


Inter Agency Management Integration Team
March 26, 1996
IAMIT Representatives: Doug Sherwood, Mike Wilson, Charlie Hansen
WHC Tri-Party Agreement Integration: Larry D. Arnold
Recorder: Frank T. Calapristi

Approval of February Meeting Minutes

The February meeting minutes were approved by the IAMIT members.

Local Processing of Class I Change Requests/MOU Between EPA and Ecology

EPA opened the discussion and said there were two Class One Change
Rer :sts (M-19-00 and Amendment Six) sent to the EPA Region X office for
approval. However, the Richland EPA office was not notified prior to
transmittal. EPA said a three party agreement is needed to ensure the
1. EPA off" : is tified prior to transmittal of Class 01 change
Requests to the Region X office. RL responded that recent organization
changes may have temporarily caused this problem but the EPA office wi |
now be responsible for transmittal of change requests to the regulators.
e newly created position "TPA Administrator"” held by George Sanders,
will be the focal point for this processing activity. George will be
responsible for notifying the regulators.

The Memo of Understanding (MOU) between EPA and Ecology is being
reviewed by the Ecology legal staff. The MOU was written to establish
the "Single Regulator" concept recently negotiated in Amendment Six of
the TPA.

Discuss and/or Approve Change Requests
. The following Change Requests were approved:

. P-06-96-01 Expansion of Waste Management Capacity
(Attachment 1lA)

. E-96-01 Updai Appendix E "Key Individuals" of the TPA
(Attachment 1B)

. Approval of Change Request D-96-01 "Remove Gra; ic Work Schedule
from Appendix D" was deferred pending final review by RL
management.

. Discussion of ct ige request M-41-96-02 was also deferred. RL
reported the LANL Flammable Gas Safety Report will not be
available until April 15, 1996. Ecology and RL agreed to wait for
the report and extend the Dispute Resolution period 30 days to
May 6, 1996 (Attachment 1C). It was noted this issue needs to be
resolved prior to April 30, when the M-41-10 milestone is due.




_2. Loui C 1ts

Ecology reviewed a St. Louis Commitment to  >lement budget manag

by the three parties "365 days/year" and not the two or three week
period currently practiced. Ecology added we need an agreement for
Ecology and EPA to participate in the budget management process. RL
said there is insufficient time to prepare for management integrated
prioritization of budgets with the regulators and stakeholders due to
changes in the budget process each year. RL will work with DOE-HQ to
mitigate this problem.

Ecology added that last years baseline scrubbing by the three parties

was valuable to the project managers and this should be an annual event.

Ecology also stated that working with the ADS last year was more
beneficial than using the RDS in developing work priorities, which was
used this year. As a result of the above discussion, the following

i ion was assigned.

Action: At the next IAMIT meeting, RL will propose a timeline
regulator involvement in the MYPP, BEMR and budget
prioritization process.

Resp.: C. Hansen/A. Murphy (RL) Due: April 23, 1996

IAMIT Review of Non-TPA Regulatory Issues

Ecology led the discussion and stated in the TPA process, the regulators
‘receive early identification of issues before they escalate into a major -

problem. However, this is not the case with non-TPA regulatory issues.

WHC said early identification of issues may be handled by the RIPI or
through several other available formats. In the subsequent discussion,

it was agreed a small team will be assembled to review the alternatives.

The focus will be primarily on early identification of issues and
followed by issue resolution.

Action: Assemble team to review alternatives for early
identification of non-TPA regulatory issues (primary focus)
and issue resolution. Present recommendations to the IMIT
in May.

Re: : W. T. Dixon (WHC) Due: May 28, 1996

Management Review of Presidents' 1997 Budget

RL made the presentation and distributed the following handouts:
. John Wagoner Presentation (Attachment 2A)

. EM Budget Requests (Attachment 2B)

. DOE-RL EM Funding Summary (Attachment 2C)
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] HQ Funding Responsibility Crosswalk (Attachment 2D)

RL provided a detailed review of the HQ Funding Responsibility Crosswalk
(Attachment 2D) identifying the program sources of funds for specific
activities for FY 1996, FY 1997 and FY 1998. The review provided the
information requested by the regulators and there were no questions or

. .ion items identified.

