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Inter Agency Management Integration Team
EPA Conference Room
712 Swift Blvd., Richland
October 28, 1997

1. Approvi of Minutes

The minutes of the September 23, 1997 IAMIT meeting were approved by Messrs.
Kinzer, Wilson and Sherwood.

2. Milestone M-40-07 Lessons Learned Documents

Comments regarding the Tessons Tearned documents were provided by Ecology.
Further discussions are required in order to fully understand Ecology's

cor wns. The " will schedule a meeting with Ecology during the week of
November 3, 194,/ rtor comment resolution. Addi »nally, a path forward meeting
regarding M-40-07 to close all open issues wil 11so be planned. An extension
of the ongoing dispute resolution was also approved by the DOE and Ecology
(Attachment 1). This action extends the dispute, at the Project Managers

leve , to December 16, 1997.

3. Milestone M-45-03A (Attachment 2A & 2B)

Ecology expressed that the agency had nothing to discuss regarding the M-45-
03A dispute, other than excepting the receipt of the bi-monthly report per the
Directors determination. The DOE will respond during next month (November
1997).

4. Milestone M-41-22

The DOE and Ecology approved an extension to the ongoing dispute resolution
for milestone M-41-22 (Attachment 3). This action ext: ds the dispute, at the
IAMIT level, to December 16, 1997. (Attachment 4 provided as a handout)

5. Fast Flux Test Facility (FFTF) Public Involvement (Attachment 5)

Public Involvement meetings for the tentatively agreed FFTF Tri-Party
Agreement changes st- 1 need to be scheduled and locations chosen.

6. Plutonium Finishing Plant (PFP)

A Teleconference is scheduled for October 30, 1997 to finalize the Agreement
in Principle for PFP negotiations. The DOE is proposing finalizing a Tri-

airty Agreement Change Request on PFP during January 1998. (Attachment 6 & 7
provided as a handout).




7. )0 N Area

A presentation (Attachment 8) was made by David Olsen of DOE-RL on a proposed
_ith forward for 100 N Area activities. The most outstanding comments
received are from the EPA Region 10 RCRA Office. It was stressed that the
requirements of the EPA/Ecology (single regulator approach) Memorandum of
Understanding must be met in dealing with the comments.

8. 200 Area Soils Remediation Strategy Path Forward

Greg Mitchem of Bechtel Hanford, Incorporated provided the status of the 200
Area Soil Remediation Strategy change package (Attachment 9), currently with
Ecology and EPA for approval, for the upcoming public comment period. A
targe te of November 3, 1997 was set for approval of the tentative
agreement on the change package.

Attac t 10 provided as information.
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AGENDA
INTER AGENCY MANAGEMENT INTEGRATION TEAM (IAMIT) MEETING

OCTOBER 28, 1997
~1:00 PM - 3:30 PM

EPA CONFERENCE ROOM, 712 SWIFT BLVD., SUITE 5
(CHAIRPERSON: M. A. WILSON)

MILESTONE M-45-03A (SST RETRIEVAL) DISPUTE RESOLUTION

(J. Kinzer, G. Sanders)

MILESTONE M-41-22 (SST STABILIZATION) DISPUTE RESOLUTII
(J. McClusky, C. Haass, S. Dahl)

MILESTONE M-40-07 (C-103 VAPOR TREATMENT SYSTEM) DISP! - RESOLUTION
(C. Sohn, C. Haass, S. Dahl)

NEGOTIAT NS SUMMARY - PFP AND FFTF
(6. Sanders)

BREAK

100-N AREA - FY 1998 SCOPE OF WORK
(R. Holten, P. Staats)

200 AREA SOILS REMEDIATION STRATEGY BRIEFING PATH FORWARD
(B. FOLEY) :

222-S PERMIT STATUS
(C. Hansen, C. Clark)

ADJOURN

NOTE: Due to room size considerations if you  an to attend please do so only for
your areas of responsibility.

IMAGENDA. OCT
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Department of Energy
Richland Operations Office
P.O. Box 550
Richland, Washington 98352

0CT 27 1997

97-EAP-737

Mr. Tom Fitzsimmons, Director
State of Washington

Departmenl. of Ecology

P.0. Box 47600

Mympia, Washington 98504-7600

Near . Fitzsimmons:

THE SIATE OF WASHINGTON OEPARIMENT OF CCOLOGY'S OCTOBER 8. 1997, FINAL
DETERMIN/  ON QF DISPUTE CONCERNING HANTORD FEDERAL FACILITY AGRCEMENT AND
CONSENT € ER INTERIM MILESTONC M-45-03A, INITIATE SLUICING RETRIEVAIL OF C-106

The U.S. Department of Lnergy, Richland Operations Office (Ri.) has received
your letter stating the Final Determination of the State of Washington
Department of Ecology (Ccology) in the matter of the dispute concerning
Hanford tederal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (Tri-Parly Agreement
Change Control Form M-45-97-06. We disagree with your findings that RL'S
request Tor extension of the Milestone date arose from RI.'s "inefficient ...
safety issue identification and resolution.” The facts clearly show that &
number of independent review panels, having gccess to the same factual
material as RL, also failed to perceive the present safety issues prior to the
point at which our current contractors raised the issue.

While we are disappointed in the decision nol Lo grant the requested extension
on Tri-Party Agreement Milestone M-45-03A, we sincerely appreciate that your
Tetter has reflected a number of well-considered responses to the serious
concerns which we had expressed to your staff regarding the earlier offers
proposed by Ecology as the basis for settiement of this dispute.

