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From: 
Sent: 

Lauri Vigue [VIGUELAV@dfw.wa.gov] 
Friday, September 28, 2001 11 :47 AM 

To: JosephRichards@ctuir.com; stuartharris@ctuir.com; viguelav@dfw.wa.gov; lgol461 
@ecy.wa.gov; gadbois.larry@epa.gov; Helen_Hillman@hazmat.noaa.gov; 
preston_sleeger@ios.doi.gov; TLElzie@mail.bhi-erc.com; danl@nezperce.org ; 
david.powell@noaa.gov; Nick.ladanza@noaa.gov; jjakabos@or.blm.gov; 

Cc: 

Tom_ 0Brien@r1.fws.gov; Connie_ V _Smith@rl.gov; Jamie_Zeisloft@rl.gov; 
John_P _Sands@rl.gov; susan.c.hughs@state.or.us ; tzeilman@yakama.com 
Greg_M_Hughes@r1.fws.gov; Heidi_Brunkal@r1 .fws.gov 

Subject: Re: Update: ERDF Mitigation 

Jamie: 

Thank you for sending out the revised ERDF Mitigation Statement of Work, and incorporating the concerns the Trustees 
had regarding planting of a more diverse shrub steppe community includ ing native grasses. 

I have a couple of concerns with the Statement of Work as presented. Per our conference call on September 20th, you 
referred to the "2000 Environmental Restoration Contractor Revegetation Monitoring Report" regarding the concerns I 
raised which included monitoring and contingency planning. I rev iewed the document and I could not find any language of 
contingency planning. WDFWs policy "Requiring or Recommending Mitigation" requ ires contingency plans, including 
corrective actions that will be taken if mitigation developments do meet goals and objectives. 

In the future I also encourage RL to invite the Trustees to participate more actively in restoration and monitoring efforts on 
the Hanford site. For example, when the RL and USFWS select sites for plantings, Trustees should be notified and invited 
to attend. 

Thank you 

Lauri Vigue 
Habitat Biologist 
Major Projects Division/ Habitat Program 
Wash ington Dept. Fish and Wildlife 
600 Capitol Way North 
Olympia, WA 98501-1091 
(360) 902-2425 
Fax: (360) 902-2946 
viguelav@dfw.wa.gov 

» > <Jamie_Zeisloft@rl.gov> 09/28/01 09:51AM »> 
Folks, 

Just wanted to give you an update on the ERDF mitigation effort. Most of us 
discussed this issued during the 9/20/01 conference call. The focus of that 
call was the inclusion of additional species into the revegetation statement 
of work (SOW). I subsequently rewrote that SOW (attached below) to address 
trustee comments/concerns and it now includes shrubs and grasses, not just 
sagebrush. 

RL and USFWS are still coordinating on the preparation of a proposal for the 
SOW. However, in order to "protect" the funding for this project, our 
procurement office opted to award an interagency agreement with USFWS for 
the work prior to receipt of the proposal (I didn't even know this was an 
option). In order to protect the funding , the award had to be made before 
the end of the fiscal year (9/30/01 ). 

In other words, to avoid losing the project funding at the end of the fiscal 
year, RL signed an lnteragency Agreement with USFWS to perform the 
mitigation work, based on the attached SOW (which was our "best guess" at 
the time). Final specifications will be defined in the pend ing USFWS 
proposal and we will coordinate with you on this proposal. 

Please understand that we are not trying to force the issue, we're just 
protecting the funds. Your comments have and will be considered. And this 
is turning into a very interesting project. 
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