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January 20, 2000
Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order
Milestone Review Minutes

M-26-01 — Land Disposal Restrictions (LDR) Report

M. Jarvis led the discussion of the presentation “Land Disposal estrictions Annual
Report” Attachment 1. This discussion covered the basics of the milestone requirements
and the current deadlines of the ongoing related dispute resolution as noted in the
presentation. It was pointed out that the underlying dispute resolution has been linked
with the ongoing Privatization negotiations.

R. Skinnarland stated that there are LDR issues which will likely go beyond the
Privatization negotiations.

D. Sherwood asked what the DOE needs at this point? M. Jarvis responded that at this
time clarification of the language in the Ecology proposed resolution of dispute.

M-20-00 - RCRA Closure Plans/ Permits

E. Mattlin lead the discussion of the presentation “M-20 Milestone Status Permits and
Closure Plans” Attachment 2.

J. Wallace stated that schedules for modifying the Site Wide Permit need to be discussed
at the Project Managers level.

E. Mattlin stated that, although not in the presentation, the DOE will be submitting an
Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (Agreement) change request to
establish a milestone for submittal of a Plutonium Finishing Plant treatment Part B permit
application.

R. Skinnarland stated that with regard to the Site Wide Permit, we should not proceed
with issuing the next permit modifications for public comment until we have resolved the
current issues with Mod E. This does not mean that we should stop work on developing
the applications and going through the NOD process for the next permit cycle.

A. Miskho asked if workshops on 222-S should be pursued. R. Skinnarland responded
that yes workshops would still be valuable.




M-35-09B - Data Management — Biennial Assessment

It was reported that there were no current issues and no new data access needs have been
identified. Milestone M-35-09B due on March 31, 2000 would likely be completed by
mutual agreement shortly.

D. Sherwood stated that Ecology had been removed from Hanford Local Area Network

access and asked if Ecology was satisfied with current access? R. Riedner responded that
Ecology was currently satisfied.

M.-34-00 - Spent Nuclear Fuel

C. Rodriguez lead the discussion of the presentation “Hanford Spent Nuclear Fuel
Project” Attachment 3. No concerns were noted.

M-89-00 - 324 Facility Stabilization

D. Templeton lead the discussion of the presentation “324 Facility Stabilization”
Attachment 4. It was noted that B Cell work is currently running 4 to 5 months behind
schedule.

M. Wilson asked what are the negotiations noted in the last bull. :d item on the sixth
page of the presentation which reads “Initiated negotiations with SNF Program to define
alternative packaging for the commercial spent fuel in B-Cell”?

L. Romine responded that the negotiations are mainly to work out the details of
acceptance criteria.

Regarding the second issue noted on page 12 of the presentation, it was stressed that final

funding levels will probably not be established until sometime in the Summer of 2000.
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D. Templeton lead the discussion of the presentation “Nuclear Materials and Facility
Stabilization” Attachment 5.

It was stated that Special Case Waste is not presently planned to be sent to the PUREX
Tunnels.

A. Stone stated that the Tribes are concerned about the existing Notice of Construction
and contacts should be made to explain the current approach. '

L. Ruud asked if wastes are characterized.




D. Templeton responded that “HNF 1730” lays out characterization as it will be carried
out.

D. Sherwood asked where will the waste go if not to the PUREX Tunnels?
D. Templeton responded that wastes would go to either the Central Waste Complex or

burial grounds which will be determined in the Project Management Plan.

M-83-00 - Plutonium Finishing Plant.

L. Romine of the U. S. DOE lead a discussion of Attachment 6 ¢ fuclear Material
Stabilization Project, Plutonium Finishing Plant Stabilization Project, Milestone TPA-M-
837,

Geors Jackson, of Westinghouse Safety Management Solutions was introduced to those
present.

D. Sherwood requested L. Romine to provide a copy of DNFSB 2000-1. (Note: this
request was subsequently completed on January 20, 2000).

L. Romine requested a letter from Ecology indicating the approval of the Part A Permit
Application to support cementation activities.

L. Ruud responded that the DOE has approval of interim status to operate under the
existing Part A. L. Ruud went on to stress that the DOE must meet all necessary interim
status requirements such as having training plans and contingency plans in place. If
additional waste codes have to be added then the proper procedures must be followed
including appropriate justifications. The Ecology position is that all interim status
requirements for miscellaneous treatment units apply. Ecology will be willing to assist
with interpretations of the appropriate requirements.

JY. arequ ed: | ntE. __ v ter _ )licies on the Part A process.
L. Ruud will provide references to letter(s) describing the current Part A process.