100-BC-1, DR-1, HR-1 Use of Decay to Meet Cleanup Standa ;

RL reported there was a Team Workshop meeting yesterday and there was an
agreement on the RL/RA Work Plan. RL will transmit a letter to EPA and
Ecology documenting the agreement. It was also agreed a meetingw 1 be
held on Monday, April 1 to discuss the Sample Analysis Plan. Another
meeting will be held on Waste Site Close Out, date and time TBD. 1In
addition, meetings will | held on a regular basis to discuss any

um ;olved issues.

The next topic was the Emergency Dump Basin (EDB). BHI asked EPA and
Ecology if an ECA was an acceptable way for disposing of the waste. EPA
said their preference was to group it with an upcoming decision
document. This re-confirms the EPA position stated in the February
Milestone Review Meeting. '

M-44-08 Dispute Resolution
DOE-RL Position

RL opened the discussion and presented their position. The history of
TPA milestone M-44-08 was reviewed and RL reported they delivered to
Ecology 30 Tank Characterization Reports (TCR's) on September 30, 2395
as required by the milestone requirements. RL added that Ecology
rejected 25 of the TCR's and stated that RL did not complete the
milestone. RL believes the TCR's were acceptable and the milestone
requirements were met.

RL distributed and reviewed a handout "FY 1995 Characterization Project
Sequence of Events" (Attachment 3). RL then made the following points:

° The Tank Waste Analysis Plan (TWAP) comments that were received
from Ecology were "verbal"” and no formal (written) comments were
received.

) Some Ecology comments were received too late to implement in the
process.

J Restated the TCR's are acceptable and they are "living documents"

that will be updated as required.
Other comments noted during the discussion were:

] The TCR's were not reviewed by an independent third party.
However, the TCR's were sent to the DNFSB; there was no response.
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J There is no criteria for acceptance of technical content
identified in the TPA.

Ecology position

J Ecology believes "verbal" communication is an acceptable method of
communicating comments. Formal communication will slow progress
and delay the project.

J The M-44-08 milestone is only a scheduling tool. It is not a
criteria for writing TCR's.

o The main issue is not the report, but the "content" of the
document. The 25 rejected TCR's contain only 3 or 4 numbers.

. Ecology said they conditionally accepted 23 TCR's prior to
FY 1995, with the expectation that future TCR's (M-44-08) would
improve.

In the discussion, RL and Ecology said they have developed an Acceptance
Criteria for future TCR's (M-44-09). Question was asked why this was
not done earlier. RL and Ecology project managers both stated this
predates their involvement in the program. The RL Project Manager added
the previous Unit Managers agreed to focus on safety screening. It is
possible the TWAP was developed on this basis.

RL restated their earlier statement that front-end planning to define
acceptance criteria and capability was not well done. More time should
have been spent in this period to avoid the back-end problem we now
have. RL also reported that while we may have a better technical basis
for accepting future TCR's, RL will deliver something less than the 40
TCR's required in FY 1996 (M-44-09).

Ecology said if the current TCR's being delivered under M-44-09 have
changed from past TCR's, they would consider this in evaluating the-

M-44-08 TCR issue. RL agreed there should be a change and re-emphasized
the need for an acceptance criteria acceptable to both parties.

The discussion continued and then concluded with the following action
item and final decision.

Action: RL and Ecology will issue a planning document for updating
TCR's previously delivered.

