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Future Land Use Subcommittee 
Meeting Summary 

July 6, 2010 • 6:30 p.m. 
The Ohio State University Endeavor Center 
1862 Shyville Road, Piketon, OH 45661 

Room # 160 
 

LACK OF QUORUM PRESENT: 
                             
Subcommittee Members Present:  Frank Halstead, Michael Lilly, and Sharon Manson  
 
Board Members Absent:  Shirley Bandy, Michael Payton, and Cristy Renner 
 
Board Members Present:  Martha Cosby, Ervin Craft, Val Francis, William Henderson, Brian Huber, 
Larry Parker, Roger Scaggs, and Dick Snyder 
  
U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) Representatives:  Greg Simonton 
  
DOE Employees and Contractors:  Dr. Vince Adams, Rich Bonczek, Cid Voth, and Kristi Wiehle, 
DOE; Jim Morgan, Fluor; Stephanie Howe and Scott Miller, Ohio University Voinovich Group; Yvette 
Cantrell, Janie Croswait, Lesley Cusick, and Rick Greene, Restoration Services, Inc. (RSI) 
  
Liaisons:  Michael Rubadue, Ohio Dept of Health; Maria Galanti and Melody Stewart, Ohio 
Environmental Protection Agency (Ohio EPA) 
  
Support Staff:  Julie Galloway, Brandy Moore, and Eric Roberts, EHI 
   
Sharon Manson, Subcommittee Chair, opened the Future Land Use meeting. 
               
1. Review of May Summary: 

 May Summary approved as presented. 
 Manson introduced the five new PORTS EM SSAB members, Martha Cosby, Ervin Craft, 

William Henderson, Brian Huber, and Roger Scaggs. 
 

2. Land Use Options: 
 Cusick provided a presentation entitled Future Land Use Planning and Conceptualization on 

the following information: 
o What’s the goal? 
o Review of Part 1 
o Some Site Attractions 
o Adjusting the Canvas ‐ Constraints 
o Types of Constraints 
o TCE Plume 
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o Potential Historic Properties 
o Sensitive environments and landfills 
o Review of Part 2 

A copy of this handout is available online at: 
http://www.portsssab.org/Future%20Land%20Use%20Planning%20Concepts%20part%202.pdf  
 
Question/Comment:  Answer: 
Snyder asked how Oak Ridge came up with 
the East Tennessee Concept.    

Cusick stated ETTP got its name from a 
variety of people and organizations.  East 
Tennessee was the area represented by the 
local congressional representative.  
Technology is the hallmark of Oak Ridge.  
Technology was also important to DOE, the 
community’s reuse organization, and the 
group of people who were helping form the 
name.  Oak Ridge is also along the I‐40/I‐75 
corridor, which is called the Tennessee 
Technology Corridor.  Park because that is 
standard for these types of places.  The 
community wanted to stay away from the 
former name, which was the K‐25 Site.  

Manson stated until we have a plan on the 
future use of the site we cannot move 
forward. 

Cusick stated the subcommittee should plan 
for the highest and best use for the site.   

Lilly asked when do we start looking at 
what the community wants.  
 
 
 
Is there a timeline for when Ohio 
University’s final report is due back to DOE?

Bonczek stated the Ohio University has an 
interaction plan with the SSAB.  DOE will 
work with the Board as Ohio University 
continues to initiate the project. 
 
Stated the report is due at the end of August 
to DOE. 
 
Roberts stated he talked with the Ohio 
University group.  They are looking at dates 
to schedule a presentation for the 
subcommittee. 

 
3. Final Comments from the Board: 

 Adams stated that Assistant Secretary Triay says that the Portsmouth Site needs to learn 
from the Oak Ridge Site and ask ourselves what we did at Oak Ridge.   
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4. Action Items: 
1. EHI will provide a contour map of areas surrounding the site. 
2. DOE will provide a copy of the request for 1300‐acres transfer letter from SODI.    
3. EHI will provide the first 3 chapters of the 1994 End State Vision. 
4. EHI/DOE will coordinate a date for the Energy Parks Initiative Workshop. 
5. EHI/DOE will coordinate a date to tour the Fernald Site. 

 
Meeting adjourned 





Future Land Use Planning and Future Land Use Planning and 
ConceptualizationConceptualization 

BasicsBasics 
>Understanding the landscape>Understanding the landscape 

Use mappingUse mapping 
Use planningUse planning

Working Sessions with the Site Working Sessions with the Site 
Specific Advisory BoardSpecific Advisory Board’’s Future s Future 

Land Use Subcommittee Land Use Subcommittee 



WhatWhat’’s the goal?s the goal?

 By the end of the process, the SSAB FLU By the end of the process, the SSAB FLU 
will have developed a future land use will have developed a future land use 
vision/recommendation for PORTSvision/recommendation for PORTS



Review of Part 1Review of Part 1

 The goalThe goal

 The methodsThe methods

 ToolsTools

 The taskThe task

 Learning what we Learning what we dondon’’tt knowknow



Some site attractionsSome site attractions

 InfrastructureInfrastructure

RoadsRoads

RailRail

 Level terrainLevel terrain



utilitiesutilities



topographytopography



Adjusting the canvas Adjusting the canvas -- constraintsconstraints

 PORTS has nearly 4,000 acresPORTS has nearly 4,000 acres

 All 4,000 acres need to be planned for, but All 4,000 acres need to be planned for, but 
not all 4,000 acres will have an active usenot all 4,000 acres will have an active use

 Some areas are more suitable for use than Some areas are more suitable for use than 
othersothers



Types of constraintsTypes of constraints

CemeteriesCemeteries

WetlandsWetlands

 FloodplainsFloodplains

 LandfillsLandfills

 Steep slopesSteep slopes

Others?Others?



TCE plumeTCE plume



Potential historic propertiesPotential historic properties



Sensitive environments and Sensitive environments and 
landfillslandfills



Review of Part 2Review of Part 2

What and where are the attractions?What and where are the attractions?

What and where are the constraints?What and where are the constraints?

Review of the factReview of the fact--based mapbased map



Environmental Management
PORTSMOUTH

USE PLANNING
CONSIDERATIONS FOR FUTURE

DOE needs your input for 
a future land use vision!
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