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HANFORD FEDERAL FACILITY AGREEMENT AND CONSENT ORDER {HFFACO) 

AGREEMENT IN PRINCIPLE 

NEGOTIATION OF REQUIREMENTS FOR THE COMPLETION OF TRANSITION 
AI\rr> OTHER SELECTED ACTIVITIES PERSUANT TO TPA SECTION 8 . 

TABLE 8.1 AT THE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY'S 
PLUTONIUNI FINISHING PLANT (PFP) 

DECElvffiER 12, 2001 

INTRODUCTION: 

The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) has determined that the remaining activities at Hanford's 
Plutonium Finishing Plant (PFP) include: 1) the stabilization of plutonium-bearing materials and 
treatment of wastes; 2) atialytical laboratory support associated with stabilization; 3) building 
operations support; and 4) safeguards and security operations. 

PFP transition and disposition activities will focus on work necessary for compliance with 
applicable laws. PFP traflsition and final disposition will focus largely on unnecessary above 
ground structures [other below ground facilities and land-based waste management units 
associated with PFP will be/are addressed elsewhere within the Hanford Federal Facility 
Agreement and Consent Order (HFFACO)]. 

The Parties have entered into this Agreement In Principle (AIP) in order to define the Parties' 
intent in the negotiations and to establish the scope and schedule of the negotiations. 

IN LIGHT OF THE PRECEDING, THE STATE OF WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF 
ECOLOGY (ECOLOGY), DOE, AND THE U. S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY (EPA) AGREE TO THE FOLLOWING: 

A. To enter into negotiations intended to establish HFFACO Section 8 Facility 
Decommissioning Process milestones and target dates, using the .applicable HFFACO 
requirements per Section 8.0, Table 8-1. The Parties will negotiate the Transition Phase 
as described in the transition project management plan. These negotiations will seek to 
establish milestones for scope of work covered under the current EIS and establish 
milestones for key decisions and follow-on negotiations, including any necessary under 
RCRA. 
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B. That the Parties' negotiations will be conducted under the guidance of the following 
goals: 

1) The PFP requirements will be established and implemented in a manner that does not 
limit or preclude future waste management options such as storage and treatment at 
receiving facilities [e.g., Central Waste Storage Complex (CWC) or the Waste 
Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP)]. 

Section 8 of the HFFACO is the process the Parties will use for transitioning PFP and 
closure of existing RCRA-regulated units. This recognizes that RCRA is the baseline 
regulation for non-transition RCRA-regulated treatment and storage activities and the 
parties may exercise flexibility in establishing agreement milestones consistent with 
transition goals and defensible implementation of applicable rules. 

C. To enter into negotiations to establish a revised HFFACO major milestone M-83-00 
series governing the completion of PFP transition and the final disposition of selected 
PFP facilities . 

D. That Ecology, as the designated Lead Regulatory Agency for these negotiations, agrees to 
keep EPA, as the designated non-lead regulatory agency, appropriately and currently 
informed regarding all pertinent aspects of the negotiations. DOE agrees to provide, as 
appropriate, assistance as requested to support Ecology in providing briefings or 
documentation to the EPA. The Parties further agree to cooperate in providing periodic 
briefings to the State of Oregon, affected Indian Nations, the Hanford Advisory Board, 
and other stakeholders as required by HFFACO Section 8. 

E . To ensure their Headquarters staff are kept up to date on negotiation progress and issues , 
and to timely inform each other of any specific concerns that may impact negotiations. 

F. To conclude negotiations no later than February 28, 2002, and to resolve any unresolved 
issues resulting from the Parties negotiations under HFFACO Article VIII (Resolution of 
Disputes). 

G. That successful conclusion of negotiations shall be followed by an appropriate public 
comment period in accordance with the Community Relations Plan. 

H . To align PFP transition commitments with River Con·idor and Central Plateau Strategies 
and other Tri -Party Agreement negoti ations and established milestones (such as M-26 
and M-91) . 
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~ :s~ ~~'0?_ 
Agreed to this ~c-S day of Beee~~ 

3 o/3 

Keith Klein, Manager 
U. S. Department of Energy 
Richland Operations Office 



TENTATIVE AGREEMENT ON NEGOTIATIONS 
FOR THE PLUTO!\TIJM F1NISHL~G PLANT PROJECT 

In accordance with the requirements of the Plutonium Finishing Plant (PFP) Agreement in Principle, 
the State of Washington Department of Ecology (Ecology), the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA), and the U.S . Department of Energy (DOE) (Parties) have concluded negotiatiom, on the 
Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (Tri-Party Agreement) Section 8 commitments 
for transition and selected disposition activities for PFP. 

Tentative agreement has been reached and a proposed change package was developed in accordance 
with the Tri-Party Agreement. The parties found the proposed Tri-Party Agreement Change Request 
mumally acceptable . Th_e purlies intend for this change package series of milestones to measure 
progress and ensure safe disposition of hazards associated with PFP. The PPP milestones as described 
in this change package are considered by the three Parties to be a comprehensive pathway to a safe and 
stable endpoint. 

. The proposed Tri -Party Agreement .change package is included us an attachment to this Tentative 
Agreement. Subject to public comment, a decision on the PFP Tri-Party Agreement Change Request 

_is anticipated by July 31, 2002. 

The paities will submit the proposed change package for a 45-duy public comment period to run from 
early June 2002 through July 17, 2002. Following conclusion of the public comment period, a 
response to comments document will be prepared and issued, the change request will be modified as 
appropriate and a Conclusion Agreement will be approved by the Signatories. Following approval, the 
Pf P Tri-Party Agreement Change Request will be incorporated into the Tri-Party Agreement. 

· Approved this ___ day of ____ , 2002. 

fl~,.,,[,1._~¼-) 
Kei th A. Klein, Manager Tom C. 
U .S. Department of Energ 
Richland Operations Offi e 

·· zsimmons, Direc 
ashington 

enc of Ecologx 

Washington State Department of Ecology A U.S. Environmental Protection · Agency A U.S. Department of Energy 
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Changes Proposed to the Schedule 
for Cleaning Up Hanford's 
Plutonium Finishing Plant 

The U.S. Department of Energy (USDOE), the U.S. 
Environmenta l Protection Agency and the Washington State 
Department of Ecology are the agencies responsible for Hanford 
cleanup and they want your input on proposed changes to the 
Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (Tri­
Party Agreement). The proposed changes lay out schedules 
for eliminating hazards and reducing risks at the Plutonium 
Finishing Plant (PFP) located in the Central Plateau (200 West 
Area) of the Hanford Site. 