Since we cannot agree thal. Lhe current resolution ot this dispule is
consistent with The inlent of the Tri-Party Agreement, it is our current
determination Lo pursue review of this decision through appcal to the
Pollution Control Hearings 8oard. However, we helieve that the path forward
you have in  cated in your Final Determination may provide the starting point
for a mutua vy agreeable settlement. I wou' propose that, on & para]]e?
caurse, our staffs undertake discussions with the intent ot resolving concerns
regarding this path forward in the hape that wc may be able to reach a
settlement without the necessity of commitling added resources to the appeal
Process. : '




Mr. Tom Fitzsimmons -2- 0CT 27
97-FAP-737 | 1987

IT you have any questions. please contact me or Mr. Jackson Kinzer. Assistant
Manager for the Tank Waste Remediation Systems at (509) 376-7591.

Sincerely,

A e
=
Manager .

Jofin

cC: L. Alm, EM-1, HQ

. D. Arnold. FDH
Barnett, W )

L. Blazek. UUE
Clarke, USCPA

E. Hall, LMHC

. J. Halch, FDH

. Jim, YIN

. Powaukee. Nez Perce
Reeves. HAB

R. Sherwood. USEPA
R. Wilkinson, CTUIR
inistrative Record
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7:25 B
Messrs. Clarke and Fitzsimmons -3-
97 -MSD-289

CC:

R. Wilkinson. CTUIR
Powaukee. | : Perce Tribe
Jim  YIN

. 1. ahl, Ecology

A. Wilson. Ecology
Stanley. Eco]ogy
CPA

- R. Sherwood,
. D. Arnold. FDI!
. M. Umet  FDH

E. Hal . LMHC
Blazek, ODOE

0CT 24 1997

@oo2






DOE Appeals State's Decision... -2-

established a project cost and schedule that would meet * e Tri-Party
Agreement milestone. Ouring the review, the team discovered an overestimate
in the ventilation capacity for Tank AY-102, the receiver tank for C-106
wastes.

"Without appropriate controls, the transfer of high heat waste from tank C-106
to Tank AY-102 could result in a ‘steam bump' or a potential for ignition of
the flammable gases within the tanks. Either event could compromise tank
integrity and endanger our workers or the public,” said Harry Boston, Lockheed
M v Vv P iident for T: I el o . A eam bur occurs wl
gases under pressure cause the wastes in the tanks to turn over or "bump".

Consequently, the scope of a safety analysis for the project was expanded to
address these safety concerns. However, since the safety analysis would not
be completed in time to meet the Tri-Party Agreement milestone, DOE concluded
it would not be prudent to rush the removal activities based on an incomplete
safety analysis.

It is important to note that from the early stages, this project was subjected
to close frequent scrutiny by several panels of nationally recognized
technical experts who were completely independer of DOE. Neither those
expert panels, nor DOE were able to identify the safety probiems that resulted
in delay until the project had matured in late 1996. DOE began advising the
Department of Ecology this past May of the safety concerns and the expected
delay for the project.

"Much of what is being done at Hanford by our employees is pioneer work," said
John Wagoner, Manager of the Hanford Site. "We do work every day that no one
has ever done before. Our first and foremost concern must always be safety."

With the revised safety analysis approved in September 1997, DOE submitted a
proposed change request to Ecology identifying September 1998 as the new date
for initiating sluicir of Tank C-106. In addition, it identifies five new
milestones that provide substantial opportunity for Ecology to verify project
performance, while also demonstrating DOE's willingness to be held
accountable.

"We believe our proposal is an acceptable way to resolve this issue." said
Wagoner. "We will continue to work with the Department of Ecology on this
matter while our appeal to the Washington State Pollution Control Hearings
Board is being pursued.”

RL-97-086
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EXTENSION TO DISPL - RESOLUTION FOR HANFORD FEDERAL FACILITY AGREEMENT AND
CONSENT ORDER CHANGE REQUEST M-41-97-01

On July 16, 1997 the U.S. Department of Energy invoked the dispute resolution
provisions of Tri-Party Agreement Article VIII concerning Tri-Party Agreement
Change Request M-41-97-01. The initial period during which the 3 ‘tment of

iergy and Ecology Project Managers seek resolution of 1 e dispute was
extended through August 26, 1997. On August 26, 1997 the dispute was elevated
to the Inter Agency Management Integration Team (IAMIT) for resolution. The
period during which the IAMIT seeks resolution of the dispute was extended
through October 28, 1997.

Discussions between the Department of Energy and Ecology have indicated that
the sco] of the discussions on Change Request M-41-97-01 should be expanded
to address impacts to the Major Milestone M-41-00, Complete Single Shell Tank
Interim Stabilization. The time period for resolution of the dispute on
Change Request M-41-97-01 is hereby extended through December 16, 1997 to
allow time for further discussions between the Department of Energy and
Ecology.

