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Stewardship Committee Meeting Minutes
      Tuesday, January 19, 2010, 5:30 p.m.
       DOE Information Center

	Committee Members Present
	Others Present

	Darryl Bonner, Chair 
Ted Lundy

Roger Macklin

Norman Mulvenon

Lorene Sigal
John Million 

Josh Pratt 

Absent

David Martin 

Donna Campbell
Susan Gawarecki

Sondra Sarten, Vice-chair
	Sally Brown, Bechtel Jacobs, Co. (BJC)
Sid Garland, BJC

Spencer Gross, MCH, Corp.
Pat Halsey, DOE-Oak Ridge

Pete Osborne, IIA




Discussion on Path Forward for the Stewardship Education Resource Kit
At the December meeting, the committee heard a presentation by Mr. Osborne on the status of the Stewardship Education Resource Kit. Mr. Bonner asked committee members to consider options for a path forward for the future of the kit. 

During a pre-meeting conference call on January 11, Mr. Bonner and Ms. Halsey discussed three possible courses of action for the kit: 
· Make no revisions to the kit and leave as is

· Revise overheads as has been discussed by the Stewardship Education Subcommittee that developed the kit. The revised overheads do not necessarily sync with the lesson plans

· Revise both the overheads and the lesson plans

Mr. Bonner asked for other options. Mr. Mulvenon asked Mr. Osborne about recent requests for the kit. Mr. Osborne said boxed kits are no longer mailed. Kit contents are sent only on a compact disc. He has received four requests for discs in the past year. He said he has not received any feedback about the disc and if or how it was used. He said the kit contents are on the ORSSAB website, but there is no way of tracking how many ‘hits’ the link has received. 

Mr. Mulvenon suggested no further revisions to the kit. He said the issue of education is complex and trying to get teachers to use the kit without direction from superiors is difficult. 

Ms. Halsey agreed with Mr. Mulvenon, but did not want the educational aspect of stewardship dropped. She suggested focusing on people who are more technically oriented. For example she said DOE is developing a geographical information system (GIS). She said that system could be designed so when someone passes a computer cursor over a particular area of the Oak Ridge Reservation information about that area can be viewed. For instance, in Melton Valley where principal source threats are remediated in place it would show information like land use restrictions and boundaries of the waste site. The GIS would be available to everyone with computer access.
Ms. Sigal said the committee should make a recommendation to DOE that stewardship information be included in the GIS to ensure information availability.

Mr. Lundy also agreed that the educational aspect of stewardship should not be dropped, but the committee should define what that would include. He suggested using Tennessee Tech’s Science, Technology, Engineering, and Math program as a starting point. 

Mr. Bonner asked if perhaps the kit has not been marketed to the right audience. Ms. Sigal said an effort should be made to take the kit into the community and promote it at meetings of civic organizations. Mr. Mulvenon said the kit has been presented to teachers and the feedback received early on indicated that if they used the kit at all they were only using parts of it. He said Oak Ridge teacher Nita Ganguly cannot fit the kit into the curriculum because of other requirements by the state. 
Mr. Million suggested the kit should be kept up to date and be made available through the GIS and the ORSSAB website (the kit is currently on the ORSSAB website). Mr. Osborne said he had received an email from Mr. Martin advising him of two educational websites where materials like the kit can be posted. He said he has requested links to the kit be included on those sites. 

Mr. Mulvenon noted that some of the overheads have been revised and said it may be OK to go ahead and incorporate them into the kit. Mr. Osborne said the overheads don’t sync with the lesson plans and without additional supporting materials it would be difficult to understand. Mr. Mulvenon again said it was not worth spending the additional time. He asked about the kit on display at the American Museum of Science and Energy. Mr. Osborne said no decision has been made. Mr. Mulvenon suggested removing the kit from the exhibit. Mr. Osborne noted that the museum exhibit will be updated soon and will include information about stewardship. 
Mr. Lundy said adult education regarding stewardship is important and perhaps the Public Outreach Committee could help with presentations to civic groups. Mr. Bonner said the Stewardship Committee had suggested to Public Outreach to include information about stewardship in its presentations. He said he has seen a copy of the general presentation and it only contains three slides related to stewardship. Mr. Osborne said the Public Outreach Committee discussed doing a separate stewardship presentation but it only has one active presenter. He said copies of the “Why Stewardship” presentation that is included in the kit are taken to events and if anyone requests more information they are given a copy of “Why Stewardship.”
Mr. Bonner said “Why Stewardship” hasn’t been updated in some time. Ms. Sigal offered to update the presentation and present to the committee at the March meeting.

Mr. Mulvenon moved to leave the Stewardship Education Resource Kit as is and discuss it again within nine months to a year. Mr. Lundy suggested amending the motion to include a more definite date to revisit the kit. Ms. Halsey suggested July when the committees look at accomplishments, plan for the next fiscal year, and develop possible topics for the ORSSAB annual retreat. Mr. Mulvenon agreed with the suggested amendment. Mr. Macklin seconded the motion to make no changes to the kit and to discuss it again in July as a possible topic for the board’s annual retreat. The motion carried unanimously.
Receive Revised Version of Stewardship Implementation Plan
Mr. Garland provided a copy of the revised Stewardship Implementation Plan that included all comments provided by Mr. Martin, Mr. Macklin, and Ms. Sigal (Attachment 1; the plan had been distributed to all committee members by email prior to the meeting). He said most of the comments were clarifications and suggestions for better ways of saying things. 