L. Ruud stated that Ecology has not yet agreed to a Part B submittal change package.

A. Hopkins requested that Ecology provide notification to the DOE should miscellaneous
treatment unit not be considered appropriate.




M-15-37B - 241-Z-361 Data/Recommendation

L. Romine lead a discussion of Attachment 7 “Tank 241-Z-361”. No concerns arose in
the discussion.
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ATTACHWMEMT

M-20 MILESTONE STATUS
PERMITS AND CLOSURE PLANS

Ellen Mattlin
U.S. Department ol  iergy, Richland Operations Office
Office of Site Services

January 2000
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ACCOMPLISHMENTS
(last 3 months)

4 Closure Plans
+ Closure activities for the 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous

Waste cility (1 . ._ "._. , are pending. The closure
plan for the 616 NRDWSF is included in Modification E of
the Permit.
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ACCOMPLISHMENTS
(last 3 months)

Part A’s:

¢ Submitted the following revised/new Hanford Facility Dangerous Waste
Part A permit application documentation:

+ B Plant Complex, Part A, Form 3, Revision 8
¢ 216-B-63 Trench, Part A, Form 3, Revision 5
+ DOE listed as the Owner/Operator, and CH2M Hill as a Co-operator
for:
+* New Part A, Form 1
DST System Part A, Form 3, Revision , Revision 10
+ Single-Shell Tank System Part A, Form 3, Revision 6
+ Grout Treatment Facility Part A, Form 3, Revision 7
+ 204-AR Waste Unloading Station Part A, Form 3 , Revision 6

¢ 100-D Ponds Part A, Form 3, page 1 was stamped
"Closed 8/9/99” and was submitted to Ecology

—_——

*

ACCOMPLISHMENTS
(last 3 months)

Part B’s:
+ Submitted revised working draft (Revision 0A) o 1e Double-
Sheli Tank (DST) System Part B permit application to

Ecology ir ipport of planned permitting workshops
(12/28/99)




ACCOMPLISHMENTS
(last 3 months)

¢ Hanford Facility RCRA Permit

+ Quarterly Class 1 modification packages submitted to Ecology
in accordance with Permit Condition 1.C.3 (10/7/99)

+ Submitted the annual Closure/Postclosure Cost Estimate
Report to Ecology (10/28/99)

+ Submitted comment package to Ecology for proposed
Moaodification E of the Permit (12/6/99)

+ Submitted comment package to the EPA for proposed
modifications to the HSWA Portion of the Permit (12/17/99)

+ Submitted comment package to Ecology for transferring
corrective action conditions from EPA to Ecology (12/20/99)

—_—

PLANNED ACTION (next 6 months)

Closure Plans

4 Continue closure activities and/or discussions associated with the
following units:

+ 616 NRDWSF

+ 2401-W Storage Building (partial closure of Central Waste
Complex [CWC])

¢ 221-T T Plant Canyon Tank System
+ 303-K Storage Facifity

¢ Establish closure strategy for the 1706-KE Waste Treatment
System

¢ Establish closure plan submittal date for the 221-T . unk System

—_— e —
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PLANNED ACTION (next 6 months)

Part A

¢ Resolve issues associated with submittal of the following Part A
Permit Application, Form 3s:

* Waste Encapsulation and Storage Facility (WESF),
Revision 0

* Mixed Waste Disposal Units (MWDUs), Revision 12
formerly known as Low-Level Burial Grounds (LLBG)

+ Plutonium Finishing Plant (PFP) Treatment Unit, Revision 0

—_—

PLANNED ACTION (next 6 months)

¢ PartB

+ Continue efforts associated with NOD resolution for the
222-S Laboratory Complex Part B permit application
F ision 1, forincl 3nin Modification F (2000) of ti rrmit

+ Support workshops with Ecology on the working draft
(Revision OA) of the DST System Part B permit appli  ion for
inclusion in Modification G (2001) ofthe Pt

+ Submit working draft (Revision 0A) of T-Plant Part B permit
application for inclusion in Modification H (2002) of the Permit
(6/00)

+ Submit working draft (Revision 0A) of MWDUs Part B permit
application for inclusion in Modification H (2002) of the Permit
(6/00)

—— e— —
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ISSUES

4 Concerns:

¢ Outstanding issues associated with the proposed Draft
Permit (issued 10/99) are affecting the Permit revisic
process. These issues could impact the schedule for future
Permit modifications (Modifications F and G)

¢ Ability to address NODs on the 222-S Laboratory Complex
could impact the inclusion of this TSD unit in Modification F
of the Permit

——.










