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= NOAA, US DOE, US F&W, WA Dept. of Ecology, OR DOE, and Nez
Perce in favor of Alternative 1.

Yakama Nation in favor of Alternative 2.

CTUIR not present. [Subsequently, CTUIR indicated it prefers the
higher amount based on a) an internal estimate of CTUIR needs, which
indicates that some of these needs were not included in the HNRTC
collective budget, and b) because there may be additional TWGs and/or
HNRTC work beyond what was included in the 16 FTE estimate.]

=
=

Phillip additionally stated on behalf of the Yakama Nation that he would consider
option 1 after seeing an analysis of how the FTEs were allocated, since no
breakout was provided for alternative 1. Polly echoed the need to understand how
FTEs would be allocated, and the Council took it under advisement for near-term
disc  ion. Teresa will follow up with CTUIR after the tlen 1itcon ence and
the holiday.

In addition, Phillip expressed his concern over the Council budget not being
entirely placed within target as part of DOE’s budget process. This makes it more
difficult for the Yakama Nation to support the lower Council budget alternatives.
This comment led into the following topic.

In-Target/Above-Target Budget Allocation for 2011

Background. Paul introduced this issue by expressing the difficulty the Council
has had in coming to terms with some of the 2010 budget being in-target and
some above-target. Dave had made a statement in the previous Senior Trustee call
that this would be the case again in 2011, and Paul asked Dave to describe that
process and provide some insight into how the decisions are made. Dave did so,
indicating that two of his highest priorities are safety onsite and compliance with
the TPA, and if funds are limited, these will take precedence.

Discussion. Trustees expressed a variety of reactions and concerns, ranging from
empathy with the difficult choices that have to be made and a desire to support
DOE in continuing to obtain as much funding as possible for the Council, to
continued frustration that Council budgets are affected by this internal DOE
process and wondering if there might be other legal alternatives. Thanks were also
expressed to Dave personally for his past and continued efforts to obtain the
funding that the Council has.

Dave suggested that the Senior Trustees reconvene in early August, when he
believes he will have more information on the in-target/above-target amounts for
2011. He w contact Teresa or Paul to set up that date once he has a better idea
when the information will be available.
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L. 11 Working Group

¢ Introduction. Paul and Teresa briefly introduced this topic, indicating that the
Council had reached a point in its work where specific legal topics were coming
to the fore and needed to be answered through some mechanism. In the past, they
could be put off, but as part of the Phase II Injury Assessment Plan, they will need
to be addressed. Some examples were given of the types of topics that have come
up, including temporal scope and exclusions to CERCLA.

e Discussion. Due to the settlement conference occurring the following day in
Seattle, most of the trustees were not prepared to discuss this issue in full at this
conference call, but some did make preliminary remarks. Both OR and WA
expressed resource concerns, and a willingness to work with this need if the
coore  owe a S 1T s on 1 basis,
rather than with a standing legal working group. 1 ue Senior Trustees agreed to
consider the matter and discuss it again after a couple of months.

Adjourned
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CTUIR
Not present

Nez Perce Tribe
Gabriel Bohnee*
Dan Landeen

Yakama Nation
Phillip Rigdon*
Jay ]

Andrea dpencer

OR Dept. of Energy
Ken Niles*
Paul Shaffer

WA Dept. of Ecology
Polly Zehm*
Larry Goldstein

WA Fish & Wildlife
Not present

NOAA
Craig O’Connor*

US Dept. of Energy
Dave Brockman*

Al Hawkins

Doug Shoop

Connie Smith

Dana Ward

US Fish & Wildlife Service

Greg Hughes*

Facilitator
Teresa Michelsen

ATTACHMENT A
Conference Call Attendees

* Senior Trustee representative
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Thisa rnative is more focused on completing the Phase II Injury Assessment Plan
quickly, and would maintain a completion date of December 2010 for that effort. It also
assumes that 4 studies will be planned in 2010, and can therefore be carried out in 2011.
The rationale for moving more quickly is to allow better integration of NRDA and
CERCLA response activities, and to reach restoration and completion of the NRDA
process in less time. However, it should be noted that sufficient funds to support this
timeline are not currently available in the 2010 budget.

Support Staff

Both alternatives assume that the trustees will continue to need the services of a
facilitator (hired in FY2009), project coordinator (which was removed from the 2010
budget due to lack of funds), and administrative assistant (provided by DOE) in 2011,
and in« 1de the same amount for these contracts.

The trustees will need independent access to large amounts of data generated through 1)
the NRDA process, 2) the Remedial Investigation process, and 3) other means such as
historical fate/transport work performed from the initial operation days. Access will
require a server system accessible by all trustees and housed remotely from the Hanford
Site.

Trustee Involvement

The HNRTC must collaboratively plan, approve, and implement all aspects of the
NRDA. As such, funds are requested not only for oversight of a contractor, but for active
participation in contractor activities and for Council activities in addition to contracted
work. Trustee participation on NRDA councils is intensive and time-consuming,
particularly when NRDA funds are not dedicated at the beginning of the process, the
number of trustees and their varying interests is large, and the trustees anticipate being
extensively involved in planning, implementing, and interpretii  studies.

Goo contracting and support staff are essential to the Council’s success; however, so is
adequate funding to bring trustee resources to bear. The Council is committed to hiring,
both collectively and within individual member governments, the necessary contractors
and staff to participate at all levels of the Council’s activities. Currently, the Council
consists of a Senior Trustee group, a Technical Trustee group, and six Technical
Workgroups, all of which must be staffed (note: since the analysis, a seventh Tribal TWG
has been identified and that was not included in the analysis). In addition, additional staff
will participate in reviewing and preparing documents and in design and oversight of
work products. A Task List for the Technical Workgroups for 2010/2011 was prepared as
part of this planning process and is included as Attachment B.

The Trustees have wide variations in their abilities to take on additional staff, and are
often affected by unexpected hiring freezes and other such factors. Therefore, it is not
anticipated or required that all trustees have an equal budget; however, it is expected that
all staff and contractors hired by the Trustees will support activities of the Council in an
active and visible way, sharing work products and participating on work groups
commensurate with their allocation.
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