Resp.: Jim Thompson (RL)/Alex Stone (Ecology) Due: TBD April 2, 1996

Final IAMIT Decision

The M-44-08 TCR's are conditionally accepted by Ecology and the M-44-08
milestone requirements have been met. TCR's delivered in the future
will be measured to an acc )tance criteria acceptable to RL and Ecology.
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AGENDA (Revised 3/21/96)*

TAMIT MEETING
MARCH 26, 1996
EPA CONFERENCE ROOM
712 SWIFT BLVD., STE. §
12:45 PM - 5:15 PM
(CHAIRPERSON: D. R. SHERWOOD)

APPROVAL OF FEBRUARY MEETING MINUTES

Loral PROCESSING OF CLASS ONE CHANGE REQUESTS / MOU BETWEEN EPA
A... ECOLOGY (D. Sherwood, M.A. Wilson, J. Rasmussen, T. Teynor)

DISCUSS/APPROVE CHANGE REQUESTS

o P-06-96-01 Expansion of Waste Management Capacity
(C. Clark, R. Bowman)

o D-96-01 Remove Graphic Workschedule From Appendix D

- (R. Morrison)

o E-96-01 Update Appendix E "Key Individuals" of the TPA
(R. Morrison)

0 M-41-96-02 Revise M-41 Milestones/Flammable Gas Issue
(J.M. Clark, M. Wilson)

ST. LOUIS COMMITMENTS (M. A. Wilson)
BREAK

IAMIT REVIEW OF NON-TPA REGULATORY ISSUES
(M.A. Wilson, D. Sherwood, J. Rasmussen, W.T. Dixon, W.R. Brown)

MANAGEMENT REVIEW OF PRESIDENT'S 1997 BUDGET
(R. Tibbatts, L. McClain, D. Sherwood, M. Wilson)

100-BC-1, DR-1, HR-1 USE OF DECAY TO MEET CLEAN UP STANDARDS
D. Sherwood, R. Holten)

M-44-08 DISPUTE RESOLUTION
(J. E. Kinzer, M. A. Wilson, C. Haass, T. Michelena)

ADJOURN

















































































'PROGRAM

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT:
WASTE MANAGEMENT
NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND

FACILITIES STABILIZATION
ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION
PROGRAM DIRECTION/GSSC
¢ TE OPERATIO S
ALL OTHER EM PROGRARN s5**¥
SUBTOTALTE N

UNALLOCATED UNCOSTED
REDUCTION

TOT¢ EM
OTHER PROGRAMS

TOTAL FUNDING

Ol e M OIER EM PROGRAMS T 1y

L I ORI CONLLURD FOGKAM , ERANLE e TAT Laic 1t

TERTEN A RY |
A INCLUDL o TECHKNOLOGY DEVELORMi AT ALL BANE O o)

DOE RICHLAND OPERATIONS OFFICE
FUNDING SUN 1ARY
($ IN MILLIONS)

BUDGET )GET
RE( JEST ACTUAL REQUES
FY 1995 FY 1995 1996
1,069 937 946
319 262 - 286
230 191 13
* * *
* % * % * ¥
73 63 62
1,691 1,453 1,467
3ka 399 04
2.050 1,852 1,871

CURRENT REQUEST
FY 1996 EY 1997
877 662
262 360
163 131

¥ 73

* ¥ ES()

57 43
1.319

— _(22)
1.359 1297
341 366
1,700 1,663

S, LACKKRDUUS MATERIALS MANAGEMENT AND EMERGENCY RESPONSE (HAMMER) TRAINING FACILITY, STATE GRANIS AND RL

a1 dntieis  INDIAN NATION GRANTS

EMEUNDYS . 97 Hevised Mareh 14 1y




DOE RIC _AND C ERATIONS OFFICE
BREAKDOWN OF "OTHER PROGRAI 3" FUND G

($IN MILLIONS

GUDGET BUDGET

KEQUEST  ACTUAL REQUEST CURRENT  REQUEST
PROGRAM FY_1995 FY 1¢ 5 _FY 1996 Y 1996 Y 1997
( 'NSERVATION
& RENEWABLE ENERGY 24 26 21 24 27
ENERGY RES ARCH 156 140 148 145 139
ENVIRONMENT,
SAFETY, & HEALTH 19 21 35 13 12
DEFENSE PROGRAMS 57 34 50 22 ~1
WORK FOR ' THERS | 92 64 75 76 75
MISCELLANEO! 3 PROGRAMS 11 114 75 61 92