— Hanford Spent Nuclear | el Project

TPA Milestone Status

+  Milestone M-34-15A- 21 “Completic two bays of the Cold Vacuum Drying Facility
construction and installation. The first two bays of the Cold Vacuum Drying Facility
shall be constructed, all process equipment installed, and acceptance tests
completed”

— Status: Complete 10-31-99 (on schedule)

« Milestone M-34-14A ¢ omplete K West Cask Facility modifications. The K West Cask
System Facility modifications shall be constructed, installed and acceptance test(s)
completed”

— Status: On schedule

« Milestone M-34-04 “The DOE shall submit a Remedi: Design Report/Remedial Action
Work Plan for the K 1sins Interim Action to EPA and Ecology for approval. This
Work Plan shall be 1strained by these (Ni-34-98-01A) Agreement milestones and
target dates, and st propose ( :tailed schedules for initiating and completing
activities required for the removal of hazardous substances from K Basins (spent
nuclear fuel, sludge, debris an. water)”

— Status: On schedule

« Milestone M-34-15F )1 “Complete remaining bay(s) of the Cold Vacuum Drying
Facility constructic ind installation. The remaining bay(s) of the Cold Vacuum
Drying Facility sha e constructed, all process e ipment stalled, and acceptance
tests completed”

— Status: On schedule

TPA RGH 1/14/00 Page 3










— Hanford Spent Nuclear F. 3l Project-

Significant £ ccompiishments
(Continued)

« Resolution and closure of technical issues

— Cask/MCO dr. > at CSB
| — CLS design a| »roach for KE Basin
— Fuel crumbling

| . Implement: tion of K Basin SAR, Rev. 3K & TSR, Rev. 0G

« Completed i istallation of MLS Grapple; completed staging

of MLS Gantry

TPA RGH 4/2~0u Page 6




o Hanford Spent Nuclear F el Project-

Upcoming Activities

F°. approve CTFM Cask Lcadout FSAR update

Start functio! 1l testing Phase 1 of IWTS & FRS as part of PSI
(January 2000)

Submit CSB FSAR updazie to RL (January 31, 2000)

Complete CSB {1 be welding (February 28, 2000)

RL approve C¢ 3 FSAR {Goal: February 28, 2000) |
Complete KV Basin Cask Facility Modifications (February 28, 2000)
Start instal i« of CSB standard plugs (March 1, 2000)

Start CVD intec ated MCO/Process PAT (M: -ch 2, 2000)

Submit CERCL, remedial design report to EPA (March 31, 2000)

| eliver 1st sl 'ment of MCOs & baskets (June 1, 2000)

TPA RGH 1/14/00 Page 7




— Hanford Spent Nuclear Fuel Project-

SNF Projec Issues/Concerns

« Budget for FY )00

.PA RGH 1714700 Page 8




— Hanford Spent Nuclear Fuel Project

Perm ttinca 'd Regulatory Issues

* None

Non-TPA Re¢ !"latory Issues with Potential to
Impact TPA M 'estones

* None

TPA RGH 1/14/00 1 uge »




— Hanford Spent Nuclear Fuel Project:

Spent Nuclear Fuel Project

“inancial Status thru December
(based on early start schedule)

SCHEDULE COST

$in 000s BCWS BCWP ACWP VARIANCE VARIANCE BAC
EXPENSE § 1,208  $27,695  $33,163 (53,602) (55467 $152,741
CAPITALEQUIPMENT 4,729 1,659 3,091 (3,070) (1,432) 18,617
GENERAL1 .ANT PROJ 153 15 0 (139) 14 851
LINE ITEM 7284 4417 8242 (2.867) (3:824) 22,865
OTAL § 5,464  $33,786  $44,495 ($9.678)  ($10,709)  $195,074

Schedule Variance
+ [(26%)] Facility Mods KE construction behind schedule due to resources to support KW Punchlist & Testing.
« [(23%)] Canister Storage Builc 1g Construction Contract is inconsistent with baseline, but meets end date.
* [(11%)] Modular office trailer behind schedule (no impact).
* [(7%)] Cold Vacuum Drying timephasing error for safety class instrumentation; on schedule and will be
completed in June.
[(7%)] IWTS KE construction behind schedule due to design/fabrication rebid for competitive price evaluation.

Cost Variance

* [(33%)] CVD Engmeerlng & esting cost higher than planned; working to mitigate impacts.

* [(13%)] Startup and testing activities overrun; DN in process.

+ [(11%)] Safety Analysis Reports not budgeted in FY 2000; BCR in process.

