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Hanford Project Managers' Meeting
February 18, 1993
Project Managers (PMs):  Paul Day, Dave Jansen, Steve Wisness
WHC Tri-Party Agreement: Becky A. Austin
Recorder: Frank T. Calapristi

303-M Oxide Facility Dispute Milestone M-20-30 (+ R. Krekel, F. Ruck III,
D. Forehand)

R. Krekel opened the meeting by explaining the relative positions of RL and
Ecology regarding the Part B permit application. Two key issues were
discussed:

1. How do we proceed with closure of the 303-M Oxide facility?
2. What is the regulatory authority for closure of this facility?

A general discussion followed, during which time RL proposed to stop all
activity on the fac111ty until the CERCLA action is completed. The question
of whether this is a facility subject to RCRA closure action was discussed
but not resolved and deemed irrelevant for this facility.

Action:  Send a letter to Ecology stating RL is deferring work on closure
action and requesting relief of RCRA interim requirements. A
draft. change request will be included to address the m11estone
date.

Resp.: R. Krekel Due: March 31, 1993

Tri-Party Agreement Appendix F Documents (+ N. Werdel, F. Calapristi)

EPA stated the purpose of Appendix F (Attachments 1A and 1B) was to Tist
those documents that all personnel were required to follow in order to
comply with the Tri-Party Agreement. Any changes to the Appendix F Tisting
would require the approval of the project managers.

EPA also stated the need for flexibility to change Appendix F outside of the
annual update of the Tri-Party Agreement. It was also noted by EPA, the
documents Tisted in Appendix F do-not have to be referenced in the Tri-Party
Agreement text.

The stated EPA and Eco]ogy positions for approving documents listed in
Appendix F is to require approva1 of the three parties, but not necessarily
the project managers. This may depend on whether the approval is for the
base document (project manager approva]) or if there is a subsequent change
to the document.

|
It was also suggested the "Status" section of Appendix F contain the
document revision number, date of revision and the approval date by the
representatives of the three part1es
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After further discussion, it was decided to form an Appendix F task team
with the following objectives:

a. Define the purpose of Appendix F.
b. How do we manage the Appendix?
c. What is the change control system for documents listed in

Appendix F?
d. What Tevel of detail should be provided in Appendix F documents?

Ecology and EPA will provide names of their representatives to Frank
. Calapristi (who who will serve as the DOE representative) by
February 28, 1993.

Updating of Waste Information Data System (WIDS), Hanford Site Waste
Management Units Report (HSWMUR), and Appendix C of the Tri-Party Agreement
(+ N. Werdel, R. D. Fox, F. T. Calapristi)

P. Day reported a sense that the HSWMUR and Appendix C documents and the
WIDS database may not be updated on a timely basis. EPA also stated the
Operable Units Disposition Report has not been updated. RL agreed with EPA
and said it will provide an updated report. N. Werdel gave a status of the
HSWMUR update progress, which is scheduled to be issued by April 30, 1993.

The WIDS database was discussed and it was confirmed that EPA and Ecology
have access to WIDS. The WIDS update process is working; however, a
shortage of WIDS staff may occasionally cause a backlog.

It was noted Appendix C in the Tri-Party Agreement reflects a database close
date that may not be consistent with last day of the calendar year. Since
Appendix C is part of the annual update of the Tri-Party Agreement, EPA
requested the updated Tri-Party Agreement to identify the close dates of
those databases providing information for the Tri-Party Agreement
Appendices.

Status of the Data Validation Issue(+ N. Werdel, R. D. Fox, B. Mauss,
F. T. Calapristi)

N. Werdel provided EPA and Ecology with copies of the following documents
for discussion:

e  Data Validation for High Level RCRA/CERCLA
Radiation Analysis (WHC-CM-5-3)

. Data Validation for Radiological Samples.
(Used by Off-Site Labs) (WHC-SD-EN-SPP-001 Rev. 0)

. Data Validation Checklists
(For Off-Site Labs)
-Issued by a recent special task team to standardize data
validation requirements for off-site labs.
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Ecology again raised the issue of the use of CLP and SW-846 protocols.
Ecology stated Hanford should develop an uniform set of protocols to meet
Data Quality Objectives (DQO) and provide maximum cost efficiency.

After further discussion, it was suggested a review of the quality
requirements and associated costs for each protocol should be completed.
The review should assess the best approach considering RCRA/CERCLA
integration.

Action: Organize team to consist of representatives from RL, EPA
and Ecology to review CLP and SW-846 protocols for
application in a RCRA/CERCLA integrated environment.

