





Comment on M-89-00 Milestone Char~2 Request

COMM™T#1

I submit my personal comments on the Proposed Changes to the Tri-Party Agreement
establishing the completion date for the 324 Building Radiochemical Engineering Cells
Closure. In general, I support the proposed Milestone M-89-02 date of November 30,
2000, for com; :tion of removal of all excess equipment and waste ma  ial from the 324
Building B-Cell and M-89-00 complet™ 1 date of October 31, 2005.

However, Imust co nent that both proposed Milestones dates are another example of
continuing pr«  em based on the approach used in the Tri-Party Agreement of agreeing .
toenforr slemi ites in the future without any way of assuring that
Corigressional budget dppro] itions and the U.S. Department of Energy-Headquarters
allocations to the U.S. Department of Energy, Richland Operations Office (RL) will
adequately fund all the legally required and enforceable Tri-Party Agreement Milestone
work. In view of the overriding priority of the Tank Waste Treatment, Spent Nuclear
Fuel and Plutonium Finishing Plant projects and the uncertainty of Co1  essional
funding, I feel it is unwise to agree to such milestones. In my opinion thereisas >us
problem that needs resolving in the interest of reducing the continuing large expenditure
of management and staff time on negotiating disputes over milestone dates that will not
be met because of funding inadequacy.

My suggestion is that the only enforceable milestones are those agreed to by the parties
for the current budget year and these are to be set after RL receives the current budget
year allocation. All other milestones are to be planning milestones. Iwould appreciate
receiving your and the State of Washington Department of Ecology (Ecology) response
to this comment.
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In response to your letter to RL dated May 29, 1999; RL, Etology, and the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency all appreciate your comment. While not perfect, the
Tri-Party Agreement provides the basic framework for protection of the public and the ~
environment. We must rely on the process in place as a means of managing the interests
and responsibilities of the respective parties.

The Tri-Party Agreement reflects the technical risks, tasks, schedules, budget and funding
considerations, and public values that are essential for planning and implementing
successful accomplishment of the Hanford cleanup. We are committed to achievement of
a technically sound and efficient cleanup; however, Tri-Party Agreement compliance is

‘not optional. In particular, Ecology recognizes that RL is legally obligated to request
adequate funding under Tri-Party Agreement Article XLVIII , Paragraph 148.

The (Tri-Party Agreement) language of Article XLVIII addresses funding requirements
to ensure regulatory compliance schedules. The following Tri-Party Agreement Article