+ [(8%)] K Basin Facility Mods overrun resulting from I | mezzanine removal punchlist items, panel 9 installation
and MEI reroute; BCR in process. el

TPA RGH 1/14/00 Page 10
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(8 IN 000'S)

EXPENSE:
Project Mamagement and Intcgration
Site Widc SNF Projects (327 Fuel Transfer)
Project Mgmt. and Integration  -oject Fee)

* K Basms Mamnt. and Oper. (Through F.M.)
K Basin Project Support

* K Basins Facility Projects (Des/ Mod/ Const)

* Fuel Retrieval Project (Des/ Mod/ Const)

* Water Treatment (Des/ Mod/ Const)

* Debris Removal Project (Des/ Mod/ Const)

* MCO Acqusition (Des/ Mod/ Const)
Cask Transportation System (Des/ Mod/ Const)

* K Basin Cold Vacuum Facility (Des/ Mod/ Const)
Debris Removal Project. (During F.M.)

* SNF Relocation Common Operations

* K Basin CVD Facility (Operations)
Sludge Remowval Project (Des/ Mod/ Const)
Sludge Treatment Project (Des/ Mod/ Const)
Transition Project Management

* Acquire Systems for Facility Deactivation

* Canister Storage Bldg. Facility (Des/ Mod/ Const)

* Canister Storage Building Operations

* Site Wide SNF (Des/ Move Fuel to 200 ISA)

SUBTOTAL EXPENSE

CAPITAL EQUIPMENT:
* K Basins Facility Projects (Des/ Mod/ Const)
* Water Treatment (Des/ Mod/ Const)
* SNF Relocation Common Operations
* Canister Storage Bldg. Facility (Des/ Mod/ Const)
SUBTOTAL CAPITAL EQUIPMENT

GENERAL PLANT PROJECTS:
* Site Wide SNF (200 ISA Des/ Const)
SUBTOTAL GENERAL PLANT PROJECTS

LINE ITEM:
Project Management and Integration
* K Basin Cold Vacuum Facility (Des/ Mod/ Const)
_* Canister Storage Bldg. Facility (Des/ Mod/ Const)

SUBTOTAL LINEITEM
TOTAL SNF PROJECT

sailed information contained in this report.

7284

VS
5,004
0
1,857
02
60
1,671
1,468
216
551
3242
14
72

0
6,729
921
0

0
31
907
120
991
543
31,298

2,957
1,149
568
55
4729

153

>~ o o

43,464

— Hanford Spent Nuclear “uel Project-

—FYTD
SCHED
BCWP  ACWP VAR
5000 6,180 @)
0 41 0
1,857 2,507 ©)
6,896 7,388 ©)
60 255 ©)
1,075 1,455 (596)
949 1,858 (519)
216 321 ©)
155 170 (396)
3472 4279 230
14 14 ©)

73 376 1

0 0 0
5387 5393 (1,342)
435 317 (486)

0 1 0

0 2 0
31 44 ©)
764 811 (143)
120 1,179 ©)
993 309 2
19 162 (44)
27,605 33,163 (3,602)
822 1,448 (2,135)
539 1,163 (610)
284 421 (284)
iz 58 (@
1,659 3,001  (3,070)
1 0 (139)
15 0 (139)

0 2 0
1927 6,118 (673)
2490 2121 (2,194)
4417 8242 (2,867)
33,786 44,495  (9,678)

COST
VAR
(1,180)
1)
(651)
(492)
(195)
(380)
(909)
(105)
(14)
(807)
(100)
(303)
0
)
118
)
)
(14)
CY))
(1,059)
684
37
(5,467)

(626)
(624)
(137)

(ﬁ)
(1,432)

@
(4,191
369
(3,.824)

(10,709)

FYTD FYTD
ESTIMATED ESTIMATED
ACTUALS COST VAR
6,246 (1,246)
41 @n
2,507 (651)
7,446 (550)
255 (195)
1,455 (380)
1,858 (909)
321! (105)
193 (38)
4,100 (628)
92 (78)

376 (303)

0 0
5,988 (601)
317 118

] )

2 @

44 (14)
788 (24)
1,179 (1,059)
309 684
162 37
33,680 (5,985)
1,448 626)
1,163 624)
421 137
38 (44)
3,091 (1,432)
0 14

0 14

2 A}
6,118 4.191)
2,267 223
8,387 (3,970)
45,159 (11,373)

.. ONF Project

33,074

¢ Financial
3007 | Status
thru

9,366
= December

1,240

14,353

62

317

21

29,155

7,190

0

0

135

3,681

480

6,861

3239

152,741

7,355
10,356
811
95
18,617

851
851

6,156
6,140
10,569
22,865

195,074
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