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David Martin
Norman Mulvenon

Sondra Sarten, Chair 
Absent

Ben Adams
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Donna Campbell 

John Million
Bob Peelle
Lorene Sigal
	Sally Brown, Bechtel Jacobs, Co. (BJC)

Jason Darby, Department of Energy-Oak Ridge Office (DOE-ORO)
Sid Garland, BJC

Spencer Gross, Spectrum

Bill Tewes

Bill Wilcox, Partnership for K-25 Preservation (PKP)


Presentation on K-25 Historical Preservation Options – Bill Wilcox 

Mr. Wilcox provided the committee information on additional options to preserve the history of the K-25 Building at East Tennessee Technology Park (ETTP).

Steve McCracken, DOE-ORO Assistant Manager for Environmental Management (EM), told the Oak Ridge Site Specific Advisory Board (ORSSAB) at its October meeting that he didn’t think the K-25 North Tower could be salvaged as stipulated in a 2005 Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) or in PKP’s Option D presented at the ORSSAB public meeting in February.  He asked for additional ideas to preserve the historical significance of K-25.  PKP has since presented four additional options for Mr. McCracken to consider.
Mr. Wilcox briefed the committee on what was presented to Mr. McCracken. Those options are described in Attachment 1.

Mr. Wilcox noted elements that PKP considers ‘must saves’ (Attachment 1, page 4) at the K-25 Site: an authentic demonstration cell; a cell floor withdrawal alley and some of the operating gallery; the story of K-25’s peacetime era; protection of the 90-acre site; an outline of the footprint of the building; historic markers in the area to indicate the sites of the Wheat Community, the old powerhouse, and the 
S-50 plant. 
Mr. Wilcox reviewed Option D, which was the plan to save the North Tower as a reference point.  He then reviewed the four new options: F, E, G, and K (Attachment 1, pages 4-26). He focused on Option K which is the one preferred by both Mr. McCracken and Gerald Boyd, Manager of the DOE Oak Ridge Office.  This option is to build a separate 45,000 square foot history center at the south end of the current K-25 Building. It would include a 36-seat theater, a time-line wall, a representative cell to that enriched uranium, a representation of the operating floor and withdrawal alley, and an exploded view of a uranium enriching converter. The former footprint of the entire K-25 building would be marked with tall lights, and the history center would have a war-time era guard tower where visitors could get a bird’s eye view of the footprint. The center would be accessed from state road 58 and tickets would be bought at a renovated Portal 4 guard house.

He said the building cost estimate, based of pre-conceptual designs, would be about $15.7million. DOE would build the structure, but ownership would be transferred to another entity such as the American Museum of Science and Energy or the Oak Ridge Heritage Tourism Foundation.  Preliminary revenue is estimated at $650,000 per year based on 60,000 visitors. Annual expenses would be 
about $600,000.

Mr. Wilcox showed the ‘go-forward’ plan (Attachment 1, page 23) that was presented to Mr. McCracken. The plan would be for DOE-ORO EM to direct BJC to work with PKP to flesh out the concept of Option K and generate a conceptual design for the building by the end of January. If DOE-ORO EM supports this concept it would announce a decision to modify the original MOA before March and appoint a master planning advisory committee to implement the project. This plan was accepted by both Mr. McCracken for EM and Mr. Boyd for ORO, and is now being carried out by BJC and PKP 
as instructed.  

Mr. Lundy asked if the National Park Service had any interest in taking ownership and operation of the building. Mr. Wilcox said the Park Service will be telling Congress next year that it does not favor a National Historic Park for the Manhattan Project, favoring instead some regional arrangements such as National Heritage Areas. DOE plans to tell Congress it favors a national park. Congress will decide.  But the National Park Service will not take ownership of any Oak Ridge facilities.
Mr. Bonner asked if the criteria for the new building are same as those spelled out in the 2005 MOA. Mr. Wilcox said it is basically the same except the North Tower would not be saved nor would the so-called Roosevelt Cell be saved. That cell is too heavily contaminated; another identical cell would be retained instead. Mr. Wilcox said a new MOA will have to be written and go through the Section 106 process spelled out in the National Historic Preservation Act.
Mr. Tewes noted that all that can be said about the barrier that separated the uranium isotopes is that it is made from nickel. He asked if details of the barrier were ever declassified is there room in the new building to have an exhibit on the barrier. Mr. Wilcox said there is no provision for that presently, but perhaps another wing could be added later. 

