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1.0 Administrative Items 

The list of attendees for the July 30, 2019 Lifecycle Report Project Managers Meeting (PMM) is provided as 
Attachment A. Action items were reviewed during the PMM and current status is summarized in Attachment B. 
Any items that were agreed to be entered in the Administrative Record are listed in Attachment C. 

Approval of Previous Meeting Minutes: 
Meeting minutes from the May 15, 2019 PMM were sighed by the M-036-01 Project Managers; Shannon Ortiz 
from DOE-RL, Anne Knapp from Ecology and Craig Cameron from EPA and will be placed in the 
Administrative Record. 

Upcoming Meetings: 
The next M-036-01 quarterly milestone review meeting is scheduled for September 19, 2019. As agreed to 
during the meeting, a Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order IAMIT Milestone Review Form 
(For Milestones Without Issues or Significant Activity) will be submitted for the meeting with no presentation. 
The Project Managers also agreed that the next Lifecycle Report PMM will be scheduled around September 10, 
2019. 

Attachments: 
• Attachment A - List of Attendees 
• Attachment B - Action Tracking List 
• Attachment C - Administrative Record Items 
• Attachment D-Ecology June 6, 2019 Comments on the 2019 LCR 

2.0 Tank Waste Processing System Planning Update 

Joni Grindstaff opened the meeting by discussing the development status of the tank waste processing System 
Plan 9. Joni shared that the project team is currently in the scenario development phase of the project with a 
milestone for completing scenario selection by October 31, 2019. Joni discussed two scenarios currently being 
proposed; 1) DOE proposing a base operations case with the addition of a tank-side cesium removal operation 
and 2) Ecology proposing a scenario with a reduced operating efficiency. The scenario selection process is 
currently on schedule to meet the October nulestone. 

Joni went on to discuss an Analysis of Alternatives (AOA) review of pretreatment and high-level waste 
processing options that recently kicked off. The results of the AOA will be used as a decision making tool in 
determining the path forward for high-level waste processing. Joni pointed out that Ecology is participating in 
the review. The AOA is targeted to be complete in December 2019. 

3.0 Agency Feedback on Public Comments Received on the 2019 LCR 

Shannon Ortiz opened a discussion soliciting EPA and Ecology feedback on the public comments received 
on the 2019 LCR. The intent of this discussion was to ensure feedback received from the public is not in 
direct conflict with agency feedback. Shannon acknowledged that she had received Craig Cameron's 
feedback from the EPA indicating no issues. Anne Knapp indicated that Ecology had no issues with the 
public feedback. Shannon indicated that DOE would be developing responses to Agency and public 
comments with responses available for discussion in the March timeframe. 
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4.0 Discussion - Ecology June 6, 2019 LCR Comments 

Shannon Ortiz walked through DOE responses to Ecology feedback on the 2019 LCR provided via email on 
June 6, 2019 (see Attachment D). 

Comments 1 & 2 
In regard to comments 1 and 2 requesting clarification ofERDF costs over time, Shannon explained that the 
ERDF operational costs are reflected in PBS-RL0041 through 2028 and then reflected as user based services 
primarily in PBS-RL0040 for the duration of the cleanup. Shannon stressed that the costs are covered in the 
estimate but acknowledged that the costs are not clearly visible in the LCR cost information after 2028. In 
addition, Ecology asked for the scope associated with EDF costs appearing in PBS-RL0041 in 2048 and 2049. 
Shannon explained that the 2 years of cost are associated with establishing an interim cover on the ERDF 
facility. 

Craig Cameron and Anne Knapp suggested that this is a good example where clarifying text in the body of the 
report would be useful in helping the reader understand the continuity of scope through the lifecycle while costs 
may transition between PBSs over time. 

Comment3 
In regard to comment 3 asking if the milestone schedules for generating contaminated debris and contaminated 
soil are coordinated to ensure that sufficient soil is available to support debris placement in ERDF, Shannon 
indicated that milestone dates associated with M-016 and M-085 are not specifically aligned to balance 
soil/debris generation ratios. 

Comments 4 & 5 
In regard to comments 4 and 5 requesting clarification on the TRU waste repackaging/disposition schedule and 
costs. Shannon shared that the TRU waste costs are based on the existing M-091 milestones at the time the 
report was developed. Shannon acknowledged that it is anticipated that the WRAP facility will remain 
operational well beyond 2032 to provide processing capabilities for non-M-091 milestone TRU wastes. 

Craig Cameron asked if the report discusses significant changes from version to version. Shannon pulled up the 
2019 LCR and pointed out that Section 1 includes a subsection on changes from previous reports and that this is 
consistent with older reports. Craig asked if we should reference TP A change notices to help explain changes 
from report to report. Shannon indicated that the LCR approach is to explain what changed rather than the why 
and reference the milestones for the reader to find additional background information. 

Comment6 
In regard to comment 6 requesting clarification of the underlying assumptions/costs associated with the Sludge 
Treatment Phase 2 project. Shannon indicated that the estimate was based the assumptions and ROM costs 
derived from a Technology Evaluation and Alternatives Analysis performed for the project. 

Comment? 
In regard to comment 7 requesting the long-term plan for the MLL W trenches relative to the IDF schedule, 
Shannon shared that the MLL W trenches will continue to receive waste after IDF comes on line to support TRU 
waste retrieval and processing operations. 
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ATTACHMENT A-LIST OF ATTENDEES 
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ATTACHMENT B-ACTION TRACKING LIST 

This Action Tracking List is current as of May 15, 2019. One new action was added at the 
May 15, 2019 Project Managers Meeting. 

Action 
Actionee Action Description 

Date Date Status 
No. Opened Closed Notes 

2019-01 EPA/Ecology Discuss agency feedback Discussed 
on the 2019 LCR public 05/15/2019 07/30/2019 at the July 
feedback PMM 
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ATTACHMENT C -ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD ITEMS 

The following documents were identified to be entered into the Administrative Record: 

• May 15, 2019 PMM Meeting Minutes (Final) 
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ATTACHMENT D-Ecology Feedback on 2019 LCR 
Received Via Email on June 6,2019 

ERDF costs are zero beginning in 2029, through 2078 except for 2048 & 2049. Milestone M-16-00 doesn't complete until 

09/30/2042. What's the underlying assumption about ERDF costs? 

What is the scope for the ERDF costs of $5.2MM in each of 2048 & 2049? 

D4 work generates debris that requires contaminated soil to blend with. Otherwise, clean soil would have to be used to dispose 

of contaminated debris in ERDF. Have the M-16 and M-85 removal/remediation schedules been coordinated with D4 

schedules? Do the ERDF costs in table C-2 reflect that coordination, if any? 

TRU Repackaging" costs conthme after 2032 but WRAP costs go to zero. Where would TRU waste be shipped from beginning 
in 2032 ( e.g., T-Plant?). 

Are the "TRU Repackaging" and "TRU Disposition" through 2038/2041 costs based on the current M-91 milestones or the 2050 

WIPP closure date? If they're based on the current milestones, they shouldn't continue past 2030, but the table shows them 

continuing to 2038 & 2041, respectively. If they're based on the 2050 WIPP closure date, they're inconsistent with the "TRU 

Waste Retrieval" happening 2019-2021; there are no current retrievals nor any near-term planned retrievals. 

"Sludge Treatment, Phase 2" appears to take place over 17 years from 2020-2036 at a cost of $397MM. What are the 
underlying assumptions driving scope and schedule? 

Once the Integrated Disposal Facility comes on line, is it necessary to operate the MLL W Trenches, or should they be closed, 

with corresponding cost savings? 
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