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Executive Summary

The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) continues to face a major tank remediation problem with
approximately 332 tanks storing over 378,000 m? of high-level waste (HLW) and transuranic (TRU)
waste across the DOE complex. Most of the tanks have significantly exceeded their life spans.
Approximately 90 tanks across the DOE complex are known or assumed to have leaked. Some of
the tank contents are potentially explosive. These tanks must be remediated and made safe. How-
ever, regulatory drivers are more ambitious than baseline technologies and budgets will support.

Before FY95, responsibility for remediating DOE’s tanks and for developing supporting technolo-
gies for that effort was spread across multiple organizations and sites within the DOE system.
During FY95, DOE’s Office of Environmental Restoration and Waste Management (EM) funded
approximately $120 million of tank technology development. Only about 20% of that work was
clearly integrated. To increase integration and realize greater benefit from its technology develop-
ment budget, DOE issued a call for proposals on approaches for transitioning tank technology
development from a site-based effort to a national focus (April 1, 1994). A team of seven con-
tractors and national laboratories responded to that call and were awarded responsibility for imple-
menting the new focused approach for tanks. In this effort, Pacific Northwest National Laboratory
serves as the lead of the technical team composed of Idaho National Engineering Laboratory (INEL),
Los Alamos National Laboratory, Oak Ridge National Laboratory, Sandia National Laboratories,
Westinghouse Savannah River Company, and Westinghouse Hanford Company. DOE’s Richland
Operations Office serves as the lead field office and administrator of this team.

The Tanks Focus Area (TFA) began operation in October 1994. The focus area manages, coordi-
nates, and leverages technology development to provide integrated solutions to remediate problems
that will accelerate safe and cost-effective cleanup and closure of DOE’s national tank system. The
TFA is responsible for technology development to support DOE’s four major tank sites: Hanford
Site (Washington), INEL (Idaho), Oak Ridge Reservation (ORR) (Tennessee), and Savannah River
Site (SRS) (South Carolina). Its technical scope covers the major functions that comprise a complete
tank remediation system: safety, characterization, retrieval, pretreatment, immobilization, and
closure. The TFA.integrates program activities across all organizations that fund tank technology
development within EM, including the Offices of Waste Management (EM-30), Environmental
Restoration (EM-40), and Science and Technology (EM-50). In the future, the TFA will integrate
activities across and beyond the DOE complex.

During its first year, the TFA was committed to deliver, a technology program that was

» applicable - addressed users’ needs and was implemented within budget, schedule, and
regulatory constraints
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* integrated - leveraged relevant activities across EM-30, EM-40, and EM-50, and across and
beyond the DOE complex

» acceptable - had broad involvement of key stakeholders and incorporated expertise from outside
the laboratory system (e.g., from industry and universities)

» accountable - performed within budget and on schedule and produced a clear benefit.
At the same time, the technologies provided by this program were to
« reduce the technical risks that jeopardized baseline tank remediation performance requirements

» reduce the programmatic risks that 1) jeopardize the sites’ ability to comply with regulatory or
stakeholder drivers not formalized in baseline plans or 2) limit the sites’ ability to change their
baselines in response to budget cuts

 reduce environmental, safety, and health risks involving environmental, worker, or public safety
issues associated with managing or remediating tanks

« significantly reduce the overall cost of tank remediation.

The TFA responded to this challenge by pursuing a phased management and technical strategy. The
program focused initially on technologies that could-be rapidly deployed or meet near-term needs at
multiple sites under multiple possible baselines (e.g., privatization). In the last year, the TFA made
significant progress toward completing DOE investments in technologies ready to be demonstrated
and successfully deployed. The initiation of demonstration and transition of these technologies to
users began to reduce the level of the TFA’s “mortgage,” permitting a desired shift of focus on less
mature technical initiatives offering potentially greater payoffs.

The FY96-98 multiyear program plan (MYPP) (TFA 1995) documented a recommended 3-year
technical program and described the path forward for its implementation. The FY97-99 plan recom-
mends retention of that path forward but includes an intentional shift to a program more based on
problems and site needs.

The process for defining the technical program presented in this MYPP involved four major steps
(see Figure ES.1):

* needs assessment - The TFA asked the Site Technology Coordination Groups (STCGs) at each of
the four tank waste sites to identify and update their technology needs for tank waste remedia-
tion. The needs were cataloged within the needs breakdown structure used last year. Recogniz-
ing the benefit of a more compact, problem- and system-oriented structure, the TFA developed a
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Figure ES.1. TFA Program Development

problem element structure to replace the needs breakdown structure. Each need was put within the
problem element structure, based on priorities provided by each site, as well as cost reduction
potential, confidence that satisfaction of the need would increase the sites’ ability to remediate tanks,
and benefit on a DOE complex-wide basis. Needs fulfilling these criteria were labeled “high impact”
and formed the basis for program definition. The process and results are documented in the 7FA4

FY 1996 Site Needs Assessment report (TFA 1996).

program definition - Focusing on the high-impact needs, the TFA assessed the similarities
between needs and the sites’ schedule requirements for matching technical responses. This
assessment included those technical responses presently underway in FY96 that continue into the
FY97-99 period. For the FY98 program, the TFA consolidated, where appropriate, site needs
within the problem element structure. These groupings permitted development of initial problem
definitions, general work scopes, and anticipated major milestone and schedule events. Using
preliminary DOE budget guidance, the TFA developed the FY98 technical response, prioritizing
each anticipated task.

scope selection - The initial scope and schedule for each FY97 technical task were established
during this same process last year. These were updated during the program execution guidance
process during June-July 1996. These reviews included site representatives, STCGs, the TFA
User Steering Group (USG), and the TFA Technical Review Group. For new tasks that start in
FY98, the TFA will update the initial scopes throughout the year, culminating in the same
process used for FY97 tasks.
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» team selection and activity planning - The TFA team identified the combination of users, pro-
ducers, and developers who will further define and then perform the technical tasks for each
technical element, resulting in completion of the FY97 work plan. Final plans for calls for
proposals will be completed and executed in time to initiate work when funds are available after
October 1, 1996.

Each of these steps has been or will be reviewed for programmatic and technical validity. To ensure
programmatic viability and facilitate eventual deployment, the TFA is guided by a USG comprised
of senior managers of the site tank remediation programs. The USG has participated in the review
and validation the TFA needs assessment and the selection of high-impact needs. To ensure techni-
cal validity, a TFA Technical Review Group, comprised of technical experts from national labora-
tories and universities, reviews the TFA technical program. To facilitate integration across EM and
beyond, the TFA is led by senior DOE managers of EM-30, EM-40, and EM-50.

As intended, the program described in last year's MYPP generally focused on solutions planned for
deployment within site baselines in 1 to 3 years. These near-term solutions emphasized relatively
mature technologies, many of which were developed by EM for several years but may not have
received the national. focused attention that this program provided. The solutions were primarily
aimed at reducing technical risk and offer enhancements to or fill gaps in current site baselines. Last
year, five technologies were mentioned that offered early and relatively certain site benefits and
were directly integrated with site programs and budgets. During the past year, progress has been
made on these technologies. The progress is described in the following bullets.

» Advanced Hot-Cell Analytical Technology - These technologies were developed as a “rapid
response” to Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board demands for more effective characteri-
zation of Hanford tanks. The technologies were deployed in 222-S Laboratory at Hanford and
will provide immediate benefit by using laser ablation/mass spectrometry for HLW elemental
analysis (required to characterize waste and design processing flowsheets), and near infrared
scanning for moisture (a safety concern). In addition to providing an early win at Hanford for
faster and cheaper characterization data, the technologies will reduce secondary waste genera-
tion and personnel exposure. The technologies have potential applications to other EM reme-
diation problems (e.g., mixed waste).

» Deployment Systems - In April 1996, the Light-Duty Utility Arm (LDUA) was delivered to
Hanford for testing. It provides an in-tank multipositioning capability for surveying tank
structures, characterizing tank waste, and enabling small-scale retrieval. This technology
provides the platform for deploying a range of instruments in tanks and will demonstrate the
feasibility of larger-scale mechanical retrieval. Training for LDUA team members from
Hanford, INEL, and ORR has also been completed in FY96. The LDUA remains on schedule
for demonstration and deployment for separate missions at Hanford and ORR during FY96 and
FY97. Formal testing of the LDUA Data Acquisition System was completed, and the LDUA
High Resolution Stereoscopic Video System was delivered. An unanticipated implementation
of the deployment technology occurred when a scanner. developed in support of the LDUA
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Nondestructive Examination End Effector, was used to investigate the condition of the cladding
at INEL. The LDUA will provide a much improved capability to deliver tools to the right spot
in a tank.

* Retrieval Process Development - At ORR, INEL, and Hanford, the confined sluicing process
uses high pressure jets and low water volume to effectively mobilize hard-to-remove sludges
from tanks. It can be extremely useful in tanks that leak or have complex internal hardware that
make waste removal more challenging. In FY96, the Confined Sluicing End Effector (CSEE)
was successfully developed and delivered for the removal of the heels in Tanks W3 and W4 as
part of the ORR Gunite and Associated Tanks Treatability Study. During FY97, the deployment
of the CSEE in a radioactive waste tank at ORR will be supported by the retrieval process
development and enhancements activity of the TFA. This CSEE technology will also be
evaluated under both vehicle and Modified LDUA deployment. In FY97, an extendible nozzle
will be deployed in Tank 19 at SRS to mobilize a hard zeolite heel for further characterization.
Another retrieval technology, Pulsair, removes waste by introducing large gas pulses at 690 to
2,070 kPa (100 to 300 Ib/in?). -In FY97, the Pulsair technology will be prepared for deployment
in a radioactive waste tank.

» Alkaline Cesium Removal - The FY96 cesium removal demonstration at ORR described in the
FY96-98 MYPP was to provide critical data on the most cost-effective sorbents to use within
different flowsheets. This supports key processing decisions related to selecting ion-exchange
sorbents (at ORR), in-tank precipitation alternatives (at SRS), and baseline cesium removal proc-
esses (at Hanford). Thus far in FY96, the demonstration system was procured and installed at
ORR. The plan is to operate the system to treat 83,279.06 L (22,000 gal) of Melton Valley
Storage Tank supernate beginning in FY96 and continuing into FY97. Crystalline silicotitanate
has been selected for the demonstration, and laboratory test columns on actual waste have been
run to develop data needed for the demonstration.

» Waste Processing and Tank Closure Demonstration - The TFA has joined with SRS to conduct a
waste retrieval and closure demonstration in two tanks at SRS over the period FY96-98. Low
cost saltcake retrieval will be demonstrated by using the modified density gradient method in
Tank 41. The objective is to develop cost-and performance data for saltcake removal and clean
out for in-tank precipitation processors. An extendible nozzle will be deployed in Tank 19 to
mobilize the hard zeolite heel remaining from mixer pump retrieval. The mobilization will help
further characterize the heel-and help establish cleaning criteria and tank closure. The objective
is to develop and implement closure criteria and strategies to close a HLW tank. Data from these
tests will be major contributions to tank decision processes at the four DOE tank sites.

These tasks show the TFA’s response to its technology development challenge. Yet, the knowledge
acquired in the past year helped the TFA develop a more strategic approach to tanks technology
development integration. An outcome was TFA’s identification of four technical strategic goals:

 demonstrate, deploy, and provide performance data for four tank waste retrieval systems to
meet EM’s FY0O requirements
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« provide tank waste treatment technologies that can efficiently pretreat and immobilize 80% of
HLW

+ demonstrate compact processing units for HLW treatment and immobilization as a cost-effective
alternative to large-scale facilities

» provide subsystems necessary to support the closure of 16 radioactive waste tanks: Hanford (2),
ORR (10), and SRS (4).

These strategic goals provide a more definitive program focus that ties critical, complex-wide
requirements to site needs. The TFA will develop and execute its technology development tasks
with these goals in mind.

Taken together, the full set of problem elements offers a portfolio of emerging tank remediation
technologies that balances near-term baseline needs with longer-term, high-payoff alternatives, early
wins with higher risk solutions, and risk reduction with cost savings.

Each problem element (described in Table ES.1) is directly associated with other technical activities
funded by EM-30, EM-40, or EM-50. FY96 activities that may be leveraged or coordinated in FY97
have been identified and will be integrated into this plan as EM-30 and EM-40 complete their FY97
planning process. Table ES.2 shows the estimated EM-30, EM-40, and EM-50 funding for each of
the problem elements. Additional details are provided in Section 3 of the MYPP.

In FY97, the TFA strategy will be to continue the process of integrating site technology and cross-
cutting activities with a program that maintains a national perspective. The TFA will ensure that at
least 80% of the EM tank technology budget that is not directed at site-specific problems is fully lev-
eraged or coordinated. The goal is to use the high-impact risk-reduction needs presented in the 7FA4
FY 1996 Site Needs Assessment (TFA 1996) and the program presented in the MYPP to identify
high-impact risk-reduction, multisite activities that could be more efficiently performed through
aggressive leveraging or coordination.

Programmatically, the strategic intent of the TFA is to be risk driven, fully integrated, fully
leveraged, and responsive to user needs. Figure ES.2 illustrates a conceptual model of the TFA’s
strategic intent. A risk driven program recognizes environmental safety, and health risks to both
workers and the public, cost and schedule risks, programmatic risks, and technical risks. Because
the TFA is organized around problem elements that describe site technical needs instead of indi-
vidual unit operations, the TFA achieves integration and the greatest multisite benefit from the
resulting technology investments. Program leveraging is shown in Figure ES.2 with each element
in the technology maturation cycle linked to elements on either side and to the DOE’s industrial and
international outreach programs. Risk-based prioritization of user needs ensures responsiveness at
both site and complex-wide perspectives. Restated, the TFA strategic intent includes

* close work with EM-50’s Risk Program, the tank site user programs, and STCGs to develop
risk-based prioritization of needs and to make technology investments in response to those
needs
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Figure ES.2. TFA Conceptual Strategy Model

technology development for integrated multisite systems solutions
leveraging every available science and technology investment made by DOE

working in partnership with site users and stakeholders (through STCGs) to ensure the imple-
mentation of technology investments.
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Table ES.2. Recommended Teclf .

