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TPA/CD Statistics/Status

ORP reported that the TPA milestones are on schedule, with the exception of milestone M-045-
91F-TO1. The target date for this milestone is at risk. A meeting was held with Ecology and
ORP on November 3, 2011 to discuss Ecology’s questions regarding SST integrity. The meeting
was established as an action from the ORP project managers meeting (PMM) held on October
25,2011. The 11/3/11 meeting minutes have been submitted to the Administrative Record (AR).
ORP noted that new action items will be created from the 11/3/11 meeting and will be updated at
the next PMM. ORP provided a handout of agreements, issues and actions that were generated
from the 10/25/11 PMM and the recent items that were submitted to the AR. ORP noted that a
notification for a waste compatibility assessment associated with tank 241-C-112, dated
November 1, 2011, was submitted to the AR.

Ecology noted that per its request, the ORP representative for integration between Tank Farms
and the WTP was present today to participate in the tank farms/WTP meetings and expressed
appreciation that the action has been met. The ORP integration representative stated that the
order of priority from the tank farms’ perspective is: 1) waste feed delivery; 2) acquisition of
new facilities; 3) supplemental treatment. From the WTP side, the interface control documents
cover the majority of integration between WTP and tank farms. If there are other areas to focus
on from Ecology’s perspective, to let the ORP integration representative know. Ecology
requested a meeting with the ORP integration representative to have a full lifecycle discussion.

Single-Shell Tank Corrective Action; Milestone M-45, -50, -60

M-045-92 - ORP noted that this milestones is on schedule. A TY barrier monitoring plan
revision was delivered under an earlier milestone M-045-92B and is based on data accumulated
to date. The TY barrier monitoring plan revision will be submitted via a TPA change notice by
mid-December 2011, which will satisfy an action from the 10/25/11 PMM.

Significant Planned Actions in the Next Six Months - ORP completed the direct push campaign
for future barriers in S Farm, and Ecology was briefed on the results to date, satisfying an action
from the 10/25/11 PMM.

Issues - ORP reiterated that FY 12 funding constraints may impact the FY12 scheduled work
scope. Ecology asked if the construction of the interim barrier in 2012 is still achievable. ORP
responded that if the necessary compliance budget is received, the interim barrier can be
achieved. ORP added that once the funding is received, a reprioritization of work scope will take
place. At that time, as required by the TPA, ORP will discuss its baseline change request
priorities with Ecology.
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M-45-00 Series:

SST Retrieval and Closure Program - ORP reported that Ecology’s comments have been resolved
on the closure strategy document for the catch tanks (M-045-101), and that updated review,
comment, record (RCRs) have been sent to Ecology. Ecology requested an extension to January
31, 2011 for comment resolution. ORP stated that three of the four documents associated with
M-045-80 are in ORP concurrence based on Ecology comment disposition. ORP inquired about
the status of Ecology comments on the WIR process paper. Ecology stated that at least three
comments have been generated, and the draft letter to transmit comments to ORP is being
prepared today. ORP reported that meetings have been held with Ecology regarding the pipeline
removal study (M-045-81), and a meeting is scheduled for later today. ORP noted the current
extension to December 5, 2011 for comment resolution, and requested another extension to
January 31, 2012. ORP and Ecology agreed to the 1/31/12 extensions for comment resolution on
the documents for milestones 101 and 81. Ecology asked for clarification of the description for
the document associated with milestone 81. ORP responded that it is a pipeline feasibility study.

Tank in Appendix H. Status - Single Shell Waste Retrieval Criteria - ORP reported no change in
status.

