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River Corridor/Central Plateau
Tn-Party Agreement Milestone Review

Meeting Minutes
April 18, 2013

River Corridor Closure Project - Milestones M-161M-89/M-92/M-94

Quarterly Summary (January - March 2013) - DOE-RL noted that proposed milestones P-
16-158, P-1 6-55 and P- 16-148 were completed in the quarter, and as soon as the TPA
change package is approved, completion letters will be submitted for the milestones.
Milestone Status:

M- 16-75 - DOE-R-L stated that a TPA change request has been submitted to move the
start date out six months for this milestone to allow more flexibility due to sequestration
impacts (federal budget cuts). DOE-RL noted that the contractor (WCH) is working with
the subcontractor on the work design, and the goal is to start work as soon as possible.

P- 16-145 (M- 16-145) - DOE-RL stated that the K Area remediation is at risk due to
ongoing cultural reviews for establishing the sampling of culturally sensitive sites. The
original plan was to complete the work and incorporate the results into the final Record
of Decision (ROD); however, there may be issues with closing the sites out if no action is
taken. Ecology stated that the Tni-Parties will need to determine if the K Area should be
removed from the remedial action until a later time.

M-92-16 - DOE-RL reported that removal of the 340 vault was progressing well until
contamination was discovered underneath the vault as the last support casings to support
vault removal were being installed. The contamination was around 1 6R per hour, and
soil samples were taken to assess the path forward and to maintain the interim safety
standard. DOE-RL noted that the nuclear safety documents will most likely need to be
revised. EPA asked about the depth of the contamination levels. WCH indicated the 340
vault is below-grade, and the contamination levels go to 25 feet deep. EPA asked if the
sampling will check for transuranic (TRU) levels. DOE-RL responded that TRU levels
will be checked. The samples are being analyzed and the results are expected within two
weeks. EPA asked how DOE-RL will verify the soil does not contain americium above
TRU levels. DOE-RL responded that the sample results will used to determine if the soil
must be assayed.

Significant Accomplishments - For Last 3 Months:

M- 16 - Remedial Action/Risk Assessment - DOE-RL reported that the backfilling at 100-
C-7: 1 has been put on hold due to sequestration. WCH is in the process of changing their
contracting strategy to provide some cost savings. DOE-RL noted that the milestone
associated with 1 00-C-7: 1 is still on track to be completed by March 2014. EPA asked
when the borrow pit analysis will be completed. DOE-RL stated that the tribes have
raised issues regarding the borrow pit environmental assessment (EA), and efforts are
under way to work with the tribes on those issues. DOE-RL noted that the cost will be
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increased due to the need to do soil sampling in different areas, and WCH is planning to
restart the work around the August 2013 time frame. EPA suggested that unless there are
cultural issues with the B/C borrow pit area, that DOE-RL consider breaking that piece
out from the EA to avoid hindering the work. DOE-RL stated that there are issues with
breaking the borrow pit out from the BA, but that option has been considered, along with
other options. DOE-RL noted that the remediation activities at 1 00-F Area were
completed the last week in December 2012, so the reporting period was for January 2013.

M-89 - 324 Building - DOE-RL stated that the inspection of the crane rails was
completed, and the crane rails were determined to be in good shape. A load test of the
crane will be done to ensure the anchors for the rails are satisfactory.

ERDF - DOE-RL stated that a meeting is scheduled next week with EPA to discuss the
path forward for restarting in-trench treatment. DOE-RL noted that the ERDF
Performance Assessment (PA) is in the DOE Low-Level Waste Disposal Facility Federal
Review Group (LFRG). Ecology asked when the LFRG review is expected to be
completed. DOE-RL indicated the LFRG review should be completed in July 2013.
EPA stated that when the PA comes to the regulatory agencies for review, a decision will
be made whether or not to send the PA out for public review and comment, noting that
there is no requirement for public comment. EPA added that the PA will not result in a
ROD amendment, but there is a potential for revising the waste acceptance criteria.

Significant Actions Planned - For Next Three Months:

M-16 - Remedial Action/Risk Assessment - DOE-RL noted that loadout of 100-C-7: 1
will be completed later in the year, due to the hold on backfilling.

