
0074808 1i !1 C:: ' ) '.'- , , 

-~,,___jl"f 
me Cnz "?'~-u_ 

u~~Y-

: /.'. (. l - : , 

HANFORD NATURAL RESOURCE TRUSTEECOUNCILD RAFT 
12/14/95 

CORE VALUES 

We represent governments entrusted with the stewardship of natural resources on, or affected by, 
Hanford. We have legal and ethical obligations to manage these resources responsibly. From 
government to government, our jurisdictions differ as do our interests and responsibilities. Together, 
however, we share responsibility for all natural resources at Hanford. 

What are natural resources: 

Natural resources are the elements of the environment of use, importance, or value to our constituencies. 
Examples of natural resources are: plants, animals, land, air, and water. Natural resources provide 
physical and biological services to humans and other animals and plants, and to the ecosystem as a 
whole. Natural resources have value derived from their use, potential use, or by virtue of their 
existence. 

Why a council: 

The Council is intended to facilitate the coordination and cooperation of the trustees in their efforts to 
minimize impacts to, and restore, natural resources. Cooperation among our governments is the most 
efficient way to meet our stewardship responsibilities and is of the greatest benefit to the natural 
resources. 

Our Values: 

The shared values of the Trustees include: 

• Natural resources on, or affected by, Hanford are unique and of extraordinary value; 

• It is a legal and ethical obligation to manage responsibly the natural resources on, or affected by, 
the Hanford site; 

• Natural resources are best managed holistically; 

• It is most efficient to integrate natural resource management into Hanford planning and cleanup; 

• The degradation and destruction of natural resources and their services should be avoided or 
minimized; 

• Hanford planning and cleanup should lead to a general improvement in natural resource 
conditions; and 

• There is a connection between natural resources, the services they provide, and the health and 
quality of life of our constituencies. 
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Mr. John Wagoner 
Manager, U.S. Department of Energy 
Richland Operations Office 
P. 0. Box 550 • 
Richland, Wa. 99352 

Dear Mr. Wagoner: 

Disagreement has arisen at meetings of the .Hanford Natural Resource Trustee 
Council (NRTC) concerning the appropriate scope of Council activities. The 
arguments supporting each side are summarized below. 

Representatives of the U.S. Department of Energy to the NRTC state that the 
position of the U.S. Department of Energy, Richland Operations Office (RL) is 
that the appropriate focus for the NRTC should be limited to the damages to 
natural resources1 _mm caused by releases or potential releases of 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) 
hazardous substances . Issues beyond CERCLA should be resolved using the 
appropriate aAe established public involvement processes, regulatory 
authority, aAe iAvelveffleAt and apprepriate government to government 
relationships aAe iRteractioAs. 

fl,e other Hanford Trustees agree with RL that CERCLA should be the major focus 
of the NRTC. However, the ether Trustees believe that the NRTC should not be 
strictly limited to CERCLA. @ ~o 

Although DOE-RL has the ultimate authority to manage natural resources on the 
Hanford Site, DOE-RL shares natural resource management authority with the 
other members of the NRTC. It is in DOE-RL's interest to cooperatively work 
with those trustees with who it shares this authority because the NRTC 
provides a convenient forum to discuss these issues. 

In addition, successful implementation of the DOE's •Ecosystem Management" 
policy requires NRTC involvement. The policy requires DOE-RL to act as a wise 
steward of the natural resources located on the entire Hanford Site. As the 
name of the policy indicates, •Ecological Management• requires policies which 
manage a resource as a whole, instead of according to artificial, legally 
derived, boundaries. 2 DOE-RL should be comitted to the involvement of our 

1"Natural resources are defined as "land, fish, wildlife, biota, air, 
water, groundwater, drinking water, supplies, and other such resources 
belonging to, managed by, held in trust by, appertaining to or otherwise 
controlled by the United States, any State or local government, any foreign 
government, and Indian tribe, or, if such resources are subject to a trust 
restriction or alienation, any member of an Indian tribe." CERCLA section 
101(16). "Natural resources" may also include the "supporting ecosystems" 
associated with biotic resources. 40 CFR 300.GOO(b). 

2The publication announcing the policy stated, •[w]e, the employees of 
the Department of Energy, promise to care responsibly for the vast lands and 
facilities entrusted to us. In fulfilling our critical mission, we will make 
use of these resources wisely and in a way that minimizes our impact on the 
land and our neighboring communities . • . • DOE/FM-0002. 



respective organizations in the development of such policies. Therefore, we 
believe it is within the appropriate scope of the NRTC to discuss any issues . 
related to the formation and implementation of site-wide ecosystem management 
policies. 

Natural resource trustees must focus on the resource as a whole, not just the 
resources within CERCLA Operable Unit boundaries. Natural Resource Trustees, 
including DOE, are authorized by CERCLA section 107{f) to act as Trustees in 
the public interest with regard to natural resources. Natural Resource 
Trusteeship derives primarily from resource management responsibility, 
regardless of the geographic location of the resource. Th1s management 
responsibility is in not limited or constrained by CERCLA. Therefore, 
natural resource trustees must focus on the resource, regardless of its 
location on or beyond a CERCLA Operable Unit boundary. · 

In addition, DOE has a duty to cooperate with other Natural Resource Trustees 
under the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act {RCRA). The natural resource 
damage assessment provisions of CERCLA apply to releases of CERCLA hazardous 
substances, pollutants or contaminants from any facility or vessel. This 
applies to releases handled under RCRA, as well as CERCLA. 4 

Activities analyzed under the National Environmental Policy Act {NEPA) are 
also appropriate issues for the NRTC because many of these activities 
potentially involve the release of a CERCLA hazardous subst~nce. In many 
instances on the Hanford Site, but for the release or potential release of a 
CERCLA hazardous substance, the NEPA documentation would not be required. In 
addition, as stated above, principles of •Ecosystem Management• and natural 
resource management requires Trustees to focus on the entire resource, not 
just portions. Therefore, NEPA issues are appropriate for the NRTC. 

Cultural issues are also closely liAkecl ~ith Aatural resource issues for the 
tribes. The services proviclecl by Aatural resources are clirectly relatecl to 
tribal cultural coAcerAs. These issues must be takeA iAto accouAt ~~heA RL 
takes restoratioA actioAs. Therefore, cultural issues as they relate to 
Aatural resources, are appropriate issues fer the NRTC. 

We trust this letter clarifies the issues and raises them to the appropriate 
level of management. If RL disagrees with the other Trustees' concerning 
these issues, please provide us with your rationale through your 
representatives Paul Kube or Jamie Zeisloft. We look forward to the quick 
resolution of this issue and hope for continued productive dialogue. 

3For example, the Secretary of the Interior shall act as trustee for 
natural resources managed or protected by the Department of the Interior. 
Examples of these resources include: •migratory birds; certain anadromous 
fish, endangered species, and marine mamals; federally owned minerals; and 
certain federally managed water resources.• 40 CFR 300.600(b)(2). This 
management authority goes beyond the administrative, procedural and 
substantive provisions of CERCLA. 