Resp: N. Werdel Date: March 31, 1993
(1st Team meeting)

Nancy also reported that there will be a Data Management Unit Managers
meeting on Tuesday, March 23, 1993, with Joy Denhers (Ecology) and Dave
Einen (EPA). Meeting place and time to be determined.

M-32 (Tank Integrity) Proposed Change Request (+ D. Forehand)

D. Forehand provided an update of the draft change request that was sent to
Ecology for review.

The details are currently being worked out by RL and regulator staff and it
was decided to keep the discussion at the Unit Manager level at this time.

Approve Change Requests (+ R. Morrison)

The following change requests were s1gned again to provide a more legible
copy for the official record:

. C-92-1 (Attachment 2B)
° M-13-92-2 (Attachment 2A)

Two other change requests were distributed (Attachments 2C, 2D) but were
deffered to the next Project Managers' meeting for approval.




FY 1993 ERA's for Groundwater Remediation in the 200-West Area
(+ K. M. Thompson, J. Erickson, W. Johnson J. Patterson, D. Sherwood,
. Arnold)

The Carbon Tetrachloride Groundwater ERA was discussed and EPA asked how the
ERA integrates with the ZP-1 Operable Unit Limited Field Investigation (LFI)
Work Plan, which is due August 1993. After some discussion several points
were raised:

1. There is a need for RL and the regulators to define the scope of
the ZP-1 Work Plan.

2. RL will provide a detailed schedule for the ZP-1 Work Plan which
will answer EPA's question of ERA integration.

3. EPA asked if RL is willing to commit to milestones and if this
activity is done as an ERA. RL replied this would be
considered.

It was decided that RL (J. Erickson) will set up a meeting with EPA and
Ecology to discuss the ERA questions. The EPA representative will be
D. Sherwood and the Ecology representative will be Dib Goswami.

Interim Remedial Measures (IRM) were also discussed and RL reported they
will have a pump and treat IRM for U-14 to address groundwater contaminants.

Proposed change requests for Z-20 and other cribs into a new operable unit.
(+ J. Erickson, D. Sherwood, R. Carlson, J. Patterson, L. Arnold)

A general discussion was held on the change requests and RL reported the
change request, which identifies waste sites included in 200 UP-2 and ZP-1,
will be expedited and ready for EPA review within one week.

A second change request, which identifies waste sites included in ZP-2 and
describes ZP-1 as groundwater, will also be expedited and ready for EPA
review within one week.

Public Involvement

Mary Getchell (Ecology) reviewed the quarterly public meeting agendas.
(Attachments 3A, 3B) to be held in Pasco, February 24, 1993, and in

~Hood River, February 25, 1993. The following changes were approved by the
Tri-Party Agreement Project Managers. )

. Move "Reactor Environmental Impact Statement finalization" from
the Columbia River group to the Hanford Past Practice Cleanup
group discussion.

. Under the head1ng, "Proposed Environmental ‘Storage Disposal
Facility group discussion," change "location" to "proposed
locations."

The Community Relations Plan was reviewed; several questions were raised and
will be resolved in further discussions.
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TRI-PARTY AGREEMENT PROJECT MANAGERS MEETING

FEBRUARY 18, 1993 EPA CONFERENCE ROOM
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MEDICAL DENTAL CENTER

303-M OXIDE FACILITY DISPUTE '
(S. WISNESS, R. KREKEL, D. NYLANDER, T. TEBB, D. FOREHAND)

TPA APPENDIX F DOCUMENTS  (P. DAY, S. WISNESS, D. JANSEN,
N.WERDEL, B. AUSTIN, F. CALAPRISTI)

UPDATING OF WIDS, HSWMUR AND APPENDIX C OF TPA
(P.DAY, N. WERDEL, R.D.FOX, F. CALAPRISTI)

STATUS OF DATA VALIDATION ISSUE
(P.DAY, N. WERDEL, R.D. FOX, F. CALAPRISTI)

BREAK

M-32 (TANK INTEGRITY) PROPOSED CHANGE REQUEST
(S. WISNESS, P. KRUPIN, B. ERLANDSON, D. FOREHAND)

APPROVE -CHANGE REQUESTS
(S. WISNESS, D. JANSEN, P. DAY, R. MORRISON)

LUNCH

FY93 ERA's FOR GROUNDWATER REMEDIATION IN 200-WEST AREA
(P. DAY, K.M. THOMPSON, W.L. JOHNSON, L. ARNOLD)