C-Farm Critical Path - The C-101 retrieval system installation activity has slipped out due to
resources not being available. Resources are supporting other priority efforts, including tanks C-
107, C-108, C-112. Ecology asked about the impact if C-101 slips out further. ORP responded
that as long as the activity is not a critical path the schedule can be made up, and C-101 is not
considered critical path. There are mitigating actions available if an activity becomes critical
path, such as shifting to additional crews. Ecology asked about the difference between the
baseline bar and the schedule bar. ORP responded that even though the bar reflecting actual
work may be longer than the baseline bar, it does not mean that there is more work. The work
remains the same, but the efforts have been reprioritized to allow flexibility for critical path,
which shifts some work out because of its noncritical path activity. Ecology expressed a
continued concern about how the schedules are reflected, and ORP offered to have a discussion
with Ecology in more detail about the baseline.

For tank C-105, there are slips in the Phase 1 activity for retrieval system installation as details
are being developed in the Integrated Mission Execution Schedule (IMES). There were no
changes to the C-107 schedule. C-108 hard heel removal (HRR) installation activity reflected a
slip due to completion of punch list items. None of the start of operation activities were affected.
There were no changes for C-109 and C-110. C-111 sample for HHR decision shows a
significant improvement as plans are being developed to deploy the Raman spectrometer and a
riser to determine hard heel constituents. Improvements to retrieval startup and readiness and
retrieval operations in C-112 are the result of correcting errors in the September 2011 month end
schedule status. There were changes to C Farm infrastructure DST receiver tank 4 that reflected
details being developed in the lower detailed IMES schedule. Upgrades to the AN-101
supernatant pump and jumpers are in support of C Farm tanks being retrieved to AN-101.

ORP reported on questions that were received from Ecology related to the BBI and retrieval of
C-104 and the activity associated with C-101 and C-102. ORP stated that a meeting will be
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scheduled with Ecology in two weeks to discuss the questions. ORP noted that Ecology
requested the Raman report, and the report will be transmitted to Ecology. ORP stated the intent
is to schedule a meeting with Ecology on December 15, 2011 regarding the issue and action from
the 10/25/11 PMM about the CD retrieval certification report.

Tank Retrievals with Individual Milestones - ORP reported no change in status.

Double Shell Tank Closure - No change in status.

242-A Evaporator Status - The evaporator schedule reflects the start of a campaign in August
2012. ORP stated that there has been discussion about pushing the campaign out until March
2013, but a decision has not been made yet. ORP noted that a revision of the DOE order on
startup and restart is being implemented, which will require some changes for starting up a
facility that has been shut down for a while. If the campaign is pushed out to 2013, it will allow
time to get the new procedure lined up. ORP stated that the modification to the existing
documented safety analysis (DSA) will be done this fiscal year. The new order will require more
integration between ORP and the contractor with their start of activities. ORP will be required to
approve the contractor’s procedures, and the contractor is currently revising its procedures to
adjust to the new order. The revised procedure will less likely force an operational readiness and
allow for a lower tier readiness assessment (RA). Ecology asked if the RA will sufficiently cover
the 14 points of an ORR. ORP responded that the RA will be comprehensive enough, and
offered to sit down and discuss the RA with Ecology at any time. ORP will keep Ecology
advised of the schedule for the evaporator.

SST Retrieval and Closure CD Milestones and TWR WP Status; D-00B Series -

ORP has requested Washington River Protection Solutions (WRPS) to meet with Ecology to
discuss the C-101 tank waste retrieval work plan (TWRWP). ORP stated that the goal is to
resolve all comments informally this month on the TWRWP and formally submit it to Ecology
the first of January 2012.

SST Integrity Assurance; M-45-91

M-045-91F-T01 - ORP reported this milestone is at risk, due to FY12 funding uncertainties. The
rest of the milestones are currently on schedule, pending the final budget appropriations. ORP
noted that funding in FY11 allowed the contractor to complete milestones and target dates on
schedule or ahead of schedule, and that funding for FY12 will not allow the contractor to be as
aggressive in completing milestones.

Significant Past Accomplishments - The concrete specimens taken from the C-107 dome plug
have been tested (M-045-91D), and the report from the lab is anticipated to be received shortly.
Significant Planned Actions in the Next Six Months - ORP reported that the work associated
with using ionic conductivity to evaluate past tank leaks has been done, and a report will be
completed (M-045-91F-T01). ORP stated that the structural analyses for single-shell tanks (type
3) have been transmitted to Ecology (M-045-91G-T02).