Background 

The PFP was built in 1949 to process plutonium for use in 
nuclear weapons. In 1996, the USDOE made the decision to 
stop processing plutonium at PFP and to shut down the faci lity. 
The PFP complex is made up of several buildings, support 
fae:ilities and waste sites. The PFP is focused on cleaning up 
and tearing down these buildings. The document that describes 
the scope, cost, and schedule for completing this work is the 
PFP Integrated Project Management Plan. PFP is the last major 
Hanford facility to be included in the TPA. 

What we are proposing? 

The Tri-Party Agencies completed negotiations in May 2002 
on the draft TPA change package that brings PFP into TPA 
compliance. These proposed changes identify work activities 
and schedules to clean up the PFP facility and tear down most 

The Tri-Party Agencies need 
your input on the proposed 
schedule for eliminating 
hazards and reducing risks 
associated with the 
Plutonium Finishing Plant. 
The public comment period for the 
draft change package will be 
from June 17 through July 31, 2002. 

I , I I , I , '.;t 

of its buildings over the next 14 years. There are 15 additional 
actions being proposed. Some of these actions inc lude: 

• Complete repackaging of plutonium waste residues left 
over from processing, and shipping the waste to the Hanford 
Site Central Waste Complex (200 Area) by 
April 2004; 

• Discontinue discharges from 24 1-Z (a Washington State 
temporary treatment and storage facility) to tank farms by 
June 2005 ; · 

• Clean out plutonium left in equipment from past 
processing activities by September 2006; 

• Complete closure of Tank 241 -Z Treatment System by 
September 2011; and 

•Cleanup and tear down most of the facilities by September 
2016 

A 
# t 
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Hantords Plutonium Finishing Plant 
How can you become involved? 

A 45-day public comment on the proposed changes will be held from June 17 through July 31, 2002. The Tri-Parties need 
your comments on these changes proposed to the Tri-Party Agreement. The agencies will consider all comments before the 
proposed changes are made final. There are no public meetings planned at this time; however, the agencies will consider requests 
for a meeting. 

To.submit comments or request a copy of the proposed changes, please contact: 

Larry Romine 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Richland Operations Office 
P.O. Box 550 (A6-33) 
Richland, WA 99352 
(509) 376-4747 
e-mail: larry _ d _romine@rl.gov 

Laura Cusack 
Washington State Department of Ecology 
1315West4thAve 
Kennewick, WA 99336 
(509) 736-3030 
e-mail : lcus46l @ecy.wa.gov 

The proposed changes are also available for review at the Public Information Repositories listed below and on 
the Web at www.hanford.gov/tpa/changelist.htm. 

Portland 

HANFORD PUBLIC INFO RMATION 
REPOSITORY LOCATIONS 

Portland State University 
Branford Price and Millar Library 
934 SW Harrison 
Attn: Michael Bowman (503) 725-3690 

Richland 
U.S. Department of Energy Public Reading Room 
Washington State University, Tri-Cities 
Consolidated Information Center, Room 101-L 
2770 University Drive 
Attn : Terri Traub (509) 372-7443 

Seattle 
University of Washington 
Suzzallo Library 
Government Publications Division 
Attn : Eleanor Chase (206) 543-4664 

Spokane 
Gonzaga University Foley Center 
East 502 Boone 
Attn : Sarah Nelson (509) 323-6548 

Information Repository web site address: 
http ://www2 .hanford .gov/arpir/ 

Or call the Hanford Cleanup Line at 1-800-321-2008 

D0205004.2 



Change Number 

M-83-01-03 

Originator 

L. Romine 

Class of Change 

[ X ] I - Signatories 

Change Title 

Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order 
Change Control Form 

'Do not use blue Ink. Type or print using black Ink. 

Date 

5/30/2002 

Phone 

376-4747 

[ ] II - Executive Manager [ ] Ill - Project Manager 

Establish Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (HFF ACO) Milestones and a Target Date 
for the Plutonium Finishing Plant (PFP) Tramition an.i Selected Disposition Activities. 

Description/Justification of Change 

This change request establishes a milestone series for the transition and selected disposition of the PFP 
facility. The final disposition of the PFP Facility area including Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation Liability Act (CERCLA) past practice units will occur in conjunction with and per the 
CERCLA Decision Document for the 200-PW-l (Plutonium/Organic Rich Process Waste) Operable Unit, 
and other appropriate Operable Units. 

The Washington Department of Ecology, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, and U :S. Department of 
Energy have negotiated milestones for the PFP Facility in accordance with the Parties interests and values and 
in accordance with the HFFACO requirements described in Section 8 of the Agreement. (continued on page 
2) 
Impact of Change 

Approval of this change request establishes a major milestone, associated interim milestones and one target 
date governing the transition and selected disposition activities for PFP. On approval, Hanford Site planning 
and budget development documents (e.g., Site Wide Systems Engineering Control Documents, Land Disposal 
Restriction (LDR) Report and Project Management Plans) will be modified accordingly. 

Affected Documents 

The HFFACO, as amended, and Hanford Site internal planning and budget documents (e.g., Baseline Change 
Control Documents, Work Plans, Site Wide Systems Engineering Control Documents, LDR Report and 
Project Management Plans). 

Approvals 

__ Approved __ Disapproved 

DOE Date 

__ Approved __ Disapproved 

EPA Date 

__ Approved __ Disapproved 
Ecology Date 
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Description/Justification of Change (continued) 

The Parties intend for this milestone series to measure progress and ensure safe disposition of hazards 
nssociaced with PFP. The PFP_ milestone1, as desc1ibed in this change package are considered by the three 
Pnr:ties to be a comprehensive pathway to a safe and stable endpoint prior to final disposition, and integrated 
with other site priorities . . 

1n October 1996. DOE issued a shutdown order for the PFP production processing operations. PFP is listed 
as a Key Facility in the HFFACO, Section 8.0, "Facility Decommissioning Process." PFP has entered the 
Facility Transition and selecred Disposition phases of the clecommissioning process in accordance with the 
HFFACO Action Plan, Section 8.0. 

The PFP transition and selected disposilion activities will be accomplished in the following three phases: 

• Phase I - Facility Transitton Phase [including Plutonium (Pu) residue repackaging and shipment to 
the Cc:nlral Waste Complex (CWC), facility deactivation and dismantling, and Treatment Storage 
Disposal (TSD) unit pre-closure and closure actions] 

• Phase IT - Surveillance and Maintenance (S&M) Phase 

• Phase III - Final Disposition Phase 

The PFP project differs somewhat from traditional decommissioning projects, in which each of the three 
phases are distinct and sequential. Tn the case of PFP, the buildings and other physical structures are not 
suitable no"v and cannot realistically be prepared for long term, low cost containment of residual 
raciio..1clivily. Therefore, selected disposition activities will occur prior to the S&M phase. Typically, 
above-grade components of strncrnres will proceed through the dismanrlement stage of decommissioning in 
order to establish a safe and secure configuration. 