M-94 - DOE-RL noted that removal of the 309 PRTR was sequenced with the 340 vault
removal and use of some of the same equipment, so WCH will need to re-sequence the
work to remove 309. Work is currently under way on 309 doing wire saw-cutting of the
concrete. DOE-RL indicated that the weight of 309 is 1,200 tons, and the transport
weight will bring it to a little over 1,300 tons.

Performance Summary - DOE-RL reported that the cost and schedule variances for the
project remain positive, and the high cost variance has allowed more work to be done.

Issues - The Oregon Department of Energy (ODOB) asked about the amount of
contamination under the 340 vaults. DOE-RL responded that there is a difference in the
contamination level on one side of the caisson from the other side, and the caisson
located about eight to 12 feet away has a very low dose of contamination.

Hanford 100-K Remnediation - M-016 and M-093 TPA Milestones

Accomplishments - 2nd Quarter 2013:

Sludge Treatment Project Phase 1 - Removal of Containerized Sludge - DOE-RL
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reported that M-0 16-174 is on track to meet the September 3 0, 2013 due date to complete
the final design of the Sludge Retrieval and Transfer System. The final design will
provide Critical Decision 2/3 (CD-2/3), which is the performance management baseline
and the high level design start of construction by the end of 2013. DOE-RL has initiated
comment resolution regarding the formal design review of the Engineered Container
Retrieval and Transfer System (ECRTS). DOE-RE noted that the Preliminary
Documented Safety Analysis (PDSA) is a critical document for nuclear safety, and the
review and comment resolution of the ECRTS PDSA is being conducted as the contractor
completes each section, which accelerates the process. DOE-RL stated that the
Integrated Process Optimization Demonstration (IPOD) of the ECRTS process system is
an overall review of the entire system, and any changes needed will be incorporated into
the final design.

DOE-RL reported that the M-0 16-175 milestone to begin sludge removal from the 105-
KW Fuel Storage Basin in September 2014 is being declared at risk. Construction of the
annex has been affected by several quality-affecting problems that resulted in work stand-
downs. Work was restarted in January 2013 in a phased approach, and then impacts from
the sequestration resulted in suspension of construction in early March 2013. The
contractor is in the process, with DOE-RE oversight, of ensuring the components and
materials are stored properly so work can restart without having to reanalyze rebar, etc.

EPA noted that the annex construction was slowed down about a year ago due to funding.
DOE-RL responded that the annex contract was awarded in May 2012, and then there
was a period of time getting the contractor in the field to perform properly. Once the
contractor started work, the quality-affecting issues and work stand-downs caused a
delay, and following the phased approach to restart construction, the sequestration
impacts hit in March. EPA commented that from its perspective, the milestone has been
at risk for longer than just the sequestration impacts, and that all of the reasons for
causing the milestone to be at risk should be presented. DOE-RL agreed with EPA's
comment that the project was at risk last year due to budget constraints, noting that the
1 00-K project had a loss of 23 .2 million dollars in fuinding, although the annex was fully
funded. At that time, DOE-RL believed that the schedule could be recovered until the
quality-affecting issues arose. DOE-RE noted that funding for the equipment inside the
annex was lacking. EPA reiterated its position that it is not willing to move these
milestones.

DOE-RE reported that the Cold Vacuum Drying Facility (CVDF) was downgraded from
a Hazard Category 2 Facility to a Less Than Hazard Category 3 Facility, which will result
in a cost savings of about five million dollars per year. Ecology asked if the downgrade
was based on new calculations as opposed to moving source term. DOE-RL responded
that after the last knock-out pot removal, the facility is no longer needed. An inspection
of the sumps and purgewater systems that may have been radioactive determined the
systems were fairly clean. The bays in the CVDF were never used, and can now be used
for storage of the annex materials and equipment and possibly the installation of a
machine shop.
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D4 - DOE-RL stated that while the project is in a stand-down mode due to lack of
funding, a review of procedures and organization is being done to ensure when work is
restarted the organization is ready to go.

100OK Waste Site Remediation - DOE-RL stated that the funding generated for the
borehole sampling at UPR-100-K-1I was taken away to pay for sequestration. DOE-RL
noted that although the sampling has been delayed, it is still on the integrated priority list
if funding becomes available. DOE-RL indicated that the sampling may be part of the
CERCLA decisions to be made in the Central Plateau. EPA stated that until the sampling
data is available, the K Area decision-making cannot move forward.

