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Dispute Discussion: M-026-01 LDR Dispute/340 Complex Notice of Non-Compliance 
Federal Building, Conference Room 564 

Richland, Washington 
Meeting Held September 13, 2005 

9:00 am to 11:00 am 

Meeting Agenda/Minutes 

1. Reasons for RL Dispute 
Ms. Si ngleton asked why RL initiated dispute on August 26, 2005 . Mr. Sinton responded w ith : 

1. R.L needed more t ime to reso lve the issues than what was a llowed for in the August 17, 
2005 Not ice of Non-Comp li ance from Eco logy. RL is proposing a 60-day extension at 
the project manager level in order to a llow suffic ient time for discussions to occur. Ms. 
Si ngleton agreed and RL took an action to prepare a TPA extension. (S ignatu re: Mark 
French, R.L. Deborah Singleton, Eco logy , and Rick Bond, Eco logy), and 

2. The a ll eged vio lation did not match up with the corrective measures. 

As a secondary reason, Mr. Sinton stated that using a Not ice of Non-Compliance to reso lve an LOR 
storage assessment issue was not intended by RL in March 2002 when signing the LDR Reso lut ion 
of Dispute. To resolve issues like this, RL expected discussions at the project manager leve l to be 
the preferred pathway. 

2 . Response to corrective measures and concerns 
Corrective measure # I: Th is corrective measure relates to the survei I lance program for the 340 
Complex. RL wants to estab li sh a survei llance program for the 340 Complex that wi ll be used until 
such t ime the RCRA tank system completes the c losure activities. Mr. Miskho stated that the 340 
Compl ex su rve illance program is not intended to be a Tri-Party Agreement Section 8 surve illance 
and maintenance plan. RL proposed the fo llow ing response to Eco logy based upon the text of the 
340 surve ill ance procedure provided to Eco logy at the February 23 , 2005 200 Area Liquid 
Processi ng and Capsu le Storage (LPCS) PMM for comment: 

DOE Response: USDOE-RL and FH have evaluated Ecology's proposal and believe the 
surveillance program elements described in corrective measure #1 are not warranted based 
on the risk posed by the evaporating heels in the vault tanks. Existing data on the 340 vault 
tank heels do not demonstrate that such a rigorous program is warranted. 

Alternately, USDOE-RL and FH are proposing a surveillance program to be used for the 
340 vault tank heels until such time closure of the tank system occurs. The surveillance 
program consists of the following: 

1. Perform an annual inspection at the 340 Building/Annex, 340-A Building, 340-B 
Building and the vault roof. 

2. Monitor liquid level in the vault sump on an annual basis. If liquid accumulations 
are detected on the vault floor, a determination will be made if the source is 
external (e.g., precipitation or broken water line) or due to a leaking tank, and the 
appropriate response actions will be taken. 



Mr. Miskho stated the proposal is based on Secti on 3.2.3 , 3.2.4, and 3.2 .5 of the 340 procedure 
prov ided at the February 23 , 2005 LPCS PMM. Eco logy agreed to rev iew the proposed response and 
prov ide comment. Ms. Singleton asked about whether a surve ill ance would occur after a " significant 
event" in order to address Eco logy's " monthly" concern. Mr. Sze lmeczka responded by saying we 
would agree to consider such an approach and the wording would be an important factor. Eco logy 
will factor this into the comments they prov ide. ln addition, Mr. Szelmeczka stated that FH could 
open a hatch and look fo r water in the sump. Rain water and snow melt has made it into the 340 
vault in th e past. Appropri ate measures have been taken after such events to prevent thi s from 
happening to the best of our ability . The recent water line break did not impact the vault. FH knows 
now that the tank level indi cators are not re liabl e. 

Eco logy then questioned the waste ve rificati on program fo r the rece ipt of waste in to the 340 
compl ex. Mr. Sze lmeczka stated that the 340 vault tanks are a generator tank system, not a TSD unit. 
Therefore, the 340 Complex does not have a waste ana lys is plan. Any verificati on activities were 
imposed by the Double-She ll Tank system TSD uni t waste analys is pl an. 

Correction Measure #2: Mr. Sinton stated that RL signed a change request (M-094-05-01 ) 
propos ing to extend the due date of M-094-01 . RL ' s pos it ion is that the current M-094-0 I milestone 
addresses the 340 fac ility. Mr. Bazze ll indicated that RL needs to have discuss ions with EPA and 
Eco logy about the 300 Area c lean-up approach. Ms. Singleton asked how 340 fit w ithin the priori ty 
of the 300 area. Mr. Bazze ll indicated the regulators will have a chance to look at the prioriti es and 
di scuss them. RL took an action to propose a response to correcti ve measure #2 . 

Concern : Mr. Sinton asked Eco logy if they thought the concern was be ing addressed in the Land 
Disposal Restrictions (LDR) PMM. Mr. VanM ason indi cated yes they were. Mr. Miskho expla ined 
that the text on page 2 of the August 17, 2005 Eco logy letter had two items and he fe lt that both of 
these items were be ing addressed in the LOR PMM . RL took an action to prepare a response to the 
concern . 

3. Next meet ing (date and time) : Will be scheduled fo r the first week in October. 



Dispute Discussion: M-026-01 LDR Dispute/340 Complex Notice of Non-Compliance 
Federal Building, Conference Room 564 

Richland, Washington 
Meeting Held September 13, 2005 

9:00 am to 11:00 am 

Actions 

Action # Res12onsible DescriQtion Date Closed 
Party 

09/13/2003-01 DOE Prepare a 60-day extension for signature by the 
project managers 

09/13/2003-02 Ecology Provide comments on DOE/FH proposed 
response to corrective measure #1 

09/13/2003-03 DOE Provide proposed response for corrective 
measure #2 

09/13/2003-04 DOE Provide proposed response for concern 
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