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Mr. Michael A. V" "Ison, Program Manager
Nuclear Waste Program E@E H E

1315 W. Fourtt  7enue
Kennewick, Wi  ngton 99336 EDMC

Dear Mr. Wilsc

ESTABLISHV. T OF REQUIREMENTS REGARDING THE ASSESSMENT OF THE
INTEGRITY C  J.S. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY (DOE) HIGH-LEVEL RADIOACTIVE
MIXED WAS" 3STORAGE SINGLE-SHELL TANKS (SST), ASSOCIATED LEAK
DETECTION. D MONITORING REQUIREMENTS, AND ASSOCIATED

DOCUMENT: ON

Reference: P letter from J. E. Rasmussen to M. A. Wilson, Ecology, “Submittal for
>logy Approval, Proposed Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent
ler (Tri-Party Agreement) Change Request for Single-Shell Tank (SST)
>grity Assessment, and Leak Detection and Monitoring,” 01-AMSQ-044,
ed July 13, 2001. 5572372

As you know,  Hrts by our agencies to negotiate Tri-Party Agreement modifications following
the State of W ington Department of Ecology’s (Ecology) compliance evaluation of the SST
farms conclud... ¥ithout agreement on July 13, 2001.

I have reviewed the issues associated with these discussions and belie’ that our rej  sentatir
should have t 1 able to reach agreement under the terms agreed upon for these negotiations. I
also recogniz:  at strict adherence to negotiation agreements between our agencies (e.g.,
deadlines for  icluding negotiations) is critical to the integrity of the negotiation process itself
and to our ab 7 to work with one another in good faith. Based on my review, I have concluded
that failure to  ich agreement was the result of communication failures on the part of DOE.

They will not  ccur.

Please alson  that I have reviewed the above Reference, and regret that it was not conducive to
bringing this  tter to closure. By this letter, I am withdrawing our previous letter and its
enclosures in  :ir entirety and without contention. At the same time, I am offering to agree to
conclusion o :gotiations and agreement (Attachment 1) and Ecology’s Best and Final Offer of
July 13,200  1e last day for negotiations), but with two minor modifications to the work
requirements 2., 1) that a small amount of additional time for submittal be granted for near ten
submittals, a  2) that in order to avoid confusion, a consistent definition of the term “ancillary
equipment”’  1sed or assumed throughout the Change Request (Attachments 2 and 3).




Mr. Michael A. Wilson -2-
01-EMD-014

I also ask that as :ment be added to indicate that the change request does not constitute an
admission by DO hat any specific violation identified by Ecology has occurred.

It is my hope thal s is acceptable to Ecology and that we can resolve this issue through
finalization of thi  sociated change requests.

If you have any ¢ ;tions, please contact me, or your staff may contact Jim Rasmussen,
Environmental M agement Division, (509) 376-2247.

Sincerely,

Vi =

Harry L. Boston
EMD:JER Manager

Attachments (3)

1. Conclusion Negotiations and Agreement
2. Change Rec st M-45-01-03

3. Change Re st M-23-01-01

cc w/attach:
R. Gay, CTUIR
P. Sobotta, NPT
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August 7, 2001

of compliance measures within the Hanford "~ *~ral Facility Agreement

der (HFFACO). Establishment of requirements regarding the assessment

of U. S. Department of Energy (DOE) single-shell high level radioactive

aste storage tanks (SSTs), associated leak detection and monitoring
requirements, and associated documentation.

follows the Department of Ecology’s Dangefous Waste Compliance
-168) and subsequent negotiations having the objective of addressing

ce issues.