In Tank Characterization and Summary

ORP noted that there are several sampling efforts planned in the next six months. There were no
issues to report.
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Tank Operations Contract (TOC) Overview

ORP reported that the FY11 base contract work for the TOC wrapped up with minor fiscal year-
to-date variances. The schedule performance indicator (SPI) was on schedule the majority of the
year, and the cost performance indicator (CPI) completed above budget expectations. Baseline
change request RPP-11-222 has been submitted in preparation to implement changes to the
earned value management system (EVMS) for the FY 12 performance measure baseline (PMB).
ORP acknowledged the TOC had limited lost time work day injuries in the last 172 days with no
reportable case. Recovery Act work was safely completed on September 30, 2011. A total of
$300 million was spent on 71 projects, and 3,640 key performance parameters were completed.
ORP summarized that FY11 was an excellent year, considering the magnitude of the scope of
work and the availability of funds.

For retrieval and closure operations, significant progress was made through September and
October 2011 testing of the C-107 mobile arm retrieval system (MARS) arm. The AN-106
pumping system was initiated. For waste feed delivery, upgrades were completed on the AP and
SY Farm exhausters and the factory acceptance test was completed. Design/fabrication and
factory acceptance testing have been completed on the core sampling x-ray machine. The core
sampling platform was received and operational testing was performed. For supplemental
treatment, conceptual design/critical decision for Immobilized High Level Waste (IHLW)
canister storage were conducted. Ecology asked if the information was submitted to
Headquarters to start the critical decision (CD) process. ORP responded that the information was
sent for HLW. ORP noted that the CD-0 package for secondary waste and Interim Hanford
Storage was grandfathered in under a DOE letter in 2007 (see further discussion below).

Acquisition of New Facilities; M-90-00, M-47-00

ORP reported that negotiations are not yet under way for milestones M-090-11 and M-047-06;
however, internal meetings are being held to develop the negotiation strategy, and an informal
meeting was held with Ecology to discuss ORP’s general philosophy for the negotiations. ORP
stated that Interim Hanford Storage and Secondary Waste Treatment Project are at CD-0, and
conceptual design for CD-1 is under way. Both projects are slated for submittal of CD-1 by early
fall 2012. Yakama Nation (YN) asked for a briefing regarding the selection of Cast Stone as the
preferred waste form for solidification of secondary waste. YN was provided a contact to set up
a briefing.

Ecology initiated a discussion about the waste receiver facilities and the infrastructure pipelines
for waste delivery to the DST systems, noting that there are no TPA milestones that identify any
construction for those facilities. ORP acknowledged that those facilities are not currently under a
milestone within the TPA, but they are planned for future needs to provide infrastructure to
retrieve B and T tanks, and that U would pipe into the new pipelines. Ecology asked where these
facilities fit into the integration of WTP and the SSTs. ORP responded that the facilities would
be considered outside the scope of integration, but would be within the scope of tank farms.

ORP pointed out that acquisition of new facilities encompasses secondary liquid waste treatment
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and the Interim Hanford Storage facility, and those are the two projects that tank farms has to
provide to allow WTP to meet its Consent Decree requirements.

YN asked why the waste receiver facilities and pipelines are being considered if there are no
TPA milestones that require them. ORP responded that it is being considered from the
commissioning approach. It would allow commissioning of a Category 3 facility and gain the
knowledge on commissioning a Cat 3. The process would alleviate some of the pressure to meet
the initial plant operations of 70 percent total operational efficiency on the WTP side and provide
some risk mitigation. ORP pointed out that the concept has been recommended to some extent
by the Environmental Management Advisory Board, the Tank Waste Subcommittee, the
Construction Project Review teams, and public board meetings.