Milestone Status - DOE-RL noted the milestones that are either in renegotiation or at
risk. Milestone M-016-OOC was reported as on schedule.

Project Baseline Performance - DOE-RE pointed out that the PMB does not include
sequestration impacts in March 2013. RL-41 reflects minimal work, other than
completion of M-16-53. RL-12 is on budget, with schedule slips due to the annex
construction.

Planned Activities Next Six Months:

105KE Reactor ISS - DOE-RL stated that there are some conflicts with the DSA on the
north side of the basin, which was under a different facility hazard categorization (FHC)
document. The contractor is in the process of ensuring the FHCs are uniform and then
move out of the DSA. DOE-RE stated that it has approved the contractor's procedure for
interim surveillances. The exterior surveillances will be conducted on an annual basis.
Once the FHC is fully implemented, interior surveillances will be conducted.

M-36 Lifecycle Report

DOE-RE provided an update on the Lifecycle report. The FY13 Lifecycle report was
submitted by the due date of January 31, 2013. A fact sheet was also issued. The
Lifecycle report and fact sheet are available online at the Hanford.gov website.

PFP Closure Project - TPA Milestone M-083

Quarterly Milestone Summary (January - March 2013) - DOE-RE reported that milestone
M-083-OOA is now being reported as in jeopardy to complete the slab-on-grade by
September 30, 2016. DOE-RE discussed the sequestration impacts (federal budget cuts)
at PFP. There were 12 teams operating in PFP, and those teams were reduced down to
eight. DOE-RL stated that the eight teams were formulated based on the strengths of the
remaining work force. Overall the reductions due to sequestration included 59 craft, six
professional workers, and ten exempt vacancies were eliminated. The initial furlough
time established by CHPRC was 200 hours per year per person, but it has been reduced to
160 hours per person. DOE-RL cited a positive note that after the bump and roll was
completed, there were only five workers bumped into PFP, which significantly reduced
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the impact to the teams. The amount of time to train a new worker on a team averages
six to nine months. Initially a two-week period of training was planned at PFP, and that
was reduced to one week, which was completed in early April 2013.

DOE-RI stated that there are three RMA/RMC glovebox teams, with two in the duct
level and one on chemical mitigation, and there are also process line teams. EPA asked
about the size and composition of each team. DOE-RL responded that the RMA/RMC
teams are comprised of six to seven workers with three RCTs on each team. Each team
has a D&D manager assigned to them as well as a project manager. DOE-RL added that
there is also a characterization team on the back-side rooms, a team on the pencil tanks,
and there is also the maintenance crew. EPA requested that DOE-RI send an email
providing the composition of the teams at PFP. DOE-RL agreed to send out an email of
the PFP team chart. DOE-RL indicated that the rule of thumb for a team is about 12
people and approximately two to three million dollars per team, although the numbers
can vary.

DOE-RL referred to the value engineering (YE) study that was conducted last year, and
stated that a YE study is under way this week and will be concluded next week. DOE-RL
stated that the deputy project manager for PFP is focused on meeting the September 2016
milestone, although discussions during the YE study also centered on getting to slab-on-
grade by 2014. DOE-RL noted that one of the most significant concepts discussed during
the YE study was that a lack of progress is being driven by incentivizing the wrong thing.
DOE-RL cited an example of building scaffolding to gain access to a segment of pipe,
then having to take down the scaffolding, move it, and reassemble it to start on another
segment of pipe. The YE study will focus on how to change the D4 strategy for getting
to slab-on-grade. One of the potential changes to the current strategy being evaluated is
to go to an area approach and identify those key areas that need to be targeted as the
highest priority. Another idea being evaluated is whether running 24/7 operations is
necessary and what the cost savings would be.

DOE-RL cited another key concept that could make a difference is changing to the
culture that PFP is a closure project; i.e., the building is being removed and all of the
personnel will move out of 234-5Z. DOE-RL pointed out that there are continuous
criticality air monitors throughout the entire facility, including areas that have been
significantly cleaned out and are demo ready, and reducing some of that coverage is
being evaluated. DOE-RL added that reducing the air monitoring would tie in with the
concept of reevaluating the Documented Safety Analysis (DSA) and the technical safety
requirements (TSR) in the facility to ensure that the evaluation is a bounding-level
analysis.