1ese negotiations DOE and Ecology have agreed to the incorporation of
ifications as exhibited by Ecology’s July 13, 2001 Best and Final Change
-01-01 and M-45-01-03." These Change Requests will be submitted to the
gency Management Integration Team executive managers for final

ie U. S. Department of Energy,

;;/’WAA—_

wssen, Lead Negotiator

the Washington Department oi _.ology,

y, Lead Negotiator

' Twon
proposal |
granted fc
and (2) in
equipmer
M-23-21;
does not -
Ecology

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

»r modifications to the work requirements in Ecology’s July 13, 2001

e been accepted: (1) a small amount of additional time for submittal will be
iilestone M-23-21 (1 month), and for target date M-23-22-T01 (5 months),

ler to avoid confusion, a consistent definition of the term “ancillary

s used or assumed throughout the Parties Change Requests (See milestone

\dditionally, a statement has been added indicating that the change request

stitute an admission by DOE that any specific violation identified by

occurred.












M-23-01-01
August 3, 2001

Description/Justification of Change (continued)

See also the following correspondence:

3. 00-OSD-143, Resolutior ~f the State of Washington ™~-artment of Ecology "™~ ~loay) Observations Concerning Tz "

Monitoring and Structur;

eqrity Assessment for the single-Shell Tank (SS 1) System into the Hanford Federal

Facility Agreement and

sent Order (Tri Party Agreement). Clifford E. Clark, USDOE Office of Regulatory Liaison

to Michael A. Wilson, W

4, 00-OSD-180, Resolutio
Single-Shell Tanks, Clif
Department of Ecology,

5. 01-OPD-021, The U. S

ngton Department of Ecology Nuclear Waste Program, November 21, 2000.

the ~*~*- of Washington Department of Ecology Observations and Findings Concerning -
E. Clark, USDOE Office of Regulatory Liaison, to Michae! A. Wilson, Washington
slear Waste Program, December 28, 2000.

rartment of Energy, Office of River Protection (ORP) Receipt of the State of Washington

Department of Ecoloqy

Nogy) Notice of Correction (NOC), James E. Rasmussen, USDOE Office of River

Protection to Michael A

The U. S. Department of Er
the central plateau of the H
reprocessing of nuclear fue
tanks and ancillary equipm
constructed in 1964. As su
Act (RCRA)in 1976. Allar
leaked. The SST facility is
and as such is subject to ir

The SST’s contain varying
the waste is nearly dry whi
The majority of SST waste
separation of fissile materi.
removed in accordance wi
certain SST waste retrieva
00 milestone series.

Ecology’s inspection of int
interviews of U. S. Departi

inspection, Ecology hasid....

m—Ql A-rar\k1§:

1. 40 CFR 265.191 - As
Status Facility Stan

USDOE did not comj
system is not leaking
WAC 173-303-400 (:

40 CFR 265.191 furt
reviewed and certifie
that attests to the ta

2. 40 CFR 265.193 ~ (
Facility Standards.

USDOE did not inst:
(3) and 40 CFR 265

son, Washington Department of Ecology Nuclear Waste Program, March 6, 2001.

’'s Single Shell Tank Farms (SST) facility is located in the 200 East and West Areas on

rd Federal Reservation. The SST facility stores mixed waste (MW) derived from the
1anford that began in the 1940°s. The SST facility primarily consists of 149 single shelled
rranged into 12 tank farms. The first SST's were constructed in 1943 and the last were.
sonstruction of the SSTs predated enactment of the Resource Conservation and Recovery
Il beyond their design life. Sixty-seven (67) of the SSTs are known or assumed to have
iterim status Treatment, & age, or Disposal (TSD) unit within the Hanford TSD facility

1 status requirements of WAC 173-303 and by reference 40 CFR 265 subpart J.

s and amounts of MW. Some tanks are nearly empty and some are nearly fuil. In some,
ners contain significant aqueous or organic liquids in the form of interstitial or free liquids.
ghly radioactive. It contains fission products and chemicals resulting from chemical

im irradiated nuclear fuef. Pumpable liquids within DOE's SSTs are presently being

e requirements of a court-approved consent decree (CT-99-5076-EFS). Additionally,

1 SST farm closure requirements are established under and governed by the parties M-45-

status compliance at the Hanford SST’s consisted of review of current and historicrec  is,
- of Energy (USDOE) and contractor personnel, and a facility walkdown. As a result of this
ied the following (outstanding) violations of regulatory requirements and related concerns:

nent of existing tank syst in gyrityby e iceof WAC 173-303-400, Interim

n assessment of Single Shell Tank (SST) system integrity to determine that the SST
snfit for use. This assessment was required to be completed by January 12, 1990, per
40 CFR 265.191(a).