Supplemental Treatment/Part B Permit Applications; M-62-00, -20, -30, -45

ORP reported that the contractor submitted all the CD-1 deliverables that would be required to
get permission to proceed with the supplemental treatment project. ORP has been reviewing the
deliverables and compiled a number of comments that need to be resolved before the CD-1
package could be submitted to Headquarters. ORP stated that currently there is no funding under
the continuing resolution for supplemental pretreatment. ORP is waiting for the FY12
appropriation to determine whether the contractor team can be reassembled to continue with
comment resolution against the CD-1 package and then seek approval for CD-1.

The contractor has produced a draft alternatives analysis report on the supplemental
immobilization project. ORP is reviewing and compiling comments on the report so that when
funding becomes available and the project is taken up again, ORP will already have made
progress. The documents required for the CD-1 package have not been produced, and it is not
anticipated that work will be done in FY12.

M-62-40, System Plan

ORP reported that System Plan Revision 6 (SP6) was submitted on schedule. Discussions are
ongoing about the possibility of producing an SP6 addendum instead of generating a full SP7.
An estimated start date for the SP6 addendum would be between January and March 2012, with
the results being published between June and August 2013. Following the release of the SP6
addendum, SP7 would start up between July and September 2013, and the final product would be
completed in time to meet the TPA milestone in 2014.

WTP Overall TPA and CD Summary and Milestone Status; M-62-01; M-62-49; D-00A-01,
-06, -17

ORP noted that M-062-49 was completed and the report was submitted to Ecology. ORP offered
to provide follow-up details or information to Ecology, if requested, after the milestone report
has been reviewed. There has been a slight reduction in the work force with the upcoming
holiday season, and the work will not be ramping up, due to the congressional funding at $740
million versus ORP’s approved baseline of $840 million. The intent is to stabilize the work
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force as opposed to ramping up and then having to ramp back down. ORP is continuing to have
extensive dialogue with Congress on the outyear funding profile in an effort to get the profile
supported or to get clarity on what an alternate profile would be and what the impacts would be
relative to Consent Decree milestones if there were an alternate profile. ORP has also been
communicating through headquarters to Congress that WTP and tank farms need to be funded
jointly since WTP cannot operate without the tank farm facility feeding waste to WTP, and
conversely, tank farms cannot feed waste to the WTP plant if it is not operational.

ORP provided a status on vessel corrosion, which has been discussed with Ecology. ORP has
issued two assessments recently that challenged some of the assumptions in the design relative to
corrosion in ten tanks, and specifically in two UFP vessels, from a caustic perspective. As the
temperatures have changed, the basis for the localized stress corrosion appears to be weak and
not supporting the design. One of the assessments is a level 1 finding, which is considered a
higher significant level, and Ecology has been notified. ORP will be drafting a letter to formally
share the information with Ecology and what the next steps will be. ORP is expecting an initial
response from the contractor by December 19, 2011, and there should be more information at
that point to determine if there is any extent of conditions beyond those tanks. ORP requested
that Ecology defer any permit actions that are in progress associated with those ten tanks until the
information is received on December 19. Ecology stated that there is a hold on any permit
actions associated with corrosion, with the exception of a case-by-case basis in which Ecology’s
and ORP’s engineers have thoroughly vetted a particular issue. ORP reiterated that a conclusion
has not been drawn that there is a problem with corrosion, but there is a conclusion that the
documentation isn’t sufficient to conclude that the design is defendable. ORP noted that there
have been questions and issues with the public in terms of erosion, and based on the last briefings
there is no change in status on that issue.

One process that ORP will be documenting in the corrosion findings letter to Ecology is a
comprehensive assessment of all aspects of corrosion and erosion and the design. The
assessment will aid in ensuring that the design can be verified, and Ecology will be kept apprised
during the process. ORP will be bringing in external expertise to assist in the assessment
process.

YN asked if the concern with corrosion and erosion is with the external or internal portions of the
tank. ORP responded that the assessment findings are with corrosion specifically and not
erosion, and they’re tied with the materials in the tanks, i.e., the conditions inside the ten tanks
and the one assessment of the two other tanks. ORP stated that it is not generalized corrosion,
but the focus of the issue is how the national standards are addressed and documented in the
design on the mechanisms of localized corrosion such as pitting or stress corrosion.

