 
Fitzgerald with the City of Oak Ridge. 
4. Mr. Mulvenon will get input from the Executive Committee to develop a letter or recommendation to DOE 
on the FY 2006 Remediation Effectiveness Report public meeting.  Status.  Mr. Mulvenon said he has 
some material on the issue and will follow up on the action item. 
5. Mr. Bonner will take the lead on drafting a recommendation on the 2007 RER. Status. The annotated 
outline for the RER will be revised by DOE and submitted to the committee for comment.
Complete

1. Mr. Skinner will ask Mr. Darby to return to the committee in April to discuss the format of the RER and answer the committee’s questions. Complete. Mr. Darby addressed the topic at this meeting. 
Attachments (2) are available through the ORSSAB support office.
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