TO1 L 359 399 404 31 366

FUNDOTHR .Y/ Moo 1.,



CATIACHNGI T 21N
3/15/96 1030 Environmenwal Management

Operations Office/lnstallation Table
Congressional Budget Request

E tals
Operations Office/Locatlon . _FY 1995 Comp Approp FY 1996 Comp Approp FY 1997 Cong Request
($ in thousands) Defense Non-Def D&D Fund __Total Defense Non-Def D&D Fund Total Defense  Non-Def D&D Fund _Total
Albuquerque .
AL Ops 47,306 0 0 47,306 - 32,197 0 0 32 197 32,853 0 0 32,853
Grand Junction Proj Off 1,792 32,546 0 34,338 100 46,640 0 4€ 2,242 48,365 0 50,607
Inhalation Tox Res Inst 0 2,377 0 2377 . 0 1,990 Q 1 ¢} 961 0 961
Kansas City Plant 6,641 0 "0 6.641 14,043 0 0 14 13,380 0 0 13,380
Los Alamos Nat'l Lab 157,476 1,612 ] 159,088 143,043 ] o] 143 124,867 0 0 124,867
Pantex Plant 32,989 0 ] 32,989 24,081 ] o} 24 20,122 0 o] 20,122
Pinelfas Plant 43,217 0 ] 43,217 52,490 0 0 52 59,065 0 o] 59,065
Sandia, CA 6,369 0 0 6,369 7.113 ] 0 7 4,801 o] 0 4,801
Sandia, NM 59,807 o] ] 59,807 63,804 o] o} 63 42,126 0 o] 42,126
UMTRA - Surface o] 83,900 0 83,900 o} 65,946 0 65 0 42,967 o} 42 967
UMTRA - Gwater 0 7,000 0 7,000 0 7,800 o} 7 0 7,800 o] 7.t
Waste Isolat'n Pilot Pint 174,879 0 0 174,879 183,240 0 0 183 172,216 o] 0 172,216
Total, Albuquerque 530,476 127,435 0 657,911 520,111 122,376 0 642 471,672 100,093 0 571,765
Chicago
Ames Lab: 5,306 670 0 5,976 2760 300 0 3, 2175 315 0 2,450
Argonne Natl Lab (East) - 0 28,577 0 28,577 1 9 14,351 -0 15, 0 18,868 0 18,868
Argonne Nat'| Lab (West) 9,920 3,913 0 13,833 9,289 3,795 0 13, 5,403 6,988 0 12,391
Brookhaven Nat'l Lab 1,764 24,402 0 26,166 2,024 25,027 0 27,051 530 25,850 0 26,380
CH Ops 24,307 506 0 24,813 18,987 4,197 0 23, . 20,005 3,049 0 23,054
FERMILAB 0 5,020 0 §,020 0 1,950 0 1,950 0 2,102 o] 2,102
Princeton Plasma Ph Lab 0 8,130 0 8,130 0 2,616 0 2, ) 0 7,130 0 7,130
Total, Chicago 41,297 71,218 0 11_2,515 34,179 52,236 0 86,415 28,113 64,302 0 92,415
Idaho
Idaho Chem Process 60,400 0 0 680,400 58,595 o] 0 58, 43,445 o 0] 43,445
Idaho Nat'l Engin Lab 403,871 5,476 o] 409,347 390,779 12,481 o] 403, 361,290 13,043 0 374,333
Idaho Ops 49,006 5,610 o} 54,616 49,330 3,577 o] 52, 80,481 4 958 0 85,439
Total, Idaho 513,277 11,086 0 524,363 498,704 16,058 0 514,762 485,216 18,001 0 503,217
Nevada :
Nevada Test Site 810 0 0 810 1,769 0 0] 1,769 1,962 (o} 0 1,962
Nevada Ops 68,327 0 0 68,327 73,268 0 0 73,268 79,969 0 0 79,969
Total, Nevada 69,137 0 0 69,137 75,037 0 0 785, 81,931 0 0 81,9