juires that the owner or operator obtain and keep on file at the facility a written asses. ent
in independent, qualified, registered professional engineer, in accordance with § 270.11(d),

.em’s integrity.

nment and detection of releases by reference of WAC 173-303-400, Interim Status

secondary containment for the SST system prior to January12, 1991, per WAC 173-303-400
3 (a).
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M-23-01-01
August 3, 2001

Description/dustification of Change (continued)
3. 40 CFR 265.195 ~ Inspections by reference of WAC 173-303-400, Interim Status Facility Standards.

USDOE does not inspect all SST monitoring equipment and leak detection equipment at least once each operating
day per WAC 173-303-400 (3) and 40 CFR 265.195 (a).

4. 40 CFR 265.196 - Res)
reference of WAC 173

USDOE has not remove
CFR 265.196(e).

The following regulatory coi
1. WAC 173-303-803 - P¢
USDQE'’s Part A Hazardou

current and past structures
803 (3) and WAC 173-303-

2. WAC 173-303-360 —E

Emergendy response proc:
observations following a J:
103 in DOE’s S tank farm.

In recognition of the pre:

requirements are incorp:
does not address DOE’s

se to leaks or spills and disposition of leaking or unfit-for-use tank systems by
=400, Interim Status Facility Standards.

Il waste from the SST system per 40 CFR 265.196(b) and closed the SST system per 40

ance concerns were also not oy Ecology.

t application requirements

aste Facility permit application form 3 for the SST system does not accurately describe all
i waste management areas associated with the SST system as required by WAC 173-303-

‘gencies.

‘es were not fully utilized after a waste transfer iine leak. This concern is based on Ecology
iry 8, 2000 leak from a waste transfer line that occurred during saltwell pumping of tank S-

ing, DOE and Ecology agree that the following HFFACO M-23-00 series milestone

ed into the HFFACO by approval of this Change Request. Note, this change request

ure to install secondary conta®~—ent for the SST system prior to January 12, 1991,

per WAC 173-303-400 (3

d 40 CFR 265.193 (a); its failure 1o remove all waste from the SSTs per 40 CFR

265.196(b) by reference

reference of WAC 173-3(

{AC 173-303-400; a~ - ‘ts failure to close the SST system per 40 CFR 265.196(e) by

00, and shall not be construed as atfecting these violations. Nor shall this change

request constitute an ad

;sion by DOE that any specific violation Identified by Ecoloqy has occurred.

October 31, 2001

M-23-21 SUBMIT  /ISED HAZARDOUS WASTE FACILITY PERMIT APPLICATION
FORMTI :E (3).
DOE'S  SED FORM 3 SHALL ACCl ATELY IDENTIFY, DESCRIBE AND
C~2IC  CURRENT AND PAST STRIICTIIRES AND WASTE
MANAC  INT AREAS ASSOCIA" __ W...: ..[ESSTSY EMASRE JIRED
BYWA  3-303-803(3) AND WAC 173-303-805.
THES!  ‘STEM IS COMPRISED OF THE _ JE HUNDRED-FORTY NINE
(149) S AND THEIR ANCILLARY EQUIPMENT. ANCILLARY EQUIPMENT
WITHII 2 SST SYSTEM INCLUDES ALL SUBORDINATE TANK SYSTEMS,
VAULT  3ANSFER PIPELINES, PUMP PITS, VALVE PITS, LIFT STATIONS,
CATCt  IKS, UNLOADING STATIONS, AND ANY OTHER COMPONENT
THAT'!  3EEN, IS, OR MAY BE USED TO TREAT, STORE, OR TRANSFER
HAZAF  JS AND/OR MIXED WASTE, WITHIN THE RCRA BOUNDARY OF
THES  YSTEM. DOE'S SST FORM 3 SHALL INCLUDE A MAP AND
DESC'  ON DEFINING THE PROPOSED RCRA TSD BOUNDARY OF THE
SST S, v M.
M-23-22.T01 SUBI  IOCUMENT IDENTIFYING AND DESCRIBING DOE'S EXISTING SST  February 28, 2002
IN-T,  SURVEILLANCE AND MONITORING PROGRAM.
THIS  ORT SHALL IDENTIFY ALL COMPONENTS OF THE SST SYSTEM,
AND  LL IDENTIFY AND DESCRIBE . DR EACH:







M-23-01-01
August 3, 2001

Description/Justification of Change (continued)

THIS REPORT SHALL BE CERTIFIED BY AN INDEPENDENT, QUALIFIED,
REGISTERED, PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER (IQRPE) ATTESTING TO THE
TANK SYSET=*F'S INTEGRITY (SEE CERTIFICATION AT M-23-24) AND SHALL

CONTAIN
THAT THE
USE PUR:

FOR OTH
WHICH D
MEANS C
SUCH AS
WITH THI
INSTITUT
EQUIPME

DOE’S R
SYSTEM
ADEQUA
AND CO?
TO ENSL

THE SST
AT A MId
MEET Tt

(3), (4), €

A. 40C
DES
CON
TES
PRIC

JNCLUSORY STATEMENT AS TO DOE'S DETERMINATION
T) TANK SYSTEM EITHER IS NOT LEAKING OR IS UNFIT FOR
NT TO 40 CFR 265.191.

HAN NON ENTERABLE PORTIONS OF THE SST SYSTEM
INDS FIT FOR USE (PURSUANT TO 40 CFR 265.191) BY

R THAN LEAK TESTING PURSUANT TO 40 CFR 265.191 (b) (5),
SMENT / FINDINGS MAY BE CONDUCTED IN ACCORDANCE
ACTICES DESCRIBED IN THE AMERICAN PETROLEUM

P1) PUBLICATION, GUIDE FOR INSPECTION OF REFINERY
CHAPTER Xlil, ATMOSPHERIC AND LOW-PRESSURE TANKS.

3T SHALL HAVE THE OBJECTIVE OF DETERMINING SST
‘GRITY, AND WHETHER OR NOT THE (SST) TANK SYSTEM IS
’ DESIGNED AND HAS SUFFICIENT STRUCTURAL STRENGTH
"ABILITY WITH THE WASTE(S) TO BE STORED OR TREATED
THAT IT WILL NOT COLLAPSE, RUPTURE, OR FAIL.

;TEM INTEGRITY ASSESSMENT REPORT SHALL DOCUMENT,
M, ALL INFORMATION GATHERED FOR THE SST SYSTEM TO
ZQUIREMENTS OF 40 CFR, SUBPART J, PART 265.191 (1), (2),
\ND (5)(ii), INCLUDING THE FOLLOWING:

55.191 (b)(1) — DESIGN STANDARDS: A CONCISE AND SPECIFIC
TION: OF THE MATERIALS USED IN CONSTRUCTION,

UCTION METHODS EMPLOYED, QUALITY CONTROL, AND
PERFORMED ON MATERIALS, AND THE FINAL STRUCTURE,

) BEING PLACED IN SERVICE, ALL ENGINEERING CODES

REFERENCED FOR CONSTRUCTION, DESIGN OPERATING
SPEC'"ICATIONS, AND A PRESENTATION OF ALL CALCULATIONS

EMPI

YED TO DETERMINE EACH STRUCTURES DESIGN STRENGTH,

AND USEFUL LIFE. AN EVALUATION OF THE DESIGN LIFE OF EACH
SST SYSTEM COMPONENT SHALL BE DESCRIBED, BASED ON ALL

{

(
(
[
1
1

ATHERED, WASTE COMPATABILITY WITH THE MATERIALS OF
YUCTION, HISTORY OF CORF ON PROTECT N,

TONAL HISTORY (INCLUDING ANY DOCUMENTED OR

‘ED LEAKS), SCHEMATICS DEPICTING THE LOCATION OF TANK
1ES IF KNOWN, VISUAL EXAMINATIONS, AND ANY OTHER

=S OF TANK INTEGRITY ASSESSMENT INFORMATION

3ED FOR EACH TANK AND ASSOCIATED SST SYSTEM

ARY EQUIPMENT. DOFE’s REPORT SHALL ALSO INCLUDE A

R LISTING BY COMPONENT EQUIPMENT NUMBER, OF ALL

*ER PIPELINES WITHIN THE SST SYSTEM, DESCRIBING THE
ALS OF CONSTRUCTION, AND COMPLIANCE WITH SECONDARY

INMENT REQUIREMENTS.

265.191 (b)(2) ~ HAZARDOUS CHARACTERISTICS OF THE
S THAT HAVE BEEN, OR WILL BE HANDLED: A CONCISE AND

1C PRESENTATION DESCRIBING THE COMPATABILITY OF THE
'STORED IN EACH TANK WITH THE TANK STRUCTURE AND
IALS. THIS PRESENTATION SHALL INCLUDE THE FOLLOWING
INIMUM: WASTE CHEMICAL CHARACTERISTICS AND

RTIES SUCH AS CORROSIVITY, TEMPERATURE, HOMOGENIETY,

wraaniC CONTENT, SPECIFIC GRAVITY, GAS RETENTION AND

5




M-23-01-01
August 3, 2001
Description/Justification of Change (continued)

GENERATION, FLAMMABILITY, AND A COMPARISONBETWEEN THE
WASTE CURRENTLY STORED, AND/OR PROPOSED TO BE STORED IN
EACH TANK TO THE DESIGN OPERATING SPECIFICATIONS FOR EACH
TANK,

C. 40CFR .191 (b)(3) — EXISTING CORROSION PROTECTION
MEASL  3: A THOROUGH DESCRIPTION AND HISTORY OF ALL
CORO¢ | PROTECTION MEASURES EMPLOYED FOR ALL TRANSFER
SYSTE  E.G., CAUSTIC FLUSHES), WITHIN EACH SST SINCE
COMPL  ON OF CONSTRUCTION. THIS HISTORY SHALL INCLUDE A
DESCF ON OF ALL SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS PERFORMED TO
MONIT'  THE STATUS OF CORROSION INHIBITOR ADJUSTMENTS TO
THE Ct ICAL COMPOSITION OF THE WASTE WITHIN EACH SST, OR
TRANS  |RED THROUGH SST TRANSFER SYSTEM LINES.

D. 40 CFF  5.191 (b)(4) - DOCUMENTED AGE OF THE TANK SYSTEM: THE
AGEO \CHCOMPONENT OF THE SST SYSTEM, INCLUDING THE
SST's THEIR ANCILLARY EQUIPMENT, SHALL BE DESCRIBED,
INCLUI 5 THE COMPLETED CONSTRUCTION DATE, THE DATE
PLACE I SERVICE, AND THE DATE OF FIRST RECEIPTOF WASTE.

E. 40CFF  5.191 (b)(5) - RESULTS OF LEAK TEST(S), INTERNAL
INSPE ON(S), OR OTHER TANK INTEGRITY EXAMINATIONS FOR
EACH K AND ASSOCIATED ANCILLARY EQUIPMENT, INCLUDING
THEF(  JWING:

THE R LTS OF ALL EXAMINATION(S) OF THE PRIMARY
CONT,  1ENT STRUCTUREOF EACH OF THE ONE HUNDRED-FORTY
NINE ( SST”S AND THEIR ANCILLARY EQUIPMENT.

THER LTS OF CORROSION PROBES EXISTING IN EACH TANK,
RESUI  OF TESTING ON SIMULATED TANK STRUCTURES, OR

MATE! S, AND STUDIES OF THE EFFECTS OF WASTE STORED
WITHII  \CH TANK ON THE TANK'S MATERIALS OF CONSTRUCTION.
ALL Ct  /OSION STUDIES OF ANY TRANSFER PIPELINES SHALL ALSO
BE INCLUDED IN THIS INTEGRITY ASSESSMENT REPORT.