4CERCLA Section 101(14); RCRA Section 3001. 



Mr. John Wagoner 
USDOE 
Richland 

Dear Mr. Wagoner: 

' I. ' 
\3 
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At recent meetings of the Hanford Natural Resource Trustee Council an apparent disagreement 
between USDOE and the other Trustees on the scope of Council activities has surfaced. At issue 
is whether council activities should be limited to -me impacts to natural resources from CERCLA 
actions or whether the Council's scope more ~roadly encompasses impacts to natural resources 
from all Hanford activities. This letter i~clarify the other trustees' position that the Council is 
not limited to CERCLA impacts. · A · 

0~ 
All participants in the Trustee Council, including USDOE, have mandates for natural resource 

-=-

trusteeship which extend beyond CERCLA. CERCLA does not grant trusteeship, rather it v~~ 
refleets the existing broader authorities"- ,-c,c..~ us /.l~P/1, 

0+""•CV . . 
Many natural resource issues, including but not limited to CERCLA actions, are of common 
interest to the participants of the Trustee Council. We believe that the council is an appropriate 
forum to discuss and develop advice on any issues of shared interest. Cle·arly, the impacts of 
CERCLA actions are a priority for all trustees. However, how the council chooses to approach 
and prioritize CERCLA and other impacts should be at the discretion and co?iensp~ ~~~~ment 
of all council participants. Artificial.consvaiotS-On the scope of the counci\t'limit the exchange of 
information and ideas, limit the abil\tf"orthttrustees to fulfill their mandates, lead to 
inconsistent and incomplete discussions and recommendations, and are contrary to a holistic 
understanding of natural resources. 

We trust this letter clarifies our opinion that the Council's scope is not limited to CERCLA 
impacts to natural resources. If your agency, as trustee, continues to disagree with the other 
Council participants on this matter, please provide us with your rationale through your 
representative, Paul Kube. We look forward to the quick resolution of this issue and continued 
productive dialogue on Hanford Site impacts to natural resources. 



DRAFT 
HANFORD NATURAL RESOURCE TRUSTEE COUNCil, 7 /27 /95 

CORE VALUES 

Who we are: 

We represent governments entrusted with the stewardship of natural resources on, or affected by, 
Hanford. We have legal and ethical obligations to manage these resources responsibly. From 
government to government, our jurisdictions differ as do our interests and responsibilities. Together, 
however, we share responsibility for all natural resources at Hanford. 

What are natural resources: 

Natural resources are the elements of the environment of use, importance, or value to our constituencies. 
Examples of natural resources are: plants, animals, land, air, and water. Natural resources provide 
physical and biological services to humans and other animals and plants, and to the ecosystem as a 
whole. Natural resources have value derived from their use, potential use, or by virtue of their 
existence. · 

Why a council: 

The Council is intended to facilitate the coordination and cooperation of the trustees in their efforts to 
minimize impacts to, and restore, natural resources. Cooperation among our governments is the most 
efficient way to meet our stewardship responsibilities and is of the greatest benefit to the natural 
resources. 

What is our purpose: 

The Council will provide guidance in support of the following values: 

• Natural resources on, or affected by, Hanford are unique and of extraordinary value; 

• ~ It is a legal and ethical obligation to manage responsibly the natural resources on, or affected by, 
,tl the Hanford site; 

~Y 

• 

Natural resources are best managed holistically; 

It is most efficient to integrate natural resource management into Hanford planning and cleanup; 

The degradation and destruction of natural resources and their services should be avoided or 
minimized; · 

Valuable natural resources and their services which have been lost should be restored; 
~~c,µV'.,A/4}' ,J 

A level of restoration whichl\compensatbs for past losses of natural resources and their services 
should be achieved; and 

• There is a connection between ~atural resources, the services they provide, and the health and 
quality of life of our constituencies. 



nANFv1ill NA flJl{AL R£~0ukL.1£ 'fRUSTEE LOUNCIL 

CORE VALUES 

DRAFT 

Who we are: 

We represent governments entrusted with the stewardship of natural ·resources at Hanford. We have 
legal and ethical obligations to manage the resources responsibly. From government to government, our 
jurisdictions differ as do our interests and responsibilities. Together, however, we share responsibility 
for all natural resources at Hanford. 

What are natural resources: 

Natural resources are the elements of the environment of use, importance, or value to our constituencies. 
Examples of natural resources are: plants, animals, land, air, and water. Natural resources provide 
physical and biological services to humans and other animals and plants, and to the ecosystem as a 
whole. Natural resources have value derived from their use, potential use, or by virtue of their 
existence. 

Why a council: 

The Council is intended to facilitate the coordination and cooperation of the trustees in their efforts to 
holistically minimize impacts to, and restore, natural resources. Cooperation among our governments is 
the most efficient way to meet our stewardship responsibilities and is of the greatest benefit to the 
natural resources. 

What is our purpose: 

The Council will provide guidance in support of the following values: 

/ 

• Natural resources at Hanford are unique and of extraordinary value; 
~ 

Natural resources are best managed holistically; 

It is most efficient to integrate natural resource management into Hanford planning and cleanup; 

It is a legal and ethical obligation to manage responsibly the natural resources of the Hanford 
site; 

• The degradation and destruction of natural resources and their services should be avoided or 
minimized; 

~s. nr,d 
• Valuable natural resources and their services which have been lost should be feplaced; 

• Compensation should be made for past losses of natural resources and their services; and 

• There is a connection between natural resources, the services they provide, and the health and 
quality oflife of our constituencies. 



FAX 

DATE; June 26; 1995 

FROM: Geoff TallQnt 
Ph. (360) 407-7112 

PHONE FAX 
TO: vli2 Block (509) 766-6128 (509) 765-9043 

1/ Linda Goodey (509) 946-3684 (509) 946-3733 

\/ Paul Kube (509) 373-9850 (509} 376-0306 

Vl<athy Leonard (509) 372-9325 (509) 372-9702 

,_...,.Paul DanielRon (708) 843-7375 (208) 843-7378 

SUBJECT: NRTC Core Values Sub-Group 

NUMBER OF PAGES (INCLUDING COVER SHEET): 3 

COMMENTS: 

This fax is a rem1.nder- that the .NKl'C core Values Sub-Group will 
have a phone conferenc~ Tu1!'!~ci~y, ,Juno: ·27, 1995, f1:om 10: 00 Lu 
1?.:nn P . M . . 'T'hi<> ~:ill wU .1 be initiat-ad by Lind:... 'I'he ot:her 
participants will be called by the usoo~ operator at the phone 
numbcrB liated above. If you need to be reached at a diff~r~nt 
numhP.r, plP.:=!AP. r..<:ill T,i nda . 

I have attached a copy of Jay M~Connaughey's comments. I L~ll~v~ 
;:i ·1 1 nf yn11 h::i'1i::> ~p~n ropi~g of th~ oth~r commQntg. OthGr 
commE-rnts we.r.e. made by Larry G . , Kat:hy L., John H . , and Liz B .. 
If any of you nre missing those, please call me. 