3/15/96 10:30a

Operations Office/lLoc: 0

(% in thousands)

Oak Ridge
K-25
OR Inst for Science & Educ
OR Nat'l Lab
Oak Ridge Ops
Oak Ridge Reservation
Paducah GDP
Portsmouth GDP
Weldon
Y-12
FUSRAP
Center for En.&Env.Res.
Total, Oak Ridge

Oakland
Lawrence Berkeley Lab
Lawrence Livermore NL
Oakland Ops
Stanford Linear Acceler Ctr
General Electric
General Atomics
U.C. Davis
Energy Tech Eng Ctr/SSFL
Total, Oakland

Ohlo
Battelle Columbus Lab
Fernald Envir Mgmt Project
Mound Plant
Ohio Field Office
Reactive Metals, Inc.
West Valley

Total, Ohlo

Richland
Rocky Flats

Savannah River

_FY 1995 Comp Approp
Non-Def D&D Fund

~ Defense

76,357
768
114,843
31,299
43,333
0

0

0
69,095
0

0
335,695

2,410
73,843
13,521

0
0
0
0

2,175

91,949

8,215
232,048
93,481
22,876
5,350

0
361,970
1,429,127
604,773

1,546,074

0

0
107,802
3,260
2,116
0

0
41,403
0
74,100
0

681

12,915
0

3,001
5,615
0

1,830

.. 3,472
6,803
33,726

16,807
0

974
100

0
124,723
142,604

81,614
0

292

101,936
0

)
33,664
2,116
53,868
68,043

[~NeloleleloNoloNo)

[—NeloNoNoNoNel

o

Savironmen: -’ Management
Operations Officel/lnstallation Table

Congres: al Budget Request
EM Totals

_ Total Defense
178,293 68,735 0
768 11 0
222,645 110,354, 54,732
68,223 39,123 5,949
47,565 51,930 578
53,868 0 0
68,043 0 0
41,403 0 58,500
69,085 64,345 0
74100 0 73,982
0. 0 0
824,003 334,498 193,741
15,325 2,012 10,953
73,843 73,531 0
16,612 15,467 1,283
5,615 0 3,701
0 0 105
1,830 0 3,000
3,472 0 4,054
8,978 3,500 7,589
125,675 94,510 30,685
25,022 8,192 11,568
232,048 259,881 0
94,455 98,141 1,061
22976 29,733 100
5,350 9,332 0
124,723 0 115,389
504,574 405,279 128,118
1,510,741 1,318,882 60,839
604,773 584,455 0
1,546,366 1,287,985 4,300

FY 1996 Comp Approp

Non-Def D8DF

90,068
0

0
38,902
579
48,303
58,955

©CO0O00Q0COQOO0O

[~NeleNoloNeNol

[=]

)

15¢

16¢
8
52
4¢
5¢
5¢
6«
78
0
765,046

12

73

16 i
3

3 non
4
1"

125

19 )
259

99

29333
9
115
533

1,379,721
584,455

1,292,285

FY 1997 Cong Request

Non-Def D&D Fund . Total

. Defense
51,130 0
-0 0
92,835 65,786
39,153 5,278
49,469 0
0 0
0 0
0 67,500
55,760 0
0 83,079
0 0
288,347 221,643
1,900 10,175
58,266 0
12,388 1,706
0 4,610
0 105
0 3,600
0 4,563
1,000 22,449
73,554 47,208
482 3,500
266,170 0
86,242 1,223
34,934 0
20,284 0
0 123,601
408,112 128,324
1,260,106 59,032
551,647 0
1,174,621 4,300

66,908
0

0
32,735
3,410

. 34,310

60,837
0

0

0

0
198,200

coOCOOCOCOOO

[-NeoleBoNoNoNe]

o

118,038
.0
158,621
77.166
52,879
34,310
60,837
67,500
55,760
83,079
0
708,190

12,075
58,266
14,094
4610
105
3,600
4,563
23,449

120,762

3,982
266,170
87,465
34,934
20,284
123,601
536,436

1,319,138
§51,647

1,178,9.
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Operatlons Office/Location

FY 1995 Comp Approp

Environmen.al Management
Operations Office/lnsta

tion Table

Congressional Budget Request

EM Totals

FY 1996 Comp Approp.