PROPOSED CHANGE REQUEST FOR Z-20 AND OTHER CRIBS INTO NEW
OPERABLE UNIT
(P.DAY, T. WINTCZAK, R.CARLSON, L. ARNOLD)

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT (M. GETCHELL, J. YERXA, D.A. FAULK,
L. THIEDE, A. STEPHAN, F. CALAPRISTI)

. Ve
0 QUARTERLY MEETING AGENDA (Pasco, 2/24; Hood River, 2/25)
o CRP PUBLIC MEETINGS (Tri-Cities, 3/23; Seattle, 3/24)

ADJOURN
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ﬁ A APPENDIX F
%%;:’ ' "Supporting Technical Plans and Procedures
?i Document Statis. .
C Strategy for Handling and Disposing of . WHC-MR-0039 Approved by DOE, EPA Ecology on
s Purgewater at the Hanford Site, Washington August 21, 1990
b.5,78 Data Quality Strategy for Hanford Site "Proposed Data Quality Strategy for Hanford Site

Characterization Characterization, " WHC-SD-EN-AP-023, issued
: Jan, 19, 1991

Environmental Investigation and Site CM-7-7 Issued, September 1988
4 Characterization Manual (contains

specific procedures governing Site

investigation activities)

Data Reporting Requirements for the To be developed
Hanford Site

'Guidance on Preparation of Laboratory Draft issued
Quality Assurance Plans

)(, 7 Data Validation Guidelines for Contract WHC-CM-5-3 issued August 31, 1990

ned Laboratory Program Organic Analyses

%%3{(0‘ 7 Data Validation Guidelines for Contract WHC-CM-5-3 issued August 31, 1990
-« Laboratory Program Inorganic Analyses . : :
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INVesTI AT 04 STRﬁTec?‘}"zf“’ By s
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Appendix F Questions
Are all supporting technical plans and procedures identified in the

Tri-Party Agreement to be listed in Appendix F, or only those documents
stated to be included in Appendix F?

What is the change control procedure for documents listed in
Appendix F?

Do we include documents in Appendix F that are not identified in the
Tri-Party Agreement?

Should Appendix F include contractor documents or be Timited to RL
documents?

Filename: Appendix F
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FEDERAL FACILITY AGREEMENT AND CONSENT ORDER
CHANGE CONTROL FORM

Do not use blue ink. Type or print using black ink.

Date
2/8/93

Change Number
C-92-1

Qriginator : . : Phone
E.D.Goller 376-7326
Class of Change |

[ 1] - Signatories (Section 13.0) [X] Il - Project Manager [ 111 - Unit Manager
Change Title

CONSOLIDATE OPERABLE UNITS 100-BC-2, 100-BC-3 AND 100-BC-4

Description/Justification of Change

1. Change the 100-BC-2 Operable Unit (OU) boundary to include the 100-BC-3 and 100-BC-4
OU waste sites. The U.S. Department of Energy, Richland (DOE), U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA), and the State of Washington Department of Ecology (Ecology),
agree that consolidating the 100-BC-3 and 100-BC-4 OUs into the 100-BC-2 OU will allow
for a more efficient and effective Limited Field Investigation (LFI) of the remaining
100-B/C reactor area waste sites.

2. Delete the 100-BC-3 and 100-BC-4 QUs from the Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and
' Consent Order (Tri-Party Agreement). The Three Parties agree that a substantial and
continuous remediation process and schedule for all source units in the expanded 100-
BC-2 operable unit would be desirable to take full advantage of the large scale
remediation approach envisioned for the 100-BC Area. Such a schedule enables the
Three Parties to complete source unit remedial actions for a s1gn1f1cant area of the
Hanford Site and will prOV1de valuable lessons for remediation at various types and
sizes of source units.

| Impact of Change

None. References to OUs 100-BC-3 and 100-BC-4 will be removed from the Tri-Party Agreement
or changed to reflect the enlarged 100-BC-2 OU as necessary.

Affeéted Documents

' Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order Action Plan, Append1ces C and D
. Preliminary OU Designation Project, WHC-EP-0216
' Hanford Site Waste Information Data System (WIDS)

Approvals __Approved __Disapproved
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Date
2/8/93

Change Number

FEDERAL FACILITY AGREEMENT AND CONSENT ORDER
M-13-92-2 '

CHANGE CONTROL FORM

Do not use blue ink. Type or print using black ink.