DOE-RL stated that another idea under consideration in the YE study is focusing on
higher gram gloveboxes. Currently the limit is 400 grams to remove a glovebox from the
facility. One proposal is to foam the interior of the glovebox after it has been cleaned out
and wiped down. The concept of foaming is to immobilize the contamination and the
potential for it to disperse within the glovebox, and then the glovebox could be cut up and
removed. DOE-RL noted that removal of the remaining gloveboxes pose a significant
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challenge. DOE-RL indicated that modifications to the approach to 242-Z are also being
considered. DOE-RL stated that an outbrief of the VE will be provided when it is
concluded. EPA stated that getting workforce buy-in to the closure concept and
communicating to the workforce about what the next scope of work will be is very
important. DOE-RL agreed with EPA's statement.

Accomplishments - 2nd Quarter - DOE-RI stated that there were two glovebox
equivalent items (e.g. hoods) that were in a ready-to-be-removed" condition but there
were asbestos issues associated with hoods 1 and 2 in room 159 because of the way they
were tied to the flooring. The hoods have been immobilized and will be removed closer
to the time of getting out of the rooms and going cold and dark. DOE-RL noted that
removal of gloveboxes does not mean they are completely out of the facility. EPA
offered the services of the Region 10 asbestos expert to DOE-RL to assist with any
problematic issues. DOE-RL reported on the status of the PRIF canyon crane repair. The
motor shaft stub has been fabricated, and it will be installed and tested. DOE-RI noted
that Newport News crane experts conducted a crane evaluation and issued a report with
recommendations. CHPRC management is evaluating the recommendations in the report
and will be making decisions on implementing those recommendations. DOE-RL will
provide Ecology and EPA and the Oregon Department of Energy (ODOE) a copy of the
Newport News report when it is cleared for release. DOE-RL noted that the VE study
will consider options to completing the pencil tanks in PRF without using the existing
crane.

DOE-RL reported that there has been an ongoing assessment of the chemical drain lines,
and a schedule date for completing the chemical mitigation assessment is expected this
month. DOE-RI explained that CHPRC is doing a comparison of the current assessment
of the chemical lines against the previous contractor's similar but not identical scope of
work, which was limited and did not include the whole facility.

Project Baseline Performance - DOE-RL reported that the month-to-month schedule
performance in PFP is not doing well and is continually getting worse, due to issues such
as the crane repairs and contamination events. DOE-RL noted that the VE study
recognizes the issues and will focus on changing the D4 strategy at PFP in an effort to
reverse the current schedule trend.

Issues/Challenges - DOE-RI reported that the pillow blocks and the bearings have been
replaced in exhaust fan No. 4, and work is under way to finish the work on exhaust fan
No. 5. DOE-RI noted that exhaust fan No. 1 will never get restored. The VE study is
evaluating whether the facility can go down to three fans as the operating standard. EPA
asked if one of the teams could be assigned to the Z-361 sludge when PFP is getting
closer to completion. EPA noted that the sludge is under a different project. DOE-RL
responded that the concept is being considered since the demolition resources would
already be in place. DOE-RL added that the team will also consider the characterization
needs for the below-grade 200 West Area Record of Decision (ROD) for the 200 West
Area Operable Unit (200-WA-i). The goal being to ensure the characterization
information is carefully documented and the data is available when the 200-WA- I Data
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Quality Objective (DQO) team is initiated.

DOE-RI stated that the regulatory and non-regulatory issues remain the same, with the
exception of meeting the slab-on-grade milestone due date. DOE-RL noted that the
update to the performance measurement baseline (PMB) will capture some of the
knowledge gained about true durations of glovebox removal and pencil tank work. DOE-
RL indicated that more realistic estimates will make the updated PMB a more useful tool.

Planned Activities Next 3 Months - DOE-RL stated that CHPRC has requested an
extension for replacement in filter room No. 309, and that the project team, which
includes representatives from RL's safety organization is reviewing the request. DOE-
RL noted that there is a DOE ten-year requirement to replace HEPA filters, and they are
backup systems that have minimal stress. An extension process will be reviewed in an
effort to avoid the significant cost of replacement. DOE-RL indicated that it is planning
to approach EPA and Ecology about considering similar types of offsets in future
efficiency initiatives without compromising safety. DOE-RL stated that work is planned
to restart in PRIF within two weeks on the pencil tanks. DOE-RL pointed out that when
work is under way and the cranes are operating in PRF, the team has proven to be very
efficient.

