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Stewardship Committee Meeting Minutes
   Tuesday, October 18, 2011, 5:30 p.m.
 DOE Information Center

	Committee Members Present
	Others Present

	Donna Campbell

Norman Mulvenon 

Ron Murphree, Vice Chair

Steve Stow, Chair
Absent
Darryl Bonner 

Susan Gawarecki

Roger Macklin

Scott McKinney 
John Million
Lorene Sigal
	Sid Garland, URS|CH2M Oak Ridge Restoration Services, Inc. (UCOR/RSI)
Spencer Gross, ORSSAB staff
Joy Sager, Department of Energy (DOE)
Curt Walker, UCOR

Sam Walker, UCOR




Discuss Fact Sheet on Site Transition: Cleanup Completion to Long-Term Stewardship at DOE Ongoing Mission Sites
The committee met to review the fact on Site Transition: Cleanup Completion to Long-Term Stewardship at Department of Energy On-going Mission Sites (Attachment 1).
Mr. Stow suggested a roundtable discussion of the fact sheet and asked for comments. He said from the discussion input will be provided to the authors of the fact sheet who are scheduled to meet with the committee in November.

Mr. Mulvenon said the fact sheet is modeled on a similar document by the DOE Office of Legacy Management for providing for long-term stewardship (LTS) at DOE closed sites such as Fernald and Rocky Flats.

Mr. Gross conveyed a message from Pat Halsey, former DOE liaison to the committee, that the fact sheet did not address stewardship funding for property that is transferred from DOE to a private owner. Mr. Stow said he noticed that as well as the situation applies to parcels being transferred for reindustrialization at East Tennessee Technology Park.

Beyond the issue of funding, Ms. Sager said the fact sheet doesn’t address property transferred from DOE control. Mr. Garland said that when a deed is signed if there are any use restrictions attached to it, it is the responsibility of the seller to enforce those restrictions, not the buyer. So if there were any requirements stipulated under decision documents for remediation they would be enforced by DOE. Mr. Stow said the issue of non-DOE receivership should be raised at the November meeting.

Mr. Stow questioned whether the document should be called a fact sheet, since it describes a process more than containing facts. Ms. Sager said ORSSAB’s original recommendation (Recommendation 198: Recommendation to Establish a Site Transition Process Upon Completion of Remediation at Ongoing Mission Sites) called for a fact sheet. Mr. Mulvenon said it’s a DOE 
euphemism to call it a fact sheet. Mr. Stow said perhaps it should be called a transition process rather than fact sheet.

Mr. Stow wondered about the last sentence on page 1 that indicated DOE perpetual responsibility for radiological protection but no mention of hazardous waste. Mr. Garland said CERCLA (Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act) addresses all kinds of contaminants and they would have to be covered under LTS activities. Ms. Sager wondered if radiological protection should be mentioned at all since local, state, and federal requirements would dictate what will be done for all contaminants. Mr. Stow said that should be discussed at the November meeting.

Mr. Mulvenon said he was glad to see budget and funding as number 6 on the list of site transition planning activities on page 2. He said in the past funding has not always been part of a transfer. Ms. Sager said the fact sheet should include a section explaining when the discussion of funding should begin.

Mr. Stow asked the difference between the site transition plan and the LTS plan on page 3. Mr. Murphree said the site transition plan goes up to the date of transfer. The LTS plan picks up after transfer. Mr. Stow asked if that should be clarified. Mr. Garland said perhaps it should be flow-charted either as part of the chart on page 5 or a separate chart to illustrate site transition, the LTS plan, the budgeting process, and so on. Mr. Stow said it would be appropriate to recommend that a flow chart be developed that shows the transition steps since the flow chart on page 5 does not.

Mr. Stow asked if there were any comments on the transfer section on page 4. Mr. Murphree suggested a slight wording change in the first sentence to read “…the budget request is submitted to Congress for approval, and once the ….”

Mr. Stow asked about the need for the paragraph headed ‘LTS at Completed NNSA (National Nuclear Security Administration) Sites with Ongoing Missions.’ Ms. Sager said it was just an explanation of how NNSA handles long-term stewardship at its ongoing missions. Mr. Garland said if that is how the process is done at NNSA sites, then EM should adopt the process. If the process is already part of the document then the section could be left out. Mr. Stow said that NNSA may have the largest LTS program of ongoing missions but it may not necessarily be the best. Mr. Murphree said he wasn’t sure the paragraph was needed or what its purpose was. Mr. Stow said that should be part of the November discussion.
Discuss Possible Recommendation or Comments on Fact Sheet/Discussion of November Meeting with DOE Representatives Associated with the Fact Sheet
From the discussion Mr. Stow said he heard six items that should be addressed at the November meeting with representatives who developed the fact sheet:
1. If the document should be called a fact sheet or a transfer process document

2. Transfer of property to non-DOE entities

3. Mention of DOE responsibility for radiological protection, but no mention of other hazardous material

4. A flow chart that describes the transition process to include site transition plan, LTS plan, budget documentation and transfer

5. Issue of Congressional approval of budget for the transition process

6. The need to include examples of LTS at NNSA sites.

Mr. Stow asked how those items should be conveyed at the November meeting. Mr. Garland suggested writing a letter to the participants listing the six points so they could prepare for the meeting. Mr. Stow asked staff to draft a letter that could be mailed prior to the meeting.
Other Business
Mr. Stow reported that ORSSAB approved the committee’s draft recommendation on Automating the Stewardship Verification System at its October meeting.
Action Items

Open
1. Ms. Halsey will re-format the Bear Creek Valley reference sheet and provide to the committee for review.

2. Staff will draft a letter to developers of the Site Transition Fact Sheet listing items that were discussed at the October meeting.
The meeting adjourned at  6:43 p.m.
Attachments (1) are available through the ORSSAB support office.
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