WTP Pretreatment (PT) Facility; D-00A-13, -14, -15, -16, -19

Significant Past Accomplishments - The fifth lift walls have been completed in the Pretreatment
facility, which means all the concrete walls have been poured at the 77- to 98-foot level. Two

more piping modules were set in planning areas in Pretreatment. The modules are manufactured
on the ground, detailed surveys of the modules are done, and then the modules are picked up and
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set in place. These procedures allow the work to be done faster and safer since all of the work is
not elevated. It also helps to manage critical path through the black cell construction. Another
positive is there have not been any issues with sizing or tolerances with the modules.

Significant Planned Actions in the Next Six Months - ORP formally submitted to Ecology the
implementation plan which describes all the actions to resolve the mixing issue for Pretreatment.
The plan is in response to the Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board (DNFSB)
recommendation on mixing and large scale testing. The large scale integrated testing (LSIT) will
be performed in the next six months. Some of the informational four-foot testing has been done,
and the information has helped identify ways to cause a better performance in the mixing. The
information will be used in the larger scale testing and demonstrate it on an NQA-1 test bed. The
design and the data collect from the NQA-1 test will then be used as part of the validation of
design and/or verification of any design modifications needed. Construction to house the LSIT is
ongoing. The design engineering and procurement activities are ongoing for the eight-foot and
14-foot test platforms. The design is scheduled for completion in March 2012. The LSIT
schedule still supports the need dates to collect sufficient information as to whether or not the
designs will be verified and validated prior to placement of the five non-Newtonian vessels.

ORP noted that replacement of the five vessels would be approximately $30 million, but the
main impact to the project would be a schedule impact to remanufacture the five vessels.

Issues - ORP noted the issue with vessel HLP-22, impacting the critical path by about seven to
eight weeks. ORP indicated there were no major impacts from the issue.

WTP High-Level Waste (HLW) Facility; D-00A-02, -03, -04, -21

ORP stated that the build-out of the filter cave still remains the critical path, and it is being
maintained.

Issues - ORP reported that the devices have been modified that are used to test the HEPA filters
to ensure the efficiencies that are assumed in the permitting are being obtained. The QA aspects
and the extent of conditions from an overall QA are still being pursued.

WTP Low-Activity Waste (LAW) Facility; D-00A-07, -08, -09
WTP Analytical Laboratory (LAB); D-00A-05
WTP Balance of Facilities (BOF); D-00A-12

ORP noted that some organizational changes were made, and a federal project manager (FPM)
has been assigned to focus specifically on the LAW facility, and another FPM assigned to focus
on LAB and BOF. The purpose of the assignments is to engage more manpower as the early
startup and commissioning phases kick in. The carbon bed adsorbers (CBA) for LAW are
anticipated for delivery this week. The CBAs are a significant component of the offgas treatment
system. ORP reported that LAW, LAB and BOF continue to move forward with no significant
issues.
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Office of River Protection Monthly Project Summary

WABS 5.2 Retrieve and Close Single Shell Tanks

M-045-58, Submit to Ecology for Review and Approval as an Agreement primary
document, a phase 2 CMS Master Work Plan, Due: 12/31/08 Status: Complete.

Master Work Plan is in the Primary document revision process. ORP transmitted its response to
Ecology on August 18, 2010. Ecology extended review of comment responses to October 29,
2010. Ecology requested at the October PMM a two week extension from October 27, 2010.
ORP acknowledged that Ecology’s comment response will be considered in abeyance until
DOE-ORP, Ecology, and EPA complete their negotiation of the AIP applicable to Appendix L.
Ecology assumed that negotiations would be done December 24, 2010. They have been
extended.

M-045-60, Submit to Ecology for review and approval as an Agreement primary document
DOE’s Phase 2 RFI/CMS Work Plan and Sampling and Analysis Plan (SAP) for WMA C,
Due: 12/31/08, Status: Complete.