I luok forward to talkinq with all of you . If you have any 
qucotions, plcasG cQll me . 

-G~u.C.C 

rnl2l A~Ol• :)3 ld::Ja 1J3f0od ao•.::!l~t;H 



Geoff 

I hnve the f'ollow1ns comment9 on tho drnft core value~. 

Who wc ore: 

First sentence. Recommend deletini the word "cert.nin". Arid "nn th~ Han-tord Site" :tt tha end of tho oontcncc. 

Second sentence. Sugge~t. repl;icing the word "rnan-age" to "fulfill" . Deletu the phrnac "tht1 re~ources rospon:)ilJly" 
and ,·eplai.c with "in our stewardship responsibilities are thltilled" 

Third ~entenr.~. Sugge.9t re.placin~ with "All governments represented on the council have varyins jurisdi.;tio11 
or rc!!punsibilicies or lnteresrs on the Hanford Sire for their constituents. 

The tmstcos are govemment.q r.nrni.~red by their constituent~ with the JJtt1w11rdship of natural ro:iourcc3 on the [!anfonl 
Site. We !Juve legal obligations to fi1lt1ll our stewordship responsihilitie.~ tor our constituent,q_ Alf governmMtij 
represented on the council hnve vnrying juriadiction or re:'lpon~ibilities or inter.:sts un lh<J Hanford Site for their 
constituenrs. 

What are N'1turnl tl'lsourcl!a 

first sentence l!.\(.ne111ie11 the: ~umu idea as the Inst sentence. the third sentence puts man outside the system. 
We are only d-iftnin~ what nntmol re~ourcc~ urc here. we do not have to identify whu lhc:y ure important tu. 

Besides. if you refel' bock to the tir!:t section . Ynu know who they ore impor111nt to . 
Propose the following 

Nnmral resources are: land. fish. wildlifo, hiota. air, ~nrfar.,~ wm11r. :lnrl grn11nd will~r. "rheYe resources nrny hnve 
value derived fm111 thdr u~e, pl•t.cul111I u~<i, or by virtue of their existence. 

Why a council 

Propo!i@ the foflo,vlng 

To crciltc an onv1rn11me11L which gc11crnlc~ 1111 cxchanit1 of opinions between governments r~gardlnp, the natural 
resources and remed1atio11 process which m:iy impnct t.he nnturnl rc~ourcc3 on the finnfot·d Site and to assist tho 
l:mdholrler wit.h reducine injuries ro the natural resources during this remedi:ltion prnc:?..<~. 

Who will 3ntisfy our intore~ts? the la111l111Jldcr (USDOE). Suggcs1 inserting "by the londholder" afier rhe word 
-~Misfy. 

nul!et 7 . ,uggcst rcpl11dng the word "using ' with" crculing" . Olhcrwi~c: you have nut accounted for your losses. 

Overheads 

Attr1bu1cs of 11 core valuo: 

Sugg\lst .re1,1laci11g _ '\1l'g,111iuuiu11s ,,ml imlivlduill~" with "guvcr111ucut11". An imliviuual muy have u dlffimmt valu11 
than their government. 

Core value brainstorm 

first bullet. Suige-st inse11ing rhe word "government" after tho word individual 

A!JOl• :):3 ld:3G lJ:3.r•ad aa• .:11~1::JH 



third h111lP.t ~Mcll r wlth Kathy (commenc # 6) 

fifth bullot. Concur with [<athy (comment II 8) 

siA.th Lullct. Conc,;ur with Kathy ( comment # 9) 

Hey. r 1.?0t this done .on Thursday evening so r won ' t h~vP. ti'.\ Mm,, in on S:ltu,·dny. 

Jay 

£00 A~DlOJ::l ld::lG lJ::lr•ad aa• .:Jl'lt1H £1,, ;81 



CORE VALUES 

We represent governments entrusted with the stewardship of natural resources at Hanford. We have 
legal and ethical obligations to manage the resources responsibly. From government to government, our 
jurisdictions differ as do our interests and responsibilities. Together, however, we share responsibility 
for all natural resources at Hanford. 

What are natural resources: 

Natural resources are the elements of the environment of use, importance, or value to our constituencies. 
Examples of natural resources are: plants, animals, land, air, and water. Natural resources provide 
physical and biological services to humans and other animals and plants, and to the ecosystem as a 
whole. Natural resources have value derived from their use, potential use, or by virtue of their 
existence. 

Why a council: 

The Council is intended to facilitate the coordination and cooperation of the trustees in their efforts to 
holistieally minimize impacts to, and restore, natural resources. Cooperation among our governments is 
the most efficient way to meet our stewardship responsibilities and is of the greatest benefit to the 
natural resources . 

What is our purpose: 

The Council will provide guidance in support of the following values: 

• Natural resources at Hanford are unique and of extraordinary value; 

:::-i 
• Natural resources are best managed holistically; 

• It is most efficient to integrate natural resource management into Hanford planning and cleanup; 

• It is a legal and ethical obligation to manage responsibly the natural resources of the Hanford 
site; 

• The degradation and destruction of natural resourc~s and their services should be avoided or 

minimized; fl 
. . . t~J~ h 

• Valuable natural resources and their semces which have been lost should be replaced; 

f Compcn-sation shmdd be made for past losses of natural tesom ces ane their services; aad. 

• There is a connection between natural resources, the services they provide, and the health and 
quality of life of our constituencies. 



[32] From: John A. Hall at -PNL105 6/18/95 4:54PM (4815 bytes: 1 ln) 
To : Geoff Tallent at Ecology Lacey 
cc: Paul S Kube at -•OE13, Kathleen M Leonard at ~wHC301, Linda C Goodey at 

-MTC4 
Subject: NRTC Core Va1ues - Comments 
------------------------------- Message Contents------------------------------­
Geoff 

Below are some comments to the NRTC Core Values. I don't have an electronic 
ori ginal, so bear with my presentation. 

Who we are: 

1. In general, I liked the approach. I offer some minor changes for you to 
consider: 

A) In the second sentence, consider changing "legal obligations" to "legal 
and ethical obligations . " Can't governments be ethical as well 
adherent to the letter of the law? 

B) In the third sentence, change "jurisdiction varies" to "jurisdictions 
differ." "Varies" indicates a changing state. You are trying to 
indicate that each government has a different jurisdiction, not that 
their individual jurisdictions are changing (varying). 

C) In the last sentence, add a comma after "Together." 

D) In the last sentence, consider changing "responsibility for" to 
"stewardship interest in." 

E) Although "panoply" sounds nifty, does it actually capture the sense you 
want (considering its literal definition)? Consider changing the whole 
last sentence to read: "Together, however, we have stewardship interest 
in the entirety of Hanford's natural resources." 

What are natural resources: 

2. Although the def i nition reflects the CERCLA definition, I have always had 
some difficulty in understanding why "biota" doesn't subsume fish and 
wildlife. Because fish and wildlife are called out separartely, does it 
mean plants are less important? 