Committee discussion on presentation
Mr. Macklin suggested taking the minority opinion (Attachment 2) that had been written for the Recommendation on Historic Preservation of K-25 Building at East Tennessee Technology Park and adding more detail that coincides with Option K and developing a new recommendation for DOE-ORO to consider.

Mr. Mulvenon said the writers of the minority opinion should be asked for input on a new recommendation.
Mr. Bonner moved to provide Mr. Wilcox’s presentation to the writers of the minority opinion to determine if they wish to work up a new recommendation and share it with the committee. Mr. Lundy seconded and the motion passed unanimously.

Staff will provide a copy of Mr. Wilcox’s presentation to Bill Bass, Ron Murphree, Steve Stow, and Bob Olson.

Develop FY 2010 Stewardship Committee Budget Request

The committee reviewed the FY 2009 budget request (Attachment 3) and suggested similar figures for the FY 2010 request (Attachment 4) with the exception of adding $40,000 for development of a stewardship video, which is being spearheaded by the Stewardship Video Subcommittee.

Mr. Bonner moved to accept the new budget request figures. Mr. Macklin seconded and the motion passed unanimously.
Committee input on January update on filing of land record notices in Roane County 

The January meeting will be an update on the filing of land record notices on remediated parcels in Melton Valley with the Roane County Register of Deeds.
Mr. Martin is the issue manager for the topic and he mentioned several questions the committee should receive answers from Sharon Brackett, the Roane County Register of Deeds:

· Has there been progress in filings of Melton Valley land record notices in Roane County?

· Has the register of deeds been working with her counterpart in Anderson County to get information in the geographic information system?

· Is there a system of checks to make sure information is recorded and all pertinent officials are informed, e.g. the tax assessor?
· Are there any easements that could be placed on these parcels?

· Can records in Roane County be accessed as easily as those in Anderson County?

It was suggested that Tim Shelton, the Anderson County Register of Deeds, be invited to meeting. Mr. Martin said he would invite Mr. Shelton.

Committee input on January discussion on any committee action to assist TDEC with monitoring ARARs

There were no suggestions on ideas to explore on assisting the Tennessee Department of Environment and Conservation on monitoring applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements. 
Review Work Plan
In February a joint meeting is scheduled with the EM Committee to receive a report from a technical advisor on the focused feasibility study and proposed plan for the remediation of Bear Creek Burial Grounds. However, the D2 version of the study and plan will not be ready for a report until April. 
In April there is another joint meeting scheduled with EM to get a report on exit pathways of groundwater and especially on contaminated groundwater from Melton Valley reaching a line a picket wells southwest of the Oak Ridge Reservation.

The committee said if the EM Committee was agreeable the topic could simply be swapped. Staff will discuss it with EM at its meeting on December 17.

Action Items

Open

1. Mr. Mulvenon will get input from the Executive Committee to develop a letter or recommendation to DOE on the FY 2006 RER public meeting. Status. Mr. Mulvenon will work with Jason Darby on the outline of the public meeting presentation.

2. Mr. Mulvenon will arrange a meeting with Jim O’Connor, Oak Ridge city manager, to discuss the issue of the city’s role in stewardship. Carryover from September meeting. Mr. Mulvenon reported that a meeting is tentatively scheduled for January. He will notify staff when the meeting is arranged.
3. Staff will notify the committee when the meeting with Mr. Mulvenon, Ms. Sigal, Ms. Halsey, and Mr. O’Connor is arranged. Carryover from September meeting. See Action Item 2 above.
4. Mr. Martin will invite the Anderson County Register of Deeds Tim Shelton to the January meeting.

Closed
1. Mr. Martin will contact the Roane County Register of Deeds about a presentation on the filing of land record notices and plat maps for the January meeting. Complete. Mr. Dixon has notified Ms. Brackett of the meeting.

2. Staff will discuss with the EM Committee changing the February and April topics slated for joint meetings with Stewardship. Complete. Staff discussed changing the topics dates and the EM Committee concurred with the suggestion.

Attachments (4) are available through the ORSSAB support office.
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