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Stewardship Committee Meeting Minutes
      Tuesday, February 16, 2010, 5:30 p.m.
       DOE Information Center

	Committee Members Present
	Others Present

	Darryl Bonner, Chair 
Donna Campbell
Roger Macklin

David Martin 

Josh Pratt 

Absent

Susan Gawarecki

Ted Lundy

John Million 

Norman Mulvenon

Lorene Sigal 

Sondra Sarten, Vice-chair
	Sid Garland, BJC

Spencer Gross, MCH, Corp.
Pat Halsey, Department of Energy - Oak Ridge (DOE-ORO).
Jannalyn Pontello, REDE



Review White Paper on NPL Site Boundary Process
The committee discussed the white paper on the National Priorities List (NPL) Site Boundary Definition (Attachment 1). Ms. Halsey said the DOE-ORO Core Team, consisting of representatives from the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the Tennessee Department of Environment and Conservation have reviewed the paper and are close to agreeing to its contents, which describes the process for removing portions of the Oak Ridge Reservation (ORR) from EPA’s NPL.

Mr. Bonner said the term ‘parcel’ is used in the paper and then later on ‘operable unit.’ He asked for an explanation of the terms. Ms. Halsey said that operable units are areas that have a decision document associated with them such as the South Campus at the intersection of Bethel Valley Road and Scarboro Road or Melton Valley or White Wing Scrap Yard. She said when a decision document is signed for a particular area it becomes an operable unit. 

Ms. Halsey said the term ‘parcel’ is terminology used in deeding property. DOE can identify areas to be deeded for reindustrialization. A parcel is an area to deed to some other entity or to remove it from the NPL because it is clean. 

Mr. Martin asked if there was any consideration to the size of a parcel. Ms. Halsey said no, that DOE Environmental Management (EM) would not consider that. 

Mr. Bonner asked how many parcels are being considered to remove from the NPL. Ms. Halsey said that has not been determined, but she noted that any area colored yellow on the stewardship map (Attachment 2) could be delisted. Mr. Bonner asked if parcels would be delineated. Ms. Halsey said no, that a parcel taken out of the NPL would never go through the record of decision (ROD) process because they are clean parcels. 

Mr. Bonner asked Ms. Halsey to explain a no further action designation (NFA). She said NFA determination goes through the ROD process. If no further action is determined for an area it could be removed from the NPL. NFA indicates there could be some residual contamination but very little. Mr. Bonner asked if NFA assumes unrestricted use. Ms. Halsey said it would not. She said an area designated for NFA still could have some institutional controls and monitoring that would continue until it was determined monitoring was no longer necessary. Monitoring results would be recorded in the Remediation Effectiveness Report. For instance, she said the South Campus area is eligible for NPL delisting, but it will be monitored. There will also be a deed restriction on the land. 
Mr. Martin asked if a parcel is determined to be clean if it can be transferred. Ms. Halsey said that was true.
Mr. Bonner asked how many acres are represented by the yellow area of the stewardship map. Ms. Halsey said about 30,000 to 31,000 acres, most of the ORR. Mr. Martin asked if any new fences would be built. Ms. Halsey said there would not, nor would any existing fences be removed. Mr. Martin asked about an area split by a fence. Ms. Halsey said signage would indicate what side would still be on the NPL. 

Mr. Bonner asked for an explanation of remedial site investigation (RSI). Ms. Halsey said that is an extensive evaluation of an area to determine if any contamination might be present. That information would go in a ROD. She said it does not meet the same requirements as a remedial investigation/feasibility study (RIFS); Mr. Garland the RSI would determine if an RIFS is needed. Ms. Halsey said an RSI would review records and conduct interviews to determine if sufficient evidence exists to conduct an RFIS.
Mr. Martin asked if any logging or agriculture operations had been conducted on the reservation. Ms. Halsey said no logging has been done, but some trees have been planted. Mr. Garland said any agricultural activities would have been pre-World War II.

Mr. Bonner asked if a no further investigation was made for areas that had undergone remediation activities. Ms. Halsey said if anything was found in post-remediation walkovers it would be documented and put in Appendix C of the Federal Facility Agreement for further investigation. 