Why a council: 

3. In general, I agree with Kathy ' s comments here. I would add that it may be 
best to start with some statement relative to CERCLA as this is the initia1 
impetus for the NRTC having been formed in the first place. Still, I think 
it is important to retain the holistic approach as an important aspect that 
the NRTC brings to natural resource issues. From an ecological point of 
view, it is the only approach that makes sense. In sum, you need to capture 
here both the role of CERCLA and the role of a holistic approach in 
providing a rationale for the existence of the NRTC. 

How are our interests satisfied: 

4. I had trouble with this title. It seems to confuse what is intended to be 
conveyed to the reader . First, the bullets beneath now seem fuzzy if they 
are meant to be core values. Second, it leaves me confused as to who the 
subject of the verbs (or gerunds? - the construction is confusing enough; I 



would change to a subject/verb construction) are in the bulleted items. 
RL? NRTC? Who? 

5. The "values" themselves I find somewhat vague and perhaps too general 
to convey a strong sense of what the NRTC wants to be considered. Consider 
changing this section to the following: 

What are our core values: 

Core values are principals or interests held in common by all members of 
the Council. The core values below have broad applicability and serve as 
the foundation from which we derive our specific positions, statements, or 
recommendations. Our core values are: 

We believe that natural resource values should be an important 
consideration in removal and remedial action decisions, as well as in land 
and facility use planning at Hanford . 

We believe that during Hanford Site cleanup and development it is vital to 
avoid and/or minimize additional natural resource injuries. 

We believe that the best approach toward effective natural resource 
management at Hanford is a holistic approach in which the boundaries of 
decisions are determined ecologically and not by project or by 
administrative jurisdictions. 

We recognize the uniqueness of Hanford's natural resources and the threats 
to those resources, not only at Hanford, but region-wide as well. 

We believe in the value of cooperative relationships to achieve our goals. 

We believe that natural resources that are newly injured should receive 
appropriate mitigation; whereas, those natural resources that were injured 
in the past should be appropriately restored. 

The above "core values" aie just examples of a possible way of conveying the 
values of the NRTC and are not necessarily a complete list of values. I'll 
leave you to decide if I left anything important out. This is all the time I 
can spend on this for now. 

John 



DATE: 

FROM: 

TO: 

SUBJECT: 

16:33 

June 13, 1995 

Geoff Tallent 
Ph. (360) 407-7112 

Mike Bauer 
Deborah Berrero 
Liz Block 
Chris Burford & 
Janet Ebaugh 
John Carlton 
Dave Conrad, 
Rico Cruz, 
Paul Danielson 
Stan Sobczyk 
Dirk Dunning & 

HANFORD PROJECT DEPT ECOLOGY 

FAX 

(509) ~
1

~(~·503 
(509) 452-2503 
(509) 765-9043 

(503) 276-0540 
(360) 902-2496- 2 '1 '-IC., 

(208) 843-7378 

Susan Coburn Hughes(503) 373-7806 
Larry Gadbois (509) 376-2396 
John Hall (509)·-376 696-8-
Jake Jacabosky (509)536-1275 
Paul Kube (509) 376-0306 
Kathy Leonard (509) 372-9447 
Jay Mcconnaughey (509) 736-3030 
Callie Ridolfi (206) 682-5008 

Core Values Materials 

NUMBER OF PAGES (INCLUDING COVER SHEET): 9 

COMMENTS: 

Follow Council Members; 

001 

Att~ched are: (1) the cumments by Kathy Leonard on the Draft Core 
Values, and (2) copies of the overheads from the core values 
presentation al the last meeting. PlGase consider these while 
developing your comments on the Draft Core Values. Remember, 
your comments are due to me by June ~3, 1995. Please call me if 
you have any qucstjons. 

-Geoff 



-

31 May 95 

To: 
From : 
Subject: 

16:34 

Geoff Tallent 
Kathy Leonard 
Comments to Core Values 

HANFORD PROJECT DEPT ECOLOGY 

AttachP.d pl e,1se f •i nd my co1111nents ror your cons i de ration. Pl ease ca 11 me if you 
have any que~;tions regarding my thoughts. I hope they're l1elpful . 

Comment J 

Comment 2: 

Comment 3: 

Cormncnt 4 

Suggest r·ewril i ng the "wtio we are" section to rerl ect the 
author·ity of trustt~es be•i nti ller'i ved under CF.RCL/\, ·1 he statements 
that lrustees have stewardship authority of certain resources and 
have the responsibil'it.Y for the entire panoply of natural 
resources at HanrunJ is not completely correct . At least I 

• bC'lieve it is not completely correct . I know it's d"i1'ficut 
becilusc agenci cs. e. 9. r ish and w1 l dl ire. 1·1ave over I appi ng 
jurisdiction and authority/responsibility for the stewardship of 
the Hanford resou,~ces. Undoubtly certain individuals within RL 
would have all kinds of heartburn with the way it is stated now. 
l realize that the trustess have to look at their other 
responsibilities and obligations and integrate the actions 
accordingly so as to ensure a holistic approach rather than 
piecemeal. Suggest rewriting to say something like "We are 
9oven1ments entrusted by our constituencies and have legal 
obliqations to ensure natural resources on the Han-fore! Site are 
prot~ctcd for the benefit of the public. including preservation of 
environmental values . from government to government, our 
jurisdiction varies as do our other interests and 
rcsµor1sibilities. However . as Trustees we t1ave an obligation to 
seek compensation for injuries to trust resources and the services 
1~hcw provide: " . . " / ,~ c,ll< . . . 

'.)uggcst ~ewr·1 Lrng "why a counc-i l ~- . reflect the coor'd1r,1at~on and 
cooper at 1 on efforts . We state th1 · rn the MOA. I fee 1 1 t , s 
equally appropriate here . Perhap · you can rewrite to say 
sornethinq like this: lhe council is intended to facilitate the 
coordination and cooperation of trc Truste0s in their efforts to 
ho l is ti cal ·1 y re~J pr.e._mid __ mj nJ.mt ze __ nat\,!r~~..1 ,~esources • 'irt;:i-ured a 5-a 
~~cf=-.a1:._(i ll.t..i1::ig- e--le-a-AHf.)- O t _i:_ele.ilS-<?..S-0$-&Se-fa-t:efl--w--1 1'1,:h e 

l~i-t.G--.- Cooperation among our governments. with our 
diversity of expertise and resources . is the best way to address 
natural resources 

I 
and their servi ccs" ~cGr-ine-ctc pITT"ts ef.-iik ,. / ti""" 

~~rn. -,a uJ.J HJ,tcJ;..'•-'~,,,,d . ✓ .J. ).I'{, V" A 
c (Jr· ~ li' rnu y J/ JIU T' ~ (JI'- '~ , 

In t~e . "How ,ll'c our intere~ts s~tisficd" t>u ·11ct' 3. ~suggest c.jl"'f l(Jl-;t 
rewntrng to read " , .. services ,n ongoing and future wo,~k ,{Y 
eflorts". 

