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ADMI] STRA1_.  _ISSU_J
None

ROJECT W-464 AND W-520 RECOVERY PLAN DEFINITIONS OF CRITICAL
SYSTEMS AND 80% DESIGN MEDIA

IDF

Greg Parsons- Explained the purpose of the meeting was to clarify definition of 80% design of
critical systems and assumptions. Mr. Parsons also presented the ILAW Tri-Party Agreement
Definitions of Critical Systems and 80% Design Media (please see attached handout).

General- Many questions were asked concerning ILAW disposal. The responses are summarized
as follows:

— ILAW will be disposed at what is commonly called the Purex Site: approximately 90
acres between 1% and 4™ Streets by the old Steam Plant and Ash Pile at 200 East.

- ough there is only a single trench, the trench will be divided hydraulically into two
sec ns with MLLW and LLW. Only the MLLW portion of the trench is planned to
be RCRA permitted.

— Currently the IDF and ERDF options are being pursued in parallel. The decision as »
the final facility is expected later this year.

— Trenches 31 and 34 are currently used for MLLW. These are relatively small
trenches and additional capacity will be needed. IDF is planned to provide the
additional capacity.

— LLW is LLBG waste and the IDF is being designed to handle the LLW volumes in
support of the RL decision to put all waste in lined trenches. LLW will likely be
characterized at the CWC, not at IDF.

— Steam reforming, containerized grout, and other alternate waste forms are being
considered for disposal at IDF but all forms must meet the waste acceptance criteria.

— Retrieval of waste is possible with new design.




Bud Derrick- Indicated the ILAW Disposal Facility name change needs to be formalized. The
TPA Manager’s Meeting was suggested as an avenue for this change.

Greg Parsons- ...ressed the disconnect between the two year permitting assumption and TPA

M :stone M-90-08. Three options were identified to support M-90-08: non-critical construction
can procee without a final status permit, expedite the permitting process to 21 months to obtain
a final status permit, or modify M-90-08 to a later date. A discussion ensued regarding
redefinition of the start of construction for the WTP milestones and working out a similar
solution for us.

Steve Skurla- Believed Ecology would work with DOE to either finalize the permit in less than
two years or redefine the start of construction. Mr. Skurla stated this decision would require
internal discussion. The group decided a letter proposing a definition for the start of
construction, and critical/non-critical sys ns would be sent to Ecology to gain agreement. Mr.
¢ rlarequested a draft be sent to ~ :ology for review.

Phil LaMont-Requested Bud Derrick receive copies of the IDF design review packages.

IHLW

Kris Colosi- Explained the purpose of the meeting was to clarify definition of 80% design of
critical systems and assumptions. Ms. Colosi also presented the IHLW Tri-Party Agreement
Definitions of Critical Systems and 80% Design Media (please see attached handout).

Stc;ve Skurla- Asked whether not having a RCRA permit for the CSB was being pursued. This
question was tabled for a future discussion.

Kris Colosi -Gave an overall description of the CSB using the cut-away drawing from the last
page of the presentation. Referring to page 12 of the presentation, Ms. Colosi stated construction
of non-critical systems must begin 5-2004 to support a construction completion date of 9-2006.
Co truction of critical systems must begin 4-2005, three months earlier than the two years
allotted for a final status permit. In addition, procurement of critical systems must begin prior to
receipt of a final status permit.

Rick McNulty — Stated the permit application will be submitted as a container storage unit and
asked if the tube system should still be identified as a critical system since the canister provides
primary containment and the tube is secondary containment. Mr. McNulty suggested the
canister woul be the critical system and no longer the storage tube system. The canister is

int 1ded in the WTP permit. Mr. Skurla stated this topic would require internal discussion.

Steve Skurla- Agreed the container storage approach was favorable over miscellaneous unit.
Bu Derrick — Asked what alternatives would be proposed to the 30” aisle spacing and weekly

inspection requirements. Various inspection alternatives were discussed by the group.
Alternatives will be proposed in the permit application.



Bud Derrick — Queried why PE stamping was a problem for submittal of the revision 0 permit
applicatic . Mr. Jarayssi stated that the PE stamp is not included to remove a schedule
constraint, design media is otherwise complete.

Steve Skurla — Inquired about canister ventilation. Ms. Colosi explained the natural convection
(passive ventilation) system cools the sealed tubes with air passing the outer surface of the tube
and HEPA filters would not be used for vault cooling but are used for the operating deck syste:

Steve Skurla~ rovided a handout for information. Mr. Skurla recommended the permit
application provide information for fact sheet justification as to why specific requirements are
not enforced (i.e., 30” aisle spacing and weekly inspections).

Moses Jarayssi — Reiterated action from the meeting to provide letter proposing a definition for
the start of constructic  and critical/non-critical systems would be sent to Ecology to gain

agreement for both IDF and IHLW. Mr. Jarayssi also suggested regular, informal meetings with
Ecology. The suggestion was well received.

NEW TOPICS

None
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IL.AW Disposal Facility Non -Critical
Systems and Activ: ;28

Contractor Mobilization
e Clearing and Grubbing of Site

Rough Excavation of Trench
IDF Site Road Construction































"HI W " 1tesim Storage 7+ 't.cal

Systems
_he Canister Storage Tube System cc 1sists of:
— Storage Tube
— Lower Impact Absorber™
— Upper Impact Absorber *
— Bellows
— Shield Plug
— Cover

* If required.
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