M-091/M-026/M-016 TPA Quarterly Milestone Review

Accomplishments - January - March 2013:

M-026-7C - Ecology referred to the annual Tritium Treatment Technology Development
report, noting that next year's report will be the five-year overall report, and requested
more detail in the upcoming five-year report. DOE-RI took an action to schedule a
meeting with Ecology and EPA to discuss the five-year Tritium Treatment Technology
Development report.

Milestone Status:

M-026-0 1 - Land Disposal Restrictions Report (LDR) - DOE-RL reported that the annual
LDR report was provided to Ecology today, and EPA will also be provided a copy today.

M-091-03 - DOE-RL stated that the Project Management Plan (PMP) is on schedule to be
submitted to Ecology by or before the June 30, 2013 due date. Ecology initiated a
discussion regarding past efforts to consolidate M-016-93 with M-091-03. Ecology
pointed out that it considers the effort to consolidate is an efficiency, and it makes no
sense to have two separate milestones for the same scope of work. Ecology stated its
intent to proceed with the milestone change unless DOE-RL expresses a clear reason for
not consolidating the two milestones. DOE-RL responded that M-016-93 has been
fulfilled with the submittal of last year's report, and the scope of work from M-0 16-93 is
being incorporated into milestone M-091 -03 via the 2013 PMP. EPA expressed the
intent to never do another M-0 16 type of milestone that duplicates the same scope of
work, and DOE-RL agreed.



Page 9 of 12

Ecology noted that DOE-RL will be providing Ecology with closure plans in the August
2013 time frame, and schedules for closure plans will be negotiated after that submittal.
Ecology expressed the importance of having a detailed PMP as the basis for the
negotiations, and indicated that the PMP is compliant, but there is not enough detail to
aid in negotiating closure schedules. Ecology stated that a more detailed look at DOE-
RL's lifecycle projection for transuranic (TRU) waste will be needed, and that budget
numbers by year are not adequate. Ecology stated its expectation that DOE-RL will
provide more detail when the closure schedules are being negotiated. DOE-RL
acknowledged Ecology's expectation.

M-09 1-40/41/42/46 - DOE-RL noted that no progress has been made regarding retrieval,
mixed low-level waste treatment, or TRU waste certification.

Project Baseline Performance - DOE-RL stated that most of the cost variances reflect
operations from two years ago, and currently the cost and schedule variances are a
reflection of maintaining the buildings.

Central Plateau Remnediation Project - M-016-00, M-085-00

Accomplishments 2nd Quarter 2013 - DOE-RL stated that the Central Plateau
Remnediation Project is in surveillance and maintenance (S&M) mode. DOE-RL noted
that $12 million was received this year to conduct S&M on all the major facilities and all
of the WIDS sites.

Project Baseline Performance - DOE-RL noted that the contract-to-date cost does not
reflect the $12 million received for S&M.

Planned Activities Next 6 Months - EPA asked if work on the asbestos steam lines will
be an FY14 activity. DOE-RL responded that a proposal will be made next week
requesting management reserves to address 400 to 1,000 feet of steam lines this year.
Budget guidance for FY1 4 will propose funding on an as-available basis to continue
work on the steam lines and addressing the steam lines in the order of the highest risk to
the environment. DOE-RL indicated that the potential for receipt of manager's reserve
this year for the steam lines is low. DOE-RL added that removing the asbestos steam
lines is considered an important activity, and the intent is to pursue removal and to not
continue doing maintenance. EPA stated that a walk-down of a portion of the steam line
was conducted yesterday, and there is asbestos exposed to the environment that needs
addressing.

Soil and Groundwater Remediation Project Milestone Review - M-015-00, M-016-
00, M-024-00, M-037-00, M-085-00

Accomplishments - 2nd Quarter 2013 - DOE-RL stated that funding scenarios are being
run, including transitioning into surveillance and maintenance (S&M) mode and shutting
down pump and treat systems or monitoring systems. DOE-RL reported that earlier
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today funding was authorized for the 100-B/C well drilling activity. The B/C well
drilling was originally authorized, but it was cut off due to the recent sequestration
(federal budget cuts). A new contract change order is being created and should be in the
contract by close of business tomorrow (4/19/13).