@“%ﬂwﬁiﬁ;~/~ MNQQ“A*

ackson E. Kinzer Michael A. | 1son
Assistant Manager, Tank Waste Manager, Nuclear Waste Program
Remediation System State of Washington
U.S. Department of Energy Department of Ecology

Richland Operations Office

. Arnold, FDH D. Powaukee, Nez Perce

cc: L. D

M. L. Blazek, 00E R. Jim, YIN
S. L. Dahl, Ecology B. Burke, CTUIR
B. G. Erlandson, LMHC Administrative Record
C. C. Haass, DOE

D. R. Sherwood, EPA

A. M. Unmek, FDH

J. K. Yerxa, DOE

Washington State Department of Ecology A U.S. Environmental Protection Agency A U.S. Department of Energy
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50500
Department of Energy

Richland Operations Office
P.O. Box 550
" Richland, Washington 89352

CT 24 1297

¢ -MSD-289

Mr. Chuck Clarke

Regional Administrator _

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region 10

1200 Sixth Avenuc

Seattle, Washing 1 98101

Mr. Tom Fitzsimmons, Director
State of Washington
Department. of ECology

P.0. Box 47600

Mympia. Washington 98504

Dear Messrs. Clark and Fitzsimmons:

[IANFORD FEDERAL TACILITY AGREEMENT AND CONSENT ORDER (TRT-PARTY AGREEMLNT)
MILESTONE M-41-00, "COMPLETE SINGLE SHELL FANK INTERIM S \BILIZATION"

References: 1. RL letter from G. Sanders to M. WiTson, Fcology, "Hanford
Federal Facilily Agreement and Consent Order Change Control
Form M-41-97-01, Interim Milestone M-41-22. 'Start Interim
Stabilization of 6 Single Shell Tanks'." 97-CAP-530, dated
June 27, 1997.

2. RL letter from G. Sanders to M. Wilson, Ecology,
“Invocation of Dispute Resolution for Hanford Federal
Facility Agreement and Consent Order (Tri-Party Agreement)
Change Control Form M-41-97-01, Interim MileStone M-41-22,
'Start Interim Stabilization of 6 Single Shell Tanks'.”
97-MSD-258, dated July, 16, 1997.

3. Extension to Dispute Resolution for Tri-Parly Agreement
Change Requesl M-41-97-01, dated SeplLember 23, 1997.

On June 27, 1997, the U.S. Departmenl of Energy, Richland Operations Office
(RL) transmitied Tri-Party Agreement Change Control Form M-41-97-01 to the
State of Washington Depariment of Ccology (Ecology) (Reference 1). The change
control form requested a six-month delay in the due date for Mi xstone M-/ -
22, "Start Inlerim Stabilization of 6 Single Shell Tanks.” '

The change request was subsequently disapproved by Ecotogy's failure to
respond within fourteen (14) days of RL transmitting the change control form.
On July 16.°1997, RL notified Ecology that it was invoking the disEute
resolution provisions of the Tri-Party Agreement (Reference 2). The dispute
has subsequently becn elevated Lo the Inter Agency Management Integration Tcam
(IAMIT) for resolution and has been extended at tnat Tevel through October 28,
1997 (Reference 3).




Messrs. Clarke and Fitzsimmons -2- OT 94 1397
97-MSD- 289 0CT 24 189/

uring this dispute resolution on Tri-Party Agreement Milestone M-41-22, RL
nas re-evaluated the status of completing Tri-Party Agreement Major Milestone
M-41-00, "Complete Single Shell Tank Interim Stabilization” due September
2000." This evaluation indicated that the fla @blc gas issue asst .ated with
all 177 tanks and the Fiscal Year (FY) 1998 recuction in budget anu scope for
interim stabilization will cause a delay in the completion of the Tri-Party
Agreement Major Milestone M-41- ). In addition, RL will be evalualing the
proce ; of how Lo reduce inlerim stabilization (saltwell pumping) costs. The
present. best cost estimate for saltwell pumping  tank is approximately $2.5
million. However, substantial effort is being made to achieve a Etwg1ng
process that will provide an interim stabilized flammable gas Lank for Jess
than $1.0 million, The FY 1998 plan Lo achieve this cost reduction goal
includes four major components:

- e Perform cost cfficiency studics on the saltwell pumping activities being
performed in [Y 298. Specifically, the start of Tanks SX- 34, BY-]06,
and AX-101 will be evaluated. . '

o Utilize field data as a major input into the re-engineering of the
saltwell pumping process. -

e Provide the conlraclor wilh a Tinancial incentive to complete an effective
re-engineering effort.

¢ LEvaluate the presently defined safely envelope for saltwell pumping of
(ammable gas tanks and determine if older flammable gas data caused the
envelope to be too conservative in response to the potential hazard.

With respect - the above information, RL proposes that the scope of the
discussions on Change Control Formn M-41-97-01 dispute be expanded to_include
the remainder of Tr1 Party Agrcement Major Milestone M-41-00. RL belfjeves
that a partnering cffort simlar to that of the Tri-Party Agreement Major
Milestone M-44-0(i, Tank Characterization Program negotiations, would be
appropriate in resolving the issues identified on this major milestone.

We Tlook forward to working with you and your staff on Lhis issue, If you have
any questions regarding this Jletter, please contact Carolyn Haass, Manag :nt
Systems Division, on (509) 372-2731 or George Sanders, Environmental
Assurance. | mits. and Policy Division, on (509) 376-6888.

Sincerely.