Qriginator : ' Phone
E.D.Goller ~ | < 376-7326
" Class of Change
[ 11- Signatories (Section 13.0) [X] 1} - Project Manager [ 11 - Unit Manager
" Change Title

EXTEND MILESTONE M-13-01 TO REFLECT CONSOLIDATION OF OPERABLE UNITS 100-BC-2, 100-BC-3 AND
. 100-8C-4

: Description/Justification of Change

Extend the U.S. Department of Energy, Richland Field Office (RL) commitment (M-13-01)
, to submit the 100-BC-2 OU work plan to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and
i the State of Washington Department of Ecology (Ecology) to May 21, 1993. RL requires
| an extra two months and twenty one days to incorporate appropriate information

! regarding the 100-BC-3 and 100-BC-4 OUs into the 100-BC-2 OU Work Plan.
|

None. The schedule for’ subm1tta1 of the 100-BC~2 OU Work Plan to EPA and Ecology will

|
| Impact of Change
i; be adjusted to May 21, 1993 from February 1993 to reflect the increased scope of work.

‘ Affected Documents
; -

EHanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order Action Plan, Appendices C and D

. Approvals __Approved __ Disapproved
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Change Number
M-15-92-06

FEDERAL FACILITY AGREEMENT AND CONSENT ORDER
CHANGE CONTROL FORM

Do not use blue ink. Type or print using black ink.

Date
2/9/1993

- Originator ' | Phone
Eric D. Goller , 376-7326
. Class of Change L .
[ 11 - Signatories (Section 13.0) [x] Il - Project Manager [ Tl - Unit Manager .

Change Title: 100-DR-1 RI/FS Interim Milestones

Description/Justification of Change:

Four interim milestones are proposed to ensure that 100-DR-1 Operable Unit Work Plan
“activities are completed on schedule. These four interim milestones are as follows:

-1. (M-15-07A) Submit the 100-DR-1 OU Limited Field Investigation Report to Ecology and EPA.
' Interim milestone completion date: August 9, 1993.

2. (M-15-07B) Complete 100-DR-1 QU Treatability Study Activities. Interim milestone

. completion Date: - August 31, 1994. The milestone date will allow for a soil washing
pilot scale test activity. The pilot scale test will be conducted at the site with

the most favorable test conditions, which may or may not be within the 100-DR-1 QU. The
test site will be agreed to by all parties before initiating the test.

If soil washing lab/bench scale tests prove that it is not a viable option and pilot

’} scale soil washing test is not conducted, then vitrification of burial ground materials
(mock or actual TBD) will count for the 100 DR-1 milestone. The purpose of ‘this test
is to evaluate vitrification as a method to stabilize compactable burial ground
materials that have been excavated and re-disposed in a central Tandfill.

3 (M-15-07C) Submit the 100-DR-1 OU Focused Feasibility Study Report to Ecology and EPA.
¢~ Interim milestone completion date: September 30, 1994.

&. (M-15-07D) Submit the 100-DR-1 OU Interim Remedial Measures Proposed P]an to Ecology
L and EPA. Interim milestone completion date: September 30, 1994.

. Impact of Change

! This change will impact the schedule in the Work P]an, but will not 1mpact the current
. scope or investigative costs.

- Affected Documents
" Hanford Federal Facﬂﬂ:y Agreement and Consent Order Action Plan, Appendix D, Work

Schedule.
—
. Approvals __Approved __ Disapproved ‘
{
i
EDDEI Date
!
EPA: ‘ _ Date
!
|
{Etclogy . . ‘Date
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. ATTACHMET 2D )
Change Number Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order | Date
Change Control Form
M‘ 20" 92'8 Do not usa blue ink. Typs or print using black ink. 1/2 1/93
Originator ' Phone
M. J. Furman _ 376-7062
Class of Change
[ 11 - signatories [X] Il - Project Manager [] IIl - Unit Manager

Change Title

Establish New Interim Milestone, M-20-51, for Submittal of T Plant Complex Part
B Permit Application

Description/Justification of Change

Establish a Tri-Party Agreement Milestone M-20-51 to read "Submit
T Plant Complex Part B Permit Application to Ecology and the EPA,"
December 31, 1995.

JUSTIFICATION: Page 2

Impact of Change

This change reflects the commitment to obtain a Part B permit application for
the T Plant Complex.