He said one substantive change was related to recommendations provided by the End Use Working Group in 1998. 

Mr. Garland said he has had limited involvement with DOE in developing the plan and should get comments from DOE. Ms. Halsey said she should receive the plan from Mr. Garland and develop a concurrence chain that will include John Eschenberg, DOE Oak Ridge Assistant Manager for Environmental Management, the National Nuclear Security Administration Y-12; the Office of Science, and the DOE legal department. Ms. Sigal said the committee might not agree with changes DOE might make to the plan. Ms. Halsey said comments will have to be resolved among all parties. 

Discussion of Possible Recommendation to DOE to Accept Stewardship 
Implementation Plan
Mr. Mulvenon said Mr. Garland should send the plan to DOE for comments and the committee could write a recommendation to DOE. He said the recommendation should say that all comments made by DOE must be shared with the committee before the plan is accepted. He said it should also identify important points to be stressed in the plan. 
Mr. Bonner, Mr. Mulvenon, and Ms. Sigal will write recommendation wording. Staff will draft background and discussion sections. A draft recommendation will be submitted to the committee for discussion at the February meeting.
Discussion of comments on Environmental Assessment to Transfer about 1,600 Acres 
of DOE Property at East Tennessee Technology Park
Mr. Bonner said there had been a public meeting on the environmental assessment (DOE/EA-1640) on January 14 at the DOE Information Center. He provided comments to the committee for review (Attachment 2).
Ms. Sigal asked why ORSSAB was making comments on the document. She said it was not related to Environmental Management (EM) and not within the purview of ORSSAB. She said the EA was part of DOE’s reindustrialization efforts and not EM. She said committee members can comment as individuals if they are interested in the issue.
Mr. Bonner suggested committee members could submit comments to staff to compile and submit on one form. Ms. Halsey it would be more effective for people to submit comments separately.

Ms. Sigal said if anyone makes any comments on the EA a suggested comment should be to include Parcel ED-3 at East Tennessee Technology Park as a non-developed area.

Discuss Ideas for February Meeting Topic
· National Priorities List (NPL) Site Boundary Process – Ms. Halsey will review the white paper, “National Priorities List Site Boundary Definition at the Oak Ridge Reservation” for the committee at the February meeting. She will also discuss Federal Facility Agreement changes related revised boundaries defining areas on the NPL. She will look into inviting a DOE person knowledgeable with the GIS system that is being developed to explain how the GIS will show gates, access points, and assembly areas. The GIS system will be used as a basis for an NPL map and for stewardship
· Manhattan Project Sites Special Resources Study – The committee decided not to make any comments on the study. Mr. Bonner reminded the committee of a public open house on the study to be held in two sessions on Tuesday, January 26 from 1-3 p.m. and 6-8 p.m. Individuals can make comments at the public meeting. Mr. Mulvenon said anyone making comments should strongly suggest that Oak Ridge be included as a National Park Service site commemorating the Manhattan Project along with the suggested Los Alamos site. 

Action Items


Open

1. Ms. Sigal will update the “Why Stewardship” presentation and present to the committee at the March meeting. 

2. Mr. Bonner, Mr. Mulvenon, and Ms. Sigal will write recommendation wording for the Stewardship Implementation Plan. Staff will draft background and discussion sections. 

3. Ms. Halsey will begin revising Appendix B of the Federal Facility Agreement in anticipation of a change in the Oak Ridge NPL boundaries. Status. Ms. Halsey will go over draft revisions at the February meeting.
Closed
1. Ms. Halsey with check with Dave Adler to determine the concentrations of mercury in fish in waterways beyond the Oak Ridge Reservation or find out where to find that information. Complete. The 2009 Remediation Effectiveness Report, available through the DOE Information Center and electronically through the link below, has a synopsis of mercury concentration in fish off of the reservation, specifically in Lower East Fork Poplar Creek, Poplar Creek (near outlet to Clinch River), Clinch River, Tennessee River (Watts Bar Reservoir forebay), and Lower Watts Bar Reservoir (found in Section 7 of the report).
http://www.oro.doe.gov/PAODOEIC/Uploads/A.0100.064.1943.pdf  

2. Mr. Gross will provide a table to the committee members for comments on the Stewardship Implementation Plan. Complete. Distributed to committee members on December 17, 2009.
3. Ms. Halsey will provide the white paper on the NPL delisting process for Oak Ridge when it is available. Complete. Distributed to committee members on January 8, 2010.
4. Mr. Lundy will send a disc with the Stewardship Education Resource Kit contents to Sally Pardue at Tennessee Technological University for evaluation. Complete. Mr. Lundy asked Ms. Pardue of Tennessee Tech to access the kit on the ORSSAB website on January 15, 2010. 
The meeting adjourned at 6:50 p.m.
Attachments (2) are available through the ORSSAB support office.
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