Continue field sampling with decommissioning of angle push under C203 underway. ORP and
Ecology met for review of sampling results and draft workplan modifications and sampling
optimization strategy on September 22, 2011. September meeting minutes which document
efforts were signed 11/09/2011 by parties and will be entered into the administrative record.
Identified changes will require a draft workplan modification/SAP with applicable TPA change
notice. ORP requests periodic meetings on RFI development effort.

M-045-56, Complete Implementation of Agreed to Interim Measures, Due: TBD, Status: On
schedule. Annual DOE/Ecology meeting to discuss interim measures for 2011 was held on July
13, 2011, completing milestone M-045-56G. Meeting minutes have been signed by the parties
and entered into the TPA administrative record. FY2012 funding constraints may impact
FY2012 scheduled work as noted in meeting minutes.

M-045-59, Control surface water infiltration pathways as needed to control or significantly
reduce the likelihood of migration of subsurface contamination to groundwater at the SST
WMAS (pending the CMS report, milestone M-45-58, and implementation of other interim
corrective measures), Due: TBD, Status: On Schedule

M-045-61, Submit to Ecology for review and approval as an Agreement primary document
a Phase 2 RFI/CMS Report for WMA C, Due: 12/31/14, Status: On Schedule

M-045-62, Submit to Ecology for review and approval as an Agreement primary document
a Phase 2 Corrective Measures Study Report for WMA C, Due: 06/30/2015, Status: On
Schedule

M-045-92, DOE and Ecology will establish selection criteria for installation of additional
interim barriers at additional WMAs (beyond the T-106 and TY barriers), Due: 9/30/2016,
Status: On Schedule.

M-045-92K, Barrier 1 Design/Monitoring Approval from Ecology, Due: 6/30/2011, Status:
Complete.

Project Manager TPA Review 6 November 2011



Office of River Protection Monthly Project Summary

M-045-92M, Barrier 2 Design/Monitoring Approval from Ecology, Due: 6/30/2012, Status:
Complete. If negotiated, complete installation of 4 additional interim barriers at a rate of one per
year, with the first being completed by October 31, 2012. Prior to beginning construction and at
least sixteen months before construction is to be complete, DOE will submit to Ecology a final
design and monitoring plan for each interim barrier. The barrier design and monitoring plans will
be consistent with those developed for WMA T and TY unless DOE and Ecology agree
otherwise. Ecology will authorize construction upon approval of these submittals. Ecology
letter, 11-NWP-044, dated May 19, 2011, approved the actions associated with these milestones.
ORP sent letter 11-TF-064 to ECY on June 15, 2011 to formally close these milestones.

M-045-92F, DOE and Ecology will meet yearly to review the monitoring data, agree to
changes in monitoring (if needed) and assess the performance of the demonstration barrier,
Due: 12/31/2011, Status: On Schedule

Significant Past Accomplishments:

1. Automated data collection system for T-Farm interim barrier monitoring continues
gathering data.

2. Automated data collection system for TY Interim Barrier monitoring continues gathering
data.

3. Continued direct push characterization in C Farm at various planned locations and
completed the angled direct push campaign beneath tank C-101

4. Continued remediation technology assessments in support of a Corrective Measures
Study for WMA C.

5. Electrical resistivity data was collected from surface and deep electrodes in eastern BY

farm and analysis was completed. The report was published in October 2011.

Completed direct push campaign in S-farm in support of a future interim barrier.

&

Significant Planned Actions in the Next Six Months:

1. Complete direct push campaign near C-200 tanks in C Farm.

2. Perform additional updates to WMA C RFI/CMS workplan based on requested changes
from Ecology.

Issues:

o FY2012 funding constraints may impact FY2012 scheduled work. Current baseline
leaves the majority of the milestones on schedule pending final Congressional
appropriation levels. Changes in appropriated funding and resulting baseline changes will
be followed by applicable TPA Change Packages if necessary.