Affected Documents

Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order Action Plan-Appendix D,
Table D-3 and Figure D-1. ,

Approvals ___ Approved __Di sapproved
DCE : Date
EPA Date

Ecalogy Date
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Change Number M-20-92-8
Page 2 of 2

JUSTIFICATION FOR DECEMBER 1995 SUBMITTAL
OF THE
T PLANT COMPLEX PART B PERMIT APPLICATION

The T Plant Complex currently is planning for the installation of Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)-compliant double-walled tanks and
ancillary equipment. The planned scope of this effort includes the T Plant
Complex dangerous waste tanks, and associated waste transfer piping and
instrumentation necessary to perform the T Plant Complex mission. The mission
of the T Plant Complex is to perform decontamination services for the Hanford
Site. The liquid waste generated during decontamination activities is
collected in the T Plant Complex waste tank system. The installation of
RCRA-compliant tanks will complete corrective action associated with
deficiencies in the current tanks and piping system necessary for the
continued operation of the T Plant Complex..

Project W-259 (T Plant Secondary Containment and Leak Detection Upgrades) has
been initiated to upgrade the T Plant Complex and its operation by upgrading
and/or replacing the existing dangerous waste tanks, piping, and operating
control systems. The functional design criteria for Project W-259 are
scheduled to be completed by June 1393. Also, a ‘schedule of events’ for
completion of the T Plant Complex upgrades is to be completed by September
1993.

Submittal of the T Plant Complex Part B Permit Application in December 1995
will allow time to develop complete and technically correct design and
operating data that are fully consistent with the future of the T Plant
Complex.



HANFORD TRI-PARTY AGREEMENT QUARTERLY PUBLIC MEETING
Columbia Basin Community College
Pasco, Washington
February 24, 1993

AGENDA

6:30-6:35 p.m. Welcome . Mary Getchell, Washington State
: ‘ Department of Ecology
6:35-6:45 p.m. Hanford Tri-Party Agreement
Update Jerry Gilliland, Washington State
‘ Department of Ecology
6:45-7:15 p.m. Public Question, Answer
and Comment . Steve Wisness, U.S. Department of
Energy
Paul. Day, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency
Dave Jansen, Ecology
Jerry Gilliland, Ecology
7:15-8:05 p.m. Small Group Discussions
1. Tank Waste Remediation System
. Pretreatment
. Vitrification
. Grout
2. Proposed Environmental Storage Disposal Facility
° Purpose :
* Location
* Types of waste facility may receive
3. - Columbia River
. Update on Hanford's wastewater discharges
. Columbia River Studies (completed milestones and planned
activities)
Reactor Environmental Impact Statement finalization
Hanford Reach Environmental Impact Statement
4.,  Hanford Past Practice Cleanup
. Operable Unit Project Status
) Future Site Use Working Group
‘e Environmental Restoration Management Contract (ERMC)
. Status of Expedited Response Actions
. Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study Work Plans for 1993
8:05-8:10 p.m. Break
8:10-9:00 p.m. Continue Small Group Discussions

Washington State Department of Ecology A U.S. Environmental Protection Agency A U.S. Department of Energy
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Tri-Party Agreement ——————
HANFORD TRI-PARTY AGREEMENT QUARTERLY PUBLIC MEETING

Hood River High School Cafeteria, Hood River, Oregon
February 25, 1993

AGENDA
7:00-7:05 p.m. Welcome Mary Getchell, Washington State Department
of Ecology
7:05-7:15 p.m. Hanford Tri-Party Agreement
Update : Jerry Gilliland, Washington State

Department of Ecology

7:15-7:20 p.m. Oregon Hanford Waste Board
Welcome Dick Belsey, Oregon Hanford Waste Board

Columbia River United

Welcome Cindy DeBruler, Columbia River United
7:20-8:20 p.m. Public Question, Answer and
Comment Steve Wisness, U.S. Department of Energy
) Paul Day, U.S. Environmental Protection -
Agency
Jerry Gilliland, Ecology
8:20-8:25 p.m. Break
8:25-9:30 p.m. Small Group Discussions
1. Tank Waste Remediation System
. Pretreatment
. Vitrification
° Grout
2. Proposed Environmental Storage Disposal Facility
. Purpose.
. Location
. Types of waste facility may receive
3. Columbia River
. Update on Hanford's wastewater discharges
. Columbia River Studies (completed milestones and planned
activities) -
. Reactor Environmental Impact Statement finalization
® Hanford Reach Environmental Impact Statement
4, Hanford Past Practice Cleanup
. Operable Unit Project Status
. Future Site Use Working Group
) Environmental Restoration Management Contract (ERMC)
. Status of Expedited Response Actions
[ ]

Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study Work Plans for 1993
Washington State Department of Ecology A U.S. Environmental Protection Agency A U.S. Department of Energy