El¢ -#| Problem:E, Title--

1.1.1.1 Monitor Tank Integrity

1.1.1.2 Avoid Tank Corrosion

1.1.3.1 Characterize Waste In Situ 575 809

1.1.3.2 Sample Waste 127

1.1.3.3 Analyze Waste 985 2,210

1.1.4.2 Reduce Recycle Streams 350

1.2.1.1 Deploy Equipment 6,540 1,075

1.2.1.2 Mobilize Bulk and Heel Wastes : 3,283 -“

1.2.1.5  |Detect and Mitigate Leaks 600 500

1.2.1.6 Monitor and Control Retrieval Process 7750

1.2.1.7 Integrate Retrieval and Pretreatment Technology Systems 300 '

1.2.2.1 Calcine Waste

1.2.2.3 Prepare Retrieved Waste for Transfer and Pretreatment

1.2.2.4 Clarify Liquid Stream 1,183 208

1.2.2.5 Remove Radionuclides 2,750 5.834] |

1.2.2.7 Process Sludge 2,225

1.2.2.8 Prepare Pretreated Waste for Immobilization 100 825

1.2.3.1.1 |Monitor and Control LLW Immobilization Process

1.2.3.1.3 |Immobilize LLW Stream 900

1.2.3.2.1 |Monitor and Control HLW Immobilization Process

1.2.3.2.2 |Prepare Secondary Waste from Pretreatment 755

1.2.3.2.3 |Prepare Sludge Feed

1.2.3.2.4 {Immobilize HLW Stream 500 :

1.2.3.2.5 |Treat HLW Offgas

1.3.1.3 Define Closure Criteria 450

1.3.1.7 Stabilize Tank for Closure |
TOTALS 21,496{ 12,363{ 2

(a) Bases for funding estimates: Estimates were provided by the applicable program management as of second quarter, FY96. These estimates aj '
(b) EM-50XC = EM-50 crosscutting programs (Efficient Separations and Processing, Robotics, Characterization, Monitoring, and Sensoring Ted

All funding estimates are for planning purposes org




wnical Program Budget ($K)

300 200 984
200 600 800 1,950
3,638 450 265 2,200 250 3,000] 3,000 14,187
r 500 500 500 1,000 2,627
_ 550 380 300 250 1,400 6,075
1,198 500 1,000} 3,048
4,680 7,270 2,075] 2,500 9,700 800] 1,750 10,100 46,490
1,320{ 5,050 4,000 4,850 1,400 1,000f 2,300 23,203
4% 500 300 1,100 600 1,200 5,294
_ 200] 1,240 900 800 3,915
] 600 600i 200 1,700
2,835 600 2,745 650 2,808 500 10,138
934 400 1,150 1,000 1,700} 5,234
1,420] 1,400 394 250 400 5,255
1,931 2,490 2,950 549 5,200 2,800 4,500 29,004
2,412] 2,750 2501 3,700 2,400 13,737
. 500 875 600 400 1,400 4,700
1,318 500 250 1,600 2501 1,600 5,518
1,260{ 1,300 1,371} 2,350 1,125{ 2,350 10,656
a 600 600 1,200
] 2,000 200 2,955
1,847 760 400 2,250 50 200 5,507
1,458 450 535 2,900 2,500 8,343
250 150 150| 550
305} 2,280 1,000f 1,150 5,185
. 700 600 1,000 2,300
?,234 30,470 8,205| 16,854 40,650| 14,550| 10,983| 35,950 219,755
e subject to change as the programs change.
inology), including industry and universities.
ly and are not official funding information.
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Section 1 - Introduction

The Tanks Focus Area (TFA) Multiyear Program Plan (MYPP) presents the recommended TFA
technical program. The recommendation covers a 3-year funding outlook (FY97-FY99), with an
emphasis on FY97 and FY98. In addition to describing the processes used to develop the program
(Section 2), this document also defines the technical strategies and the recommended TFA program
(Section 3), the programmatic and implementation strategy for the program (Section 4), the refer-
ences used to write this report (Section 5), data on the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) tank sites
(Appendix A), details on baseline assumptions and the problem elements (Appendix B), and a
glossary (Appendix C).

1.1 Program Background

DOE faces a major tank remediation problem. Approximately 332 tanks are used to store over
378,000 m® of high-level waste (HLW) and transuranic (TRU) waste across the DOE complex. Most
have significantly exceeded their life spans. Approximately 90 tanks are known or assumed to have
leaked. In addition, some of the tank contents are potentially explosive. These tanks must be reme-
diated and made safe. However, regulatory drivers are more ambitious than baseline technologies
and budgets will support.

The tanks are located at the four major DOE tank sites: Hanford Site, Richland, Washington; Idaho
National Engineering Laboratory (INEL), Idaho Falls, Idaho; Oak Ridge Reservation (ORR), Oak
Ridge, Tennessee; and Savannah River Site (SRS), Aiken, South Carolina. The tank waste exists in
different forms, and the constituents vary across the sites and across the tanks at each site. Some
tanks contain chemicals that generate gas or high amounts of heat and are potentially explosive. The
tanks also differ in structure, construction, and capacity. The technical risks of remediation are com-
plicated by programmatic, institutional, and regulatory issues that also vary across the sites.

DOE’s Office of Environmental Management (EM) has an estimated FY96 budget of about

$62 million for technology development to remediate tank waste. This money is funded out of

11 organizations and supports several hundred separate activities addressing a variety of problems
across the four tank sites. A TFA challenge is to influence, coordinate, and integrate a high-level
tank waste remediation technology development program. Each site has specific requirements, yet,
due to limited funding, technology development progress at any one site must be leveraged through-
out the DOE complex. The magnitude of this challenge is viewed better when considering the high-
level tank waste remediation life cycle costs at the four sites. In 1996 constant dollars, the total cost
is nearly $60 billion. Figure 1.1 shows this distribution graphically, with details for each site pre-
sented in Appendix A. ’
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Figure 1.1. High-Level Tank Waste Remediation Life-Cycle Costs by Site

1.2 New Approach to Technology Development

Before FY95, responsibility for remediating DOE’s tanks and for developing supporting technolo-
gies was spread across multiple organizations and sites within the DOE complex. In January 1994,
DOE issued an action plan establishing 2 new approach for solving complex remediation problems,
including the HLW and TRU waste tank problem. On April 1, 1994, DOE issued a call for proposals
on approaches for transitioning tank technology development from a site=based effort to one with a
national focus.

A team of seven contractors and national laboratories responded to the call for proposals and were
awarded responsibility for implementing the new approach for tanks. In this effort, Pacific North-
west National Laboratory serves as the lead technical organization of the TFA Technical Team. This
team is composed of INEL, Los Alamos National Laboratory, Oak Ridge National Laboratory,
Sandia National Laboratories, Westinghouse Savannah River Company, and Westinghouse Hanford
Company. DOE’s Richland Operations Office serves as the lead field office and administrator of
this team, coordinating the efforts of other site field activities through site representatives and Site
Technology Coordination Groups (STCGs).

The Technical Team is guided by a User Steering Group (USG) composed of senior managers of the
site tank remediation programs. The technical program is reviewed by the TFA Technical Review
Group, which is composed of technical experts from the national laboratories and universities.

The TFA began operations in October 1994. Its mission is to manage the development and demon-
stration of technologies using an integrated approach to safely and efficiently accomplish tank waste
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remediation across the DOE complex. Successful solutions will reduce technical, programmatic, or
environmental, safety, and health risk and reduce the overall cost of tank remediation.

The TFA is responsible for technology development to support DOE’s four major tank sites at the
Hanford Site, INEL, ORR, and SRS. Its technical scope covers the major functions that comprise a
complete tank remediation system: safety, characterization, retrieval, pretreatment, immobilization,
and closure. The TFA integrates program activities across all organizations that fund tank tech-
nology development within EM, including the Offices of Waste Management (EM-30), Environ-
mental Restoration (EM-40), and Science and Technology (EM-50). In the future, the TFA will
integrate activities across and beyond the DOE complex.

1.3 TFA Strategies and Goals

The TFA has greatly increased its awareness of DOE complex-wide high-level tank waste remedia-
tion needs, the state of technologies to satisfy those needs, and the roles played by various users,
developers, and producers. Through this deeper awareness, the TFA developed both the technical
and programmatic strategies and goals that appear in this MYPP.

1.3.1 Technical Strategies and Goals

Technical strategies exist for each major problem area intended for direct TFA funding. The
strategies consider work by others that the TFA may leverage (Section 3). The TFA’s technical
goals strive to meet the challenges of providing waste retrieval systems, pretreatment and immobili-

zation technologies, subsystems support to tank closure activities, and demonstration of compact
processing units. -

1.3.2 Programmatic Strategies and Goals
During its first year, the TFA was committed to deliver a technology program that was

» applicable - addressed users’ needs and was implemented within budget, schedule, and regula-
tory constraints

» integrated - leveraged relevant activities across EM-30, EM-40, EM-50, and across and beyond
the DOE complex

« acceptable - had broad involvement of key stakeholders and incorporated expertise from outside
the laboratory system (e.g., from industry and universities)

accountable - performed within budget and on schedule and produced a clear benefit.
At the same time. the technologies provided by this program were to

« reduce the technical risks that jeopardized baseline tank remediation performance requirements
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» reduce the programmatic risks that 1) jeopardize the sites’ ability to comply with regulatory or
stakeholder drivers that were not formalized in baseline plans or 2) limit the sites’ ability to
change their baselines in response to budget cuts

+ reduce environmental, safety, and health risks involving environmental, worker, or public safety
issues associated with managing or remediating tanks

 significantly reduce the overall cost of tank remediation.

The TFA has made great progress toward fulfilling goals. The interest and participation by the four
sites made possible a full discussion of key issues, the identification of cross-site technology integra-
tion opportunities, and the collection of a wealth of user input and guidance. The TFA appreciates
the invaluable contributions of site representatives, stakeholders, and TFA team members in indus-
try, universities, and throughout the DOE laboratory system. The TFA believes these goals are
applicable until the high-level tank waste remediation task is complete. With continued participation
of present partners, and new partners expected in the future, the program will provide even greater
cost and risk reduction benefits. This MYPP highlights progress during the past year and the
updating of the plans for the next 3 years of the program.

Several programmatic strategies have developed since the publication of the previous MYPP. These
include performer selection, alternative site technology baseline management strategies, and TFA
linkages with users, other stakeholders, and other focus areas. These strategies are summarized in
Sections 2 and 4.

1.4 Organization of Multiyeér Program Plan

The MYPP consists of the following sections. Section 2 provides an overview of the processes used
to develop and implement the baseline recommendation: site needs assessment, TFA program
definition, scope selection, and team development. Section 3 introduces technical strategies that
describe a framework within which the TFA has recommended its focus for the next 3 years. It
includes a TFA overview and describes the baseline recommendation. The baseline recommendation
consists of activities with 26 problem elements. The problem elements were developed by the TFA
Technical Team based on a process and systems-oriented view of high-level tank waste remediation.
The problem elements address broad-impact multisite needs, describe the technical problem under-
lying each need, and map a path to resolve the technology development components. Each problem
element also contains FY97-99 budget and scope projections. Detailed schedules and performance
indicators will be presented in the TFA FY97 work plan. Section 4 describes the program objectives
and implementation. Section 5 lists the references used in writing this report.

Several appendices are attached. Appendix A describes DOE’s baseline approach to remediating
each site’s tank waste as well as the site costs and risks associated with the remediation baselines.
Appendix B consists of a summary of the current baseline technical and programmatic assumptions
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and more detailed descriptions of the recommended problem elements. Each description includes a
problem statement, general work scope for FY97-99, benefits of the technology, and funding infor-
mation. Appendix C contains a list of acronyms and abbreviations and a glossary of terms used in
this document. '

Larger tables for each section of this MYPP are provided at the end of each section. Other figures
and tables are placed after they are called out in the text.

TFA Multiyear Program Plan 1.5 Section 1 - Introduction




Section 2 - Program Development Process

\
The process being used to develop the TFA technical program consists of four iterative steps (Fig-
ure 2.1). The development and implementation of the recommendations are described in this section.
. The dates for the first iteration are shown in parentheses in the following text, with the overall
schedule shown in Figure 2.2.

* Needs Assessment (November 1995-March 1996) - The TFA asked the STCGs at each of the
four tank sites to identify and update their technology needs for tank waste remediation. This
step helped assure the TFA technical program maintains its firm foundation in site needs, as
defined by the sites. The TFA cataloged the needs within the previously developed needs break-
down structure, but later prepared a program element structure that more logically packaged the
needs for the program definition step. Collected needs were first cataloged to more easily iden-
tify needs that applied across multiple sites. Each need was formally evaluated based on priori-
ties provided by each site, as well as cost reduction potential, confidence that satisfaction of the
need would increase the sites’ ability to remediate their tanks, and DOE complex-wide benefit.
Needs fulfilling these criteria were labeled “high-impact.” High-impact needs were then
grouped to provide the program definition framework for the construction of technology
responses. Comprehensive information on tank site needs has been compiled in the 7F4
FY 1996 Site Needs Assessment (TFA 1996).

Needs Assessment

Ranking  Categori-
Criteria  zation

: Program : Scope : Team : Implementation
| 1 1 |
Site Needs ! Definition ! Selection : Selection :
. . . ] i i and i
INEL |[Hanford|( OBR |} SRS | ! ! ' Activity !
. 1 § I 1
1 I i Planning ,
i | [} |
1 I I 1
| | : ' Broad-impact,
i Problem FYo7 Early Deployment
Comﬁi’g:‘l'de _Elements Technical [nyv?/T: :
, v'| (MYPP) 9 (Program (PEG) : High-Impact,
I ] | Higher Risk
I f I
| . I I
Needs  Needs  Review : Review : Review : Review
: : :
] ! I

$G96080110.2

Figure 2.1. TFA Program Development
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*  Program Definition (February-May 1996) - Focusing on the high-impact needs, the TFA -
assessed the similafities between needs and the sites’ schedule requirements for matching
technical responses. This assessment included those technical responses presently underway
in FY96 that are expected to continue into the FY97-99 period. For the FY98 program, the
TFA consolidated, where appropriate, site needs within the problem element structure.
These groupings permitted development of initial problem definitions, general work scopes,
and anticipated major milestone and schedule events. Using preliminary DOE budget
guidance, the TFA developed the FY98 technical response, prioritizing each anticipated task.
The TFA referred to the needs assessment process in prioritizing the tasks and involved the
sites in validation of the results.

