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organization) will be associated with C¢ icil oversight and administrativeta = = ~)10
and 2011, though that percent: : was likely higher in 2008 and 2009 as the process was
being initiated. The balance (0.5 FTE per trust organization for Council work and all of
the TWG FTEs) is associated with technical work needed to meet the NRDA objectives
and mission.

e 2010 Budget/Scope. The Council then worked to establish overall priorities for
2010/2011 given the current 2010 buc~~t 1idance and potential carryover from 2009, as
well as the task list and FTE needs identitied above. Paul provided a 2009/2010 budget

statusar *° * toptions for discussion purposes, based on the assumption that our 2010
budget v mi 1 ° 77777 K identified in the President’s budget request to
Congress,pl c¢i _ov 9 (Attachn 1t F).

It was first noted that there were a few errors in the 2009« yover portion of the budget
options page; there was a transcription error in the amount of the 2009 carryover ($20K);
more importantly, 2009 funding for US FWS is not coming from the Council budget, so
their 2009 budget request for Council funds was actually zero. For these minutes, values
have been corrected and appear in red. The revisions result in a larger carry-over than
originally expected, and the budget options initially provided do not reflect these
corrected totals.

There was considerable discussion of the overall priorities and approach that should be
taken in 2010/2011, given the President’s budget for 2010. The Trustees discussed the
timing of hiring a project coordinator, extending the scope of Pt : Il into 2011, the
potential need for an overall NRDA management contractor and/or data management
contractor, and minimum funding needs for the Council and individual Trustees to carry
out their Nk 'A mission and task lists. The following consi rations were noted:

o The Phase I NRDA contract required additional funding and schedule to complete; it
may be necessary to anticipate the same for Phase II

o ne actual budget needed for the Phase II contract is unknown at this time, but we
may have better information once Stratus submits its take on the Phase II scope and
budget (i.e., by the July meeting)

o Nearly all of the Trustees expressed the priority of doing Phase II well and
completely rather than moving as quickly as possible

o There are substantial and difficult discussions and tasks ahead of the Trustees to
meaningfully participate in Phase II (i.e., working on TWGs), and regardless of the

adget, this may itself require the Council and its contractor to spend more than a

year preparing Phase II

o Regardless of the pace of NRDA, the Trustees need to build into the process a way to
look for and respond to opportunities to impact cleanup, especially in the River
Corridor
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C UIR
Barb Harper

Nez Perce Tribe
Johnathan Matthews

Yakama Nation
Jay McConnaughey
Russell Jim

Wac dee
Ray

Callie Ridolfi

C Dept. of Energy
Paul Shaffer

WA Dept. of Ecology
Larry Goldstein

WA ish & Wildlife
Charlene Andrade’

N JAA
Nick Iadanza

S ept. of Energy
Al Hawkins
Steve Wisness
Nick Ceto?
Matthew Duchesne '

US Fish & Wildlife Service
Kate Benkert
Toni Davidson

National Fish & Wildlife Foundation
Rachel Jacobson?

acilitator
Teresal chelsen

'By telephone
2For presentation only

ATTACHMENT B
Meeting Attendees

May 19-21, 2009
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ATTACHMENTF
Hanford Natural Resource Trustee Council

2009/10 NRDA budget status (in thousands)

May 14, 2009

otal Funds Available (2009 + 2010)
2009 carryover
e 2010 RL-100 (proposed) 2320

Total

: 10 budget options (brief explanation of Options A — C below)

4/08 proposal A B
Project coordinator 200 200 200 200
e Facilitator* 100 100 100 100
e Trust organizations 1670 1670 1020 820
Contracts
o Pha: 1I 1460 810 1460 1460
o Other (e.g. injury study planning) 800 0 0 200

Total 4230 2780 2780 2780
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DC $ 0
NOAA $ 150
OR DOE $ 70
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Hanford Natural Resource Trustee Council

2009 NRDA budget status (in thousands)
May 14, 2009

Total Funds Available (2008 + 2009)

‘ommitted or planned expenditure of funds

Trust C tions
Was 1 120
Oregon Department of Energy 60
Dept. Commerce (NOAA) 350
lept. Interior (FWS)
CTUIR 400
Nez Perce 200
Yakama Nation 400
Subtotal
Injury Assessment Plan (Stratus, Phase I)
Original contract 385
Contract modification (March, 2009) 95
Subtotal
Facilitator

Total funds committed

committed Funds

2700

1780

480
80
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urgewater Engineering Evaluation/Cost Analysis (EE/CA)- The 30 day public comment period
will run from April 29 — May 29. This EE/CA addresses the management of groundwater withdrawn
from wells during well drilling, well development, aquifer testing, groundwater sampling and
monitoring, well maintenance and decommissioning. The preferred alternative is to use modular
storage units.

attlesnake Mountain Enviror — "ntal Assessment (EA) — The public comment period will run from
M 19—~ 1e2. 7 addresses the consolidation of communication equipment and removal of
ties on Rattlesnake Mountain such as the Nil Mi: e site. ( st to the ..ustees will be
how these sites will be restored.

ank Closure and Waste Management EIS — The 140 day public comment period is expected to run

from June — October. 1 -2 public workshops are anticipated. The EIS will form the basis for making
important decisions about Hanford’s cleanup, including:

- the final condition of the 177 underground tanks that hold high level nuclear waste

- the final treatment and disposal of those wastes

- the final decommissioning of the FFTF

- on-site disposal alternatives for Hanford’s low-level waste (LLW) and mixed low-level waste

(MLLW) d LLW and MLLW from other USDOE sites

The I 5 will reanalyze groundwater impacts. It will include a cumulative analysis of sitewide
environmental impacts. The new EIS will include a reanalysis of onsite disposal alternatives for low-
level and mixed low-level radioactive waste from Hanford and other USDOE sites. (Mixed waste
contains both radioactive and dangerous waste components.)

200-MG-2 Operable Unit Engineering Evaluation/Cost Analysis (EE/CA) — The public comment
period runs from May 27 — June 26. This EE/CA addresses 34 of the 69 waste sites in this operable
unit. These waste sites received potentially and/or radioactive liquids and are expected to have shallow
contamination (less than 15 feet) that could pose a threat to human health and the environment. They
include French drains, trenches, cribs ditches and retention basins along with a few sites contaminated
from historic leaks or spills. The preferred alternative is removal, treatment and disposal for 18 sites
and confirmatory sampling/no further action for 16 sites.

Central Plateau Outer Area Record of Decision — To be issued in approximately 1 year. Interim
actions are currently ongoing.

Central Plateau Inner Area Cleanup Decisions — Expected to be in place in 2-3 years.