The PFP baseline is described in the "Integrated Prnjecr Management Plun for Decommissioning of the PFP 
Nuclear Materials Stabilization Project" (HNF-3617, Revision 1). The baseline plan is to complete Phase I, 
as nored above, by September 30, 2016. Completion of this scope of work will result in reduced risk to 
plant ,,.,,orkers, the public, and the environment. This project will reduce, stabilize and remove all significant 
radioactive and chemical sources at the plant. Reducing the hazards and risks associated with these 
faciliries will lower the costs of S&M for these facilities until the Final Disposition Phase (Phase ID) is 
initiated. 

The milestones described in this change request implement Phase I and include transition for all PFP 
structures, selected disposition, necessary pre-closure action, TSD unit closure actions, and waste sites 
stabilization . Phase II (S&M) will be initiated following Phnse I. The site occupied by the former PFP 
vault facilities, PFP non-vault facilities, and below-ground structures will continue to be routinely 
monitored throughout the S&M Phase until final disposition and closure are complete. 

PFP manages four groups of Pu-bearing materials: 1) Pu-Uranium bearing solids described as generally 
>30 wt% Pu/Ur;mium; 2) Pu-Uranium bearing solutions; 3) Po1ycubes; and 4) Pu-Uranium bearing sqlid 
residues described as generally <30 wt% Pu/Uranium. In general, the Pu-Uranium bearing solids with >30 
wt% Pu/Uranium, Pu-Uranium bearing solutions. and Polycubes are special nuclear materiaJs (SNM) of 
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national strategic value consistent with the surplus plutonium disposition EIS RQD (January 4, 2000). DOE 
has determined that these materials will be stabilized and packaged to standards supporting safe 50-year 
storage. DOE will manage these materiab subject to the storage standard and in accordance with the 
Atomic Energy Act (AEA) of 1954, as amended. 

Items described as generally <30 wt % Pu/Uranium are identified as residues. The residues include sand, 
slag. and crucible; ash; oxidelinixed oxide/alloys <30 wt% Pu/Uranium: compounds; combustibles; and 
miscellaneous items. DOE has made a determination that a portion of these residues designate as solid 
waste . These waste items may be immohilize:d by cementation and/or packaged directly into "pipe-and-go" 
containers, or they may undergo other suitable treatment and/or packaging, according to applicable 
RCRA/HWMA retp.h1::ments and HFFACO milestones. 

The Parties agree that there are three material/waste management pathways at PFP: 1) the pathway for 
marerials that have a recognized future use by the U.S . government; 2) the waste pathway by which items 
w ill be packaged and disposed; and 3) the detennination pathway which allows for a scheduled analysis of 
potential material/waste for Pu content after which the pathway will be either the materials or i:he waste 
pathway. Material/waste determinatic.ms will be made as the work is planned and executed. The lDR 
report will capture the agre~ments made in this change package regarding known waste and potential 
material/waste. 

The parties recognize, for substances at PFP that meet the definition of hazardous wastes, that AEA 
n:yuirements provide an effective management system to prevent potential releases associated with these 
regulated substances. This M-83 milestone series provides a schedule of activities that leads to compliance 
with applicable hazardous waste regulations while providing for safe management that is protective of 
human health and the environment. 

Areas within PFP subject to storage pem,it requirements are identified within specific M-83 interim 
milestones. Chang~s to areas for storage or treatment of regulated wastes may be established by agreement 
of the Parties through the applicable HFFACO change process. 

It is the intent of the Parties to integrate the requirements of AEA and 1-IWMA/RCRA to the extent 
practicable, consistent with Section 1006 of RCRA and to achieve foll compliance with HWM.NRCRA and 
implementing Dangerous Waste Regulations, and other applicable laws and regulations. ln some instances 
compliance may be achieved through an enforceabk schedule or HFFACO Milestones. 

Containerized Pu bearing materials/wastes \.Vill be stored at PFP in vaults and vault-like rooms until they are 
removed from PFP vault storage for stabilization and/or disposition to interim storage outside PFP. While 
stored at PFP, the mixed waste residues will be managed under both the AEA and HWMA/RCRA, and in 
accurJance with this agreement. Following immobilization and/or packaging, residues designated as 
dangerous waste will be moved from PFP to the CWC or other permitted Hanford location for storage until 
eventual disposal at Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP). 

Residual radioactive and chemical material holdup in process oystems will be addressed through a 
combination of removal of radioactive/chemical holdup, and as part of the transition and selected 
disposition activities under this milestone ·series. Results of n risk-based evaluation process will be used to 
determine if radioactive and chemical material holdup must be removed prior to dismantlement, or if it 
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presents n low enough worker, environmental, or public risk that it can be addressed when building 
structures are physically removed. If earlier response action is required for certain process systems, the 
response action will be scheduled accordingly. The removal of legucy Pu holdup will be accomplished 
pursuant to M-83-14 according to the plan pursuant to MX-83-12-T0l. The plan will describe how Pu 
hol9-up is assessed against SNM safeguard discard criteria and how the holdup will be dispositioned either 
as material or as waste. The removal of chemical holdup and mixed holdup will generate potential 
dangerous/hazardous wastes, which will be managed in accordance with this agreement and applicable 
dangerous waste regulations. The PFP Facility authorization basis and safeguards requirements ensure that 
Pu bealing materials/waste located within structures and buildings are in a safe configuration. Therefore, 
these materi:i..ls/wastes will be characterized und dis positioned on a schedule to support deactivation of the 
identif ed str,,ccures and buildings. 

For all hazardous/mixed wastes generated at the PPP Facility, the data needs for disposal and treatment (if 
necessary) of these wastes will be identified and compiled. Data for each waste stream will satisfy RCRA 
generator requirements for designation, WAC 173-303-070 through 110, LDR certlfication, and the 
receiving facility waste acceptance criteria, as applicable. For transuranic (TRU) mixed wa.~te, PPP shall 
also provide the data needs for characcerizat.ion of TRU-mixed waste ~treams sufficient to meet the 
Acceptable Knowledge requirements of the Hanford TRU program. 

This change control form deletes four existing PFP milestones and establishes the following: one new major, 15 
interim milestones, and one target date for the Facility Transition and Selected Disposition Phase at PFP. 

A~ditional description and justification of change is included following specific milestones. 