* Scope Selection (May-June 1996) - The initial scope and schedule for each FY97 technical
task were established during this same process last year. These were updated during the
program execution guidance process that occurred during June-July 1996. These reviews
included site representatives, STCGs, the TFA USG, and the TFA Technical Review Group.
For new tasks to start in FY98, the TFA will update the initially-developed scopes through-
out the year, culminating in the same process to be used for FY97 tasks.

+  Team Selection and Activity Planning (July-September 1996) - The TFA identifies the
combination of users, producers, and developers who will further define and then perform
the technical tasks for each technical element, resulting in completion of the FY97 work
plan. Final plans for calls for proposals will be completed and executed in time to initiate
work when funds are available after October 1, 1996.

Each of these steps has been or will be reviewed for both programmatic and technical validity. The
TFA is guided by a USG. The USG, STCGs, and other site representatives have been full partners in
both the TFA needs assessment and the selection of high-impact needs. To ensure technical validity,
the TFA Technical Review Group, composed of technical experts in each of the primary program
areas, peer-reviews the TFA technical program. See Section 2.5 for more information on the peer
review process. ‘

Needs will continue to be validated with the sites, scope and schedules will be adjusted based on
technical progress and budget changes, and teams will be redefined as solutions move through tech-
nology maturity levels. Beginning in FY97, the TFA will place increasing emphasis on management
of technology maturity levels. Each proposed task performed during FY97-99 has been placed
within the appropriate maturity level to facilitate active management to the next level. This MYPP -
will be updated and revised annually to reflect these changes.

2.1 Needs Assessment
To ensure that TFA technologies address site needs, Hanford, INEL, ORR, and SRS Were each asked

to provide needs data. Last year, the TFA conducted an extensive needs collection effort. This year,
the TFA provided each site with last year’s input, asking that the needs either be validated, modified,
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or deleted. This was in addition to the submission of newly generated needs. INEL, ORR, and SRS
used last year’s needs submission as a starting point. Hanford created an all new set of needs via the
STCG. The needs provided by the sites reflected the schedule and budget assumptions of site-
specific planning baselines and were rated by the sites as to their priority.

2.1.1 Needs Ranking and Validation
The four sites contributed a total of 273 needs, and the TFA added 14 more covering various com-
plex-wide requirements, for a total of 287 needs. The TFA’s task was to identify those tasks that
represented high complex-wide impact. From the full range of site needs collected, the TFA identi-
fied the high-impact set of needs by evaluating each site need against the following criteria.
» Site priority - Needs identified by the sites as high, medium, or low priority retained those same
rankings. The TFA assumed sites considered the urgency of need in their rankings, including

responses to regulatory commitments.

» Cost reduction - Needs with an estimated savings of $250 M were rated high, between $250 M
and $50 M were rated medium, and less than $50 M were rated low.

» Confidence - The TFA estimated whether research and development responsive to each need
would increase the confidence that the site would manage or remediate its tank waste effectively.

- “High” corresponded to needs for which a site could not proceed without a solution.

- “Medium” corresponded to needs where there was a possibility that cleanup would be
delayed if the need was not met. -

- “Low” corresponded to needs where a solution would help the site, but cleanup activities
would continue without a solution.

» Broad-based - Solutions to each need could be deployed at more than one site or with multiple
tanks at a single site.

“High” was given if all sites had the same need.
“Medium” was given if two or three éites had the same need.
- “Low” was given if only one site had the need.
Following TFA Technical Team’s analysis, the USG reviewed the results and recommended addi-
tional actions. Following their review, a set of 144 high-impact needs were provided to each site,

and teleconferences were conducted during February 1996 to identify site issues, clarify needs, and
pose questions for TFA response. Following these reviews, 130 high-impact needs remained.
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2.1.2 Needs Cataloging - The Transition to Program Definition

For proposed work in FY98 and beyond, the TFA cataloging process served to focus each need into
groupings tied to key problems for the sites. The groupings, or elements, were not based on tech-
nical focus, but integrated across functions to solve specific problems. The goal was to look across
need elements for common problems that could take advantage of the same technical solutions and
build off of each site’s schedule. Therefore, the TFA modified the needs breakdown structure
approach used last year to catalog needs. In the place of the needs breakdown structure, problem
elements provided a simpler, more closely tied structure representing tank waste remediation areas of
concern.

The TFA placed each of the 130 high-impact needs into the problem element structure, permitting a
more system-wide view of the technical areas of concern to the sites (see Table 2.1). In considering
site-provided schedules and drivers with the needs in the.prbblem element structure, the TFA began
shaping a technical brogram. '

2.2 Program Definition

The objective of this year’s program development process was the preparation of a “right program”
for FY98. The TFA defines the right program as one

» created by and traceable to individual site needs
 prioritized in cooperation with the sites
» proposed for funding by need rather than by anticipated budget.

Beginning with the problem element structure populated with individual site needs, the TFA
examined the similarities between needs within the structure elements. Considering whether each
need required a baseline, enhancement, or alternative technology response, similar needs with com-
patible schedules were formed into workable project tasks. Adding FY97 tasks into the problem
elements, and projecting tasks continuing into FY99, the TFA viewed the program from a multiyear
perspective.

Once the program was defined, the EM-50 tanks technology budget for FY98 was allocated across
the work packages that contained tasks responding directly to site needs. Enhancement opportunities
and longer-term, higher-payoff technologies were then allocated budgets commensurate with their
projected scope and schedules. The allocation ensured that the most urgently needed technologies
were supported on a schedule to meet site needs.

A detailed description of each problem element is provided in Appendix B. The descriptions include
a detailed problem statement, a recommended path to solution, a discussion of technical issues,
FY97-99 scope, the FY96 budget, and FY97-99 requested budgets.
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2.3 Scope Selection

During last year’s program definition process. specific tasks were scoped for each technical element
once the technical elements of the program were defined. This year, reflecting the TFA’s needs-
driven approach, specific tasks were identified to meet complex-wide needs, then fit into the problem
element structure supporting the program development process. Next, the TFA prepared an inte-
grated description of each problem element containing one or more tasks. The TFA defined the
basic technical problem requiring solution and a general scope description of the approach for
FY97-99. Further, the TFA formulated anticipated major schedule or milestone events during the
period, and funding required to support the described scope. For FY97, the scopes are presented in
the TFA FY97 program execution guidance.

To complete scope selection, the TFA will

 continue to call for proposals, as funding permits, to address program gaps as they develop,
initiate new starts. and/or increase industry participation in the program

» match currently funded technological activities to needs (high-, medium-, or low-impact) to
identify what needs have no associated activities, what needs have multiple (and possibly redun-
dant) activities, and what activities do not address an -identified need

» make specific recommendations to refocus or leverage existing tank technology activities, based
on matching technologies to needs including the possibility of reducing the scope of activities
that are poorly matched to user needs.

2.4 Team Selection and Activity Planning

Once the scope of the technical elements and site technical activities has been defined and appro-
priately focused, the TFA will select the organization (and participating team members) accountable
for managing each technical activity. The selection of accountable organizations for new starts and
refocused activities will be based on the technical merit of the proposal, ability to meet the user’s
needs on time, team qualifications, institutional capabilities, collaborations (e.g., with industry,
universities, and users), cost reduction potential, and how well the work is planned.

Implementation of the selection criteria will result in a program that uses the best technical expertise,
has a high probability of success, and has appropriately involved industry and university partners.
The organizations performing ongoing technical activities will be encouraged to revisit their team
composition to ensure that they have the best teaming arrangement possible. The TFA Technical
Team will facilitate the selection of accountable organizations, supported by the TFA Technical
Review Group, and confirmed by the TFA Management Team.

Three strategy guideposts, or key drivers, characterize the TFA’s performer selection and call for
proposals logic. First, the TFA is committed to engage the “best and brightest™ performers, whether
they are from the public or private sector. Second, in keeping with EM’s interest to gain and
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maintain a commitment to commercialization, the TFA prefers a bias toward private industry.
Lastly, the selection of performers is subject to the practical constraints of opportunity and access to
tank sites and radioactive tank waste samples.

The FY97 program execution guidance represents ongoing, continuing work, as well as new starts.
Continuing work includes work conducted by a principal investigator who has been funded by any
organization within the DOE where the work scope is being transferred to or leveraged by the TFA.
Continuing work may be significantly rescoped to reflect updated site needs or address technical
issues that surfaced in the previous year. For continuing work, the TFA’s philosophy is to retain
performing organizations, provided performance has been satisfactory. Satisfactory performance
measures include successes in meeting scheduled milestones and staying within budget constraints.
Work that has not been satisfactorily performed is considered for reissue to another performer. The
selection process for the performer is the same as if the work was a new start.

For new starts, the first consideration is an assessment of possible constraints. Constraints include
the need for special facilities or equipment, requirements for radioactive wastes, special access,
transportation needs, or urgent time lines that preclude the possibility of a call to industry (~180 days
to place). If no constraints exist, the TFA may elect to solicit industry or academia directly. How-
ever, should constraints exist, the TFA’s default is to offer the work to the national laboratory
system. For unconstrained tasks, the primary consideration is for industry participation.

The TFA’s decision to offer certain work to national laboratories does not preclude eventual
participation by industry and academia. The TFA encourages laboratories to establish outside
partnerships and teaming arrangements. However, the TFA leaves this decision to the performing
laboratory or principal investigator. '

Activity planning is critical to both selection of accountable organizations and FY97 work authoriza-
tion. Activity plans must be prepared in sufficient detail that the organization’s technical and man-
agement capability can_be adequately assessed. The activity plan should address the organization’s
approach for accomplishing the work, a schedule consistent with deliverable and milestone expecta-
tions, and a time-phased distribution of budget. Once the accountable organization is selected and
the activity plan is approved, the plan becomes the basis to measure technical performance and .
accomplishments. The organizations performing ongoing technical activities will also be required to
submit and receive approval of their activity plans. The approved activity plans will be consolidated
into a comprehensive package that depicts the TFA FY97 technical program and will be documented
in the FY97 work plan.

2.5 Review Process

The needs assessment and program recommendation process benefited from the participation and
review of numerous outside experts, users, and stakeholders, including the USG, the TFA Technical
Review Group, and the STCGs.
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The USG was established to provide user input from a site tank waste remediation management per-
spective. It is comprised of senior managers of the four tank site remediation programs and acts as a
board of directors to the TFA Implementation Team. Members have participated in the initial
planning, data collection, and validation phases of the site needs assessment. The USG is respon-
sible for

» providing assistance to the Technology Integration Managers in establishing effective technical
support networks and work locations at the sites and to the Program Integration Manager in
accessing site information on technology drivers, needs, facilities, and programs

» approving the TFA Technical Team’s recommended MYPP before submittal to DOE

« providing active support for transitioning current site-based technology programs to the TFA and
then transferring demonstrated technologies back to these sites.

The TFA Technical Review Group was established to review both the processes and products of the
TFA. It is composed of national and international experts in the field of analytical chemistry and
chemical separations of radionuclides with demonstrated capabilities as effective leaders of technical
groups. The members are also well-connected with the technical community, academia, and industry
to recommend activities and activity performers, where appropriate, into the TFA program. The
TFA Technical Review Group met once to review ongoing work in FY96 and provide guidance for
technical activities to meet needs during the FY97-99 period. It will meet again to review scope
selection, team selection, and activity planning. The objectives of the peer review are to ensure that
1) a technically sound program is planned and executed, 2) the best technical approaches are used,
and 3) the best technology performers are selected.

During FY96, members of the TFA Technical Review Group participated in three separate calls for
proposal evaluations. The group provides the TFA with an unbiased, highly qualified technical
evaluation source. Additionally, the TFA Technical Review Group’s participation in proposal
evaluations keeps the group members involved and up-to-date with TFA activities throughout the
year. The TFA will continue to use members of the review group in proposal evaluations in the
future.

The STCGs will facilitate site reviews of TFA programs and technology deployment at each of the
sites. STCGs are composed of stakeholders, regulators, users, and/or DOE representatives at each of
the four tank sites and are still in the process of forming. Members of the STCGs will coordinate
regulatory and stakeholder interfaces at each of the tank sites and facilitate interactions between
these groups and the TFA Technical Team.
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Table 2.1. High-Impact Needs and Problem Elements

Site Need

Problem Element

169 - Develop “Fly By” NDE Inspection
System/Idaho

363 - Issues with Safe Operation, Decon, and
Removal of Tank End Effectors/Idaho

382 - Develop Real-Time Corrosion Monitoring
Techniques/SRS N

1.1.1.1 Extend Tank Life - Monitor Tank Integrity

601 - Extension of Carbon Steel Tank Life and
Minimizing the Impact to Processing/TFA

1.1.1.2 Avoid Tank Corrosion

514 - Develop Mechanisms and/or Devices to
Passively Ventilate Hydrogen and Other Potentially
Combustible Vapors from HLW Tanks/SRS

1.1.2 Ventilate Tanks

357 - Field Methods for 3D Mapping of Waste
Chemical and Radiological Properties/Oak Ridge

399 - Develop In Situ Sensor to Identify Flammable
Gas Species/Idaho

486 - In Situ Characterization Capability -
(Minilab)/Idaho

531 - Development of Direct/Indirect In Situ Waste
Energetics Measurement Capability/Hanford

532 - Instrumentation to Remotely Monitor Low
(<5 wt%) Waste Moisture Concentrations/Hanford

541 - In Situ Core Drilling-Speciation/Hanford

1.1.3.1 Characterize Waste In Situ

530 - Off Riser Sampling/Hanford

1.1.3.2 Sample Waste

595 - Waste Characterization for Tc/TFA

596 - Waste Characterization Strategy
(Physical/Chemical) to Support Processing
Needs/TFA

