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Stewardship Committee Meeting Minutes
      Tuesday, November 17, 2009, 5:30 p.m.
       DOE Information Center

	Committee Members Present
	Others Present

	Darryl Bonner, Chair 
Donna Campbell 

Roger Macklin

David Martin 

John Million 

Norman Mulvenon
Josh Pratt 
Lorene Sigal
Absent

Susan Gawarecki

Ted Lundy

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

Sid Garland, BJC

Spencer Gross, MCH, Corp.



Deliver and review text version of Stewardship Implementation Plan 

Mr. Garland provided a draft copy of the proposed Stewardship Implementation Plan for the DOE Oak Ridge Office (DOE/OR/01-2439&D0) (Attachment 1).
Mr. Mulvenon asked what was different from an earlier draft in October 2006. Mr. Garland said the latest version is much shorter. He said the process of developing an implementation plan began several years ago when it was realized that long-term stewardship (LTS) was not being done in an integrated way. At first an LTS strategic plan was written and then a management plan. He said the implementation plan describes how DOE will apply LTS in Oak Ridge. 
Mr. Garland said the original 2006 plan contained background, history, and regulatory processes, but those sections were not relevant to LTS, so much of the new draft focuses on elements of LTS and how they should be used. The intent was not to get too specific. He noted there may be plans for watersheds and for surveillance and maintenance of areas, but those could change in the future. He did not want to reference those plans because they could be outdated. He said current documents related to stewardship could be found in the remediation effectiveness report (RER), which is updated regularly. 

Mr. Garland said the current document is more high level that describes each element of LTS in general terms of how they should be employed.

A number of general and specific comments were made about the draft plan.

Mr. Macklin said the preface (page vii) third paragraph, second line, the word ‘now’ should be ‘not.’ He said on page 11, section 4.1, fifth bullet point, it was his understanding that the ORSSAB Stewardship Committee becomes the Citizens’ Board for Stewardship. He said that should be clarified. Mr. Garland said that provision is spelled out in the DOE Public 
Involvement Plan. 

Ms. Sigal said she didn’t see anything in the plan about funding. Mr. Garland said DOE as principal steward is responsible for operations and funding. He asked how funding should be discussed. Ms. Sigal said there should be an explanation that funding comes annually and is not a DOE line item. Mr. Mulvenon said the DOE Office of Legacy Management receives appropriations for the sites it manages. He said funding for ongoing mission sites, like Oak Ridge, should be funded from a single source.
Mr. Garland said the operations component of funding comes under the budget for surveillance and maintenance. Ms. Sigal said the plan should explain how funding is derived. Mr. Garland said the plan could describe the funding, but not how it should be done. He said the plan could mention trust funds as a way to finance LTS.

Mr. Martin said the map on page 4 should be more legible and he questioned the value of the grid. He also suggested a map that shows the surrounding communities. Mr. Mulvenon suggested using the Stewardship Map.

Mr. Martin said the document was well-written and easy to read, but he thought the bulleted item ‘Decision Document’ on page 6 could be simplified.

Mr. Mulvenon said using the chart that appears in the Stakeholder’s Report on Stewardship showing the elements of stewardship should be used in conjunction the Elements of LTS on page 9. He also said care should be taken to ensure standard terminology is used throughout the plan. For instance the term ‘research’ is the heading for section 4.4, but in the Elements of LTS chart on page 9 the term used is ‘Develop New Technologies.’ ‘Research is also used in the chart in the Stakeholders’ Report. 
Concerning the chart on pages 11 and 12 regarding land use, Mr. Mulvenon said the City of Oak Ridge will not do any zoning before land is transferred by DOE. 

The term ‘unrestricted use’ is used several times in the document. Mr. Martin asked what that meant. Mr. Garland said from a risk standpoint land for unrestricted use can be used for anything – there is no residual contamination to prevent use. Mr. Mulvenon suggested a clarification of 
the term.

Mr. Mulvenon, referencing page 13 and the bullet point ‘City of Oak Ridge,’ said notices of contamination and plat maps do not go to the City of Oak Ridge, but instead to the county registers of deeds and tax assessors. That information is provided to the state to go in the State Parcel Mapping System, which in turn supplies the information to the city or the city can reference state system.

Ms Sigal asked who will read the plan. Mr. Garland said the plan is a contract deliverable to DOE, so DOE will be the primary audience. Mr. Mulvenon said thought should be given to how the plan will be filed so that any computer search of stewardship will lead to the plan. 

Mr. Martin asked if the plan should be part of volume 1 of the RER. Both Mr. Garland and Mr. Mulvenon said was a possibility. Mr. Garland said the RER could reference the plan.

Mr. Bonner said parts of the plan are legally enforceable. He said that should be noted at the beginning of the document. He wondered if parts of the plan that are legally enforceable made the entire plan enforceable. Mr. Garland said a similar comment was made about an earlier version. The introduction states that DOE is required to follow the Comprehensive Environmental Restoration, Compensation and Liability Act to maintain sites to protect human health and the environment. He said the remedy must be maintained, but public involvement post-record of decision may not be required. 
Mr. Mulvenon said in the references on page 14 the first entry, ‘A Report to Congress on Long-term Stewardship,’ should reference the entire report and not just Volume I.

Mr. Garland made notes of all these comments. He asked that any additional comments on the plan be forwarded to staff by December 1. Staff will compile comments and forward to Mr. Garland. Mr. Garland will submit a revised plan prior to the December meeting. 

Discussion of Possible Recommendation on the Implementation Plan
The primary recommendation that can be submitted to DOE after the plan is finished is to recommend that DOE accept the plan. Ms. Sigal said a part of the recommendation could be suggestions on how to get DOE to use the plan.
Review Letter to Inés Triay Requesting Endorsement of a Stewardship Workshop

The committee reviewed a draft letter to DOE Assistant Secretary for Environmental Management Inés Triay requesting endorsement and support of a stewardship workshop (Attachment 2). The letter was crafted by the Stewardship Workshop Subcommittee on the idea that a stewardship workshop, which has been discussed for several months, would be more successful if DOE sanctioned the event. 

Mr. Bonner said Ron Murphree, ORSSAB chair, supported the letter but suggested it be elevated to a recommendation letter. A recommendation would have more force and DOE is required to respond to recommendations. 
The committee agreed to make wording changes to make the letter a recommendation, but other revisions were made, as well. The draft of the letter that was sent to ORSSAB, which met the following evening on November 18, is attachment 3.

Review Action Items


Open

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. Carryover from September 2009.
2. Staff will collect any additional comments by December 1 on the Stewardship Implementation Plan and forward to Mr. Garland for inclusion in a revised plan.

3. Mr. Garland will submit a revised Implementation Plan (D1) to the committee at the December meeting. 


Closed
1. The committee will draft a recommendation to DOE asking the agency to endorse a stewardship workshop. Discussed at this meeting.
The meeting adjourned at 7:15 p.m.
Attachments (3) are available through the ORSSAB support office.
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