Mr. Martin asked if archaeologists had been used in walkovers. Mr. Garland said they been used in years past.

Mr. Bonner asked if there had been sites that were not placed in Appendix C and had passed the RSI, but were still not considered for delisting. Ms. Halsey said no. She said there had been cases where there were no signs of contamination, but an RSI was done anyway as in the case of Lambert’s Quarry.

DOE Global Information System (GIS)
Mr. Bonner asked how the GIS DOE is developing ties into the NPL delisting process. Ms. Halsey said EPA has wanted a GIS for some time to document the NPL boundaries of the ORR. She said Steve McCracken, the former assistant manager for EM, had committed to try to get funding for a GIS. She said it can be used to educate the public about areas of contamination, records 
available, etc.

Ms. Pontello provided additional information on the system under development (Attachment 3). She said any document associated with an operable unit can be accessed through the GIS. Any information that can be shared with the public can be accessed. As an example, she showed an aerial photograph of the Horizon Center (Attachment 3, page 2), which showed specific areas. She said a photograph of the reservation could show boundaries, specific areas, etc. Information on waste disposal sites could be accessed.

Mr. Bonner asked if there were any security limitations. Ms. Pontello wasn’t aware of any. She said any classified information would not be accessible. Some areas may be blurred in a photograph.

Ms. Halsey said icons on the stewardship map could be used on the GIS to bring up information about particular operable units. 

At present there is no timetable for launching the GIS for general use.

Mr. Bonner said the committee needs to decide what level of information would go on the GIS. He said an issue manager is needed to lead the project. No one volunteered at this meeting, but a number of members were not present. 

Review Draft Recommendation on Stewardship Implementation Plan
The committee reviewed the draft recommendation on the Stewardship Implementation Plan (Attachment 4) and made some revisions (Attachment 5). The committee approved the revisions to send on to the Executive Committee to be considered at the March board meeting.
Long-term Stewardship Baseline Regarding Scope, Cost, and Scheduling
Mr. Garland provided information on long-term stewardship estimates (Attachment 6). The last baseline estimate was done in 2008. The estimate starts in 2017 and continues to 2085 only because of database limits. The cost is about $20 million per year. What that covers is listed in 
Attachment 5.
Mr. Garland said long-term stewardship is being done currently, but it is called surveillance and maintenance. When cleanup is finished it will be call stewardship. 

Mr. Bonner asked who funds the Citizens’ Board for Stewardship after cleanup is completed. Mr. Garland said DOE would, which is spelled out in the draft implementation plan, which he said needs to be adopted to ensure funding.

Mr. Bonner asked if it is sufficiently directed that Oak Ridge National Lab and Y-12 National Security Complex are responsible for stewardship of their sites when cleanup is finished. Mr. Garland said a schedule and estimate have been developed that can implemented easily. 

Mr. Bonner asked what DOE’s commitment is after cleanup. Mr. Garland said that responsibility is spelled out in the draft implementation plan. 

Issues and Accomplishments for EM SSAB Chairs’ Meeting

Time did not allow for discussion. Staff will poll members via email for suggestions. 
Discuss Ideas for March Meeting Topics
Mr. Bonner said he would like to discuss the NPL delisting process further at the March meeting. 

Mr. Bonner said he would also like to discuss the changes to the Appendix B of the Federal Facility Agreement provided at this meeting by Ms. Halsey (Attachment 7).

Other business
Mr. Martin said he had provided a copy of the Stewardship Resource Information Kit to a home schooling organization and asked for comments on the kit. 
Action Items

Open

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

2. Staff will poll committee membership via email for suggestions for top three issues to present at EM SSAB Chairs’ meeting in April.

Closed
1. Mr. Bonner, Mr. Mulvenon, and Ms. Sigal will write recommendation wording for the Stewardship Implementation Plan. Staff will draft background and discussion sections. Complete. Recommendation presented and passed at this meeting.
2. Ms. Halsey will begin revising Appendix B of the Federal Facility Agreement in anticipation of a change in the Oak Ridge NPL boundaries. Complete. Attachment 6.
The meeting adjourned at 7:47 p.m.
Attachments (7) are available through the ORSSAB support office.
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