1.1.3.3 Analyze Waste

102 - Concentrate Waste - Reducing Water Volume
of DWPF/SRS

303 - DWPF Recycle Stream Flow and
Composition/SRS

309 - Methods for Recycle Minimization/SRS

1.1.4.2 Reduce Recycle Streams

64 - Heel Waste Retrieval - Vehicle/Oak Ridge

187 - Heel Waste Retrieval/Characterization -
LDUA Deployment Systems/Oak Ridge

346 - Bulk Sludge Mobilization and Slurry
Transport - Alternative Mechanical Mobilization
Systems/QOak Ridge

347 - Heel Waste Retrieval - WD&C/Oak Ridge

363 - Issues with Safe Operation, Decon, and
Removal of Tank End Effectors/ldaho

1.2.1.1 Deploy Equipment
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Table 2.1. (contd)

Site Need

Problem Element

364 - Issues with Safe'-Removal, Decon, and
Insertion of Retrieval Devices/Oak Ridge

365 - Issues with Safe Removal, Decon, and
Insertion of Retrieval Devices/SRS

371 - Develop Inspection Technologies for Type
& I Tank Annulus/SRS

423 - Develop Removal Techniques for Mired
Equipment/SRS

445 - Heel Waste Retrieval/Characterization -
LDUA Deployment Systems/Idaho

530 - Off Riser Sampling/Hanford

602 - Develop Strategy, Requirements, and Needs
for Deployment in Tanks/TFA

1.2.1.1 Deploy Equipment (contd)

343 - Bulk Sludge Mobilization and Slurry
Transport - Mix & Mobilize Sludge/Oak Ridge

346 - Bulk Sludge Mobilization and Slurry
Transport - Alternative Mechanical Mobilization
Systems/Oak Ridge

347 - Heel Waste Retrieval - WD&C/Oak Ridge

374 - Develop Simulants/Idaho

375 - Develop Simulants/Oak Ridge

421 - Outline Mix Requirements and Pump
Configuration for Salt Dissolution/Sludge
Removal/SRS

422 - Improve Salt Mining Equipment and
Techniques/SRS

430 - Develop Method to Address Insoluble Solids
in Salt Tanks/SRS

431 - Develop Method to Remove Mixed Salt and
Sludge/SRS

432 - Develop Method to Remove Dry/Hardened
Sludge/SRS

436 - Develop Method to Remove Tank Heels/SRS

439 - Develop Improved Slurry Pumps to Minimize
Addition of Inhibited Water/SRS

448 - Retrieve Calcine From Bins/Idaho

487 - Develop Simulants/SRS

534 - Waste Retrieval Methods Needed for DST
Waste Not Amenable to Advanced Design Mixer
Pump Retrieval/Hanford

535 - SST Retrieval Equipment/System
Development/Hanford

1.2.1.2 Mobilize Bulk and Heel Wastes
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Table 2.1. (contd) -

Site Need

Problem Element

569 - Settle Decant Demonstration for Solid-Liquid
Separations/Hanford

575 - Simulant (Retrieval Process Test Material)
Development/Hanford

1.2.1.2 Mobilize Bulk and Heel Wastes (contd)

343 - Bulk Sludge Mobilization and Slurry
Transport - Mix & Mobilize Sludge/Oak Ridge

346 - Bulk Sludge Mobilization and Slurry
Transport - Alternative Mechanical Mobilization
Systems/Oak Ridge

347 - Heel Waste Retrieval - WD&C/Oak Ridge

374 - Develop Simulants/Idaho

375 - Develop Simulants/Oak Ridge

421 - Outline Mix Requirements and Pump
Configuration for Salt Dissolution/Sludge
Removal/SRS

422 - Improve Salt Mining Equipment and
Techniques/SRS

431 - Develop Method to Remove Mixed Salt and
Sludge/SRS

432 - Develop Method to Remove Dry/Hardened
Sludge/SRS

439 - Develop Improved Slurry Pumps to Minimize
Addition of Inhibited Water/SRS

448 - Retrieve Calcine From Bins/Idaho

487 - Develop Simulants/SRS

534 - Waste Retrieval Methods Needed for DST
Waste Not Amenable to Advanced Design Mixer
Pump Retrieval/Hanford

535 - SST Retrieval Equipment/System
Development/Hanford

575 - Simulant (Retrieval Process Test Material)
Development/Hanford

1.2.1.3 Mix Waste

185 - Bulk Sludge Mobilization and Slurry
.| Transport - Slurry Transport Studies/Oak Ridge

343 - Bulk Sludge Mobilization and Slurry
Transport - Mix & Mobilize Sludge/Oak Ridge

346 - Bulk Sludge Mobilization. and Slurry
Transport - Alternative Mechanical Mobilization
Systems/Oak Ridge

347 - Heel Waste Retrieval - WD&C/Oak Ridge

374 - Develop Simulants/ldaho

375 - Develop Simulants/Oak Ridge

1.2.1.4 Transfer-Waste

TFA Multiyear Program Plan
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Table 2.1. (contd)

Site Need

Problem Element

405 - Develop Improved Pump Testing and
Maintenance Program/SRS

422 - Improve Salt Mining Equipment an
Techniques/SRS .

431 - Develop Method to Remove Mixed Salt and
Sludge/SRS

432 - Develop Method to Remove Dry/Hardened
Sludge/SRS

439 - Develop Improved Slurry Pumps to Minimize
Addition of Inhibited Water/SRS

448 - Retrieve Calcine From Bins/Idaho

487 - Develop Simulants/SRS

575 - Simulant (Retrieval Process Test Material)
Development/Hanford

1.2.1.4 Transfer Waste (contd)

384 - Develop Leak Repair Techniques/SRS

544 - Tank Leak Mitigation Systems/Hanford

1.2.1.5 Detect and Mitigate Leaks

345 - Bulk Sludge Mobilization and Slurry
Transport - In-Line Solids Monitoring/Oak Ridge

482 - On-Line Monitoring Waste Retrieval
Process/Oak Ridge

555 - Real Time Waste Property Measurement
System for Waste Transfer/Hanford

1.2.1.6 Monitor & Control Retrieval Process

594 - Develop Strategy and Method for Managing
Interface Between Functions/TFA

597 - Waste Handling at the Interface with
Retrieval and Immobilization/TFA

1.2.1.7 Integrate Retrieval and Pretreatment
Technology Systems

162 - Retrieval: Robotics, Mixer Pumps, Waste
Dislodging and Conveyance/ldaho

437 - Tank Clean and Closure/SRS

475 - Tank System Closure Demonstration/Oak
Ridge

528 - Tank Closure Demonstration for an Arid
Site/Hanford

1.2.1.8 Mobilize Heel

501 - Alternative Calcination Process
Flowsheet/Idaho

502 - On-Line Process Monitor for Elemental
Analysis of Calcine Product/Idaho

1.2.2.1 Calcine Waste

TFA Multiyear Program Plan
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Table 2.1. (contd)

Site Need

Problem Element

591 - Prevent/Remediate Foaming in Process
Vessels/TFA

597 - Waste Handling at the Interface with
Retrieval and Immobilization/TFA

598 - Waste Chemistry/TFA

1.2.2.3 Prepare Retrieved Waste for Transfer and
Pretreatment

9 - Removal of Undissolved Solids from Tank
Waste & Dissolved Calcine/Idaho

1.2.2.4 Clarify Liquid Stream

97 - Late Wash Precipitate - Clarification of Liquid
Streams/SRS

176 - Liquids/Solids Separations Studies/Oak Ridge

403 - Optimize Transfer Jet Performance/SRS

563 - Demonstrate Filtration for Pretreatment Solid-
Liquid Separations/Hanford

569 - Settle Decant Demonstration for Solid-Liquid
Separations/Hanford

247 - Removal of TRU, Sr, Tc, Cs from Tank
Waste & Dissolved Calcine/Idaho

489 - LLLW Supernatant/Oak Ridge

495 - Sr, Tc, and Ru Removal/Oak Ridge

498 - Source Treatment/Oak Ridge

519 - Evaluate Ion Exchange or Precipitation
Methods to Selectively Remove Cesium from High
Potassium Salts/SRS

533 - Technetium Removal/Hanford

539 - Demonstration of TRU/°Sr Removal/Hanford

562 - Demonstrate Cs Removal for Hanford
Supernatants/Hanford

1.2.2.5 Remove Radionuclides

597 - Waste Handling at the Interface with
Retrieval and Immobilization/TFA

598 - Waste Chemistry/TFA

600 - Reduce Volume of LLW by Sodium Nitrate
Recovery/TFA

1.2.2.8 Prepare Pretreated Waste for
Immobilization

178 - Sludge Separations/Oak Ridge

518 - Develop Counter-Current Decantation
Process for Sludge Washing/SRS

538 - Pretreatment Demonstration for Phase I
Sludges/Hanford

553 - Pretreatment Demonstration for Phase 11
HLW Sludges/Hanford

574 - Continuous Sludge Leaching and Processing
Reactors/Hanford

1.2.2.7 Process Sludge

TFA Multiyear Program Plan

2.13 Section 2 - Process

R AN R NSO XA N A




Table 2.1. (contd)

Site Need

Pr"oblem Element

517 - Develop Electrochemical Treatment of Salt
Solutions for Caustic Recovery and Recycle/SRS

570 - LLW - Separable Phase Organics/Hanford

585 - Cost Effective Caustic Recycle/Hanford

591 - Prevent/Remediate Foaming in Process
Vessels/TFA

597 - Waste Handling at the Interface with
Retrieval and Immobilization/TFA

598 - Waste Chemistry/TFA

599 - Concentration of Sludge Prior to
Immobilization/TFA

1.2.2.8 Prepare Pretreated Waste for
Immobilization

94 - Characterization Methods for Tc-99 and
1-129/0ak Ridge

529 - Waste Acceptance Testing/Hanford

549 - LLW - On-Line Analysis/Hanford

1.2.3.1.1 Monitor & Control LLW Immobilization
Process

593 - Identification of Technology Gaps to Support
Privatization/TFA

594 - Develop Strategy and Method for Managing
Interface Between Functions/TFA

1.2.3.1.2 Prepare LLW Feed

252 - Develop Grout Process for Sodium-Bearing
Waste/Idaho

492 - Waste Form Acceptance/Oak Ridge

493 - Sludge Waste Form Study/Oak Ridge

494 - Sludge Waste Form Demonstration/Oak
Ridge

524 - Evaluate LLW Vitrification as an Alternative
to Saltstone/SRS

1.2.3.1.3 Immobilize LLW Stream

543 - LLW - Offgas Treatment/Hanford

594 - Develop Strategy and Method for Managing
Interface Between Functions/TFA

1.2.3.1.4 Treat LLW Offgas

285 - DWPF Analytical Methods for
Attainment/SRS

287 - Improve DWPF Level Probes/SRS

529 - Waste Acceptance Testing/Hanford

1.2.3.2.1 Monitor & Control HLW Immobilization
Process

189 - Secondary Waste Immobilization Studies/Oak
Ridge

558 - Process for Immobilization of Tc-Rich Waste
Stream/Hanford

567 - Crystalline Silicotitanate in HLW
Glass/Hanford

1.2.3.2.2 Prepare Secondary Waste from
Pretreatment

TFA Multiyear Program Plan
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Table 2.1. (contd)

Site Need . Problem Element

66 - Prepare Melter Feed - Enhance 1.2.3.2.3 Prepare Sludge Feed
Pumping/Mixing/SRS

266 - DWPF Flowsheet Model/SRS

269 - Effects of Irradiation on Precipitate/SRS

310 - Determine Maximum H, Evolution/SRS

316 - Reduce Noble Metal Deposition/SRS

520 - Optimize Waste Loading for DWPF
Glass/SRS

521 - ldentify Alternates to Formic Acid for Melter
Feed Redox Adjustment to Reduce H, and NH;
Formation/SRS

523 - Demonstrate Process for Amalgamation of
Mercury which Results in a Nonhazardous
Waste/SRS '

554 - Waste Loading Optimization for
HLW/Hanford

593 - Identification of Technology Gaps to Support
Privatization/TFA

594 - Develop Strategy and Method for Managing
Interface Between Functions/TFA

1 - Develop HLW Formulations for the High 1.2.3.2.4 Immobilize HLW Stream
Activity Fraction of SBW and Calcine/Idaho

4 - Process Control Limits and Model Development
for Waste Immobilization/Idaho

5- Integrated Demonstration of Immobilization
Equipment/Idaho

315 - Extend Operating Life of DWPF Melter/SRS
316 - Reduce Noble Metal Deposition/SRS

501 - Alternative Calcination Process
Flowsheet/Idaho

542 - Radioactive HLW Vitrification Tests -
Phase I/Hanford .

561 - Radioactive Small-Scale Vitrification
Demonstration (HLW-13)/Hanford

592 - Smaller, Cheaper Melters/TFA
282 - Cold Cap/Offgas Thermodynamics 1.2.3.2.5 Treat HLW Offgas
Model/SRS .

