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6.0 SPACE SAVING ALTERNATIVES

In the near term, space saving alternatives include waste minimization,
continued availability of the 242-A Evaporator, LERF availability, and the
operation of the ETF. These alternatives must be considered because new inputs
to the system may develop (e.g., unexpected new waste streams or a leaking SST
or DST).

Should a tank space shortage develop in the period 1999 through 2018, response
to the shortage for the TPA Compliant Case must be in one of three areas. The
inflows to the system must be reduced, the outflows to the system must be
increased (or started earlier), or the available tank space increased. Inflows
to the system include miscellaneous facility waste generations, TCO wastes,
dilution of Tanks 101-SY and 103-SY (for processing), processing, SWL pumping,
and SST solids retrieval. Outflows include the 242-A Evaporator and waste
disposal (processing and vitrification). Increasing the tank space available
could be done by building more tanks (a six to eight year task), mixing
segregated waste types (which would gain about half a million gallons of space),
or operating without reserved spare tank space. _

In addition to minimizing waste generations, other actions could be pursued.

The 1ist below includes many actions which can result in tank space savings or
economization, and can serve as a starting point in a tank space optimization
program. A special trade study was completed in FY 1999 to assess the space
savings, costs, and risks associated with some of the space saving alternatives
mentioned below (Garfield, 1999). The special trade study stated that
sufficient DST is available to support waste feed delivery and that no action is
necessary at this time to build new double-shell tanks. The special trade study
assumed a reduced retrieval of SST solids.

PUREX Facility

- TCO of PUREX was completed in FY 1997. Therefore, waste reductions
for PUREX will not be a viable option.

8 Piant

- Continue to reduce waste being generated at B Plant
- Reduce or eliminate flush volumes following low-level waste
transfers to DSTs

Plytonium Finishing Piant

- Continue to reduce waste being generated at PFP (only 33 Kgal of
total waste are scheduled to be generated from FY 1999-2006
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