In the "How are our interests satisfied" bullet 6, suggest 
rewriting to read" . . . quicl(ly in coorcJ •iantion with ongoing and 
f11turr: work: (:ftorts". 



06/13/95 16:34 HANFORD PROJECT DEPT ECOLOGY 003 

Comment b: Jn the "l~ow aro our· inier·ests satisfied", insert bullet to read 
"Provide assistance with major lcm<.l-usc and land management 
decisions to ensure sustaindb1e diversity of the Columbia Basin ' s 
!:;hrub<;tcppe ,-egion. n1e point is. NRTC needs to Ix~ involved •in 
the upfront planning in order· Lo 1·1ave meaninful . holistic inrut on 
methods us Gd fo,- cnvi n1nmenta l c 1 ecrnup and rest.oration and 
specific:,llly on the landscape wher·c cleanup-related disturbances 
will occur. 

Comment 6: Core Val uc~ Brains t.or-111 . 5uggcst ,~ewrit i ng bu'l'I et 3 to reacl 
"mitigation ,ind rcstm·ation" . 

Comment 1 ; Core Value lkans ton11. ~uggest rewr •i ting bul ·1 et 4 to read 
" . .. planning fo1· prot0c:Lio11 and preservat-ion of natural 
resour·ces" . 

Comment. 8 Core Vahie RrainsLorm, suggest. rnwriting l)ullet o to read 
"integratG environmental values locally and regionally". 

Comment 9 Core Value RrainsLorrn, suggest eliminat"iny bullet 6. 

Comment 10 Core Value lka"insLorm, suggest rewriting bullet I to read "Avoid 
'l d II un ... 

l 'm not sure what you hacl •in mind witr1 U1e brainstorm section so look at my 
comments in thnt l; \Jht. 
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PURPOSE: 

To CLEARLY COMMUNICATE THE NRTC's 
CORE VALUES, INTERESTS, AND CONCERNS. 
ALSO TO EDUCATE THE HANFORD 
COMMUNITY ABOUT OUR MANDATE, 
PURPOSE, AND ROLE. 
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A COMMON PRINCIPAL OR INTEREST HELD 
BY ALL MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL FROM 
WHICH WE DERIVE OUR SPECIFIC POSITIONS, 
STATEMENTS, OR RECOMMENDATIONS. . 
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ATTRIBUTES OF A CORE VALUE: 

~ 

- ALL PARTICIPATING ORGANIZATIONS AND 
INDIVIDUALS HOLD IN COMMON 

- APPLICABLE SITE-WIDE 

- FUNDAMENTAL (SERVE AS A 
FOUNDATION) 

- BRIEF 

- GENERAL 
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CORE VALUE BRAINSTORM: 

- COOPERATIVELY FULFILL INDIVIDUAL RESPONSIBILITIES 
SATISFY LEGAL OBLIGATIONS 

- DEVELOP POSITIONS AND POLICIES FOR MITIGATION, ETC. 
- ENCOURAGE SITE-WIDE PLANNING 

INTEGRATE NR VALUES 
REGIONAL/NATIONAL/GLOBAL CONTEXT 

- MINIMIZE INJURY 
- PROACTIVE BEHAVIOR 
- TEAM WORK 
- RESTORE WITH LOCALLY DERIVED SPECIES 
- UNIQUENESS OF SHRUB-STEPPE 
- LONG-TERM MONITORING 
- PROVIDE TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE 

REMOVE CONTAMINATES FROM FLOOD PLAIN 
GREATER ECO. RISK ASSESSMENT 
INCLUDE LONG-TERM COSTS 
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OUR RECOMMENDED FORMAT AND VALUES: 

- WHO WE ARE 

- WHAT ARE- NATURAL RESOURCES 

- WHY A COUNCIL 

~ - How ARE OUR INTERESTS SATISFIED " I") 
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WHAT NEXT: 

- NRTC REVIEW PROPOSAL 

- COMMENTS TO VALUES TASK-FORCE 

- REVISED ST A TEMENT PRESENTED TO 

TRUSTEES FOR ADOPTION. 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION 10 HANFORD PROJECT OFFICE 

712 SWIFT BOULEVARD, SUITE 5 
RICHLAND, WASHINGTON 99352 

June 9, 1995 

Hanford Natural Resource Trustees 

Re: Comments on the Draft Trustee Core Values: 
Handout from June 8, 1995 

Dear Trustees: 

Below are several comments relative to the draft Core Values 
statement handed out at the June 8, 1995 Hanford Natural Resource 
Trustee Council meeting. You have my kudos. 

The "public trust doctrine" is an ancient principle of law 
that provides that governments hold certain property and natural 
resources in trust for the benefit of the public and, 
furthermore, have the duty and authority to protect and preserve 
such property and resources for public uses. Laws such as the 
Clean Water Act, CERCLA, and the Oil Pollution Act contains 
trustee language that attempts to capture and codify much of the 
public trust doctrine. Trustees predate the relatively recent 
environmental laws. By looking to those laws to define who you 
are, you may risk not encompassing the full intent of the public 
trust doctrine. 

I think that you have done a fine job of not falling into 
the pitfall illustrated above. The draft core values handed out 
on June 8, 1995 clearly illustrate that the trustee council is 
focused on overall stewardship of the natural resources. With 
your roots in the public trust doctrine, (1) your core values 
remain intact regardless of the outcome of current debate over 
the trustee provisions during CERCLA reauthorization, and (2) 
your interest in site activities is preserved, regardless of an 
activity's designation relative to "CERCLA", "RCRA", "site 
infrastructure" et cetera. I think you've taken the right 
approach, and caution you to be congnizant of the consequences if 
you deviate from that approach as this is reviewed and revised 
for trustee signature. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input. If you have 
any questions please call me at (509) 376-9884. 

Sincerely, 

i/~E-BY~ 
Laurence E. Gadbois 
Environmental Scientist 

Printed on Recycled Paper 
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[39] From: Kathleen M Leonard at ~WHC301 5/31/95 12:05PM (4912 bytes: 2 ln, 1 fl 
) 
To: Geoff Tallent at Ecology Lacey 

· cc: Paul S Kube at ~DOE13, Linda C Goodey at ~MTC4 
bee: Kathleen M Leonard 
Subject: Core Values Comments 

Message Contents---------------------------- ---

Tex t item 1: 

see attached comments for your consideration. Call me if 
you have any questions ............ . 
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FROM: Linda Gooddy, phone 509-946-3684, fax 509-946-3733 
' DATE : May 30. 19~5 
TO: Hanford Naturlal Resource Trustee Council & Friends 
SUBJECT: lft1..Q. v~Q.•~~ ~~-Hee....-~~ 

Name 
Liz Block i 
Chris Burford 
Paul Kube . 
Stan SobczJik 
Geoff Tall~nt 

Phone 
509-765-6128 
503-276-0105 
509-373-9850 
208-843-7375 
360-407-7112 

Fax 
509-765-9043 
503-276-0540 
509-376-0306 
208-843-7378 
360-407-7151 

I 
cc: Kathy Leonarq 509-372-9325 509-372-9702 

Attached are the !ctraft minutes from the Core Values conference call . 
call Geoff will omments and questions. 

