


























_Current reviews of moisture measurement indicate that solution stabilization will be limited to the product
nitrate far ~ ' of solutions. A Tri-Party Agreement Change Request for direct discard is being evaluated.

NDA corrective actions resulting from WIPP audit of PFP Residues indicate that there isno -
measurement/calculations of U-234 being made for contain¢ eing assayed using the SGSAS instrument

2 S or +27, 2000, resulting in a loss of measurer nt control.
1 IM.______ ,200_. _.__.______rmance Report (NCR) wa_
written to take corrective actions for the data generate n the timeframe the instrument was out of

- calibration. Assistance from the regulators was requested for approval of the Tri-Party Agreement Change
Request and their participation in the data quality objectives for alloys.

PERMITTING/CLOSURE PLANS (M-020-00)

The Notice of Intent is expected in August for the Immobilized Low-Activity Waste (ILAW). Ecology
understands that ORP has authorized BNI to perform an optimization study for various physical and
regulatory pathway options for ILAW different than what is required by the Tri-Party Agreement and
cautions DOE that the decision criteria BNI is using is very different than what the regulators use which
may pose several issues in the not-to-distant future. Any change from the current pathway (e.g., no
Delisting, long-term storage/disposal in the ILAW trenches) will require a change to the Tri-Party
Agreement with respect to permitting milestones. Ecology expects DOE to comply with Tri-Party
Agreement milestones regardless of pending deliberations/negotiations/etc., any related deliberations
notwithstanding. Ecology expects DOE to continue to plan and conduct their work per the sc  dules
established in the Tri-Party Agreement during all discussions of the Tri-Party Agreement Change Request -
- unless/until the changes are approved for inclusion in the Tri-Party Agreement.

EPA and Ecology voiced their frustration on the rrent state of negotiations with DOE as well as existing
workscope. To date, the regulators were told th no new workscope will be negotiated until after the top-
to-bottom review of the regulatory compliance requirements was completed by DOE-HQ. It appears that
the only workscope that can be discussed is that which is proposed for deletion or extension. Tri-Party
Agreement requirements must be followed regardless of any pending discussions, planning options,
contract negotiation, etc. The RI/FS process that defines the workscope which then feeds the detailed
work plan, etc., was put into logical sequence of events to support each piece of the process. DOE has
discussed a revision to that but has never formalized the request with the regulators. The regulators want
to know what is the plan, when will it get done, and how will you do it, before any changes to the RI/FS
sequence can be approved.
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