FY 1997 Cong quuest

($ in thousands) Defense  Non-Def D&DFund __ Total _ Defense Non-Def D&DFund __ Total _  Defense  Non-Def D&D Fund _ Tolal
Headquarters
Headquarters 389,752 38,877 0 428,629 276,112 9,449 0 2855 264,817 8,511 0 273,328
Ur/Th Reimbursement 0 0 41,700 41,700 0 0 42,000 42,000 0 0 42,000 42,000
Contribution to D&D Fund 133,700 0 "0 133,700 350,000 0 0 350,000 376,648 0 0 376,648
Morgantown Energy Tech Ctr 52,796 0 0 52,796 78,826 0 0 78,826 76,073 0 0 76,073
Pittsburgh Energy Tech Ctr 10,417 0 0 . 10,417 14,528 0 0 14,528 14,519 0 0 14,519
Technical Lead Dev Prog 1,500 0 0 1,500 3,216 0 0 3,216 4,230 0 0 4,230
Buyout Costs 0 0 0 0 4,782 0 0 4,782 8,104 0 0 B, 104
Total, Headquarters 588,165 38,877 41,700 = 668,742 727,464 9,449 42,000 778,313 744,391 8,511 42,000 794,902
[SUBTOTAL,EM 6,111,940 735,533 301,327 7,148,800 5,881,104 617,802 278,807 6,777,713 5,567,710 651,414 240,200 6,459,324
Govt Contribution to D&D Fund 0 0 (133,700~ (133,700) 0 0 (350,000)  (350,000) 0 0 (376,648) (376,648)
Use of Prior Year Balances (667,280) (23,381) 0 . (690,661) (377,709) (19.911) 0  (397,820) (150,400) 0 0 (150,400)
D&D Fund Foreign Fees 0 0 0 S0 0 0 0 0 0 0  (45.800) (45,900)
Savannah River Pension Fund (40,000) 0 0 (40,000) (37,000) 0 0 (37.000) (8.000) 0 0 (8.000)
[TOTAL, EM 5,404,660 712,152 167,627 __ 6,284,439 5,466,395 597,891  (71,193) 5,993,093 5,409,310 651,414 _ (182,348) 5,878,376]







DOE RICH! D OPERATIONS OFFICE TTTACUME N T .2
FY 1997 EM FUNDING SUMMARY BY PROGRA LA AC)
($ IN MILLIONS)

FY 1 INGRESSTONAL
UEST
WASTE MA GEMENT: .
TH 484
SOLID WASTE 58
LIQUID EFFLUENTS . 25
ANALYTICAL SERVICES 33
PACIFIC NORTHWEST NATIONAL LABC \TORY 30
RCRA & OPERATIONAL MONITORING 14
OTHER WM PROGRAMS _18
SUBTOTAL WM 662
NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND FACILITIES STABILIZATION: ‘
SPENT NUCLEAR FUEL 175
TRANSITION PROJECTS 138
ADVANCED REACTOR _47
SUBTOTAL NM & FS 360
ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION ; 131
PROGRAM DIRECTION/GENERAL SUPPORT SERVICE CONTRACTORS: :
PROGRAM DIRECTION (DOE-RL STAFF) 57
GENERAL SUPPORT SERVICE CONTRACTORS - _16
SUBTOTAL PD/GSSC . 73
SITE OPI ATIONS:
LANDLORD ]
HAMMER }
TRANSPORTATION MGMT 4
WASTE MINIMIZATION 1
RL DIRECTED ACTIVITIES _18
SUBTOTAL SITE OPERATIONS 50

ALL OTHER EM PROGRAMS:
TECHNOLOGY DEVE! OPMENT 37
HAB/INDIAN NATI ~ GRANTS
SUBTOTAL ALL OTHER EM PROGRAMS

.