200 West Area Groundwater Treatment Facility - DOE-RL stated that the pump and treat
throughput registered at 1,900 gallons per minute (gpm) for a single day at 200 West.
The goal is to have 1,900 gpm average over a 60-day period by the end of FY1 3, which
would represent full capacity. The increase of about 500 gallons (from 1,400 to 1,900
average) is planned for use in UP- I activity when funding is available.

Ecology asked if the two wells at the 200 West Treatment Facility will be funded. DOE-
RL suggested establishing milestones during the upcoming TPA milestone negotiations if
the regulators believe the wells are a priority. DOE-RL pointed out that when
compliance budgets are submitted, DOE Headquarters' executive order interpretation is
that running pump and treat systems is not compliance because there is no milestone each
year. DOE-RL added that conducting monitoring next year will not be considered
compliance because there is no milestone. EPA stated that its No. 1 priority is to get the
groundwater systems in place, and agreed that established milestones are needed to drive
the work. EPA added that PFP is its second priority, followed by treating chrome in the
vadose zone. DOE-RL stated that new milestones could be established, but other
milestones will need to be deferred. Ecology noted that the treatability studies that are
part of milestones provide for additional wells. Ecology suggested establishing a
groundwater monitoring report milestone.

200-Dy- I - B Area Perched Water Extraction System - DOE-RL stated that although not
a lot of perched water is currently being pumped, there is the capability to pump more
water. The perched water is a result of an unplanned release at 241 -BX- 102. It has been
estimated that over 1,000 kilograms of uranium will migrate down to the perched water
and then into the aquifer. The perched water is nine feet above the aquifer. DOE-RL
stated that during the last year, at 2,000 gallons per week, 40 pounds of uranium was
removed. DOE-RL noted that the extraction system was shut off temporarily earlier in
the year, but it was restarted.

EPA suggested completing the Engineering Evaluation and Cost Analysis (BE/CA)
action memo to allow the uranium to be sent to ERDF. DOE-RL responded that it had
been informed that the BE/CA action memo could not be used as the mechanism for
sending the uranium to ERDF. EPA indicated it is likely that an ERDF Record of
Decision (ROD) amendment will be done this year. DOE-RL noted that the EPA lead
had indicated that the ROD states "or other authorized location for treatment." Ecology
asked if all the contaminants from the groundwater treatment and the perched water are
sent to ERDF. DOE-RL responded that all of it is sent to ERDF, with the exception of
the granulated activated carbon tetrachloride, which comes from the backup system.
DOE-RL noted that the biodigesters have been very effective in removing carbon
tetrachloride.
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DOE-RL referred to the soil vapor extraction (SVE) system, which has removed 80
metric tons of carbon tetrachloride versus the 12 metric tons that has been removed by
the pump and treat systems, and noted that the SVE system is less expensive to run than
the pump and treat. EPA noted that DOE-RL is working on a study to show that SVE
reports are no longer needed, and expressed doubt that DOE-RL could prove its case.

River Corridor and Central Plateau Groundwater - DOE-RL referred to the 2015 vision
priorities that may be impacted due to budget constraints, and suggested that the Tni-
Parties take the opportunity to evaluate the work scope that is not driven by milestones to
ensure that work meets priorities. EPA noted one disconnect was it assumed that getting
all of the groundwater protection systems in place was part of the 2015 vision; however,
DOE-RL was not putting the funding in place for those systems. DOE-RL responded
that even though it became clear about a year ago that everything could not be funded,
that did not mean those activities were not part of the 2015 vision. DOE-RL added that at
the genesis of the 2015 vision, the River Corridor systems as currently constructed were
the expectation of the 2015 vision. EPA agreed with DOE-RL's statement. DOE-RL
stated that a brief has been prepared that outlines all of the groundwater work to be
completed in the River Corridor and what the cost would be by area and by year. DOE-
RL indicated that the brief is not ready to be released, but it would aid in identifying
priorities for groundwater if there aren't enough resources.

Sampling - DOE-RL referred to Ecology's interest in streamlining and consolidating
sampling and analysis plans (SAPs) and streamlining the monitoring program, and stated
that meetings will be scheduled with Ecology and EPA to begin those discussions.