P. l/11 

Please 
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HANFORD NATURAL RESOURCE TRUSTEE COUNCIL .NI // F - A 
t>'' , ..,, 

llf.-,V'i . ,< 1 1;/ if-V L 

\ lvtf CORE VALUES t~5 (!1l pl)''-)' rf-' JJlb, ,.{) 
!n J l, y ,ll,/f,, / ~ ' ._yr-

~ irs ' aJ> IL,· u v✓ 1(£1 u1 .J-· I 
0 \ u I J . , , j-l I V / D . Pl ,.,, Jou ~If' J l 

e••'' ,-10.,,1 ,l, ) ,,J o,f~I ~ D -\'jJl 
,1.J 1,, ti ,tr i,, /; f' v tD 71 i,,, 

cX" Jb ~ ~t 1,>U (/J/ . ~ / 1 (' I fj} (,;.:, i U C 11-- ' ~ - , 
Who we .are: (,J r, /1 {! 0 e,1-P •11 t /fl .. Y .J n ' j l ,,,,, oPl A1,,l14li I j I u ~ti ~ d-J/ ,./ I 

/ 1 c;/Y "/ (>'V " 0 1 " /'-(U' W _ f f'1 JI -f Jl.i .J :;t/' 

We nre go~rnmcnts l ntrustcd by ou~ nstitu~ncies with the stewardship of ce11air<i'1atural 
rcsc>1.1rces .f We have legal obligations/to-ma.nage t.he resources respensib-ly. forom government to 
government, our juri~dict.ion varies as do our other int.crests and responsibilities . Tub-em~ 
how-C¥Cr,wc..ha¥e-t:051~en~i-hili-t-y-fo-r-tire-ernn panoply of nat.unil resources at JJanford. 

Wh11t nrc nAhn·aJ rcsourcu: 

Natural resources a.re :1.hc clements oft.he cnvironmc1\t of use, importance, or value to our 
const.it.ucncics. Examples of natural resources are : land, fish, wildlife, biota, air, surface water, 
llrnl ground wat~r. Natural resources provide physical a.nd biological sc,vices to bot.h humans 
and 'the ecosystem as a whole , Natural re.sources may have value derived from their use;, 
potential use, or by vif ue of their exi!-tence. 

W I ,•1 ~ rou.uct~ 1.s /dauftd. -lo l2c;rr/,,,. ...,.e5 ~ coo t c!1,,v.a 7J/wi 
ayac.ounc.i; . u/, c~ i~,J 

{bc,f1-u.Ct--Jf/v1. CJ. ·.Js_,,__iT«-vtJ-,-~ , -<...J c./o..£16 1ftfrn..,-lo /--o ~./(/t!, . -f'rJ'J/,U/t,<(/Z& ,I /Sn -0 
. - ,(//,m"V eu,r,vAC.4.0 e,,,.,J<!,A.L.G tJ.,oa.., /,1 t1~ 1<<.1e,;, (11. ~v("' 1? ~ ~ dC/'4/.,pc. 
~i\i:t5$;_/1atura resou1·ces n.nd 1.ncir services are mtcrconncct.ea pa ·s of a larger system, ~ / b 

C
oet.tcr Hdd1csscd holist.ically . Cooperation amt;';)g our ~overnment.s, with our diversity of ;c../fu c..µ o -,,:y,z 
cxp~n_isc and resources, is· the best way t.<> be holisric.lt'adc'~ · ~ 7Tlir' 

u 
0 

How an~ our intcre~ts satidied: 

Undcrstan<lir1g th~ present and future nature, extent., and value of I.he rnu.ural resources of the 
Hanford site; both locally «nd rcgion1t.lly. _st0 J, 

I.JPf f'll l A 
lJndersl .. mding and appron.ching natural resource managcme1fholist.ically. o/'v 

1~ Efficiently intcgrnr.ing natural rcso\.1rce management into Hanford planning and cleanup. 

0 -~ ~ mrtnn:rl7'7'~ittlir.7Tii'i~ >' G ~ ,,;t,iy m•~•-s•~s :· lie ""' "' , Ir <sources of the lfanlord sito. ':)_ l . . 

Avo1dmg and m1mm1z1ilg the degradat1011 or destruct.ion of natural resources and thelf services. 
~Q.;J 11>0 \ ((~1 1N-+-<! C,\'..;-l>-l CV\ tJ ( 1-/.\?... LM.~I '-"-'..\o \.-l r.,.;...Jfu~J ?IA,'-"(J i (:_,I.Q..Cif) v(-'· 

Replacing valuable lo$t nnttu·al resources and services quicklyJ .1,J (0 d U,1vev+ivv: · 
• V.. . . , 

(] Using identical or similnr rcplncemcnt.s for v11Ju~blc Jost. natural resources or services. 

C' 
Recogni,:ing the co1111cction between natural resource~. the se1vices they provide, and the healt.h 
and qua.lit.y oflifc of otir co111.t.itucncics. 
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To CLEARLY COMMUNICATE THE NRTC's 
CORE VALUES, INTERESTS, AND CONCERNS . . 
ALSO TO EDUCATE THE HANFORD 
COMMUNITY ABOUT OUR MANDATE, 
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BY ALL MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL FROM 
_ WHICH WE DERIVE OUR SPECIFIC POSITIONS, 
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(j - DEVELOP POSITIONS AND POLICIES FOR MITIGATION, -He: . ~ 
J) - ENCOURAGE SITE-WIDE PLANNING r==oe. P/l<J f. C.../rrVl3, ~~-F!,-z ·7 ;\~11u,r,j //,/''( ~ j;~ 

'19- INTEGRATE N R VALUES &IV ~ /u,-& s iocd La- 3 /&yriwtl'lr . . ~ 
e- , R-E-GloN-Al-1-NA+~eNAL/GLoeAL coNTEXT ~ 

G) A KJ10: MINIMIZE INJURY 
~) - PROACTIVE BEHAVIOR 
t)- TEAMWORK 

1 ?sr RESTORE WITH LOCALLY DERIVED SPECIES 
(~)- UNIQUENESS OF SHRUB-STEPPE 
1\~ - LONG-TERM MONITORING 

i70- PROVIDE TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE 
1~ - REMOVE CONTAMINATES FROM FLOOD PLAIN 

\? ~ GREATER ECO. RISK ASSESSMENT 
~ - INCLUDE LONG-TERM COSTS 
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- NRTC REVIEW PROPOSAL 

- COMMENTS TO VALUES TASK-FORCE 

- · REVISED STATEMENT PRESENTED TO 

TRUSTEES FOR ADOPTION. 
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DRAFT 
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ref'. Jh ~ 'ff '0 {'\:) CORE VALUES i 
O 