SH1kethrough text is deleted and ~ii{d~~ text is added. 
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l\llil~tone DescriHtion 
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ft'.ileston:es for imiilemeFdr.g t.\a Raeerd or Decision and will eeffi'ill~lc ne,;o:;e.tieas within 6 me!l!hs 
l~l'ilaA~r. 

M 83 Q,; G9ffi.~ Plt±tenit:1m Finis!-ttng Pla:r,t lflillSition phase Regalia~ 

tt.=_;e P.ege:i,H:leRs will e.:;\u~li:'1'1 egre=meAHmles!eReS Eif.el1a1aing s~ifie-M 83 GG,•1. e.id de!e} M:~ 

Ta:rg.H De:e suftiaienl to effcc1ively Gri1·e EeeeSSttr)' uumpliai1ee a2'li1.ic1os,<eEDpletieR of Ehe trr_1;itien 
-l · 11Cr"> .C ·- t. . T"'rl_,....., ~- • -• ,l .. -~• ~• ... _ -~-.,. .,.._. -·~ ' 

·- ..... _......_._ .. ..,., ...... "-· ·- .u, ~-
M--~3-08 Cempkle ft!l·r~(jllirla!IH•rn:r iieccsSfi!)' le :;hip dl Rocky P:la.ts e.sh F.J1ted \l"ilSC.? ECH£Rd by this chn11ge 

f) ' Ekag~ (M 83 00 Gl) 10 \l'IPP. 

The =H!.J;} ea:e n;u;i l tW~9~ will ee de,em,ir,ee eiH".e~ ae-ge!ia\iens for !!Hi ea:nsitien e~ !he 121iP fe.9ilie,· le 
' n eefufe Jl!Ae I . 200 l. 

M 83 11 £S&C iee~:eging 

Cflm~leEd R~kagmg Elfie shl~ieAt el= &S&C mi~ea waste c<m=en!l;• ster~tl in PFP to tl1e QiJeEFcd Waste - . ---· 
1'-1-83-00A COMPLETE PFP FACILITY T.rtl..!."\'SITION AND .SELECT£D DISPOSITION ACTIVITIES 

Completion of thh major rnil_e.~tone includes the following key elements: 1) i:ompletion of nll a::tivities 
llt!cessary to achieve end point criteria established through rnik~tone M-83-20 for pl~cing the PFP Facility 
in a safe and stable S&M mock, 2) complctlon ofall uctiviti:;::, described in the approved M-S3 series 
int-:ri rn rni lestones and largd <late; a.nd 3) completion of lhc balance of PFP selected uisposition activities 
pursuant to the final Action Mcmornnd.l and work plans. 

Description/Justification of Chnngc (continued) -M-8.3-00.-\: 

Compk1ion c)f 1he M-83-00A scope of work will reduce the safety nnd environmental risb :md co:;ts 
associated wich Jong-term surveillance aml mai nt<c:muicl! of the PFP in its shutdown stare. Unlike th:;: large 
concrete "canyon" fadlities that prcviou,ly compkted the Fri.cility Tr:msition Phase.at Hanford. the 
buildinp and other physical srructurcs at PFl' are nor suitable for long \c-rrn, low cost containment of 
residu;u r.i<lioadivily, and crurnot realistically be prepare.d for long-term containment. Subject lo the 
CERCLA rem.oval actlon(si required by M-83-22, this mih:ston,; anticip!ltcs that -reducing the s;,.l'cty ond 
.:11virnnmcntal ris"ks at PFP to a level that can be cffc:ctivcly controlled at a r11asooabl.e cost pending final 
di~position of the PFP :;ite, will require dis=tling the facilitieno "slab-on-gr;1clc" and stabilizicg below-
grade struccures and sites. Stabiliz:1lion may include both above-grade and below-grade w_ork l!.S 

neceSS:!I)' to reach a safe and stable cod poLnt prior to initiation of the S&M phase of decommissioning. 

The Parties recognize that adc.litionnl work needs lo be clone to support final dc11ctivation and 
<lisrnanUement decisions for PFP prior t.o entering the S&M phase . 1l1 is ch:1.nge package is based on the 
~ssu mpl.ion thut the M-83-2:! C£RCLA removal action decision ytlll support taking the major c:leracnts of 
the PFP Facillcy to "slab-on-grade"_ (re mu val or the above ground structures). 

It is not the intent or this milestone scric, 10 ut::t::ornpli.~h final remediation of the 200-PW-1 operable unit. 
Other Facility Disposition Phase act.ividcs ot PFP, including such work liS "entombment, closure nnd site 
restoration" will remain lo be completed :it a l.iter date in conjunction with final remedi:J.tion of Operable 
Unit 200-PW- I or another Operable Unit. 

Tl1c intent of this Mai or Milestone is to caplt:ire the work of PFP F.icility Transition and selected 

Due Date 
:fB-t) 

Suspended 

:fB.B 

~ 

September 30. 2016 
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Milt!stone Description 
Dispo.silion activities. The scope of the activities as defined by the P.FP fPMP. HNF-3617 Revision 1, 
dated September 5, 2001, is to remove the PFP struccu.rcs toll s11fe and stable "sh1b-on·l,'Taile" 
configuration. The PFP Project is continuously being challenged to quickly reduce eovironmeotnl 11nd 
worker hazards an<l risks while reducing life-cycle project costs. Ongoing efforts to reduce life-cycle 
cost, il.Ccelerale sr.:hc:dules for hazard mitigation, and/or reduce risks to workers may identify an improved 
sequencing for dls.mantlcmcnt of buildings. If an improved schedule is idcncifiecl, the P.uties ID.1y mollify 
these milestones through the appropriate HFFACO change process. Baseline change requests will 
suooort c:us!inc HFFACO milestoocs tm.lil/unkss the milestones are re-ne.e:otiated. 

Tt>A Section M 1-'lans and Documents 
M-S3-20 SUBMIT FACILlTY TR.\.NSITION mm l'ODiT CRITERIA DOC(J?\-ffiNT AS A PRD1A.RY 

DOCUMENT TO ECOLOGY PURSUANT TO A.GRE&.\.fENT ACTION'PLAN SECTION 8.5.3 

A document idcntil'ying encl point criteria nccessuy to pl~~ PFP in an cnvironmenraLy sound, safe, and 
stable configuratioo will be submicted to Ecology for review und approval. Lead regul ate!)' agency 
approval of ecdpoint criteria in th..is document will be spr;cifo: to regulated units and hazardous substances 
proposed co remain al the facility after the transition phase of facility decomrr.ussioning is complete. 
Subsr;quent co rhis initial Sl1brniua1, the f:::nd J:'oint Criteria document may be updated llS necessary to 
reflect the M -83°22 decision(s) for completion of M-83-00A, and througl10ut craosic.ion to reflect changes 
that may 01:cur du l'ing deactivation work activities. As a Primary Document, revisions :ire subject to 
Ecology rc'licw and appmval. 