THE ™7 " 7S OF LEAK AND/OR PRESSURE TESTING, INCLUDING

C ) mF AINTTLAY N 37 °.8ST
WAS N¢ {SYS 1S
A SU , INTABII AR FORM OR OTHERWISE, OF OBSERVATIONS
AND USIONS . .3OM ALL VISUAL EXAMINATIONS BY DIRECT
OBSt ON OR REMOTE CAMERA SURVEILLENCE, WITHIN EACH
SST. UMMARY SHALL INCLUDE OBSERVATIONS AND
CONi NS FROM ALL VISUAL OBSERVATIONS BY DIRECT
OBSI ON OR REMOTE CAMERA SURVEILLENCE, TAKEN WITHIN
SST. A ANCILLARY EQUIPMENT (E.G., VALVE PITS, PUMP PITS,
DOU NTAINED RECEIVER TANKS, CATCH TANKS, VAULTS,
TRAL 2IPELINES). ALL VIDEOTAPES FROM REMOTE CAMERA
SUR' JCE SHALL BE RETAINED IN THE FACILITY'S OPERATING
RECI ID SHALL BE AVAILABLE TO ECOLOGY ON REQUEST.
CER 10N BY AN INDEPENDENT, QUALIFIED, REGISTERED,
PRO NAL, ENGINEER (IQRPE) MEETING THE FOLLOWING
REQ INTS:
1.1 T THE REQUIREMENTS FOR “INDEPENDENT", THE IQRPE

6




M-23-01-01

August 3, 2001

Description/Justification of Change (continued)

MUST NOT BE EMPLOYED BY ANY COMPANY THAT IS EITHER
OPERATED, OR EXISTS, AS A PRIME CONTRACTOR OF THE
HANFORD CONTRACT TEAM. FURTHER, THE IQRPE CANNOT HAVE
WO =D FOR ANY COMPANY AS DESCRIBED ABOVE FOR A

M-23-25

M-23-25A

M-23-258

M-23-25C

M-23-25D

M-23-25E

PEF
OF ¢

2. TOI
BE
STC
ASS

J OF ONE (1) YEAR PRIOR TO UNDERTAKING THE REVIEW
" SYSTEM TANK INTEGRITY ASSESSMENT WORK.

=T THE REQUIREMENT FOR “QUALIFIED”, THE IQRPE MUST
ENGINEER EXPERIENCED IN EXAMINATION OF TANK

\GE SYSTEMS. CERTIFICATION BY THE NATIONAL

JATION OF CORROSION ENGINEERS (NACE) 1S DESIRABLE,

BUT DT REQUIRED.

3. 70
EN(
PR(
DEl
RE(

CERTIFICA
ASSESSMI
UNLESS A

“| certify un
the informa
on my asse
information
aware that
the possibil

COMPLET
FOR SSTs
BY-108, BJ

SX-111, S
THESE LO..

ET THE REQUIREMENT FOR “REGISTERED PROFESSIONAL
EER”, THE IQRPE MUST BE REGISTERED AS A

:SSIONAL ENGINEER WITH THE WASHINGTON STATE
ITMENT OF LISENCING, OR BY A STATE WHICH HAS
ROCITY WITH THE STATE OF WASHINGTON.

IN(S) OF THE SINGLE-SHELL TANK SYSTEM INTEGRITY
"REPORT SHALL BE BY THE FOLLOWING STATEMENT
THER STATEMENT IS AGREED TO WITH ECOLOGY:

penalty of law that | have personally examined and am familiar with
submitted in this document, and all attachments, and that, based
1ent of the plans and procedures utilized for obtaining this

elieve that the information is true, accurate, and complete. | am

‘e are significant penalties for submitting false information, including
of fine and imprisonment.”