Lﬁ@
John D. Naqﬁﬁgi S
MSD: CCH : anager _



Attar nent 5

Department of Ene vy 4,
Richland Operations Office & /) 06}
P.0. Box 550 %, < 5 "%
Richland, Washington 99352 %% ! 2
(s
O/(}e &)
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97-SP0-063 | ‘ ®

Mr. Tom Fitzsimmons, Director
State of Washington

D¢ ant of Ecology

3. nond Drive SE

Olympia, Washington 98504

Mr. Chuck Clarke
Regional Administrator
.S. Environmental -otection Agency
£ yion 10
1200 Sixth Avenue
Seatt’ Washington 98101

~2ar Messrs. Fitzsimmons and Clarke:

FAST FLUX TEST FACILITY (FFTF) HANFORD FEDERAL FACILITY AGREEMENT AND CONSENT
ORDER (TRI-PARTY AGREEMENT) MILESTONES TENTATIVE AGREEMENT

1closed for your review and signature is the final Tentative Agreement for

1e M-81 series and M-20-29A Tri-Party Agreement Milestones. As you are
aware, the former Secretary of the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) made a
decision to maintain the FFTF 1in a standby mode pending a decision to be made

 December 1998 on whether the facility will play a future role in the
national tritium production strategy. Until such a decision is made, the
facility is being kept in a standby condition. -

DOE Richland Operations Office (RL), State of Washington Department of Ecology
(Ecology), and U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) staff have been

yrking tot her to determine an acceptable path forward for = e i Jve
milestones wnile the FFTF is in its current standby condition. Tl enclosed
dre . Change Request package recommends deleting all FFTF M-81 series
milestones and target dates and revising the M-20-29A milestone within the
Tgi-Party Agreement. Also enclosed is the Public Involvement Plan for this
change.

Please return the original signed Tentative Agreement package to this office.
Ecology is requested to be the first signatory and then to forward the package
~ EPA for subsequent signature and return to DOE.




Messrs. Fitzsimmons and Clarke -2-
97-SP0-063 OCT 09 1997

If'you have any questions or concerns regarding this Change Request
or Tentative Agreement, please call me, or your staff may contact
Em 5t J. Hughes, of the FFTF Standby Project Office. on (509) 373-9381.

Sincerely,

He
Manat
Enclosures (3)

c w/encls:

. D. Arnold, FDH

. Burke, CTUIR

L. Hensley, Ecology
. Jim, YIN

Powaukee, Nez Perce
. R. Sherwood, USEPA
. A. Wilson, Ecology

O

OO















M- 02
M-81- To1
M-81-03

|
M-81-04
M-81-04- )1

Complete sodium storage facility startup.

This milestone will be achieved by completion of the sodium storage facility startup
activities which include final testing of the mechanical and electrical systems and
confirmation that the facility is ready to receive sodium from FFTF. Construction
of the new facility closely coupled to the FFTF complex is required to support
sodium drain operations. This new facility will be designed, constructed and
operated in compliance with RCRA and WAC 173-303 storage requirements. The
facility will provide storage capacity for the 260,000 gallons of FFTF metallic
sodium coolant.

Submit final sodium disposition evaluation report/dec n point.

Under this target DOE will submit its final report following evaluation of the
acceptable sodium product for the TWRS __nk Sludge Pretreatment Process
§] ic wa 1g). Thi nation will |  conducted in concert with TWRS
TPA Milestone M-50-03 (due date March 31, 1998). This Hanford Site
Radioactive (FFTF, Hallam, and Sodium reaction experiment) sodium evaluation
will address other conversion options for disposal of the sodium if the product use
for TWRS is not viable, regardless of which option is selected, a new sodium
reaction facility will be constructed adjacent to the sodium storage facility to
convert the bulk metallic sodium to the appropriate chemical form. This report
will include a decision on the final disposition of the Hanford Site Radioactive
Sodium (e.g., disposal or reuse). Appropriate milestones and target dates will be
established for construction and operation of the sodium reaction facility based on
the option selected.

Submit FFTF End Point Criteria Document.

A document identifying the end point criteria necessary to place the FFTF in a safe
and stable configuration will be developed. This document will be provided to
EPA and Ecology for review, and approval for the hazardous substances proposed
to remain at the facility.

Complete FFTF Sodium Drain.

This milestone will be complete when ali of the sodium coolant has been drained
from the plant to the new sodium storage facility to the maximum practical extent.
The sodium residuals that remain are integral to the system, are solid in form, and
adhere to the surfaces to the system components. The residuals will be maintained
under an inert gas blanket to minimize potential reactions during the long-term
surveillance and maintenance phase. During final disposition of the facility, any
regulated wastes generated from the cleaning or dismantlement of these systems,
will be appropriately managed.

Complete reactor and heat transport system sodium drain.

The reactor and primary and secondary heat transport system sodium coolant and
supporting sodium systems will be maintained in a safe configuration, molten and
circulating until the fuel is removed from the FFTF Reactor vessel and the sodium
storage facility is operational. The sodium will then be drained to the tanks
located in the sodium storage facility and allowed to freeze.

7/31/98
completed
01/97




M-81-04-T02

M-81-05

M-81-06

The following M-20-29A interim milestone due date is modified by this action. The parties agree to revisit and reestablish

Complete interim decay storage vessel and fuel storage facility sodium drain.

The interim decay storage vessel and fuel storage facility sodium will be
maintained in a molten state until the fuel is removed from these storage locations.
The sodium will then be drained to the tanks located in the sodium storage facility
and allowed to freeze.

Submit FFTF Surveillance and Maintenance Plan.

