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Meeting Minutes
TPA Milestone Review Meeting
EPA Conference Room
712 Swift Boulevard, Richland
September 24, 1996

1. M-34-00 Spent Nuclear Fuel
It was agreed by al parties to cancel this presentation.
2. M-33- )

The presentation was made by the U.S. Department of Energy, Richland
Operations Office (DOE-RL). The current status of the M-33 Change Package was
discussed. The State of Washington Department of Ecology (Ecology) pointed
out that the LDR report required by M-26-01 would require updating in its next
issue to reflect t! outcome of the M-33 Chani Packa¢ 1 followir action
ite was developed to be carried out by the DUt and Ecology:

Actic Chart out the process which was successfully used on the M-33
negotiations

Resp.: F. Miera/ M. Jaraysi

3. M-18-00 and M-19-00, WRAP I and II

The DOE led the discussion of WRAP I and WRAP Il status (Attachment 1). M-19-
95-01 is currently with Mary Riveland, Ecology der considerat .

A short description of events planned for 1997 was also presented by the DOE.
It was also pointed out by the DOE that Low Level Waste processing is a
candidate for future privatization. Ecology concurred with the presented
information.

4. M-35-00

The presentation was made by the DOE and stated that all M-35 milestones have
been completed with the exception of a future milestone in two years to
determine whether future M-35 milestones are appropriate. The DOE requested
that future M-35 presentations be suspended.

The U. S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) stated that if transition to
the new contractors results in changes to data availability and content. the
requlatory agencies need to be appraised.

The EPA proposed suspending M-35-00 presentations as long as transition
impacts to Data Management are discussed in the December 1996 meeting.

Action: Present any impacts to Data Management in the December Milestone
Review meeting.

Resp.: T. Schmeeckle Due: December 17, 1996



77135040073

Suspension of the Site Management System (SMS) report was discussed along with
the need to reach an agreement with the three parties as to a transition
period to a new system. The following action was - 2m was assigned:

Action: Discuss issue of SMS report suspension in the next IAMIT Meeting.
Resp.: K. Cameron Je: October 22, 1996
5. M-24-00

The DOE presented information on RCRA Well Installation status (Attachment 2).
No significant issues or action items were presented. Ecology concurred with
the presentation. '

6. -32-00

The DOE led the discussion of M-32-02 funding impac ; (Attachment 3). A
change packe will be prepared, addressing the associated impacts. It was
| ini | out tnat funding im :ts to the M-32-02 interim milestone are due to
increased scope, due to necessary use of respiratory protection and
decontamination requirements. Ecology concurred with this presentation.

EPA asked if the major milestone (M-32-00) will be impacted. The DOE
responded that there will Tikely be some change to the major milestone due-
date. Extent of impact is not fully known at this time. It was agreed that
notifications and information to the EPA will be made in a timely manner.

7. M-20-00

The DOE made the presentation on the M-20-00 status {(Attachments 4 and 5).
Ecology led a discussion of anticipated changes to M-20 milestones as a result
of the 200 Area Soil Remediation Strategy. ODiscussions were held regarding
the integration of RCRA and CERCLA actions within the 300 area. The following
action it: was developed:

Action: 7e DOE will present to EPA and Ecology a list of those TSD units
within the 300 Area Operable Units in which CERCLA should address
residual contamination from these TSDs.




















































































































































