HE INSTALLATION OF LIQUID OBSERVATION WELLS (LOWSs)
-103, B-101, T-101, T-109, TX-103, TX-104, B-107, B-108, B-109,
.0, TX-116, C-102, C-105, BX-109, TY-105, U-110, A-106, C-112,

“12, S-107, C-103, AND TX-105. ORDER OF INSTALLATION OF

3 SHALL GIVE PRIORITY TO THOSE CONTAINING

PREDOMINANTLY SALT CAKE, OR WHICH OTHERWISE POSE A HIGHER
RISK OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONTAMINATION SHOULD THEY FAIL. NOTE:
LOW MONITORING FREQUENCY AND OTHER LEAK DETECTION AND

|-
3Le-S
FUNCTIO!

COMPLET
AND BEG

COMPLE
AND BEG
ADDITIOn

COMPLE
AND BEC
ADDITIO!

COMPLE
AND BEC
ADDITIOI

PROCUF

Fo.  TITSW" =7 7E "7 VED AS PART OF THE
L IAN EMLEAK L. 2Ch o N AND MONITORIF.
ND RL__..._\"7NTS DOCUMENT.

1E INSTALLATION OF LIQUID OBSERVATION WELLS (LOWSs)
EEKLY LIQUID OBSERVATION MONITORING FOR FOUR SSTs.

MHE INSTALLATION OF LIQUID OBSERVATION WELLS (LOWS)
NEEKLY LIQUID OBSERVATION MONITORING FOR FOUR

SSTs.

THE INSTALLATION OF LIQUID OBSERVATION WELLS (LOWSs)
NEEKLY LIQUID OBSERVATION MONITORING FOR FOUR

. SSTs.

THE INSTALLATION OF LIQUID OBSERVATION WELLS (LOWSs)
WEEKLY LIQUID OBSERVATION MONITORING FOR FOUR
.SS8Ts.

IECESSARY EQUIPMENT TO SUPPORT ADDITIONAL LOW

7

September 30, 2004

March 31, 2002

September 30, 2002

March 31, 2003

September 30, 2003

September 30, 2003



M-23-01-01 )
August 3, 2001
Description/Justification of Change (continued)

MONITORING SYSTEMS.

M-23-25F COMPLETE THE INSTALLATION OF LIQL.. OBSERVATION WELLS (LOWSs)
AND BEGI** '"'EEKLY LIQUID OBSERVATION MONITORING FOR FOUR
ADDITION  3STs. :

M-23-25G COMPLET HE INSTALLATION OF LIQUID OBSERVATION WELLS (LOWS)
AND BEGI  /EEKLY LIQUID OBSERVATION MONITORING FOR FOUR
ADDITION  3STs.

Ecy M-23-01-01 8-3-2001.doc

March 31, 2004

September 30, 2004
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22 RECEIVE [¥ Reference; __
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Richland, Washington 99352 Department of Ecology

AUG 0 8 2001 NWP-Kennewick

01-EMD-014

RECEIVED

A en b y AUG 2 0 2001
Mr. Michael A. son, Program Manager

Nuclear Waste I gram DOE-ORP/ORPCC
State of Washin n

Department of E  logy

1315 W. Fourth . . venue

Kennewick, Wa ngton 99336

Dear Mr. Wilson:

ESTABLISHM™ T OF REQUIREMENTS REGARDING THE ASSESSMENT OF THE
INTEGRITY O I.S. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY (DOE) HIGH-LEVEL RADIOACTIVE
MIXED WAST TORAGE SINGLE-SHELL TANKS (SST), ASSOCIATED LEAK
DETECTION 2 ) MONITORING REQUIREMENTS, AND ASSOCIATED
DOCUMENTA DN

2 Jetter from J. E. Rasmussen to M. A. Wilson, Ecology, “Submittal for

logy Approval, Proposed Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent

er (Tri-Party Agreement) Change Request for Single-Shell Tank (SST)

grity Assessment, and Leak Detection and Monitoring,” 01-AMSQ-044,
ated July 13, 2001.