43
SIBTOTAL EM  ROGRAMS 1,319

:SS UNALLOCATED REDUCTION IN UNCOSTED BALANCES ) (22)
NET ( 1997 EM BUDGET REQUEST FOR RL 1,297

BYPROGRM.97 March 22. 1996
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FY-95 Characterization oj_c. Sequer e Eve s

Chronology of Evenls

L4 L SO C AP

Apr May Jun Jul ct Nov Dec Jan

I I 1 I
ar Apr y Jun Jul Aug Sep
1994 1995

@ Sampling and analyses to 1pport FY-95 TCRs begin

@ Submitted draft FY-95 TWAP to Ecology

@ Final TWAP for FY-95 submitted to Ecology

@ Ecology review of DOE Approach for Tank Waste ifety Chz cterization
@ Ecology comments on Safety Screening DQO

@ Sampling and analyses to support FY-95 TCRs completed

@ Ecology comments on Vapor Safety Screening, Flammable ( 3, an Compatibility DQO s

FY-95 TCRs delivered to Ecology

March 26. 1996 (CHARCRON.DRW) E208



AGENDA (Revised 3/21/96)*

IAMIT MEETING
MARCH 26, 1996
EPA CONFERENCE ROOM
712 SWIFT 3LVD., STE. 5
12:45 | - 5:15 PM
(CHAIRPERSON: D. R. SHERWOOD)

12:45 pm APPROVAL OF FEBRUARY MEETING MINUTES

12:50 pm LOCAL PROCESSING OF CLASS ONE CHANGE REQUESTS / MOU BETWEEN EPA
AND ECOLOGY (D. Sherwood, M.A. Wilson, J. Rasmussen, T. Teynor)

1:15 pm DISCUSS/APPROVE CHANGE REQUESTS

o P-06-96-01" Expansion of Waste Management Capacity
(C. Clark, R. Bowman)

o D-96-01 Remove Graph1c Workschedule From Appendix D
(R. Morrison)

o E-96-01 Update Appendix E "Key Individuals" of the TPA
(R. Morrison)

o "0 M-41-96-02 Revise M-41 M11estones/F1ammab1e Gas Issue J&i&gf (L
e (J.M. Clark, M. Wilson) '7&‘» T ;I>
// 1:45 pm ST. LOUIS COMMITMENTS (M. A. wi1son)
2:15 pm BREAK

2:30 pm IAMIT REVIEW OF NON-TPA REGULATORY ISSUES
(M.A. Wilson, D. Sherwood, J. Rasmussen, W.T. Dixon, W. R. Brown)

3:00 pm * MANAGEMENT REVIEW OF PRESIDENT'S 1997 BUDGET
(R. Tibbatts, L. McClain, D. Sherwood, M. Wilson)

3:30 pm 100-BC-1, DR-1, HR-1 USE OF DECAY TO MEET CLEAN UP STANDARDS R
D. Sherwood, R. Holten) e A

Lo . . o
T7"4:15 pn  M-44-08 DISPUTE RESOLUTION Vo

(J. E. Kinzer, M. A. Wilson, C. Haass, T. Michelena)
5:15 pm ADJOURN
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MARCH 26, 1996
EPA CONFERENCE ROOM
712 SWIFT BLYD., STE. §
12:45 PM - 5:15 PN
(CHAIRPERSON: D. R. SHERWOOD)

APPROVAL OF FEBRUARY MEETING MINUTES

LOCAL PROCFSSING OF CLASS ONE CHANGE REQUESTS / MOU BETWEEN EPA
AND ECOLO =Sl ood, M.A. Wilson, J. Rasmt 1, T. Teytr *)