JP 
L Jo/ 2\ ,tl J ~ 7, P 

Who we are: ,J ,t' '! tl c'' ;/u,/tf"6 
We are go/£rnments enUl)Sted by our constituencies with the stewardship of certain natural 
resources. We have legal/obligatio1 to manage the resources responsibly. From government to 
government, our jurisdiction~ afcto our other interests and responsibilities. Togethe~ 
however, we have responsibility for the e~ re panoply of natural resources at Hanford . 
.J 4-_ a,,...P C- c._,._. CO - ,rt.,u o1 Cc . t,!JA,,-,_,,o · 

What are natural resources: ~\(vc½, uJ) to-' '»' yifa\ ~c,Y ~w 
Natural resources are the elements of the environment of~~• importan~ ot\ralue to our /J., 01 , t,,, 
constituencies. Examples of natural resources are: land, fi? ., ~ife, bwta, air, smf&ee water, 0w( .. 

ancl~ter. Natural resources provide~ and biologiea-l services to both humans~ J! 
and the ecosystem as a whole. Natural resources ~ have value derived from their use, · 
potential use, or by virtue of their existence. · 

3 
~ \ (., I < 

l6 (')l(1t,i JY 
(o\ .R.d" 

\> (_\i' 
Why a council: 

Because natural resources and their services are interconnected parts of a larger system, they are 
better addressed holistically. Cooperation among our governments, with our diversity of 
expertise and resources, is the best way to be holistic. { •y 

1tJJ~ 0 
How are our interests satisfied: I-Ob } ~ rJ_ 
,-[r.o,l{J<LA l f?...t,JwAOJ::. 8 \J.-ev,...d 0~ Q>-.Q_ u IJ\ (i)v .1... lvo~ c.... 1 'D : µ(...<J'(Jo6 1 r-> fV--\ \J ~ .. 

J,Indersrnruling.the..pr.e.sent-andruture nature, extent;"1l1Rlvalue of the-naturat-resettr-ees-of--the 
Hanfp.ulsite~_b.o.th1o.ca1Ly and r~ionally. ~ \::; ;::.o to"t,d;) · 

If /J,Xjl#'l cJJ,. <u..t. IJ"V.A.~ ~ ~ ,.-- \,u,.cu...,... ~ L 
Under.stalld.i.ng-and...app.i:oaching..natu.i:al-resource..management holistically . 

.r+ I":,. \/0..0<_;,-~- L~ C.,_c__~,Q,......... .-~ ~,};i<-t 
::Effiei.emly-integratmg natural resource management into Hanford planning and cleanup. {LJ--' :!-J (/_µf ..J 

L ... . N II~ -lo ~ ;ci;;..;Je, c! 
-Res.p._on ihl¥,-manag..i.ng-the natural resources of the Hanford site. CM • g;: l .ae.,, 0 

~ IL 
Avoiding and minimizing the degradation or destruction of natural resources and their services. ~ b..e 

j W-'V I c..LC- ! 
<,1 . l i IA (1.b {4\J.,, r w , ,./,w !Pc 

Replacing valuable lost natural resources and services~- JIJ-· if)) v v,; r_ ,n. C rrA;:"<r, .. >1ti,t~ 
uv ~~ 

Y-singiclentical...or:--similar-r-eplaGements.ior...¥aluable-lGst---natur-aLreso~s. 
. 0.-,, 

~ connection between natural resources, the services they provide, and the health 
and quality of life of our constituencies. 
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May 22, 1995 

Geoff: 

I 
P.1 

Here is the documen~ I put together for Paul in ApriL He wasn't real crazy about it because 
he was hoping for sqmething that would give specific direction of what the Trustees wanted 
DOE/site managers tlo do. (The HOW part of the discussion today). · 

I have incorporated ~he HOW part with the basic core values document, along with a quick 
draft of today's mee~ing, and other drafts of values I attempted for your information. 

Linda 

---------

767'\ 

Fa,.#.°? 
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i DRAFT 
HANFORD NATURAL RESOURCE TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

CORE VALUES 

HONOR LEGAL OBLIGATIONS 

P.2 

We will honor our obligations to our constituencies as required by law. Being Trustees for 
Hanford natural resources carries with it a great responsibility co our constituencies, our 
region, and the taxpayers of our nation. 

ENGAGE IN PROACTIVE BEHAVIOR 
We will work with the Department of Energy toward the development of a site-wide natural 
resource management plan. As a pan of proactive behavior, we will encourage the 
implementation of a complete planning cycle for all projects prior co beginning a project, 
including protecting existing natural resources, minimizing injury to natural resources, 
funding mitigation activities when unavoidable natural resource injuries occur, and enhancing 
and restoring nacural1 resources as appropriate. We expect that this proactive behavior will 
be instituted on an e osystem-wide basis for the entire Hanford site and not just project by 
project. We will w rk to obtain recognition of Hanford as a national asset. 

WORK AS ATEA 
The Hanford Natura Resource Trustee Council acknowledges the diversity of this group and 
has established an or anization which recognizes individual Trustee responsibilities and 
sovereign Trustee st tus. We will operate in an open, accepting manner, focusing on 
collective Trustee interests whenever possible, making decisions by consensus while 

1 

acknowledging minority viewpoints. We will submit Trustee policy statements to DOE · 
whenever possible, while recognizing the responsibility of individual Trustees to express their 
opinions to DOE, as well. We commit to using sound science and economics as a basis to 
our processes. 

i 
GUIDING PRINCIPLES 
Because the habitat of Hanford is unique and critical for maintaining biodiversity on a 
regional level, the Hanford Natural Resource Trustee Council embraces the following 
statements as vitally ;mponant to the administration of natural resources on the Hanford Site: 
• Avoid and/or m· imize irreversible and irretrievable commitment of resources. 
• Early compensati n for lost resources will minimize habitat loss over time and thus may 

minimize future sts. 
• Mitigation or co pensation for lost resources should be in-kind. 
• Hanford cleanup hould encompass long-term protection of natural resources. 
• Protection of na ral resource services and protection to human health are complementary 

and interconnecte ; and therefore should be evaluated equally. 
• Natural resource rotection must be integrated into the waste management and cleanup 

processes. 
• Natural resources are interconnected, ~pacts during any activity must be evaluated 

holistically, ta.kin into account activities at the main site as well as impacts from any 
support activities. 
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Attendees 
Geoff Tallent 
Paul Kube 
Linda Goodey 
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The purpose of the ore Values Committee is to clearly communicate the Council's general 
values, interests, an concerns. 

A core value: is ge eral; all participating organizations should be able to suppon it; it is a 
fundamental value; i should be applicable site wide; it is inalienable; and it can function as a 
foundation for furor activities. It will clearly articulate to others what the NRTC would like 
to see the programs n DOE do specifically in order to achieve success regarding natural 
resource stewardship 

Geoff's approach en ompassed defining: who, what, why, and how. 