>r..~crlption/Ju.~tificatioo or Change (continued) for M-8.3-20: 

The End Point Criteria document sh.all document cri teria for individual buildil')gs, building foo tprints 
(sb.b-on-grJ<le), portions of building~. or m:1jor systems within or beneath the PFP Facility a:; appropriate. 
End poim criteria a~ nece$!-al)' to fulfill the followi.cg needs: 

1. Define S&.:M requirem.cnts necessary prior to final disposition. 
2. Support and reneet issuance of the M-83-22 decision documcat(s) to comply with applicable 

regulatory requirement~ 01· to protect human health. and the environment. 

As wrillc:n, lhe HFFACO envisions that .i Key facility will be transitioned con safe configuration. 
maintained in that s11re Cl)nfiguration for a signific:i.nt amollllt of time, followed by final disposition. "Die 
End Point Criteria document would describe that safe con.figuration and the S&M Plan would <lescribe the 
pt rindie ~urveillance and ma.inlcnance activities necessary to protect hurr.an health :me.I the envi ronment 
during the pei:iod prior to the final disposition phase. The plan for PFP is to move quickly to dccnolition 
of abo ve-grade portions of structures. Buildings will be demolis.l-ied while there are still daily ongoing 
activities 1:uvcrc:d by facility operational rc:;uirements, procedures . and su.rvcillarices that are consistent 
wi th the c:<.isring mlfhori1..a.tion basis. The End Point Criteria 'Document will describe the cocd.itioa al 
which routine, on-going activities will cnJ a.n<l periodic surveillances 'Will be required under the S&M 
phase of facility decommissioning. For PFP, this condition will be a safe :wd stable configuratioc, which 
is expected to be slab-on-grade: for most buildings. 

This milestone establishes end point criteria early in the prujcd that reOecl~ consideration of regulatory, 
tribal , and slakeholdel' input and values, with a view towards developing support for issuance of the: M-83-
22 CERCLA documen t(s), a.nd facilitating d~:ictivation and dismantlement pl<lilning consistccl wilh 
St!ction 8.5.3 of Lhc HFFACO Action Plan. The Parties do not intend that interim end point criteria be 
deve loped for buildings or components prior to d.is=ntlcrot:nt where disrmntlemcnl uccurs prior to the 
st.art of rhe S&M pba5e, bul lb:i l t.<isting operational and ch:i.ractcriz;ition requirement, ure sunicient to 
protect human health and the en vi ronment. 

Due Date 

September 30, 2003 
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M-83-21 sunrvnr TO Tlffi WASHINGTON STATE DEPA.RTl'vlENT OF ECOLOGY A PFP RESIDU1\'L 
CHEMICAL HAZARDS ASSESSMENT AS A PRIMARY IJ()ClfMENT 

The subject document will list the processing c4uipme11t including tanks, piping, and waste line-~ th.a.t may 
cunlain residual chemicals and an evaluation of lhc associo.ted hazards. Toe documenc will describe the 
cvaluarion, critcri11, and process. It will also categorize the items based on risk to human health and the 
environment, include considerations on whether response actions are required, and provide a schctlulc rur 
actions necessary to addn:ss significant risks prior to final dt.::iclivutioi\. 111e mcrhodology for defining the 
c11.c.egorie.s will be tlc~cribtd in the document. 

Descriplioo/Justilication of Cbangc (continued) - for M-83·21: 

Toe PFP is evaluating the cum:nl risk associated with residual chemicals. This evo.luation is bein~ 
conducto=d to assure that h= health nnd the environment an~ protected while: material stabilil.Ution 
etfons are cumpleted and the PFP Project shifts to removi ng chemicals and legacy holdup materfals from 
the noted processing equipment in tht.: scvc:ral buildings ac PFP. 

TI1c PFP P,oject will assure- th at either rcspon~c llCtion~ a.re identified and scheduled for completion, or 
that it is ~arc o.nd appropriate to leave the chemicals where they o.re until Dc,1cciv11tion and 
Decommissioning is accomplished_. The re.~idual chemicals that pose a risk will be safely and 
npprnpriately packagc:'d and disposed of per the regulatory n:quirements. 

As appropriate, end point criteria c.nd applicable surveillance will be included as part ofMi.le5tone.~ M-83-
20 and M-83-2-+ for conditions remaining beyond completion of .Milestone M-83-00A. Closure nnd site 
rcstoraLion will he· completed at a later date in conjunction with final rcU!l:diation of an Oocr.ible Unlc. 

M -83-22 SUB::YUT TO ECOLOGY AN ENGTh"EERL'\G EV ALUATIOK/CQST ANAL YSIS(ES) (EE)CA(S)] 
FOR APPROY AL A..l'oi'D PROYO)E A.~ ACTION MEMOR.A~'DUM(A) AS A PRD1ARY 
DOCillllENT(S) FOR THE DECO!\.1Ml.SSION1NG OF. THE·PFP FA Cl I ,lTY 

The action rnemorandum(a) will include a schedule for the: :;ubmittal of work plans as primary 
documenc(s). Sc:oping ofU\1! EE/CA(s) shall be done to support timely nceomplishment of dismantlement 
work scope. More specifi cally, an EEJCJ\ and Action Memorandum can be phased to support a near tenn 
d.ism:mllc1J1ent with subsequent EE/CA(s) addrc:;sing remaining work scope. The Accioo 
Mernornnch1m(a) will be consistent wi th Section S of the 1-!FfACO an<l will not he inconsistent with 
Executive Order 12850. 

Completion of thi~ milestone shall :!.lso rt:qu:ire DOE to perform an evaluation of actions necessary co 
.iddress below-grade structures or al.her strucrures or hazardous subst::inces,. <la.ngerous waste or d.2ngerous · 
constituents rcmalning after completion of-M-83-00A. This will include environment nna.Jysls ;ind public 
fevic:w . 

Di=scription/Justification or Change (continut!d) - for M-83-22: 

CERCLA EE/CA(!;) will analyze the appropriateness of the !!lab-on-grade endpoint and future below 
grade al ternatives to prolcct human health and the environment and.meet regulatory requirements. The 
Panies recognize that wilhin the broader environmental regulatory framework. there IIlll.Y be a Ymety of 
implemcntalion options and NEPA values to be considered. CERCLA is <lcsigned to evaluate the impacts 
of e:i.ch option. 