Milestone Summary - DOE-RL referred to proposed milestone P-015-76, due September
30, 2013, and stated that if the work is initiated this week it will be a challenge to meet
the 9/30/13 date. DOE-RL noted that if the wells are completed by November 30, 2013,
which is the proposed milestone due date for P -0 15-77, that milestone represents the date
when the well monitoring has to start. DOE-RL added that all the well monitoring
planned in the RI/FS schedule is based on the 11/30/13 date, and if the 9/30/13 date is
missed, there won't be an impact unless the 11/30/13 date is not met. CHPRC responded
that an adjustment has been made to the change package to move the date to 11/3 0/13.
EPA suggested including a comment in the summary to the response to comments
document to provide clarity for the public that the P-0 15-76 milestone is being moved out
two months.

Ecology asked if the feasibility study and proposed plan for I100-NR- 1/2 (M-0 15-62-
T01) will be submitted by June 30, 2013. DOE-RL responded that the proposed plan
will be submitted on time. Ecology asked if a new milestone is not being proposed for
M-0 15-62-TOL1 DOE-RL stated that a new milestone is not being proposed. Ecology
referred to P-0 15-75 for 1 00-NR- 1 and NR-2 and the status of proposed new milestone,
and asked for clarification. DOE-RL explained that the change in date for M-015-62-
TO I was part of the milestone change package that went out for public comment, and P-
0 15-75 is the proposed new milestone that is in the current change package.
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200-WA- I - EPA initiated a discussion regarding the 200-WA- I work plan that has not
been completed. DOE-RL responded that contractor support was needed to complete the
work plan, and funding constraints followed by sequestration impacts put a hold on the
work. EPA requested that DOE-RL provide information on the resources needed to get
contractor support when the parties meet to discuss the 200-WA- I work plan. DOE-RL
proposed that the parties create a type of policy document to aid in addressing potential
policy issues before drafting Central Plateau documents. Ecology stated that
approximately seven years ago, EPA provided DOE-RL all of its positions regarding
policy issues, and Ecology was in agreement with EPA. EPA noted that the only major
issue it was aware of between EPA/Ecology and DOE-RL is the eco depth that the
regulators set. EPA added that DOE-RL will need to characterize the waste sites in
question, and if not, DOE-RL will not be authorized to proceed with cleanup. DOE-RL
agreed to schedule a meeting to regenerate the discussions that EPA and Ecology held
seven years ago, and to discuss the major policy issues. DOE-RL will provide
information on resources needed to complete the 200-WA- I work plan.

Planned Activities Next 6 Months:

100 F/lU Area RI/FS and PP - EPA stated that it is not in the paper-pushing mode, and
the goal is to implement characterization work and groundwater remediation. DOE-RI
noted that partially completed documents have a shelf life of about a year or less, and
when new staff start a review of a partially completed RI/FS, the Data Quality Objective
(DQO) process is done to initiate characterization activities and the work plans need to be
rewritten. EPA expressed frustration with DOE-RL revising a document several times,
and challenged DOE-RL to deliver a quality product in reference to the 100-F RI/FS and
proposed plan. DOE-RL responded that quality issues have been addressed with the
contractor, and requested that EPA provide examples if it still believes there are issues.
DOE-RL expressed the goal to scope the work plan up front in an effort to avoid going
through three or four iterations.



Tni-Party Agreetmnt

Thursday, April 18, 2013
Ecology Offices, Conference Room 3AIB

3 100 Port of Benton Blvd
Richland, Washington

Agenda

River Corridor/Central Plateau Milestone Review Meeting
Chairperson: Dennis Faulk

Time Milestones Subject DOE Presenter

8:30 a.m. M3 and 894 River Corridor Closure Mark French

8:50 a.m. M-16 and 100 K Soil Remediation, D4, ISS & Sludge Tom Teynor93 Treatment

9:05 a.m. M-36 Hanford Lifecycle Scope, Schedule and Cost Stephen
Report Korenkiewicz

9: 10 a.m. M-83 PFP Closure Bryan Foley

9:30 a.m. M-16, 26 Solid Waste Stabilization and Disposition Mike Collinsand 91

9:40 a.m. M-16 and Central Plateau Remediation Al Farabee85

M- 15, 16,
9:45 a.m. 24, 3 7 and Soil and Groundwater Remediation Briant Charboneau

85

10:05 a.m. Adjourn Milestone Review
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