The Core Values Committee came up with the HOW part of defining how natural resources 
should be managed: I 
- Avoiding and/or minimizing irreversible and irretrievable commitment of resources is a 

priority. ~
1 

Early compensati n for lost resources is less costly · 
mitigation or co pensation should be in-kind (when you rip up shrub-stepp habitat, you 
should puc shrub- tepp somewhere else) 
The habitat of H1nford is unique and critical for maintaining biodiversity on a regional 
level 
Hanford cleanup hould encompass the long-term protection of natural resources 
Protection of na~ral resource services and protection to human health are 
complementary/ i:riterconnected 

I 

Natural resource protection must be integrated into the waste management and cleanup 
processes 

- Natural resources: ar interconnected: impacts must be evaluated holistically 

ACTION: Geoff Ta~lent will create a draft by Wednesday, May 24, 1995, for the other 
members of the Core\ Values Committee to review. All comments should be returned to 
Geoff by May 26, 1995, and another conference call will be scheduled for the week of 
May 29. \ 
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L RESOURCE TRUSTEE COUNCIL PURPOSE 
The Council's purp se is to cooperatively enhance each member's individual obligation to 
fulfill its statutory tural resource trusteeship duties under applicable state and federal 
srandards such as th4 Natural Resource Damage Assessment provisions of the Comprehensive 
Environmental Respbnse Compensation and Liability Act and National Contingency Plan. 
Natural Resource T stees have a responsibility and obligation to ensure natural resource 
restoration at sites at have been injured by hazardous substance releases or by the 
remediation of such eleases. This authority and responsibility is distinguished from that of 
the U.S. Environme tal Protection Agency and Washington State Department of Ecology 
who regulate the re ediation/corrective action process. 

FORD NATURAL RESOURCE TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

CORE VALUES 

The Objectives of th s Council are: 

To explore methods or cooperation in fulfilling individual trustee responsibilities through 
innovative, streamlin d, cooperative methods which efficiently and effectively protect, 
enhance, and restore natural resources. 

To ensure that legal bligations and constituencies are satisfied. 

To develop positions for policies which address mitigation, restoration, biological resource 
management, and ef ctive groundwater remediation elements. 

I 

I 

To encourage the de~elopment of site-wide ·natural resource management planning. The 
Council seeks to ens re that all planning supports the management, mitigation, and 
restoration goals and ;objectives of the trustees, and encompasses good stewardship practices. 

To ensure that naturJt resource values are fully integrated with Hanford decision making. 
The Council will striye to work with the U.S. Department of Energy and the regulatory 
agencies to avoid an4/or minimize additional injury through timely provision of technical 
assistance. i 

I 

I 
I 
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HANFORD NAT 
CORE VALUES 

I 
I 

L RESOURCE TRUSTEE COUNCIL 
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The Hanford Natura Resource Trustee Council is a group of agencies, organizations, and 
sovereign nations w ich are brought together under numerous statutes and regulations, 
including but not li ited to 40 CFR Part 300, National Contingency Plan; 43 CPR Pan 11 
and 59, Natural Res urce Damage Assessment Regulations; Treaties of 1855 with the Nez 
Perce, Umatilla, and Yakama Indian Tribes; Clean Water Act; Comprehensive 
Environmental Resp nse, Compensation and Liability Act; Model Toxics Control Act; DOE 
Order 5400.4; Exec tive Order 12580, Superfund Implementation, January 23 , 1987. 

Mission Statement 
The Hanford Natura Resource Trustee Council will work with U.S. Department of Energy 
to address natural re ources impacted by past and current activities in a proactive manner to 
protect existing naro al resources , reduce injury to resources during continued activities, 
restore damages ton rural resources , and remediate those natural resources on the Hanford 
Site in a holistic and ecosystem manner. 
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HAt1FORD NATURAL RESOURCE TRUSTEE COUNCIL 

CORE VALUES 

ensure that legal obi gations and constituencies are satisfied 

explore methods for cooperation in fulfilling individual trustee responsibilities through 
innovative, stream!· ed, cooperative methods which efficiently and effectively protect, 
enhance, and restor natural resources 

encourage the <level pment of site-wide natural resource management planning 

ensure that all plann ng supports the management, mitigation, and restoration goals and 
objectives of the tru tees, and encompasses good stewardship practices 

P.6 

assist DOE in devel ping an understanding of how Hanford at the landscape level, fits into a 
broader context of r gional and national natural resource management issues (holistic, 
ecosystem view) 

encourage minimizi injury to natural resources in ongoing and future work efforts 

ensure that mitigatio is planned at the beginning of a project in order to minimize injury to 
resources and fund e process for mitigation of unavoidable injuries (proactive behavior). 

develop positions fo policies which address mitigation, restoration, biological resource 
management, and ef ·ective groundwater remediation elements 



Natural Resource Trustee Council 

Core Values 

These values are established to ensure adequate planning is conducted that 
conforms to the values, interests, and expectations for natural resource 
protection and assessment that are held by constituent natural resource 
trustees of the Hanford Site. 

The agreed upon values of the collective trustee council for natural resource 
management, protection, restoration and remediation at the Hanford Site does 
not in any way, represent the specific values of any individual trustee. 

The following were agreed to by the council as major values that reflect their 
composite interest and agreement: 

Address Columbia river issues using a holistic view of the system. 

Represent a comprehensive resource management view point . Management, 
protection, and restoration should be done within the context of a 
landscape or ecosystem basis. 

Incorporate natural resource sensitivity into the environmental 
restoration process. The NRTC will strive to avoid and minimize injury 
to natural resources in ongoing and future work efforts. 

Local genomes/genotypes are preserved and healthy natural resource areas 
are protected from future development or other impacts. 
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COMMENTS: 

1·1i.i.= fax is a J:emind«::t.' Ll1at the N!t1'C"! C'!nri;,. Values Sub-Group will 
have~ phone conference M~~Jey, Mdy 22, 1,,s, [rem 1:UU ~o 3:00 
J.J. M. . Thr. r..st 11 will be ~.niti~1.,e,J Ly Linda.. The other 
parL:i.c.:1.puntl:9 will be c.:allod by the TJSD()l-; np~ri'lt't:'>l'.' a~ the phone 
1,umbei:i.:.·B li,.::ted .:Lbov,~. If you 11eed t.CJ biol r~ctd1ed ac a differel"1t 
11ui11ber, pl ea ~fl! r:;,, ·1 l r ,l.ud~. 

My thought& 011 ::th Q9c:nda o):·1::: as fol.l.uwo: 

J:1.k:.11Lil'.:y Purpose of L:"r-e Vc1.lues , Sub-r.ni11p 

Revisit: S:i mi 1.s.l· F.ffc,rte J:J;·orn the Pa~1; -f/J-4/err-( /tA-v 
DGfine Core Valu~e 

lclcnt.i (y Con~ V~lues 

R~f.1ne into Proposal. t.n 1-.h~ NRTC 

I loc,k £0:i:-wa1.·d to talki,~:3 with all or yuu. lf you have a.ny 
questions. p~~~Ae c~ll rn~. 

-Ciaoff 
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