Tne requirement to address below-grade srructurc:s or orher muctures. hazarclous substances, dangerous 
w,1sle or dangerous constituents remaining after completion ofM-83-00A b intended to insure they are 
analyzed as pun of PFP clisrnanUiug . Ren1aining CERCLA actions leading to final disposition of the 
entire PFP Facility will be inrcg-ruted with other Central Pl:iteau activities. The Record of Decision 
(ROD) for 200-PW- I is currently scheduled prior w completion of M-63-22, so compktion of evaluation 
work' under M-83-22 is in tc:nded to avoid the need to issue a 200-PW-1 ROD amendment at a furore date, 
nnd/or conduct addition:il i11 ve~tigations t.h.ac ·can more efficiently be conducted os part of M-83 •22 
activit ies. 

Action memnranda under this milestone may rcflec:c coordination of this wur'k ,vith the 241-Z Closure 
Plan accivicks required by mikslunt M-83-30. 

Due Date 
December 31, 2002 

September 30, 200S 
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M-83-23 CO:VlPLETE NEGOTL-\TIOl'iS AS NEEDED FOR REVISL'iG MILESTO!'-.'ES CONSISTE.1'"T 

'WITH F~AL ACTION l\-tEMORANDA FO_R DECOl'vllSSIONING OF PFP 

If the final action memoranda for decommissioning of PFP do not support the existing milestones leading 
to the proposed end point of a safe :mu stable slab-on-grade confisur.ition, and Ecology determines that 
such milestones are not needed to protttt human heo.lth :md the environment or to achieve compliance 
with applicable regulations;the Parties will complete negotiations co esc:1blisb revised milestones 
consistent with the dccbion documentation. 

1l1i, milestone is complete if negotiations arc completed by the indicated dat~ or if Ecology determines 
lh11l negotiations are not rcQui..red. 

M-83-24 SUBMIT A SURVEILLA..:"'iC£ A1'l) MAINTENANCE (S&M) l'LAN .hS A PRIMARY 
DOCUMENT TO ECOLOGY PURSUAJ'liT TO AGREEMENT SECTION 8.5.4 

A S&M plan will be submitted to Ecology as ko..d n:gulatory agency, Lead regulatory agency upproval . 
will be specific to inform.:i..tion affecting regulated units and hazardou~ substances ln the facility. Toe 
S&M pla.n will describe those activities that will occur during che S&M period and include the following: 
1) sur,c:illancc:; (2) maintenance; (3) qual_ity .issurance; (4) r.,,.Jiologici!.l couu·ols; (S) hazardous substance 
inventory, m.:inage111ent and protection; (6) health and safct:y/cmL'rJ;ency preparedness; (7) safeguards and . 
security; und (8) cosc (Ind ~chedule. 

M.X.-83-12- SUBMIT PFP LEGACY PU HOLDUP RR.\.lOVAL PLAN TO 1-;COLOGY 
TOI 

The PFP Legacy Pu Holdup Rc.mov~I Pbrn will define the starting inventory of Pu in various loc(ltions 
throughout the process facilidcs. lhc methods by which signific:mt concentrations ofholclup w.ill be 
removed :.md lhc di$position paths for the holdup that is removccl. The beginning inventor)' and locations 
containing significant q\lantities of Pu h.olclup will be identified and quantified using the Hanford Site 
Safeguards database for uccountable SN1YL Nole: lnve,,torv information rnav be· classiticd ancl/or 
rc,1ricted rl'Om Public Rclca~\C- Additional engineering analysis D.nd non-destructive assay may be usi:d to 
updult: older d.:lta and/or to more precisely locate conccnlrations of holdup. 

[)escription/Ju.stificatioa or Change (continued) - MX-83-12-1'01: 

For the purpose of chis document, legacy 'Pu holdup is defined as safeguards-significant concentrations of 
Pu and related SNM (uranium, americium, etc.) that remain lodged in various portions of cliscondnucd or 
to-be c.lisconlinued Pu processing processes (such as the Pu Rcc)amaricin Facility, A-Linc, C-line, etc.) and 
in process support systems (such a~ c:1.hau5t du.:ts , piping, the process vacuum system, etc.) nr Han.ford 's 
PFP. Pu remaining in .PFP following !cgo.cy holdup remoYal will be managed is n:sidual cont.a.!cination . 

.. 
Criteria will be specilied in the plan to define :ind secure .igrecrncnl on how much holdup musl be 
rcmovc:d from the plant to meet DOE security crill:ri~ fCJr elimination of Protected Are.i: concro!s over the 
fo rmer prOCC:$Sing focilicics outside the PFP vault compk,>.. Some Safeguards and Security conttols will 
still be required, os nc:ct:ssary, d~peocling on the types and quanlities of material being h-.indled. '!be plan 
will e.v:plain the most likely work methods for n:movnl of the targeted holdup material. and provide a 
t<!ntative :-.equence of work ll!ld schedule. 

The plan will also describe how Pu holdup removed as :i result of these activities will he assessed against 
DOE's discard criteria and dispcsitioned via stabilization, repackaging and transfer to the PFP vaults, or 
trc:i tccJ and/or directly repackaged as TRU waste or plutonium re;idues for rramfcr to the ewe and 
eventual disposition at WIPP. 

M-83-13 COMl'LETE REPACKAGING OF PF!' RESIDUES i\l'iD SHIPIY1E1'"1' TO CENTRAL WASTE 
COMPLb":X 

This milestone will be complete: when residues identified in lhc: i mpletneotation ·Plan for Defense Nuclear 
Facilities Safety Bo3Id Recommendation 2000-l dnt<!d JonuaI)' 19, 2001, as amended have been 
r.:packaged at PFP a.au shipped to the ewe for storuse. Th.is does not include those items iden tified as 
l'ion-Descructive Assay (NDA) srnnd.:lrds or item; set aside for the WIPP verilication·sarnpling. 