Reference:

O = A -~

As you know, e  rts by our agencies to negotiate Tri-Party Agreement modifications following
the State of Wa: ngton Department of Ecology’s (Ecology) compliance evaluation of the SST
farms concluded without agreement on July 13 )01.

I have reviewed ..¢ issues associated with these discussions and believe that our representatives
should have bet  ble to reach agreement under the terms agreed upon for these negotiations. I

also recognizet  strict adherence to negotiation agreements between our agencies (e.g.,
deadlines for cc  uding negotiations) is critical to the integrity of the negotiation process itself
and to our abilir > work with one another in good faith. Based on my review, | have concluded

that failure to r¢ 1 agreement was the result of communication failures on the part of DOE.
They will notre  :ur.

Please also note that I have reviewed the above Reference, and regret that it was not conducive to
bringing this m  r to closure. By this letter, | am withdrawing our previous letter and its
enclosures in tt  entirety and without contention. At the same time, I am offering to agree to
conclusion of n  itiations and agreement (Attachment 1) and Ecology’s Best and Final Offer of
July 13, 2001 (1 last day for negotiations), but with two minor modifications to the work
requirements, i. 1) that a small amount of additional time for submittal be granted for near term
submittals, and  that in order to avoid confusion, a consistent definition of the term *“ancillary
equipment” be  d or assumed throughout the Change Request (Attachments 2 and 3).




Mr. Michael A.  Ison -2-
01-EMD-014

I also ask that a: tement be added to indicate that the change request does not constitute an
admission by DOE that any specific violation identified by Ecology has occurred.

It is my hope tha *1is is acceptable to Ecology and that we can resolve this issue through
finalization of th issociated change requests.

If you have any  :stions, please contact me, or your staff may contact Jim Rasmussen,
Environmental » 1agement Division, (509) 376-2247.

Sincerely,

Vil =

Harry L. Boston
EMD:JER Manager

Attachments (3)

1. Conclusion Negotiations and Agreement
2. Change Rec st M-45-01-03

3. Change Rec st M-23-01-01

cc w/attach:

R. Gay, CTUIR
P. Sobotta, NPT
R.J] YN

E. Savage, BNI

M. J. Riess, CH(

R. F. Stanley, Ec  ogy
D. R. Sherwood. LPA

J. S. Hertzel, FH

O. S. Kramer, F.

T. Martin, HAB

M. L. Blazek, O on Energy
C. E. Clark, RL

J. B. Hebdon, R|
Administrative }..ord




Tri-Party Agreement

August 7, 2001

Incorporation of compliance measures within the Hanford Federal Facility Agreement
and Consent Order (HFFACO). Establishment of requirements regarding the assessment
of the integrity of U. S. Department of Energy (DOE) single-shell high level radioactive

mixe waste storage tanks (SSTs), associated leak detection and monitoring
requirements, and associated documentation.

This agreement follows the Department of Ecology’s Dangerous Waste Compliance
Inspection (- 7-168) and subsequent negotiations having the objective of addressing
noted compl....ice 1Ssues.

As a result of these negotiations DOE and Ecology have agreed to the incorporation of
HFFACO m~-ifications as exhibited by Ecology’s July 13, 2001 Best and Final Change
Requests M -01-01 and M-45-01-03." These Change Requests will be submitted to the
agencies Int  gency Management Integration Team executive managers for final
approval.

On behalf ol ..ie U. S. Department of Energy,

& M

ames E. Ra_..ussen, Lead Negotiator

On behalf of the Washington Depa  :nt o™~ ology,

S et —

Roger Stanl  Lead Negotiator

! Twomin modifications to the work requirements in Ecology’s July 13, 2001

proposal hay  >een accepted: (1) a small amount of additional time for submittal will be
granted for 1  estone M-23-21 (1 month), and for target date M-23-22-T01 (5 months),
and (2) inor rto avoid confusion, a consistent definition of the term “ancillary
equipment”  1sed or assumed throughout the Parties Change Requests (See milestone
M-23-21). , {itionally, a statement has been added indicating that the change request
does not cor  tute an admission by DOE that any specific violation identified by
Ecology has  curred.

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