Project Manager TPA Review 7 November 2011



Office of River Protection Monthly Project Summary

SST Retrieval and Closure Program

M-045-100, Submit as a primary document a Catch Tank "assumed leak response plan,
Due: 12/27/10, Status: Complete. Transmitted from ORP to ECY via letter 10-TPD-176 on
12/28/10. Ecology issued a Notice of Violation on May 24, 2011, via letter 11-NWP-038,
indicating that the deliverable did not fulfill the milestone. The ORP initiated dispute resolution
on June 1, 2011 via letter 11-TF-065. ORP also requested an extension of the comment
resolution period via letter 11-TF-067. Ecology letter 11-NWP-099 to DOE, dated August 25,
2011, highlighted an ECY/DOE Agreement In Principle for a path forward and extended the due
date to October 31, 2011. A revision to the M-45-100 milestone deliverable document was
developed collaboratively between ECY and ORP, and was formally transmitted from ORP to
ECY on August 29, 2011, via letter 11-TF-090. ECY provided notification that the plan had
been approved and the milestone completed on September 26, 2011 via 11-NWP-110. ORP
submitted a Motion and Order of Dismissal to the Pollution Control Hearings Board dismissing
its appeal on September 29, 2011. The PCHB issued a Motion and Order of Dismissal on
October 5, 2011. The milestone and NOV are officially closed out and removed from the issues.

M-045-101, Submit to Ecology as a primary document a report on all catch tanks and
associated pipelines in the SST System Part A, Due: 12/27/10, Status: Complete. Transmitted
from ORP to Ecology via letter 10-TPD-176 on 12/28/10. Comments were transmitted from
Ecology to ORP on May 27, 2011, via letter 11-NWP-048. ORP requested | extension to the
comment resolution period in to December 5 2011. Resolutions have been identified for all
comments, and the document is being revised.

M-045-80, Complete those portions of C-200 Closure Demonstration Plan, Due: 1/31/2011
Status: Complete. Four primary documents transmitted from ORP to Ecology via letter 10-TPD-
166 on 12/28/10. Comments on three of the four documents were transmitted from Ecology to
ORP on May 27, 2011, via letters 11-NWP-045, 11-NWP-047, and 11-NWP-051. ORP
requested an extension, to December 5, 2011. Ecology requested additional time to review
Radioactive Waste Determination Process Plan for Waste Management Area C Tank Waste
Residual via 11-NWP-049. Three of the four documents have been revised and are in
concurrence process.

M-045-81, Implement & complete all remaining activities in C-200 Closure Demonstration
Plan and provide a report of the results of those activities, Due: 9/30/2014, Status: On
Schedule. The first deliverable specified in the closure demonstration plan was formally
transmitted from ORP to ECY via letter 10-TPD-166 on 12/28/10. Comments were transmitted
from Ecology to ORP on June 1, 2011, via letter 11-NWP-052. ORP requested an extension, to
December 5, 2011. Ecology and ORP met on 11/1 and 11/14 to resolve comments.

M-045-82, Submit complete permit mod requests for Tiers 1, 2, & 3 of the SST, Due:
9/30/2015 Status: On Schedule

M-045-84, Complete negotiations of TPA interim MS for closure of second WMA, Due:
1/31/2017, Status: On Schedule

| M-045-83, Complete the closure of WMA C, Due: 6/30/2019, Status: On Schedule

Project Manager TPA Review 8 November 2011



Office of River Protection Monthly Project Summary
M-045-85, Complete negotiations of TPA interim MS for closure of remaining WMAs, Due:
1/31/2022, Status: On Schedule

M-045-70, Complete waste retrieval from all remaining SSTs, Due: 12/31/2040, Status: On
Schedule

M-045-00, Complete Closure of all Single Shell Tank Farms, Due: 1/31/2043, Status: On
Schedule

M-045-86, Submit retrieval data report to Ecology for 19 tanks retrieved, Due: TBD (