A plan describing the S&M phase will be developed. This plan will be provided to
EPA and Ecology for review, and approval for the hazardous substances propose
to remain at the facility. This plan will include documentation of lists of
hazardous substances, including dangerous waste that remain i e FFTF Facility
upon completion of Phase I activities because the hazardous substance: (1) contains
waste components that are highly radioactive, (2) is part of the
and (3) an intact piece(s) of ec " »ment.

Complete PCB Transformer disposal.

The nineteen Polychlorinated Biphenyl (PCB) electrical transformers at the FFTF
will be disposed of after the transformers are removed from service. Twelve of the
nineteen transformers, will be drained, flushed and removed from FFIF within
thirty days after being removed from service as specified in 40 CFR 761. Seven of
the transformers, which are in areas that are difficult to obtain access, will be
drained, flushed and removed from FFTF within nine months  cessation of
service to ensure their disposal within one year from the start of the storage.
Cessation of service constitutes the start of the storage, and 40 CFR 761 limits the
storage and subsequent disposal to a one-year period.

a due date as appropriate should FFTF transition resume:

M-20-29A

a:change.rs2

Submit sodium storage facility and sodium reaction facility closure plan or request
for procedural closure as defined in section 6.3.3 of this Tri-Party Agreement to
EPA and Ecology.

A potential use for the sodium as feedstock in the TWRS Program has been
identified and will be evaluated as discussed pursuant to M-8§1-02-T01. The
sodium will be stored as product material in the sodium storage facility until the
final disposition of the material is determined. FFTF is proceeding on the basis of
providing RCRA and WAC 173-303 compliant storage for the sodium. The
sodium reaction facility is included in the permit re:  st, even though the sodium
reaction facility availability and regulatory status will be determined by the 1998
evaluation/decision point. If the sodium use for the TWRS is confirmed, a request
for procedural closure as defined in section 6.3.3 of the Tri-Party Agreement will
be submitted for the sodium storage facility and sodium reaction facility units. If
the sodium is determined to be a waste, a closure plan will be submitted for the
two units.




,_Attathment b.

Department of Energy
Richland Operations Office
* P.O. Box 550
Richland, Washington 99352

APR 30 1397
97-EAP-398 |

Mr. Mike A. Wilson, Manager
Nuclear Waste Program -

State of Washington

Department of Ecology

P.0. Box 47600

0lymp . Washington 9850 7600

Dear Mr. Wilson:

RESOLUTION OF DISPUTE FOR HANFORD.FEDERAL FACILITY AGREEMENT AND CONSENT ORDER
(TRI-PARTY AGREEMENT) CHANGE REQUEST M-83-97-02 ON TRANSITION COMMITMENTS FOR
PLUTONIUM FINISHING PLANT ' :

Reference: Statement of Dispute Regarding the Disapproval of Hanford
Federal Facility and Consent Order Change Request M-87-97-02 on
Transition Commitments for Plutonium Finishing Plant, Wagoner
to Ecology and EPA, April 7, 1997.

Attached for your signature is the Resolution of Dispute agreement to end the
dispute resolution process on Hanford Federal Facility and Consent Order-
(Agreement) Milestone M-83-00, the transition commitments for the Plutonium
Finishing Plant (PFP). The parties reached agreement at the April 22, 1997,
Inter Agency Management Integration Team (IAMIT) meeting, and this mutually
acceptable resolution to the dispute is documented in the IAMIT meeting
minutes.

It is also agreed that technical discussions between the parties will begin
immediately. The discussions will define the boundaries of the regulatory
units to be included in the Part A, form 3, to be submitted for public review
by issuing the required Notice of Intent (NOI). The NOI will be prepared no
later than July 15, 1997. The technical discussions will define materials and
processes to be included in the NOI.

Formal negotiations, as defined in the Agreement, required to meet the
milestone dates established by the signing of M-83-97-02 shall begin by
September 1, 1997.



. Mike A. Wil | C e o o
by ehases O o APR 30 1997

We Took forward to workihg closely with Ecology and kicking off technical
exchange meetings in the 1 ir future so that all commitment dates will be met.
If you have any qugstions, please contact me on (509) 376-7435.

S1ncir§1 -
Dj/ _
EAP:JKY - ' Peter M. 11meyer, Acting Assistant Manager
for Facility Transition

Attachment

cc w/attach: .

Larry Arnold, FDH
Mary Lou Blazek, ODOE
Bill Burke, CTUIR
Moses Jaraysi, Ecology
Russell Jim, YIN S
Donna Powaukee, Nez Perce
Marilyn Reeves, HAB
Noug Sherwood, EPA

an Silver, Ecology™
Kandy Smith, EPA

Larry Olguin, FDH










M 02
April 24, 1997

Description Justification Continued:

Agreement milestone series M-83-00 milestonés and target dates deleted by this action include M-83- 00 M-
83-TO1, M 83-02, and M-83- 07-T04 as follows: :

M-83-00 _ Complete stabilization of process areas, and other TBD
PFP cleanout actions resultm° from the EIS ROD,
within PFP. ;

. Compleuon of the process area stablhzatlon actwmes :
will « ablish a safe and envnronmenta]ly secure
configuration for these plant areas. The major
radic :tive and chemical sources as.  iated with
these areas will be removed, reduced, and/or
stabilized. Completion of stabilization and other
cleanout activities will result in reduced risk to plant
workers, the public, and the environment. This
milestone includes completion of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process.