594 - Develop Strategy and Method for Managing
Interface Between. Functions/TFA

169 - Develop “Fly By” NDE Inspection 1.3.1.1 Monitor Tank
System/Idaho
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Table 2.1. (contd)

Site Need Problem Element
445 - Heel Waste Retrieval/Characterization - 1.3.1.2 Characterize Heels
LDUA Deployment Systems/Idaho
165 - Determination of a Generalized Risk-Based 1.3.1.3 Define Closure Criteria
Closure Criteria/ldaho
435 - Determine Zeolite Removal
Requirements/SRS

437 - Tank Clean and Closure/SRS

454 - Stabilization and Closure Analysis Tools/SRS
455 - Establish Clean-Up Standard/Criteria/Oak
Ridge

459 - Data for Closure/SRS

475 - Tank System Closure Demonstration/Oak
Ridge

528 - Tank Closure Demonstration for an Arid
Site/Hanford

382 - Develop Real-Time Corrosion Monitoring
Techniques/SRS

419 - Determine Salt Dissolution Kinetics/SRS

594 - Develop Strategy and Method for Managing
Interface Between Functions/TFA

598 - Waste Chemistry/TFA

500 - In Situ Sludge Treatment Capability 1.3.1.5 Treat Heel In Place
Studies/Oak Ridge
546 - Testing of Capillary Breaks/Hanford 1.3.1.7 Stabilize Tank for Closure

547 - Getter Materials/Hanford

578 - Long-Term Testing of Surface
Barrier/Hanford

529 - Waste Acceptance Testing/Hanford 1.3.2.1 Monitor Waste for Acceptance

540 - Contaminant Release from Waste 1.3.2.2 Determine Performance of Waste Form
Form/Hanford

545 - In Situ Testing of LLW Glass
Release/Hanford

590 - Establish Waste Acceptance for Idaho
Grout/TFA

87 - Manage Disposal of Tank Farm Failed 1.3.2.3 Provide Disposal System
Equipment/SRS

462 - Close LLW Storage Vaults/SRS

482 - On-Line Monitoring Waste Retrieval
Process/Oak Ridge

546 - Testing of Capillary Breaks/Hanford
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Table 2.1. (contd)

Site Need Problem Element
547 - Getter Materials/Hanford 1.3.2.3 Provide Disposal System (contd)
578 - Long-Term Testing of Surface ’
Barrier/Hanford
589 - Need for Consistent Waste Acceptance
Criteria for Private Vendors/TFA
DST double-shell tank
DWPF Defense Waste Processing Facility (at Savannah River Site)
HLW high-level waste : .
Idaho Idaho National Engineering Laboratory
LDUA Light-Duty Utility Arm
NDE nondestructive evaluation
Oak Ridge Oak Ridge Reservation
SBW .sodium-bearing waste
SRS Savannah River Site
SST ' single-shell tank
TFA Tanks Focus Area
WD&C Waste Dislodging and Conveyance

TFA Multiyear Program Plan 2.17 Section 2 - Process
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Section 3 - TFA Technical Program

This section describes the assumptions and recommendations for a nationwide technology program
that addresses high-impact, multisite needs associated with DOE’s baseline approach for remediating
and closing tanks. It provides an overview of the program, including technical strategies, and tables
that summarize the problem elements of the TFA program (with their problems, solution paths, and
deliverables) and the recommended program budget.

3.1 TFA Technical Program Overview

In FY95, the TFA developed the organizational and technical basis for a nationally integrated tech-
nology program. During FY96, the TFA more fully developed its understanding of DOE complex-.
wide tanks remediation issues, as well as the sites, users, and stakeholders. This MYPP reflects the
TFA’s transition from a programmatic or budged-based program to one that is more soundly needs
driven.

This year’s process of actually collecting site needs essentially remained the same as last year. The
process is described in the TFA FY 1996 Site Needs Assessment (TFA 1996). However, the TFA
revamped its process of constructing a technology development program from those needs. Problem
elements replaced the technical elements that were used last year as the superstructure linking site
needs to program formulation. The problem elements present a more compact, understandable, and
process- and systems-oriented foundation. The site needs assessment (see Section 2) produced high-
impact needs that were placed within the problem element structure, and together defined the TFA’s
objective to meet the fundamental DOE remediation objectives of reducing technical, programmatic,
or Environmental Safety & Health risks and reducing the overall cost of remediation.

Programmatically, the TFA entered FY95 heavily mortgaged, with the program organized into

a) “early win” tasks that had the prospect of delivery within 1 to 3 years to address immediate uncer-
tainties in site baselines, b) “enhancements” to significantly improve remediation baselines by
reducing costs and risks over the remediation life cycle, and c) “longer term/high-payoff solutions”
to provide alternatives to the baseline technical approach. During the past year, the program enjoyed
success in all three areas. Yet, more dramatic is the TFA’s ongoing shift from a predominantly
mortgaged program to one that is more responsive and flexible to site needs. The development of
TFA’s “right program” reflects this shift.

The “right program” concept began with the site needs assessment. The TFA examined closely all
site needs submitted, developed a needs prioritization process and applied it, identified relationships
between needs, and proposed technical responses to needs. With a shrinkirig mortgage base, the
TFA was able to address site needs more broadly and deeply than before. The TFA developed and
proposed an FY98 program (called the “right program”™) equal to what must be done to effectively,
efficiently, and safely remediate tank wastes.

TFA Multiyear Program Plan 3.1 Section 3 - TFA Technical Program
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Essential to carrying site needs through to program development was the creation of problem ele-
ments. By describing the full range of high-level tank waste remediation subjects, the problem
elements support a program that is responsive to important tank remediation needs, either because of
the needs’ urgency and scope to a single site or for multisite benefit. The TFA assumes that EM-30
and EM-40 programs will continue to respond to high-priority site-specific problems. Therefore, the
TFA must remain cognizant of tank technology needs and activities across the complex and continue
to provide data relevant to complex-wide processing requirements and conditions so that technical
solutions applicable at one site will benefit others. Table 3.1 lists the problem elements of the TFA.

3.2 Strategy for Technology Development

In Table 3.1, problem elements shown in bold are those in which TFA is making investments in
FY97 and beyond. Figure 3.1 illustrates relationship between these problem elements and a generic
tank remediation flowsheet. This figure depicts the systems approach taken by the TFA in devel-
opi'ng a responsive program that provides integrated technology solutions to key user problems. The
figure identifies the scope of work to be conducted by the TFA or in conjunction with the TFA.
Hence, work conducted through the crosscut, industry, university, other focus areas, and user pro-
grams as well as the TFA managed program is included. The TFA tasks are further identified by
Technical Task Plan number for work to be conducted in FY97.

In Section 3.3.1, the technical strategy behind these investments for each of the problem elements is
described. With a few notable exceptions, the general technology development strategy for the TFA
is to acquire technology and prepare it for deployment in the operating environment. Preparation for
deployment either involves 1) demonstration and data acquisition for the user to support decisions
and flowsheet development or 2) deployment, testing, and transfer of new technology to the user for
continued operation. Technology is acquired either from industry, EM-50 crosscutting programs,
university programs, international programs, other focus areas, or user programs. This second situa-
tion arises when one site has successfully used a technology and with some adaptation a second site
can also use the technology. TFA supports the technology adaptation and transfer in these situations.
The technologies that the TFA will acquire from industry and the other EM-50 programs are listed in
the appropriate problem elements in Appendix B and are identified briefly in each of the problem
elements in this section. As the EM Science Program matures, the TFA will also look for technology
and science developments that can be transferred.

The exceptions to this overall strategy of technology acquisition and preparation for deployment
include retrieval process development, sludge processing, and HLW form and process development.
Currently, EM-50 does not have crosscutting programs to address these aspects of tank remediation,
because the science and technology needed for these areas is specific to tanks. Therefore, the TFA
does invest in these areas to bring less mature technology concepts forward for future deployment
and technology transfer. These investments are included in the description of the problem elements
in Section 3.3.1. '
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1.2.1.7

1.2.1.8
1.2.2

1.2.2.1
1.2.2.2
1.2.2.3

- 1.2.2.4

1.2.2.5
1.2.2:6

1.2.2.7
1.2.2.8

1.2.2.9

1.2.3
1.2.3.1

Table 3.1. Problem Element Structure®

Problem Element

Remediate Tanks

Store Waste

Extend Tank Life

Monitor Tank Integrity

Avoid Tank Corrosion
Remediate Loss of Tank Integrity
Ventilate Tanks

Characterize Waste .
Characterize Waste In Situ
Sample Waste

Analyze Waste

Reduce Waste Volume

Reduce Source Streams

Reduce Recycle Streams
Process Waste

Retrieve Waste

Deploy Equipment

Mobilize Bulk and Heel Wastes

~ Mix Waste

Transfer Waste

Detect and Mitigate Leaks
Monitor & Control Retrieval
Process .

Integrate Retrieval and
Pretreatment Technology Systems
Mobilize Heel v
Pretreat Waste

Calcine Waste

Dissolve Waste

Prepare Retrieved Waste for
Transfer and Pretreatment
Clarify Liquid Stream
Remove Radionuclides
Integrate Pretreatment and LLW
Immobilization Technology Systems
Process Sludge

Prepare Pretreated Waste for
Immobilization

Monitor & Control Pretreatment
Process

Immobilize Waste

Process LLW

1.2.3.23

1.2.3.2.4
1.2.3.2.5

1.3

1.3.1

1.3.1.1
1.3.1.2
1.3.1.3
1.3.14
1.3.1.5
1.3.1.6
1.3.1.7
1.3.1.8
1.3.2

1.3.2.1
1.3.2.2

1.3.23
1.3.3

1.3.3.1
1332

Problem Element

Monitor & Control LLW
Immobilization Process
Prepare LLW Feed
Immobilize LLW Stream
Treat LLW Offgas

Dispose of LLW

Process HLW

Monitor & Control HLW
Immobilization Process
Prepare Secondary Waste from
Pretreatment

Prepare Sludge Feed
Immobilize HLW Stream
Treat HLW Offgas

Store Waste Forms and Close
Tanks

Close Tanks

Monitor Tank

Characterize Heels

Define Closure Criteria
Treat Supernate In Place
Treat Heel in Place

Detect Leaks

Stabilize Tank for Closure .
Monitor Site

Dispose of LLW

Monitor Waste for Acceptance
Determine Performance of Waste
Form

Provide Disposal System
Store and Dispose HLW
Provide Interim Storage HLW
Provide Shipping Facilities

(a) Bold problem elements are those in which TFA is making investments in FY97 and beyond.
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The problem elements were developed around key needs identified by one or more user sites for
which either large cost reductions or a higher probability for successfully meeting site remediation
goals could be achieved. The level and type of technology development investment within each of
the problem elements reflects the general approach that TFA is taking. Namely, the TFA invest-
ments support current DOE strategy for remediating tanks. This strategy includes waste retrieval and
processing to produce low-level waste (LLW) forms for disposal onsite and HLW forms for disposal
in a repository. This tank remediation strategy is the basis for Federal Facility Compliance Agree-
ments at the four tank sites. However, the technology development investments are also applicable
to alternative approaches and strategies that could be selected by DOE and site stakeholders in the
future. The relationship between the technical development investments supporting the current
strategy and potential alternative strategies for tank remediation is discussed in Section 3.3.2.

3.3 Technical Strategies by Problem Element

Problem Element 1.1.1 Extend Tank Life. Regardless of the remediation strategy eventually
selected by each site, the tank life for most of the tanks will be exceeded by the time remediation is
complete. Therefore, methods to slow the rate of corrosion that leads to loss of tank integrity could
significantly reduce the risk of releases. Moreover, there are already tanks known or suspected to
leak for which methods to determine the extent and location of leakage will provide a better basis for
selecting monitoring, retrieval, and closure strategies. Therefore, the TFA is investing in this prob-
lem area. Specifically, investments are being made in tools for monitoring tank integrity (Problem
Element 1.1.1.1) and methods to avoid corrosion (Problem Element 1.1.1.2).

The technical strategy for developing corrosion monitoring tools encompasses both monitoring
devices to determine corrosion rates and in-tank inspection tools to identify and locate potential
points for leakage before beginning retrieval operations. Measuring corrosion rates allows operators
to forecast potential loss of tank integrity and to take preventive measures in time. The baseline
technology is the use of coupons (i.e., small samples) to measure corrosion rates. This method
requires recovery of the coupons from tank to make corrosion rate measurements. Understanding
where leakage may occur allows operations to select appropriate retrieval tools and define mining
strategies that reduce the potential for releases. The baseline technology is the use of cameras that
are lowered through a riser with lights to visually inspect. This method is limited to visual inspec-
tion. Specific technologies supported by TFA to replace the baseline techniques include

» electrochemical noise corrosion monitor, which is deployed through a tank riser, for use at SRS

» nondestructive examination end effector to be deployed by the Light-Duty Utility Arm (LDUA)
at Idaho Chemical Processing Plant.

The technical strategy for developing methods to avoid corrosion includes both near- and longer-
term approaches. In the near term, the strategy is to adapt commercial monitors to better control the
current method for avoiding corrosion, the addition of inhibitor water.
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Inhibitor water is added to tank wastes to maintain the ratios of NOy/NO,/OH which reduce corrosion
rates. A monitor to detect the ratio of NO,/NO,/OH in tank liquids can be used to control the volume
of inhibitor water added to tanks during either waste storage or in-tank processing. This water
increases the overall volume of HLW and LLW that.must be processed and disposed. Thus,
reducing inhibitor water volume reduces waste processing and disposal costs. The first deployment
of this monitor, which will which be acquired from industry, is scheduled for SRS tanks.

The longer-term strategy for avoiding corrosion in tanks includes identification and demonstration of
passive systems to reduce corrosion rates. Recent lessons learned in other industries will be eval-
uated to develop and provide alternative methods for avoiding tank corrosion without adding excess
water or chemicals that would add to the volume of waste requiring processing and disposal. These
systems could be deployed at Hanford and SRS once tailored to these sites’ operational

requirements.

Problem Element 1.1.3 Characterize Waste. Waste characterization is required for safe storage of
waste as well as designing effective retrieval, pretreatment, and immobilization systems to process
waste. Moreover, waste characterization, along with tank integrity determination discussed in the
previous section, helps stakeholders define closure requirements for tanks, including the degree to
which tank waste must be retrieved or treated in place. The TFA is investing in tools and methods to
characterize waste in situ (Problem Element 1.1.3.1), sample waste (Problem Element 1.1.3.2), and
analyze waste (Problem Element 1.1.3.3).

The technical strategy for developing in situ waste characterization technology is to adapt analytical
methods designed for use in hot cells for deployment in systems such as a cone penetrometer or
LDUA. The cone penetrometer deployment platform has the advantagé of providing sludge
rheology data while also obtaining moisture and speciation data. The LDUA deployment platform
has.the advantage of collecting and analyzing samples from the vapor, liquid, or soft sludge phases at
off-riser locations. The baseline technology for waste characterization is supernate sampling devices
or coring techniques to remove a sludge core followed by full analysis of core samples at an analyti-
cal chemistry laboratory. A reduction in cost and schedule can be achieved with in situ characteriza-
tion techniques. Specific technologies supported by TFA for in situ characterization to replace or
augment the coring/analysis approach include

« incorporation of a Raman probe into a 35-ton cone penetrometer for use at Hanford

« development of a minilab end effector for the LDUA to measure safety and retrieval process
related characteristics of tanks at Idaho Chemical Processing Plant

The technical strategy for developing waste sampling technology is to extend the use of currently
available sampling devices used for below-riser operations to off-riser operations and to adapt
commercially available systems for use in a radioactive environment. Specific technologies or
activities supported by TFA include

» use of gripper end effector for LDUA to move currently used sampling devices to off-riser
locations in Tanks 104-AX and 106-C at Hanford (part of Hanford Tanks Initiative)
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« evaluation of an as-yet-to-be-selected commercial device that is simpler to deploy than the
LDUA and can be used for off-riser sampling in Hanford tanks (through Characterization,
Monitoring, and Sensors Technology Crosscutting Program)

» simple “flop-arm™ samplers for use in Tanks 19 and 20 at SRS.