DISCUSS/APPROVE CHANGE REQUESTS

0 P-06-96-01 Expansion of Waste Management Capacity
(C. Clark, R. Bowman)

o D-96-01 Remove Graphic Workschedule From Appendix D
(R. Morrison)

o E-96-01 Update Appendix E "Key Individuals” of the TPA
(R. Morrison)

0 M-41-96-02 Revise M-41 Milestones/Flammable Gas Issue
(J.M. Clark, M. Wilson)

ST. LOUIS COMMITMENTS (M. A. Wilson)
BREAK

IAMIT REVIEW OF NON-TPA REGULATORY ISSUES
(M.A. Wilson, D. Sherwood, J. Rasmussen, W.T. Dixon, W.R. Brown)

MANAGEMENT REVIEW OF PRESIDENT'S 1997 BUDGET
(R. Tibbatts, L. McClain, D. Sherwood, M. Wilson)

100-BC-1, DR-1, HR-1 USE OF DECAY TO M  CLEAN UP STANDARDS
D. Sherwood, R. Holten)

M-44-08 DISPUTE RESOLUTION
(J. E. Kinzer, M. A. Wilson, C. Haass, T. Michelena)

ADJOURN
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February 27, 1996

The following changes to the Agreement Action Plan are made:

Action Plan Publication (Action Plan Executive Summary)

An updated version of the Action Plan will be published periodically as agreed upon
by the three parties. The—werk—schedute—{fcontainedinAppendixDbi-covers sevenyearsy
I ' - Y b

1.1 PURPOSE

This action plan contains a work schedule (Appendix D), ‘that is based on a rationale
for setting priorities for work to be accomplished. This 1 identified in
Section 3.0. The work schedule identifies the schedwles and milestones to be
met in implementing this plan. Requirements and standards under Washington's Dangerous
Waste Regulations and RCRA for hazardous waste generation and transportation, as specified
in ( ipter 173-303 of the Washington Administrative Code (WAC) and Title 40, Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR), Parts 262 and 263, are not addressed by this action plan.
However, this does not relieve the DOE from meeting these requirements.

11.2 WORK SCHEDULE FORMAT-AND-PRERARATION

bgu+ jer—mite wetr 1s provided in Appendix D.

11.3 WORK SCHEDULE UPDATES

The work schedule will be updated periodically te—expand—the—tevel-ofdetait—per
Seetion—+—2. In addition, any approved schedule changes (see Section 12.0 for formal
Change Control System) w117 be incorporated at this time if not previously incorporated.
Each update will be performed as agreed by the three parties.
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March 26, 1996

SECOND THIRTY DAY EXTENSION TO DISPUTE RESOLUTION FOR HANFORD FEDERAL FACILITY
AGREEMENT AND CONSENT ORDER CHANGE REQUEST M-41-96-01

Change Request M-41-96-01, concerning M-41-09 Interim Milestone, "Start

Inn *im Stabil ion of 7 Non- "itch Li_.. Tanl 1in 241-S Tank Farm," - in t
dispute resolution process of the Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and
Consent Order. The dispute has been extended for thirty days for continued
discussion at the Project Manager level. The current extension will expire on
April 7, 1996.

The end of the period during which the Project Managers seek resolution of the
dispute is hereby extended an additional thirty (30) days, from April 7, 1996
to May 6, 1996.

i S

ames E. Rasmussen jchael A. Wilson
Director, Environmental Assurance, Manager, Nuclear Waste Program
Permits and Policy Division State of Washington
U.S. Department of Energy Department of Ecology

Richland Operations Office

cc: J. W. Donnelly, Ecology
T. M. Michelena, Ecology
D. R. Sherwood, EPA
C. C. Haass, DOE
D. E. Jackson, DOE
J. E. Kinzer, DOE
G. H. Sanders, DOE
L. D. Arnold, WHC
D. Powaukee, Nez Perce
R. Jim, YIN
B. Burke, CTUIR
Administrative Record

Washington State Department of Ecology A U.S. Environmental Protection Agency A U.S. Department of Energy


































