The three parties will enter into negotiations within
two months following issuance of the EIS Record of
Decision to establish milestones for implementing the
Record of Decision and will complete negotiations
within 6 months thereafter’

M-83-01-T01 Issue final Environmental Impact Statement Record = 6/30/96
of Decision (ROD).

The final Environmental Impact Statement will be
completed and all applicable NEPA requirements
performed, including issuance of the ROD.

M-83-02 Complete identified interim actions. 12/31/98

The currently identified interim actions as listed in
the following target activities will be completed.
Additional potential interim actions will be
evaluated.

M-83-02-T04 Complete 234-56Z ductwork cleanout. 12/31/98

Residual Plutonium-bearing materials will be
removed from identified exhaust ventilation ducting
(two sections totaling approximately 60 meters [197
feet]) and selected process vacuum system piping

. (approximately 45 meters [150 feet]).
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AMENDMENT TO RESOLUTION OF DISPUTE FOR MILESTONE M-83-00
TRANSITION COMMITMENTS FOR THE PLUTONIUM FINISHING PLANT

On April 30, 1997, a Resolution of Dispute was signed by the U.S. Department
of Energy and the Washington Department of Ecology on Milestone M-83-00.

Inclu :d in the 1anguage of the resolution was a statement that "[IJt is the
parties’ intent to submlit these changes to the Agreement for a 45 day public
comment period to run from approximately June 1, 1997, to July 15, 1997."

The purpose of this statement was to set out the parties commitment to submit
the final changes to the Agreement for gub11c comment. Further, as the
negotiations for these final changes will occur beginning September 1, 1997,
the statement in the original Resolution of Dispute was in error and the that
it be amended to delete the above sentence and subsi :ute the following:

"It is the parties intention to submit the final changes to the Agreement for
a 45 day public comment period upon-completion of the negotiations called r
in th1s resolution.’

d AQMMQJ@«

enael AL Wilson Date
Manager, Nuclear Waste Programs '
State ,of_Washington Department of Ecology

mﬁ ufsft7

Peter M. /K OT]mcyer ~ Date
Acting ASsjistant Manager, Transition Facilities
U.s. Dep ment of Energy - Richland Operations Office

Washington State Department of Ecology A U.S. Environmental Protection Agency A U.S. Department of Energy
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U.S. Department of Energy

ety Richland Operations Offi
A 'e tcnian perations Ice
\\/1.{// P.O. Box 550 0 22 206
% 5 ' Richland, Washington 98352
0CT17 1997

r. C. Clarke, Regional Administrator
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Sixth Avenue
Seattle, Washington 98101

Mr. T. Fitzsimmons, Director
State of Washington
lt -~ r‘--’l(._”
r.u. oua 47000
Olympia, Washington 98504-7600

aar Messrs. Clarke and Fitzsimmons:

COMPLFTTON OF NEGOTIATIONS FOR REVISION OF THE HANFORD FEDERAL FACILITY
AGREE ~ ~ AND CONSENT ORDER (TRI-PARTY AGREEMENT) MILESTONES FOR ENVIRONMENTAL
RESTORATLION'S (ER) 200 AREAS SOIL WASTE SITES

Enclosed for your signature is the tentative agreement (Enclosure 1) to
approve the completed change packages to | ‘'ise ! lestones M-13 and M-20 of
the Tri-Party Agreement as they relate to the ER Project's remediation of soil
waste sites in the 200 Area of the Hanford Site. These negotiations were
required because the existing interim and target milestones no longer
accurately reflect the path forward for this project as determined by the ER
Project's 200 Areas Soil Remediation Strategy and Waste Site Grouping for

200 Areas Soil Investigations. Also provided for your information, as
Enclosures 2 and 3, are copies of the draft change packages to revise

b lestones M-13 and M-20.

In October of 1996, the tri-parties agreed that negotiations should commence
following the issuance of Revision 0 of the strategy document. It was also
agreed that any new or revised milestones to be proposed would be consistent
with the technical approach described in the strategy. An Agreement-in-
Principle was signed on May 8, 1997. These commitments were developed in
conjunction with members of the State of Washington Department of Ecology
(Ecology) and U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) staff.

The negotiation team from the U.S. Department of Energy, Richland Operations
Office (RL), Ecology, and EPA staffs have kept the Hanford Advisory Board and
other interested stakeholders apprised of progress throughout the
negotiations. ‘

The original tentative agreement is being provided to Ecology for signature.
It is then requested that Ecology forward the original signed agreement to EPA

) signature. After signature is obtained by both Ecology and EPA, please
return the original signed tentative agreement to Mr. Bryan L. Foley, RL
Project Manager, at MSIN HO-12.
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If you want to discuss this matter further or require additional information,
please contact me, or your staff may contact Mr. Foley at (509) 376-7087.

Sincerely,

J D. wagoneré; :
Manager

RAP:BLF
Enclosures: _As stated

cc w/encls:

J. W. Donnelly, Ecology
D. A. Faulk, EPA

M. K. Harmon, EM-442
Q. B. Mitchem, BHI
R. D. Morrison, FDH
T. Post, EPA

D. R. Sherwood, EPA

E. R. Skinnarland, Ecology
M. A. Wilson, Ecology
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TENTATIVE AGREEMENT ON NEGOTIATIONS FOR THE
200 AREAS SOIL REMEDIATION STRATEGY

On April 30, 1997, the U.S. Department of Energy, the State of Washington
Department of Ecology and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency agreed to
enter into negotiations on matters relating to developing an improved process
for completing the soil investigations for Environmental Restoration Program
contaminated soil sites in the 200 Areas. This agreement was followed by
negotiation which established modifications to the Hanford Federal Facility
Agreement and Consent Order (Tri-Party Agreement). The parties agreed to
change Appendix D, Work Schedule, M-13 and M-20 mil¢ “ones.