The technical strategy for developing waste analysis technology is to provide scanning techniques
that allow rapid determination of whether or not a core sample must undergo full analysis. The
window of opportunity for deploying and using these techniques at Hanford to meet the site charac-
terization activities is between FY96 and FY00. Therefore, the technologies selected are either
commercially available and adapted to this application or near final development stages so that
deployment can be accelerated to meet near-term schedules for transferring technology to the users.
In FY96, a near infrared scanning device to detect moisture was transferred to Hanford. In FY97,
transfer of the LA/MS for elemental and radioisotopic analysis will be completed. After FY97, the
TFA will support-through the Robotics Program-automation of the scanning devices if usage
warrants.

Problem Element 1.1.4.2 Reduce Recycle Streams. Tank farms are still receiving wastes even
though many major mission operations have ceased at most of the sites. Some of these wastes are or
will be generated from decontamination and decommissioning (D&D) operations or from tank-to-
tank transfer to solve various types of waste storage problems or from tank waste processing opera-
tions. An example of the latter situation is the recycle stream from the Defense Waste Processing
Facility at SRS. Removal of dilute concentrations of cesium, solids, and mercury from this stream
would allow it to be processed through the site’s water treatment plants for release through a
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permitted outfall rather than being recycled to the
tank farms for reprocessing through the plant. There is no baseline technology for treating this
stream; it is simply added back to the tanks for storage and eventual reprocessing through the
Defense Waste Processing Facility.

The technical strategy for addressing this problem is to assemble a treatment train of commercially
available technologies to meet the waste acceptance criteria for the SRS’s liquid effluent treatment
plant. The TFA will-evaluate the use of a compact processing unit concept to avoid large capital
expenditures on new facilities. The TFA will also evaluate options for reducing mercury concentra-
tion in this stream, which would reduce the complexity of the treatment train. (See Problem Element
1.2.3.2.5 Treat HLW Offgas.)

Problem Element 1.2.1.1 Deploy Equipment. There are many in-tank activities required to con-
tinue safe waste storage operations and to begin tank remediation and closure actions. There were 18
different needs identified by the users in FY96 alone. Responding to these needs is complicated by
the fact that activities range from use in the tank annuli, to the tank head space, and to the waste both
below and at off-riser locations. Furthermore, the configuration of the tank internals can vary sig-
nificantly from complicated in-tank evaporator coils to relatively open space, but with a limited
number of available risers through which to insert or remove tools or monitors. In some applica-
tions, precise placement is required whereas in other applications long reach is required. In-tank
activities range from insertion of devices, to in-tank or in-annuli operations such as inspection,
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characterization, retrieval, or treatment, to safe removal and decontamination of mired equipment.
The most typical approach used at the sites today is limited to manual, below riser insertion.

The technical strategy for development of deployment systems for various in-tank operations is to
complete deployments of newly available technology, to identify simpler systems for future deploy-
ment, and to provide tools to detect obstructions during deployment. The newly available technolog-
ies include the LDUA developed through EM-50 and the Houdini vehicle system developed by
industry and procured through industry programs. First deployments of the LDUA systems will be
completed at Hanford and ORR in FY96 and FY97, respectively. INEL’s first deployment is
tentatively scheduled for FY98. In addition, specific missions defined by the user for the closure of
tanks at Hanford (i.e., Hanford Tanks Initiative) will require some adaptation of the baseline LDUA
control system and adaptation of end effectors for new duties in FY97. Future development of any
end effectors or updates to the LDUA system will be pursued as user missions become better defined
and user requests for adaptation to the baseline system are made.

First deployment of a vehicle-based system is scheduled for early FY97 at ORR in the gunite tanks.
This vehicle is being provided by the Industry and Robotics Crosscut Programs. The Robotics
Program is also providing a characterization end effector; and the TFA is providing a retrieval end
effector, for the vehicle or LDUA deployment platforms (see Problem Element 1.2.1.2). This
vehicle is anticipated to be used in tanks without cooling coils on the bottom with either relatively
shallow soft sludges or with hard sludges. Moreover, a combination of an arm and a vehicle may
prove most effective.

New deployment approaches or systems will be provided after a systematic evaluation of all the in-
tank operations planned between FY96 and FY00across the complex. This evaluation will include
definition with the user of the performance requirements to meet these needs. Working with the
Robotics and Industry Programs, the TFA will adapt existing systems or develop new systems as
needed that are more sophisticated than the current below-riser operations and less complex that the
LDUA system. An example of a possible early development activity in this area is the addition of a
control system (from the Robotics Program) to the borehole miner technology (identified and used
through the TFA) used to break up heels in tanks for better characterization or for retrieval of that
heel. The borehole miner is commercially available but is manually operated. With the addition of a
simple control system, more sophisticated mining strategies could be implemented, enhancing the
value of this relatively simple device in heel breakup. A possible early application could be Tank 19
at SRS where a zeolite heel must be broken up to obtain adequate characterization data to determine
tank closure requireménts. -

Finally, commercial sensors for in-tank survey of metal obstructions in sludge and in the cross-sec-
tional area under the tank riser will be obtained for demonstration through the Characterization,
Monitoring, and Sensors Technology Program. This technology will help operators avoid collisions
during insertion of mixing pumps, analytical trees, or other in-tank hardware.

Problem Element 1.2.1.2 Mobilize Bulk and Heel Waste. Bulk tank wastes are mobilized and
mixed before removal from the tanks. These wastes are either supernates with sludge that must be
resuspended before transfer or saltcake that must be dissolved and transferred. The baseline
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technologies for bulk waste retrieval at Hanford, SRS, and INEL are mixer pumps coupled with
transfer jets. The mixer pumps, however, are expensive and have two operating problems that, if
solved, would significantly reduce cost and improve efficiency of operation. First, leaking seals
introduce water into the tank waste, increasing overall waste volumes that must be processed.
Moreover, leaking seals cause out-of-specification feed to be delivered to the process. Second,
improving of the effective mixing radius of the mixer pumps would reduce the number of pumps
required and hence, the capital, operating, and maintenance costs for these expensive pumps.

After the bulk waste has been removed, many tanks have a heel remaining. In some cases, the heel is
soft, but could not be removed due to depth limitations of the transfer jets. In other cases, the heels
are very hard and difficult to breakup and remove. The amount of material that can be left in a tank
is directly related to the closure criteria. The baseline technology for heel removal is past-practice
sluicing in which water is sprayed at the surface of the heel at low pressures. This practice intro-
duces large volumes of water that must be processed and for tanks that are known or suspected to
leak, introduces a higher risk for release of tank waste during retrieval.

The technical strategy for bulk waste removal is directed at both enhancements and alternatives to
mixer pumps. The enhancement activity focuses on TFA supporting users at Hanford and SRS in
testing and analyzing test data on the advanced mixer pump(s) which was designed and procured in
FY96. In parallel, alternative mixing technologies are being readied for demonstration to compare
against the baseline performance of the existing and advanced mixer pumps. These alternatives
include the following;:

e pulsed air systems developed by industry (i.e., Pulsair) to suspend solids before transfer

» fluidic systems developed and used in the United Kingdom (through the International Program/
AEA Technologies) to suspend and transfer solids at SRS and ORR’s Bethel Valley Evaporator
Storage Tanks

» modified density gradient techniques coupled with low flow rate pumps for saltcake dissolution
and removal from Tank 41 at the SRS (low flowrate pumps from International Program/AEA
Technologies) '

» Russian retrieval technology (International Programs/Minatom).

The technical strategy for heel retrieval is directed at both confined sluicing and enhanced or alterna-
tive sluicing devices and processes. Confined sluicing is designed for heel retrieval from tanks in
which only low volumes of water can be safely introduced (i.e., leaking or potentially leaking tanks)
and both medium or high pressures can be used. These devices are typically designed for deploy-
ment with either arms or vehicles. Two of these technologies supported by the TFA are
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» Confined Sluicing End Effector (CSEE) (from Waterjet Technologies Inc., designed by
University of Missouri - Rolla) for use in ORR gunite tanks for relatively soft sludge heel
removal and INEL tanks at Idaho Chemical Processing Plant for heel retrieval around coils at
tank bottom

» Light-Weight Scarifier (from Waterjet Technologies Inc.) for hard sludge heel removal.

Enhancements and alternatives to past-practice sluicing are designed for heel breakup for characteri-
zation or removal from tanks in which larger volumes of water can be safely added at medium pres-
sures. The approach is to develop mining strategies for these systems, improve nozzle designs
currently used by industry to meet performance requirements, and to demonstrate simple systems
that are rapid and inexpensive to deploy.

An alternative sluicing technology supported by TFA is the borehole miner (from Waterjet Tech-
nologies Inc.) which will first be used on Tank 19 at SRS to breakup a zeolite heel for characteriza-
tion to support tank closure.

An enhanced sluicing systems supported by TFA includes enhanced nozzle and sweep design of
current system for Hanford.

One of the areas in which TFA supports retrieval technology development and demonstration is
simulant development and cataloging. Simulants are needed to evaluate alternatives and develop
new approaches because large, undisturbed samples cannot be taken from the tanks. Maintaining
pedigreed simulants allows 1) useful comparisons between alternative retrieval methodologies and
2) development of meaningful mining strategies. .

Problem Element 1.2.1.5 Detect and Mitigate Leaks. There are approximately 90 tanks known or
suspected to have leaked in the EM system to date. Before the remediation of tanks is completed
across the complex, the life of. most tanks will be exceeded. The TFA is investing in methods to
avoid leaks and extend tank life as discussed under Problem Element 1.1.1. Nonetheless, for those
tanks that have already leaked, technologies for tank waste removal with minimal environmental
impact is needed. ‘

The technical strategy for leak detection and mitigation is to provide both retrieval methods that
avoid leakage by controlling and minimizing water addition as described in Problem Element 1.2.1.2
and leak detection devices that can provide rapid data output to guide retrieval operations. The
baseline technology for leak detection measures liquid level of the waste in tanks during retrieval.
Liquid level can be affected by the retrieval operation and is only accurate to tens of thousands .
(10,000s) of gallons of leaked waste. Moreover, the location of the leaks cannot be determined with
the current baseline technology. The TFA is supporting deployment of Electrical Resistance
Tomography which can be rapidly and inexpensively deployed with a cone penetrometer. Electrical
Resistance Tomography is a Characterization, Monitoring, and Sensors Technology-developed
technology that can detect leaks to hundreds of gallons and identify the location of the leaks. First
deployment is scheduled for the Hanford Site.
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The challenge for deployment and use of this technology is development of leak detection require-
ments by the user with stakeholder input and definition by this same group of options for follow-on
actions if a leak is detected during operations.

A secondary technical strategy for leak mitigation is directed at repairing or containing leaks. This
strategy will be explored if the primary approach of leak avoidance and detection is unsatisfactory to
the users and stakeholders and there is a high enough demand for these techniques. Hence, startup of
a task in this area will be delayed until the performance requirements are better defined and a cost-
benefit analysis can be completed. At that time, the approach is to first explore experience of non-
nuclear industries.

Problem Element 1.2.1.6 Monitor and Control Retrieval Process. During waste retrieval opera-
tions, slurries are transferred from the tanks through transfer lines to another storage tank or a
process tank in preparation for pretreatment activities. Transfer line pluggage is a concern for opera-
tions. Moreover, particle size and weight percent solids impact the efficiency of the downstream
pretreatment operations. Therefore, the physical properties of the retrieved waste must meet certain
operational requirements for retrieval and pretreatment operations to be successful. These physical
properties include flow rate, viscosity, weight percent solids, and particle size distribution. Monitors
that can provide these data are needed. In recent tests at Hanford, it was shown that currently
available monitors could measure flow rate and viscosity (at least qualitatively); however, weight
percent solid and particle size distribution could not be measured with currently available monitors.
Therefore, the baseline technique is to sample slurried waste before transfer and conduct out-of-tank
analysis.

The technical strategy for retrieval process monitoring is both to improve sampling techniques which
enhance the current baseline technology and to provide alternative on-line slurry monitoring. To
improve sampling, simple methods that remove a homogenous and representative aliquot of slurry
from a transfer line must be tested. To provide alternatives, on-line slurry monitors that are able to
provide real-time, quantitative data on viscosity, weight percent solids, and particle size distribution
must be developed. The folldwing activities are supported by TFA:

* demonstration of a sampling device initially designed for use at SRS (International Program/
AEA Technologies) '

» preparation and downselection of several types of on-line slurry monitors for downselect testing
(joint Characterization, Monitoring, and Sensors Technology and TFA)

« demonstration of on-line monitor(s) during retrieval of Bethel Valley Evaporator Storage Tanks
at ORR and during Tank 106-C heel removal at Hanford.

Problem Element 1.2.1.7 Integrate Retrieval and Pretreatment Technology Systems. One of
the TFA’s programmatic goals is to deliver integrated technology systems to meet key user prob-
lems. Meeting this goal requires that the TFA systematically evaluate impacts of technology
selection and development between functional areas such as retrieval and pretreatment. For exam-
ple, the selection of a retrieval technology by a user is based on the waste type, the degree to which

-
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the tank waste must be removed to meet tank closure requirements, and retrieval performance
requirements such as removal rate, deployability, maintainability, and cost. The retrieval system,
however, should also take into consideration the downstream pretreatment process requirements such
as particle size distribution and weight percent solids. These properties affect the rate at which solids
can be removed during solid-liquid separations and the efficiency of leaching and washing sludges.
The TFA strives to identify data and technology gaps between retrieval and pretreatment that are
needed for these types of considerations.