Prior Lo repackaging, data for each residue wascc stream shall he obtained co support waste designation 
and identify where samplini: and analysis is needed. Data for.euh wascc stream will satisfy RCRA 

Due Date 
Mnrch'3 I, 2009 

Jw,e 30, '.2012 

Dece1nber 31, 2003 

' 

April 30, 2004 
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ienerator requirements for designation, WAC 173-303-070 throu·gh 110, LOR certification, and the 
receiving facility wnste acceptance criteria, as applicable. For TRU mixed waste, PFP i;hall also provide 
the data needs for characterization of TRl.l-mixed waste streams sufticieol to meet the Acceptable 
Knowledge requirements of the Hanford TRU progrru-n. · 

Residue containers shall be stored in HC-46F Glovcbo;-.: io Room 170 of Building 234-57.., Rooms 192D 
and 170, 3.l'ld sr.aged in Room 169. Residue containers nre prepared for shipmenl to ewe in Room 192 
and the londing dock. The POes shall be IDJ.I1agcd In nccordance with WAC 173-303-630, Use and 
M:i..'lagemenc of Concaioer:;. POCs ~hall meet the ewe require1Df=ots in the Hanford Site Solid Wa.ste 
Acceptance Criteria and comply with applicable dangerous waste management requirements \vhile 
awaic.lng certification and transfer to WIPP. The locations of wa.~le maxia.gc=nt activities may be: 
changed lhrough ag:rctme11c of the Parties by modification of chis milestone. 

DescripLiun/Justificatioo. of Change (continued)- M-83-13 

'Th.is milestone coYers regulated daoi:-cro11s wa5te activities required to store and repackage the mi;i;.ed 
waslc n:.5idues currently at PFP, subsequent sr.ornge Ill: PFP, an<l shipment of the residues to CWC. The 
rcsidoes nre planned to be rcp:ickaged into pipe overpack coot:tlocrs (POC's). 

Residue types include Sand, Slag & Crudblc, Group 2 Alloys, O:udcs and Mi;,:ed Oxides, Compouods, 
Combustibles, nnd Miscellaneous Residues. 

1l1e residues art: stordi in concaincrs in VOJJlt/vaulL-typc rooms. They arc: labeled with a tmique 
identification number, which is tracked. Visual inspections of residue containers in the vault/vaulc-r:ype 
rooms are made routinely. The residue containers are inspected to ensure they ~main· in good condition 
during stor~e. Aisle spacing is consistent y,ilh criticalicy safety requirements. 

For each residue type, n:sidue contain~rs will be sec aside for WIPP verification sampling and o.n.ilysis, a.s 
appropriate. Prior to ln.t1sfer to WIPP. DOE is required lo implement applicable requirements of the 
WIPP Wa$!e Analysis Piao, as specified in the WIPP RCRA permit. 

The intent of trus milestone is to provide an enforceable compliance schedule for removal of f'f P residues 
ID ewe a.ad lD insure safe container management under the 'fPA for storage ofrcsidues in the vault/vault-
like rooms, Roorns 170 and 192D. The cans arc assayed in Room 170 p,·ior to shipment. Additional nssay 
capabilities will be added in Ruom 172. Residues retained in vault slDrage will be managed in n 
protective manner under AEA rcquiri:men(S. 

Additionally, the intent is lo document the outcome of the dlscussion reforc:nced in TPA eh.inge Numbc:r 
M-83-01-0 lA (currently TI' A Milestooc M-63-09), Section 3, "Characterization and S=pli.ag" related lo 
Hanford Ash d1.:signution. Currently there arc 10 cont.o.iners of Hanford Ash set 'aside for verification 
s:i.moling for WIPP: le wo..~ agreed that no additional sampling arid aottl.ysis is needed. -

M-83-14 CO:',-1.PLETE 100% OF THE LEGACY PU HOLDUP ll£MOVAL AS DEFL\'ED IN THE 
LEGACY PU HOLDUP RE1\-10V AL PLAN FOR PFP REQUIRED IlY MX-83-12-T0l 

Signifi.1.::i.nt quantities of plutonium now held up in inactive and to-be deactivated PFP process equipment 
and process support syslclllS will be removed by a variety of rneans (brushing, scraping, dissolution, 
chemical decontamination 11gents, etc.) in accordance with a previously subto.icc.ed legacy Pu Hol~up 
Removal Plan {?lllX-83-12-TOJ). Sufficient huldup will be rc:moved to meet DOE's criteria for 
terminating Protected Area controls over the proci::ss equipment and process support facilities. Pu holdup 
removed as a result of these activities will be assessed against DOE's.discard criteri.i. and disposicioned 
via s1:ibili2acion, rep:i.cbging and tramftr to the PFP vaults or tr\!atcd and/or directly n:p:icJ.:aged as TRU 
waste or Pu residues for transfer to the ewe ond eventual disposition iit WIPP. 

De:;cription/Justific:ition of Change (continued)• M-82-14: 

Completion or th.is scope of work is intended lo reduce lhe programm:itic risks assocbtcd with the need to 
roaint.ni n Pu processes and experienced Pu staff at the PFP over an e;,;.tended period of time following 
completion of the primnry Pu stabilization and packaging mission. Removal·of significant conccntrlllions 
of Pu holdup from the PFP complt::>: will virtually eliminate security risks :i.nd siuegu.irds and sec~rity-
relored costs associuted with. the former Pu orocc:ssing facilities, and will oc.rmit subsequent dceacrivation 

Due Date 

September 30, 2006 
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and dismantling :tcli vilies to be cooduc~d more efficiently and at 1owc:i risk to facility workers. 
. . 

Removal o[hea.vy concentrations of Pu holdup h an e.~~ential prerequisite to proceeding with the rem.oval 
of process and support equipment ll.l1d systems dc~crivation in support of clei:olUIIlissionins PFP .ind 
necessary to allow uncleared workers to p.irform decommissioning work in 234-SZ and atlioinin~ are:is. 

'l'SDF Disoosltlon 
M-83-30 SUDMIT TO ECOLOGY A CLOSURE PLAN AS A PRIMARY DOCUMENT 1"01{ THE 241-Z 

\-Vi\STE TREATMENT FACILITY (TSD UNIT) A~I> GLOVEilOX l!A-20l\-IB 

A c]o$ure pl:m certified In accordance willt WAC l 73-303-8 l0(12) and (13) for the 241-Z and Glovebo:>\ 
HA-20MB TSO units will be submitted to Ecology to begin the review process described by Figure 9-2 in 
Section 9 Clf the HFFACO for incorp<i'ration into the Hanford Fnci liry RCRA permit. The closure pl;m 
will describe the plans and schedules neccss:ll)' to comply with WAC 173-30: . TI1is closure plm is a 
primary document pursuant to Table 9-1 of Lhe HFFACO Action Plan. The 241-Z closure plan shall be 
ba.~cd upon ancl c:unl.un ~chedules il.S necess:u-y to f.Jlfi\1 MilestoCle M-S3-32 .. 

Description/Justilicatlon of Ch,rngc (continued) - M-83·30 

The 241-Z tank system is :'i RCRA trcatmenc and storage unit Clperating under interim status stnndards ,mil 
must be closed in accorduncc with WAC 173-303, which n:quires submission or a closure plan to Ecology 
foe review an<l apricova.l. It is ll.!lticipat~.d th:1t the la.~t receipt of waste will be no sooner than June 30, 
2005, but oo later thnn the date nccess;uy to complecc: closure al:livities by September 30, 2011, in 
at:c:ordance with M-83-32. The Closure Pl.111 will reflect the requirement~ of M-83-31 ;u1d M-83-32. 