Pursuant to the Agreement in Principle, dated April 30, 1997, the three
parties have concluded the 200 Areas Soil Remediation Strategy negotiations
and have reached tentative agreement. A copy of this agreement is attached.

! accordance with the provisions of the Tri-Party Agreement, the proposed
changes will be submitted to the public for review and comment over a 45 day
period. Copies of the package will be available for review at the public
information repositories. Following the 45 day public comment period, the
parties will make appropriate revisions before finalizing these changes. The
parties i :icipate final signatures > take place by January 30, 1998. Prior
to finalization, a response to comments document wil be issued.

The parties further agree to minimize additional delay in the event the
parties fail to agree on any changes as the result of public comment. All
unresolved matters shall be.referred to the Tri-Party Agreement dispute
resolution process beginning at the Inter Agency Management Integration Team
(IAMIT) Tevel as described in the Tri-Party Agreement. The parties shall
attempt to resolve the dispute(s) as provided in the Tri-Party Agreement
paragraph 30 and/or 59.

Signed this day of October 1997

Tom Fitzsimmons, Director Chuck Clarke, Regional Administrator

State of Washington U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
gepartment of Ecology Region 10

chland Operations Office

Washington State Department of Ecology A U.S. Environmental Protection Agency A U.S. Department of Energy
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Description/Justification of Change (continued)

- The 200 Area RI/FS (RFI1/CMS) Implementation Plan (which will be a primary document per
Section 9 of the TPA and will establish the common requirements for future
characterizations in the 200 Areas) will provide up front approval of all cross-cutting
aspects of the characterizations and individual Work Plans for the 23 waste site groups
(previously 32 work plans were required) which will be prepared to address site-specific
requirements. The: plans will incorporate both Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
(RCRA) requirements as well as Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and
Liability Act (CERCLA) requirements (see associated Agreement Change Control Form for M-
20-97-01 for additional detail). These documents in combination will meet all substantive
requirements of CERCLA RI/FS and RCRA RFI/CMS Work Plans. Interim milestones M-13-18
through M-13-24 reflect this approach and replace milestones M-13-11 through M-13-17.
Major miles »ne M-13-00K and M-13-00Q will be revised to accommodate the reduced number of
work nlans to be generated. The waste site groupings will require redes1gnat1on of

erable Units associated w 1 200 Areas soil remediation in the Env1ronmenta1
Restorat1on project. Changes to Appendix C of the Action P° 1 will ber ju* .d - vreflect
these new operable unit designations and will be performed upon approval of this change
control form. Please refer to associated Agreement Change Control Form M-20-97-01 for
additional changes to M-20 milestones.

Impact of Change (continued):

. Add interim milestone M-13-19, "Submit 200 North Pond and Trenches Cooling Water
oup Work Plan.", 2/28/99.

. Add interim lestone M-13-20, "Submit 200 Gable Mountain/B Pond and Ditch Cooling
Water Group Work Plan.", 4/30/99.

. Add interim milestone M-13-21, "Submit 200 Chemical Sewer Group Work Plan.",
8/31/99.

. Add interim milestone M-13-22, “Submit 200 U Pond/Z-Ditches Cooling Water Group Work
Plan.", 12/31/99. C

. Add interim milestone M-13-23, "Submit Uranium Rich Process Waste Group Work Plan.",
- 4/30/00.
. Add interim milestone M-13-24, "Submit General Process Waste Group Work Plan.”,

8/31/00.
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-THE AGREEMENT :XT IS MODIFIED AS FOLLOWS:

Table D. Major and Interim Milestones

[ oy

M-13-00K
M-13-00L
M-13-00M
M-13-00N
M-13-000
M-13-0t
M-13-18
M-13-19
M-13-20

M-13-21
M-13-22
M-13-23
M-13-24

Milestone

SUBMIT 1 200 NPL RI/FS (RFI/CMS) WORK PLANS.

SUBMIT 3 200 NPL RI/FS (RFI/CMS) WORK PLANS.

SUBMIT 3 200 NPL RI/FS (RFI/CMS) WORK PLANS.

SUBMIT 3 200 NPL RI/FS (RFI/CMS) WORK PLANS.

SUBMIT 3 200 NPL RI/FS (RFI/CMS) WORK PLANS.

SUBMIT 4 200 NPL RI/FS (RFI/CMS) WORK PLANS.

SUBMIT 200 AREA RI/FS (RFI/CMS) IMPLEMENTATION PLAN.
SUBMIT 200 NORTH POND COOLING WATER GROUP WORK PLAN

SUBMIT GABLE MOUNTAIN/B POND AND DITCH COOLING WATER
GROUP WORK PLAN.

SUBMIT CHEMICAL SEWER GROUP WORK PLAN.

SUBMIT U POND/Z-DITCHES COOLING WATER GROUP WORK PLAN.

SUBMIT URANIUM RICH PROCESS WASTE GROUP WORK | \N.
SUBMIT GENERAL PROCESS WASTE GROUP WORK PLAN.