The technical strategy taken by the TFA to provide databases and simple decision analysis tools for
retrieval and pretreatment technologies that can be used for a systematic evaluation of options. The
databases would include available performance and engineering data for technologies currently in the
sites’ baselines, for technologies being developed and tested through EM-50 or user programs, and
for technologies used commercially (i.e., mining and oil industry for retrieval tools and mining and
chemical industry for pretreatment tools). Moreover, data from international experience (e.g., United
Kingdom and Russia) will also be included. These tools.will be used by the TFA to identify gaps in
data and technology for program planning and will support transfer of new technologies to users by
providing data needed to evaluate retrieval and pretreatment systems in an integrated manner. .

Problem Element 1.2.2.1 Calcine Waste. Calcining blended acidic wastes for interim storage has
been the baseline technology for INEL’s tank waste stored at the Idaho Chemical Processing Plant.
The remaining wastes, however, are higher in sodium and the waste stream with which they have
been blended in the past to reduce the sodium concentration is no longer available. Therefore, the
current calcination process must be modified so that a product that meets performance requirements
is produced.

The technical strategy for calcining wastes is to provide an integrated technology solution that
contains both an improved process and the corresponding process monitor. The process will
incorporate either chemical destruction of the nitrates or higher calcination temperatures. The user
program will pursue the higher temperature option, while TFA will evaluate the sugar additive
method of denitration. The monitor will adapt technology developed through Diagnostic Instrument
Analytical Laboratory and Characterization, Monitoring, and Sensors Technology Program to moni-
tor hydrocarbons and elemental species such as sodium, aluminum, iron, calcium, fluorine, and
potassium, and Resource Conservation and Recovery Act metals to control process upsets and
identify out-of-specification combination of compounds.

Problem Element 1.2.2.3 Prepare Retrieved Waste for Transfer and Pretreatment. Physical
and chemical properties of tank wastes impact the efficiency of retrieval, and pretreatment. The
physical properties include viscosity, weight percent solids, and particle size distribution. These
properties can be affected by the chemical characteristics of the waste including speciation, pH, ionic
strength, and the presence of a separable-phase organic layer. Various chemical combinations can
lead to gelation which will adversely impact fluid transfer (i.c., plug lines, and settle-decant rates).
lonic strength and pH can affect particle size and aggregation which can lead to the formation of
colloidal material which can adversely affect settle-decant as well as downstream supernate and
sludge processing. Separable-phase organic compounds may cause the partitioning of some consti-
tuents that can impact radionuclide removal efficiencies. A better understanding of the effects of
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these properties on both transfer and pretreatment process efficiency is needed to ensure selection of
appropriate performance requirements during retrieval operations.

The technical strategy is to develop an understanding of impacts of chemical and physical conditions
of the waste on rheology and process chemistry. Particular emphasis will be placed on dry, hardened
sludges and combinations of saltcake and sludges. Specifically, conditions which affect bulk trans-
port properties will be determined and translated to process requirements for retrieved waste. These
requirements may in turn lead to the need for

* in-tank waste tools such as grinders to control particle size

* dissolution conditions that avoid tank corrosion while resulting in waste streams that can be
efficiently processed

 recommendations on blending to improve downstream process efficiency
* organic destruction requirements.
The TFA will support the following activities to better understand the operating requirements:

* evaluation of the affects of physical and chemical conditions on slurry rheology for Hanford,
ORR, and SRS waste types at Florida International University

« evaluation of a sludge storage model provided by the Russians through Minatom to obtain
insights into sludge aging

* development of retrieval waste process requirements with users at Hanford, ORR, and SRS

* demonstration of in-tank or in-line grinders for adjustment of the physical properties of retrieved
waste before transfer, especially cross-site transfer of wastes (Industry Programs)

* in conjunction with sludge processing work conducted under Problem Element 1.2.2.7 Process
Sludge, development of recommendations on blending of tank wastes or sludges and supernates
to avoid adverse transfer or pretreatment processing conditions such as gelation

* in conjunction with sludge processing work conducted under Ptoblem Element 1.2.2.7 Process
Sludge, and new work in Efficient Separations and Processing directed at slurry processing,
development of recommendations on retrieval process water composition requirements that
avoid adverse process conditions.

As the EM science program matures, the TFA anticipates that scientific studies conducted through
that program will also have relevance to these issues.

Problem Element 1.2.2.4 Clarify Liquid Streams. After retrieval, the wastes must be separated
into supernate and sludge streams to reduce the volume of material going to the vitrification process.
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The baseline technology for this solid-liquid separation is.settle-decant. The efficiency and rate of
the settle-decant operations, however, does not appear adequate for many of the waste streams. For
example, carryover of small particulates in the Hanford supernates may lead to LLW that exceeds the
waste acceptance criteria for TRU and strontium which tend to associate with these fine solids.
Moreover, small particulates may clog ion exchange columns used to remove cesium and technetium
from supernates to meet LLW acceptance criteria. Therefore, methods to ensure clarification of
liquids is needed to meet process requirements for pretreatment and LLW immobilization.

The technical strategy for clarification of liquidé is three-fold: complete collection of data on base-
line at Hanford, demonstrate techniques to enhance the baseline, and provide process flexibility
through compact processing units. The baseline process for Hanford is settle-decant without active
filtration. Data for settle-decant operations are being developed on actual wastes at Hanford through
the user program with some technical support from TFA. Enhancements to settle-decant include
active filtration to remove fine particulates from the supernate. Crossflow filtration, which is com-
mercially available, has been selected as the filtration system for demonstration based on experience
gained at SRS over the last decade. Active filtration is being demonstrated on actual wastes at
Hanford, ORR, and INEL.

o Hanford - evaluate crossflow filtration on a range of Hanford waste types which differ in
physical properties from those at SRS and ORR (hot cell scale unit being used)

» INEL - obtain performance data on crossflow filtration at to remove undissolved solids from
acid waste and to evaluate regeneration with back pulse or non-acid wash (hot cell scale unit
being used) '

« ORR - obtain operational experience on a larger scale system by preparing gunite tank wastes
for cross-site transfer.

Enhancements to the current crossflow filtration technology are also being supported by TFA and
include :

« evaluation of Russian alternative filter units for use in crossflow filtration systems (International
Program/Minatom)

« identification of alternative filter units for crossflow filtration that avoid generation of waste
cartridges (Industry Programs).

The third element of the TFA technical strategy is the development of compact processing units for
active filtration. Compact processing units have the advantage of being located near the point of
usage and can be scaled to handle smaller capacities to provide flexibility in pretreatment operations.
Experience from international work will be used as much as possible (i.e., AEA Technologies).

Problem Element 1.2.2.5 Remove Radionuclides. Supernate processing is used by Hanford,
INEL, and SRS to reduce the levels of cesium, technetium, strontium, or TRU to meet LLW disbosal
requirements on-site. These requirements are established through performance-assessment of the
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LLW disposal facility. For ORR, cesium removal is required to meet waste acceptance criteria
established by the Nevada Test Site for LLW. The baseline technology at SRS is in-tank precipi-
tation with tetraphenylborate. A cost-effective alternative to tetraphenylborate, especially for high
phosphate streams, is being explored. The baseline technology at INEL is expected to be solvent
extraction; however, these processes have not been demonstrated on actual INEL wastes. The base-
line technology for Hanford is-still being determined, but ion exchange is most typically used for
flowsheet development. The baseline technology for ORR is ion exchange.

In general, the technical strategy for radionuclide removal is built around developing and demon-
strating processes and process equipment using actual wastes for collection of performance and
engineering data. The TFA is acquiring process technology from the Efficient Separations and
Processing Program and the International Program using both AEA Technologies and Russian tech-
nology provided through Minatom. In addition, the TFA is using commercially available equipment
for demonstration of these processes configured where possible as compact processing units and
transferring these units to the user programs at the completion of a demonstration. Finally, in keep-
ing with the TFA’s programmatic goal of providing integrated technology solutions, the Charac-
terization, Monitoring, and Sensors Technology Program will being developing process monitors as
part of the process control system and the TFA will ask the Robotics Program to assist in develop-
ment of remote operating systems as needed.

The specific technical strategy for cesium removal from alkaline wastes includes conducting flow
studies using new sorbents on a single waste type (i.e., Melton Valley Storage Tank wastes at ORR)
to evaluate sorbent performance. Results from these flow studies are used to identify the most pro-
mising sorbents which are then evaluated on a broader set of waste types at Hanford and SRS. In
addition, processing systems are being demonstrated on a large enough scale to obtain operating
data. The following technology activities are supported by the TFA for cesium removal in
accordance with this strategy:

» development and testing of new sorbents through the Efficient Separations and Processing

» flow studies on Hanford waste types to evaluate selected sorbents, based on Efficient Separations
and Processing results from new sorbent testing

» demonstration of a compact processing unit with Efficient Separations and Processing-developed
crystalline silicotitanate to process 94,635,29 L (25,000 gal) of Melton Valley Storage Tank
waste (see Problem Element 1.2.3.2.2 for description of strategy for handling cesium-loaded
crystalline silicotitanate as part of the integrated technology solution)

» evaluation of crystalline silicotitanate in an in-tank precipitation process for SRS through
Efficient Separations and Processing in FY97, transferring to TFA in later years where out-of-
tank options will also be evaluated using compact processing unit concept

« development of process monitor to detect and measure cesium in process effluents through the
Characterization, Monitoring, and Sensors Technology Program
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« development of remote systems to change out ion-exchange columns from compact processing
units through the Robotics Program. '

The technical strategy for cesium removal from acidic wastes is to provide performance and engi-
neering data to INEL users on solvent extraction processes to confirm their baseline process
assumptions. The following activities are planned:

« development of a cesium solvent extraction process through the Efficient Separations and
Processing Program

» demonstration of this process on actual waste through TFA.

The technical strategy for technetium removal from Hanford wastes starts with collection of baseline
process-information on commercial anion exchangers and then extends to waste types and process
alternatives for which these anion exchangers cannot be used. The following technology activities
are supported by TFA for technetium removal in order of most mature to least mature technology
reflecting the technical strategy: '

» flow studies on organic-free Hanford wastes using commercially available anion-exchange resins
for removal of technetium in pertechnetate form; data provides a baseline for comparison of
alternatives

» evaluation of chemical or thermal methods to convert non-pertechnetate species found in
organic-bearing Hanford wastes to pertechnetate for removal by commercially available anion-
exchange resins

» engineering development and demonstration on Hanford wastes of an electrochemical method
for technetium removal used in the United Kingdom (International Program/AEA Technologies)

» evaluation of a Russian technology using an inorganic porous matrix for capture and interim
storage of technetium and other species of interest (International Program/Minatom)

« development of alternative approaches for removal of non-pertechnetate species through
Efficient Separations and Processing; additional technetium speciation data will be obtained as
needed for this development

« development of process monitor to detect and measure technetium in process effluents through
the Characterization, Monitoring, and Sensors Technology Program.

The technical strategy for TRU and strontium removal from acidic waste is to provide performance
and engineering data to INEL users on solvent extraction processes to confirm their baseline process
assumptions. The following activities are supported by TFA for removal of TRU and strontium from
acidic wastes demonstration of TRU and strontium solvent extraction processes at the Idaho Chemi-
cal Processing Plant.
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The technical strategy to remove strontium and TRU from alkaline wastes differs for different waste
types at Hanford. For organic-free wastes, active filtration to remove particulates with which these
species associate is being developed (see Problem Element 1.2.2.4 Clarify Liquid for further descrip-
tion). For organic-bearing wastes with complex TRU and strontium, destruction of the organic
compounds in the supernate is being evaluated through the Industry and the International (AEA
Technologies) Programs.

Problem Element 1.2.2.7 Process.Sludge. After solid-liquid separation, the sludge is processed to
remove excess chemical species that either increase the volume of HLW or adversely impact the
performance of the HLW form. Because there is a high cost associated with the number of glass logs
produced, improvements in sludge processing that lead to a reduction in glass logs has a significant
potential for cost reduction during waste processing. Sludge chemistry is complex and users prefer
sludge washing and leaching tests be conducted on actual wastes from their tanks to develop flow-
sheets and process requirements. The baseline technology consists of washing and late washing
steps at SRS; these operations are conducted in tanks in batch operations. Improvements in equip-
ment, such as continuous washing that improves settling characteristics of the washed sludges, could
reduce cost at SRS. Sludge process requirements are not yet defined at ORR, although some of the
TFA work has been conducted historically on Melton Valley Storage Tank sludges giving the site
some data to assist in setting requirements in the future. INEL has little sludge given the acidic
conditions, hence sludge washing is not an issue for that site. Hanford is developing the baseline
process assumptions at this time.

The technical strategy for processing sludge includes process chemistry for Hanford, process equip-
ment development for SRS and Hanford, and process monitors for process control. The process
chemistry work is directed predominantly at the completion of the Hanford baseline and enhance-
ments or alternatives to that baseline that could significantly reduce cost. The baseline work (refer-
red to as enhanced sludge washing) is being carried out in a prescribed manner for a broad range of
Hanford waste types. The temperature and number of caustic wash steps along with the analytical
requirements for the residual sludge and wash solutions are set by the users. Consequently, these
tests provide the user with the ability to compare results for many waste types and allow them to
confirm or amend assumptions about the Hanford flowsheet. These results are reported annually to
the Washington State Department of Ecology and are scheduled for completion in FY97. Further-
more, these results establish baseline data against which enhancements and alternatives to sludge
processing can be compared.

The enhancements to this baseline process chemistry include altering the range of temperature and
pH of the washing solutions. This work is conducted on the same sets of samples that were used to
obtain baseline process data for direct comparison of the baseline and enhanced methods. Condi-
tions that lead to improved removal of important constituents during the washing process or to the
formation of gels that are detrimental to sludge processing efficiency are identified. The alternatives
to the baseline process chemistry include selective leaching of critical-species such as chromium,
phosphorus, and aluminum from sludges using various leaching solutions and conditions.

The process equipment under evaluation for the SRS site makes use-of experience from the mining
industry. The Colorado School of Mines is helping the TFA evaluate the technical feasibility of a
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countercurrent decant system for use in washing SRS sludges. If successful, this process will also
improve the rate and efficiency of the solid-liquid separation that must occur at the end of this wash
cycle. The TFA will also support evaluation of batch and continuous sludge washing and leaching
equipment to be used at Hanford. This equipment will be identified through the Industry Program.

