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Norman Mulvenon
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Sandy Reagan


	Spencer Gross, Spectrum
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Discussion of recommendation on future Remediation Effectiveness Reports
Mr. Bonner reminded the committee of the January joint meeting with the Environmental Management Committee of the presentation by Jason Darby, DOE, on the 2007 Remediation Effectiveness Report (RER). At that meeting the Stewardship Committee was charged with providing a recommendation on the RER.

At the January combined meeting Mr. Darby explained that the RER was now in two volumes. He explained that Vol. 1 is a compendium of all Comprehensive Environmental Restoration, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA) decisions through January 30, 2006 and contains a description of each remedial action and summarizes the goals of the remedy. Vol. 1 also includes a summary of all monitoring, stewardship, and applicable land-use control requirements for each CERCLA decision.
Vol. 2 of the 2007 RER contains technical evaluation of effectiveness for all completed remedies during the current year that have stewardship and/or monitoring requirements. 

Mr. Bonner, reading from the Executive Summary of Vol. 2, said that at an October 2006 meeting of the Federal Facilities Agreement managers’ meeting it was noted that the RER had grown in scope as remedial actions were completed and the document was losing focus. The decision was made at that meeting to streamline the RER to facilitate annual reviews and to focus on data evaluations that assess performance of completed actions and compliance with stewardship requirements. 
Mr. Bonner summarized saying Vol. 1 describes actions that have taken place and don’t change from year to year. Vol. 2 contains data that have changed during the previous year. 

He noted that the ORSSAB was not consulted prior to changing the format of the RER and that the two-volume format deviates from a previous recommendation by ORSSAB to use an annotated outline suggested by the Stewardship Committee. 
Mr. Bonner asked what the advantage was in having two volumes. Mr. Skinner said it was probably done for the convenience of the regulators. He said since Vol. 1 contained material that didn’t change from year to year, it would be easier for them to focus on data that changed during the previous year in a separate book, Vol. 2. He said the regulators were having trouble identifying the annual changes by having to go through material that had not changed. 

Ms. Sigal suggested asking Mr. Darby to return to the committee in April and provide and more detailed explanation as to why the format was changed. 

Mr. Bonner asked if the committee concurred with the change of the format of the RER or if it should provide comments. Ms. Sigal said it probably wouldn’t matter if the Environmental Protection Agency wanted the two volumes. Mr. Macklin said since the ORSSAB was not consulted on the change it was a breach of previous recommendation to follow the annotated outline. 

Mr. Bonner said one of the biggest issues with the RER as a whole was its readability and understandability. He said it was particularly difficult to understand the Melton Valley section. He said it would be worthwhile to offer comments on making the document easier to understand. Mr. Adams asked who the audience is for the document. Mr. Skinner said it is intended to serve as a report for the regulators and the general public. Mr. Macklin reiterated Mr. Skinner’s comment that the format change was for the benefit of the regulators. Mr. Skinner agreed. Mr. Skinner then suggested perhaps Mr. Darby or a Bechtel Jacobs, Co. representative could come to the committee and offer a more detailed explanation on how the report is assembled. He said while the RER should be more easily understood by the general public, he noted that there are other publications that contain basically the same information such as the Cleanup Progress Report and the student summary of the Annual Site Environmental Report. 
Ms. Sigal said she thought the RER was the most valuable document that DOE publishes. The other publications that Mr. Skinner mentioned are designed to tell the public what the RER information says. She said those publications probably don’t fill the need for record keeping to document how well actions are working or not working, which is the goal of the CERCLA requirement for the RER. Mr. Skinner said, however, that if someone like Mr. Bonner, who is an engineer, has trouble understanding the RER then perhaps the way the document is written should be reevaluated. Mr. Bonner noted that as more actions are completed on the Oak Ridge Reservation the report will become more and more complicated. 
Mr. Skinner offered the idea of perhaps having the RER report on separate geographic areas. Mr. Adams said it is difficult to combine in one book all of the different actions that have been completed. Ms. Sigal pointed out that the RER only contains CERCLA actions, and Mr. Macklin expanded on the thought by saying there is more to the story of the Oak Ridge Reservation than CERCLA actions. 
Mr. Skinner said he would talk to Mr. Darby in the meantime and try to get an explanation that could be circulated among the committee members. Mr. Bonner asked that Mr. Darby address the committee again in April as Ms. Sigal suggested earlier. He said he would continue to look at the 2007 RER and assess its readability and how it has deviated from the annotated outline. Mr. Lundy said he would review the offsite section. Mr. Bonner said he would ask Norman Mulvenon to review the East Tennessee Technology Park (ETTP) section and provide comments. 
Discuss Top Three Issues on the Oak Ridge Reservation to present at EM SSAB Chairs’ Meeting 
The committee discussed issues to provide the Executive Committee as suggestions for the top three issues on the Oak Ridge Reservation to provide at the spring Environmental Management Site Specific Advisory Board meeting in Richland, Wash., in April.
The committee chose four items to consider:
· Reaffirmation of Secretarial Policy to provide Stewardship at ongoing mission sites with residual 
contamination (this is asking for a final response to a recommendation submitted by ORSSAB in March 
2007)
· Information sharing and consultation with other boards on common stewardship issues. 

· Recognition of importance of unresolved stewardship issues by DOE-EM across other sites. 

· Funding for Stewardship –sustainable funding for long-term stewardship or continued funding for 
stewardship post-closure. (Mr. Skinner noted that a trust fund has been set up for the Environmental 
Management Waste Management Facility to receive $1 million per year for ongoing maintenance. He 
wondered if the Integrated Facilities Disposition Project is approved if that amount will be sufficient to 
maintain the waste cell). 
The committee noted some other issues complex-wide that could be discussed at the chairs meeting:
· Stewardship across the complex. Stewardship efforts seem to have slowed down with the elimination of the 
Office of Stewardship and the establishment of the Office of Legacy Management

· Suggestion to include representatives of the EM SSAB on the Environmental Management Advisory Board 
as it had previously.

New Business
The committee agreed to have Mr. Darby return in April to talk in more detail about why the RER format was changed. It will also look at a draft Melton Valley deed restriction provided by Mr. Skinner.

The May meeting will include a presentation on Bethel Valley Land Use Control Implementation Plan (LUCIP). 

The committee approved a travel request for Sondra Sarten to attend Environmental Justice Conference in Washington, D.C. May 21-24 (Attachment 1).
The meeting adjourned at 7:15
Action Items
Open
1. 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. 

2. 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 spoke briefly with Mr. O’Connor, who 
suggested he meet with Amy Fitzgerald about giving a presentation to the committee. 

3. 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.

4. Mr. Bonner will take the lead on drafting a recommendation on the 2007 RER. In progress
5. 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

1. Ms. Sigal will determine if recommendations made by a focus group on land use planning for the ORR west end (i.e. ETTP) are being implemented. Status. Ms. Sigal reported that DOE excluded ETTP and sections known as ED-1 and ED-2 from consideration. She said the focus group was unaware that DOE and Community Reuse Organization of East Tennessee (CROET) had advertised four land parcels as available for private use. She also said Advocates for the Oak Ridge Reservation was not informed of DOE’s plans to transfer sections ED-3, 4, 8, and 9 to CROET (Attachment 2).
Attachments (2) are available through the ORSSAB support office.
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