Due vace
12/31/2000
12/31/2001
12/31/2002
12/31/2003
12/31/2004

12/31/¢ 15

8/31/1998
2/28/1999
4/30/1999

8/31/1999
12/31/1999
4/30/2000
8/31/2000
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THE AGREEMENT TEXT IS MODIFIED AS FOLLOWS:

Table D. Major and Interim Milestones

oar
mM-cu-00

‘AD AGENCY:
.0LOGY

M-20-33

M-20-39

M-20-52

M-20-53

Milestone Date
SUBMIT PART B PERMIT APPLICATIONS OR 2/28/2004
CLOSURE/POSTCLOSURE PLANS FOR ALL RCRA TSD UNITS.
PERMIT APPLICATIONS, CLOSURE, AND POST-CLOSURE PLANS
WILL BE SUBMITTED TO ECOLOGY FOR APPROVAL.
INDIVIDUAL UNIT SUBMITTALS (ENFORCEAI E AS INTERIM
MILESTONES) WILL OCCUR AS SHOWN IN APPENDIX D.

PRECLOSURE WORK PLANS WILL BE PREPARED AND SUBMITTED
FOR APPROVAL FOR TSD UNITS WHICH WILL ACHIEVE CLOSURE
IN CONJUNCTION WITH THE DISPOSITION OF THE FACILITY IN
WHICH ..IEY /.._ _ONTAINED.

SUBMIT 216-A-10 CRIB AND 216-A-36B CRIB 10/31/2003
CLOSURE/POSTCLOSURE PLANS TO ECOLOGY IN

COORDINATION WITH THE WORK PLAN FOR THE URANIUM

RICH PROCESS WASTE GROUP (TO BE COORDINATED WITH M-13-23).

SUBMIT 216-S-10 POND AND DITCH CLOSURE/POSTCLOSURE 2/28/2003
PLANS TO ECOLOGY IN COORDINATION WITH THE WORK PLAN :

FOR THE CHEMICAL SEWER GROUP (TO BE COORDINATED

WITH M-13-21).

SUBMIT 216-A-37-1 CRIB CLOSURE/POSTCLOSURE -PLAN TO 12/31/2003
ECOLOGY IN COORDINATION WITH THE WORK PLAN

FOR THE GENERAL PROCESS WASTE GROUP (TO BE

COORDINATED WITH M-13-24).

SUBMIT 207-A RETENTION BASIN CLOSURE/POSTCLOSURE . 12/31/2003
PLAN TO ECOLOGY IN COORDINATION WITH THE WORK

PLAN FOR THE GENERAL PROCESS WASTE GROUP (TO BE

COORDINATED WITH M-13-24).

SUBMIT 241-CX TANK SYSTEM CLOSURE/POSTCLOSURE PLAN TO 2/28/2004
ECOLOGY IN COORDINATION WITH THE WORK PLAN FOR THE
INFRASTRUCTURE WASTE GROUP (TO BE COORDINATED WITH M-13-00K).
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Department of Energy
Richland Operations Office
P.O. Box 550
Richland, Washington 99352

OCT 0 9 1997

97-EAP-715

Mr. Michael A. Wilson

Program Manager

Nuclear Waste Program

State of Washington

Department of Ecology

P . Box 47600

Oiympia, Washington 98504-7600

Dear Mr. 1son:

INITIATION OF DISPUTE. HANFORD FACILITY DANGEROUS WASTE PERMIT PART A

APPLICATION

The U.S. Department of Energy, Richland Operations Office (RL) has received
from the State of Washington Department of Ecology (Ecology) a letter titled.
"Hanford Facility Dangercus Vaste Part A Permit Application, Form 3. Revision:
4 and 5, for the 222-S Laboratory Complex," dated October 2, 1997. The letter
was received at RL on October 8, 1997.

The referenced letter informs RL that Ecology is “unable to approve” Revision
4 or Revision 5 (Part A Revisions) of RL's Dangerous Waste Part A Permit
Application addressing proposed changes at Hanford's 222-S Laboratory. As
referred to in Ecology's letter, after nearly a year of discussion and
exchange of substantial correspondence, the Parties have been unable to reach
consensus on the various terms that Ecology proposes to make part of a Part A
permit revision as conditions precedent to approval. Including ccmail and
other correspondence previously received by RL, Ecology's October 2, 1997,
letter represents at least the third notice of deficiency issued in connection
with the 222-S Part A Revisions. There is currently no indication, given the
differences of the Parties, that further submission of revised Part A permit
applications would reach a different result.

RL disagrees with Ecology's determination in this matter, and accordingly,
exercises its right to enter dispute resolution as provided 1in Article VIIT,
Paragraph 30(K) of the Hanford fFederal Facility Agreement and Consent Order,
as amended. RL looks forward to promptly meeting with Ecology in order to
more fully understand its bagsis for denying RL's Part A Revisions, and to
working toward a mutually acceptable resolution.



Mr. Michael A. Wilson 2 0CT 09 1997

97-EAP-715

Should you have any questions, please contact me at (509) 376-1366 or
Paul ‘Carter at (509) 376-0016.

Sincerely.,

Thomas K. Teynor. Director
EAP:DEJ ‘ Waste Programs ivision

cc: D. Arnold, FDH

L. Blazek. ODOE

J. Cusack. Ecology
L. Dahl, Ecology _
D. Huckaby, Ecology
. Jaraysi. Ecology
Jim. YIN

Powaukee, NPT
Reeves, HAB

R. Wilkinson, CTUIR
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