At the time of these nei:;otiation~. it is uncertain if the use of 241-Z tanks will be rcqalred after June 30, 
2005, to support transition and dirniantlc~oc activities. If transition :mcJ c]isrmu1tlcmcnt requires 
ope ration of lhc: systeo1 past June 30, 2005, El:ulogy will revisit the need for rina.1-status RCRA 
pc:rmitting. In ;id.dition. DOE has not dccidccl how to close the unit. The Closure Plan will retlect these · 
ckci5ions, induding nn initi;tl date for la.st receipt of waste :1s necessary to support t.raosition Md 
tlismantlement at:tivities under this milestone scri::s. If this lase receipt of wa.sl:: date changes, Energy 
mav rnodifv the closure olan under the nrovisions of 40 CFR 265.112. 

M-8:i-:n DISCON'flNUE WASTE DISC.IL<\RGES PROM HIE 241-Z TA1''KS TO TANK FA&\1S VL\. 
EXISTlN G LINES 

,<1.ner June 30, 2005, no waslc liquid effiucot discharges from 241-Z Lank system to Tank Farms via the 
l'1i sting transfer piping lines will occur. (1'ran~[e1·s by other means, such us 11-t.mker truck, are allowed..) 

Description/Ju.~tific.ation or Cha.n:,:e (continued) - M-83-31: 

TI1c Tan~ Farms have a rdaled TPA Milestone (M-43-00) to .complete upgrades to non-cornpli:inc transfer 
lines by June 30, 2005. 1l1e liue from Pfl'' s 241-Z 111nlcs to the SY Tank Farm will not be upgrwed. 
171i1s, waste discharges from 24 l-Z to T:iru: Farms must cease no later th.in June 30; 2005. PFP will 
coordinate wilh Tank Farms to determine the: nppropriate transfer lioc flushing re9uiren1e11ts and schedule. 

The Pr-P Project will nssure that w::ti vi ties that generate waste solutions to be discharged to 2, 1-Z will be 
accomplished p,'ior to June 30, 2005, or thuc plans :ue in place for how wastes nccumul:i.ted ::md stored in 
241-Z tanks uftcr that date ,,·ill be disposi cioned without using the ciusting underground piping (e.g., 
tanker truck, solidified . clc.). AdminisLrative controls (e .g .• lift elcl:lric.il leads. lock and tag valves or 
c,rntrol switches. etc.) or an engineerccJ barri er will be in place to prevent trn.nsfe~ to Tank Farms. 

M-lD-32 CO'.\-lPLETE CLOSURE OF THE PB' 241-Z TSD UNIT 

Complete those activities n:quired by iht 241-Z 'frcatment and Storage Unit's RCRA closure pla.n. 

Dt:ScrlpUoo/JusLi{katiou of Chani:;e (continued)- M-83-32: 

At Lhe time of these negotiations, it is uncertain if the use of 241-Z tanks will be required alter June 30, 
200.5, to support Transition and Disposition activities. In addition, DOE has nae decided how to close the 
unit (partial closure or final closure). The Closure Pl11n will reflect those decisions. Activitie~ prescribed 
by the closure: plan mu~t be: occomolished to meet RCRA requi.tcments. 

Due Date 

July 31, 2003 

June 30, 2005 

September 30, 2011 
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Tra11sition Activities 
M-83-40 COMPLETE TltANSITION AJ'll1> DISMANTLEMJ<:NT OF nm 232-Z BLDG INCINERA.T0R 

Remove the 232-Z·Bullding pursuant lo U1e lin:i.l Action Memoranda and Work Plans, Included in this 
milc~l.onc is the pottion of the 232-Z exhaust duct inside the 291-Z Building, consistent with the end point 
criteria developed in M-83-20. DOE deaccivalion, clecontaminalion and dismantlement activities may 
proceed in 3dvance of CERCLA decision documents in accordance w_ith Section S l)r the HfF ACO. 

M-!!3·4 1 C0:.\1PLETE TRAISSITION AND DISMANTLE!'vffi.'°'l"T OF THE 216-Z-9 CRIB COMPLEX 

Remove the above-gra.cle portion of the 216-Z-9A, .B, & C Buildings pursuant to the linnl Action 
Memoranda :md Work Plans covering remaining clements not covc:rc:d by RCRA closure plan. DOE 
deactivation. dccoacnrnination and dismai\tlemcnt acti,ities may proceed in o.dvaace of l;ERCLA decision 
docum-:nls in nccordance with Section 8-ofthe HFFACO. . 

M-S3-42 CO!YrI'LETE TRANSITlON AND DISMANTLEMENT OF TBE 7.41-Z WASTE TREATMElST 
FACILITY 

Remove the above grade portion of the 241-Z, ZA. ZB. & ZG buildings pursuant to the final action 
mi:rno,·andum and work plans covi:ring remaining clements not covered by RCRA cl()sure plans. DOE 
dc;n.ctivnrlon, decont.:1.mination and dismantlement nctivities may proceed in advance of CERCLA decision 
documents in ;iccord:mce with Section 8 of the HFFACO. 

M-S3-~3 COMP LET£ TRA?ll"SITION OF THE 242-ZWASTE 'l'REATME!'il' FACILITY AND 236-Z 
PLUTONlllM RECLAMATION FACILITY TO SUPl-ORT PFP DECOMMISSIONING 

Deactivate and prepare for furure dismtmtlement the 'above grade portions of the 242-Z and 236-Z 
buildings. 

M-S3-4.:! COMPLETE 1'RANSITION OF THE 234-SZ (PLUTIONIUM CO~"VERSION FACILITY) & ZA 
(PLUTINIUM CONVERSION SUPPORT FACILITY), 243-Z L'OW LEVEL WASTE 
TREATMENT J.'ACILITY, 291-Z EXHAUST BUILDING, AND :Z91-Z-1 EXHAUST STACK TO 
SUPPORT PFP DECOl\:fMISSIONING 

Deactlvatc and prepare fur <lismantlcmcnt th~ above ~adc .portions of the 234-52 & ZA, 243-Z, mu 291'-
Zand 29.1-Z-l Stilck buildini::s. 

Due Date 

Scp~mber 30, 2006 

September 30, 2010 

Scplcmbe,· 30, 2011 

September 30, 2013 

Scpltr.nber 30, 2015 

.. 