The process monitors are being developed through the Characterization, Monitoring, and Sensors
Technology Program and will be directed at detecting of sodium, aluminum, phosphorus, sulfur, and
chromium. These monitors will adjust feed streams to the melters.

Problem Element 1.2.2.8 Prepare Pretreated Waste for Immobilization. Pretreated alkaline
supernate and sludge are sent to LLW and HLW immobilization processes, respectively. The
baseline immobilization process for LLW at SRS and ORR is grout. The baseline process is still
being established at Hanford. The supernate in these alkaline wastes contains large volumes of
sodium nitrate. Nitrate concentration impacts the volume of LLW, because it is one of the chemical
species driving waste form performance requirements. The sodium nitrate can be converted electro-
chemically to sodium hydroxide. In this process, nitrates are destroyed and recovered sodium
hydroxide can be reused in the retrieval and sludge washing process steps. Cost benefit can be
achieved due to the reduced volume of grouted waste and the concurrent recovery of sodium
hydroxide.

The baseline immobilization process for high-level alkaline waste is vitrification at Hanford and
SRS. After sludge washing, settle-decant leaves a higher than necessary water content in the sludge
stream sent to feed preparation for vitrification. A reduction in this water content could reduce heat
load requirements in the melter, increasing efficiency and reducing cost for operation.

The technical strategy to address these problems is to evaluate the options for further pretreating
supernates and sludges to reduce costs associated with waste immobilization. The technologies
being supported by TFA to accomplish this strategy are

» salt splitting and membrane separation for caustic recovery jointly supported by Efficient
Separations and Processing and TFA for use at SRS and Hanford; commercial equipment will be
explored through the Industry Program

+ commercially available equipment for sludge conditioning to reduce water loads to melters for
SRS and Hanford. ' ’

Problem Element 1.2.3.1.1 Monitor and Control LLW Immobilization Process. Product quality
assurance is a necessary step in LLW immobilization processes whether grout- or glass-based pro-
cesses are selected. If these processes are privatized, the DOE must be assured that the products
received from the vendor process meet site disposal specifications.

The technical strategy is to work with users at the sites to define the quality assurance needs and then
to evaluate the process monitoring requirements and the standard testing requirements to ensure tools
and methods are available to meet DOE schedules for privatization.
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Problem Element 1.2.3.1.3 Immobilize LLW Stream. The current baseline for LLW immobiliza-
tion at SRS, ORR, and INEL is grouting. The baseline for Hanford is being established based on
performance requirements set forth in the privatization call for proposals. Glass waste forms are
being considered for Hanford and for M Area sludges at SRS. A sound basis for selecting LLW
waste forms and the data needed to make this selection would help DOE evaluate privatization pro-
posals and would provide stakeholders with better information for considering waste form options.

The technical strategy is to demonstrate a decision methodology and carry out side-by-side grout and
glass processes to obtain data for use in a comparison of the two processes and resulting waste forms.
The decision methodology that will be demonstrated has been used in the United Kingdom by AEA
Technologies and will be adapted to meet U.S. regulatory and stakeholder requirements through the
International Program. Input to these requirements will be gathered from users at multiple sites. A
vitrification and a grout process for a LLW stream at ORR will be designed and operated. Existing
melter technology will be used for the vitrification process; the grout processing will be conducted
by AEA Technologies through the International Program.

Problem Element 1.2.3.1.4 Treat LLW Offgas. During vitrification of either LLW or HLW,
offgases are generated that must be treated. To design treatment methods, the partitioning of
radionuclides and chemical species at the cold cap surface must be determined. Understanding the
partitioning helps users better define the potential offgas problems as well as to predict the glass
composition. Offgas species of concern include both LLW and HLW vitrification include cesium,
technetium, and mercury. In LLW vitrification, large quantities of NOx must handled along with
lesser quantities of fluorides and chlorides. The baseline technology is water scrubbing which
produces a large secondary waste stream that is recycled to the tanks and must be reprocessed at a
high cost. (See Problem Element 1.1.4.2 Reduce Recycle Streams.)

The technical strategy for offgas treatment includes development of predictive models to forecast the
partitioning of species between the offgas and the melt, and demonstration of treatment options. The
cold cap thermodynamic model task will be funded by the TFA and the SRS user program. Results
will be used to set feed requirements to vitrification processes at SRS and Hanford so that offgas
problems are reduced. As a secondary benefit, the resulting feed requirements will better establish
the performance requirements for upstream pretreatment and feed preparation processes described in
Problem Elements 1.2.2.5 Remove Radionuclides, 1.2.2.7 Process Sludge, and 1.2.2.8 Prepare
Pretreated Waste for Immobilization, allowing the TFA to deliver an integrated technology solution
to these user problems.

Demonstration of treatment technologies will first be directed at NOx treatment during LLW
vitrification. The work will be conducted initially within the Mixed Waste Focus Area and will be
directed at use of a Russian selective catalytic reduction catalyst for NOx. The Mixed Waste Focus
Area will also be evaluating a regenerable gold-impregnated, mercury-amalgamating filter to sepa-
rate mercury species without scrubbing. This system could benefit the SRS where mercury-contain-
ing wastes result in releases to the offgas. The stream from the offgas scrubber comprises part of the
Defense Waste Processing Facility recycle stream that is sent back to the tank farm. (See Problem
Element 1.1.4.2 Reduce Recycle Streams for discussion of the recycle stream treatment needs.)
Reduction of mercury in the offgas scrubber stream could result in a simplified method for treating

TFA Multiyear Program Plan 3.20 Section 3 - TFA Technical Program



e T . R BT RIS e

the DWPF recycle stream. The TFA will evaluate this option as part of an integrated technology
solution to the user problem identified in Problem Element 1.1.4.2.

Problem Element 1.2.3.1.5 Dispose of LLW. LLW forms are disposed of-onsite at the SRS and
are scheduled for on-site disposal at Hanford and INEL. The baseline technology for disposal units
at SRS is concrete vaults. Currently, no credit is taken for the concrete vault system with respect to
release rates from grouted wastes. The baseline technology for disposal units at INEL and Hanford
is being established; it is expected to be a type of vault. The design will depend upon the LLW form
provided by private vendors and requirements established by performance assessments.

The technical strategy is to use new technology in the commercial sector to provide advanced dis-
posal concept options for the SRS and Hanford. The identification and evaluation of these concepts
will be initiated through industry programs. One concept that will be considered is improving the
concrete vaults so that the vault can be considered a containment system that will retard waste
release rates. Other options could include getter materials, capillary barriers, or other secondary
waste capture systems.

Problem Element 1.2.3.2.1 Monitor and Control HLW Immobilization Process. Product quality
assurance is a necessary step in HLW immobilization process. The baseline immobilization tech-
nology for Hanford, INEL, and SRS is vitrification of HLW; the final waste form must meet both
onsite interim storage and final repository disposal requirements. The baseline approach for assuring
that these requirements are met at SRS is analysis of the melter feed mixture. The current methodol-
ogy is slow and will not allow the Defense Waste Processing Facility to meet full throughput rates
without enhancements. The baseline methodology at INEL and Hanford is being established, with
online monitoring being strongly considered by Hanford.

The technical strategy is to reduce conservatism in the waste form requirements, enhance baseline
methods for the SRS, and to develop alternative approaches for Hanford and INEL that can either
augment or replace the enhancements used at the SRS. The technical activities being supported by
the TFA include

» evaluation of the effective surface area of glass waste forms at Florida International University

"« preparation of a Defense Waste Processing Facility mockup facility in which more rapid sample '
preparation and analytical techniques will be tested and verified for use as product quality assur-
ance at the SRS (Characterization, Monitoring, and Sensors Technology Program).

* develop online monitoring tools, based on user requirements at Hanford.

Problem Element 1.2.3.2.2 Prepare Secondary Waste from Pretreatment. As described in Prob-
lem Element 1.2.2.5 Remove Radionuclide, cesium removal is required from alkaline waste super-
nates to meet LLW disposal requirements. New ion-exchange processes for cesium removal are
being developed through the Efficient Separations and Processing Program and demonstrated
through the TFA. These new sorbents are being evaluated for cesium removal efficiency, but to fully
evaluate them, secondary waste stream generation and treatment must also be considered and
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technical solutions provided. For example, crystalline silicotitanate appears to have several advant-
ages for cesium removal. It is very efficient and can be used for either in-tank precipitation or out-
of-tank processing in ion-exchange columns. The sorbent, however, is not regenerable. As a result,
cesium-loaded sorbent material must be processed, most likely using a vitrification process. Con-
cerns have been expressed by users about limitations of titanium loaded in the glass waste form.

The technical strategy is to demonstrate processing of cesium-loaded crystalline silicotitanate from
the cesium removal demonstration at ORR. Titanium loading, processability, and waste form per-
formance will be determined so that users can consider the crystalline silicotitanate option in
flowsheet development.

Problem Element 1.2.3.2.3 Prepare Sludge. The washed and conditioned sludge stream
(described in Problem Elements 1.2.2.7 Process Sludge and 1.2.2.8.2 Sludge HLW Stream to HLW
Immobilization) is transferred to a vitrification facility where it must be adjusted chemically with
additives before being fed to the melter. During these process steps, slurry pumping and mixing in
process tanks is required to ensure a well mixed feed stream. Enhancements to the current methods
are needed to improve solids suspension and transfer efficiency at a lower cost.

The technical strategy is to acquire enhanced technology from industry. Specifically, enhanced
pumping and mixing technologies will be identified through industry programs and demonstration of
these commercially available technologies will occur in side-by-side tests conducted at Florida
International University. Technology would be transferred to the SRS user for implementation.

Problem Element 1.2.3.2.4 Immobilize HLW Streams. The baseline technology for HLW pro-
cessing is vitrification at all of the tank sites with this process being operational at SRS. At SRS,
methods that can reduce the cost of operation are being identified and evaluated. Cost reduction can
occur through optimization of waste loading that reduces the number of glass logs produced and
advanced materials that can reduce maintenance and downtime by reducing corrosion or other
materials problems. At the Hanford Site, optimized waste loading and melter selection are con-
siderations for developing the baseline to support phase II privatization. At INEL, waste formulation
for sodium-bearing waste and calcined wastes followed by melter testing is needed to meet environ-
mental impact statement and/or records of decision by FY00. .Any lessons learned on advanced
materials could be included in the Hanford and INEL melter specifications in later years.

Therefore, technical strategy is directed at waste formulation, melter selection, and materials
advancement. The following activities are supported by TFA:

= optimize waste loading for components such as iron, aluminum, silicon, zirconium, and alkali
cations in SRS and Hanford wastes and determine solubilities in glass of minor components such
as chromium, phosphate, halides, technetium and actinides to optimize waste loading of these
components; jointly funded by TFA and SRS user program

« establish glass compositions for INEL’s sodium-bearing and calcined wastes

o test melters for use at Hanford and INEL
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 couple materials producers to melter manufacturers to provide melter components that will
extend melter life and reduce maintenance requirements.

Problem Element 1.3.1.3 Define Closure Criteria. A critical question in tank closure is “how
clean is clean?”. The answer sets retrieval and in-tank treatment requirements and is based on the

following;:

characteristics of the tank waste

» potential for release of constituents of concern and the subsequent transport and fate of these
materials to environmental and human receptors

» risk to workers to retrieve and process waste
 regulatory requirements

» cost for retrieval or in-place treatment including selective removal of constituents of concern or
in situ grouting to immobilize these constituents

* ability (ie., availability of technology) to retrieve heels or treat residual waste in place to meet
regulatory and risk requirements.

Therefore, to answer the question of “how clean is clean?” from a technical perspective, several
methods, tools, and technologies are required. Performance data for technologies need to be
developed that allow cost-benefit analysis to be completed as part of the decision process. These
data ensure that DOE and stakeholders have a sound base upon which decisions on closure
requirements can be made.

The technical strategy for defining closure criteria is to conduct integrated demonstrations of charac-
terization, retrieval, and closure systems for different tanks and tank wastes in different environ-
mental settings. The following tanks and technologies have been targeted for this activity:

 samplers and the borehole miner will be used in Tanks 17, 18, 19, or 20 at the SRS to obtain
representative samples during characterization to support definition of closure criteria under state
wastewater regulations; closure scheduled for FY97 (Waste Retrieval and Closure)

» characterization, sampling, and retrieval systems for closure of single-shell tanks at Hanford,
focusing first on Tanks 104-AX and 106-C, will be used; technology from Characterization,
Monitoring, and Sensors Technology Program, TFA, and industry will be acquired and deployed
to prepare tanks for closure by FY00 (Hanford Tanks Initiative).

o characterization, retrieval, out-of-tank processing, process )monitoring, and in situ grouting
systems will be used at ORR on the gunite tanks to close the North and South Tank Farms by
FY02; technology from Robotics, Industry, Characterization, Monitoring, and Sensors
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Technology Programs, and TFA will be used®; lessons learned from Subsurface Contaminants
Focus Area on multiport grout injection for underground structures will also be used. (Gunite
and Associated Tanks-Treatability Study).

A key task that the TFA will support for all of these closure activities is a decision analysis frame-
work that ensures cost-benefit data are consistently collected, analyzed, and reported for use
throughout the EM system. Each site can then draw on this resource as closure requirements are
negotiated.

Problem Element 1.3.1.7 Stabilize Tank for Closure. Once a tank has been prepared for closure,
steps such as physical stabilization to avoid subsidence, containment to reduce or avoid releases from
residuals, and environmental monitoring tools to assure tank performance are all needed. The base-
line for physical stabilization is being established. At Hanford, a device for filling an empty tank
with rocks has been considered. At SRS, options for grouting over waste are being considered to
physically stabilize the tank. The baseline technology for reducing releases is being established at
the sites; the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act cap is a common first consideration; and the
baseline technology for environmental monitoring is well sampling followed by laboratory analysis.

The technical strategy is to rely on new barrier and environmental monitoring systems that have been
and are being developed through the Subsurface Contaminants Focus Area and Characterization,
Monitoring and Sensors Technology Program, respectively. The TFA will provide user performance
requirement input to Subsurface Contaminants Focus Area and as the tank users get nearer to deploy-
ment of these technologies, the TFA will support technology transfer.

3.4 TFA Technical Program

The TFA continues a phased management and technical strategy. The program initially focused on
technologies that could be rapidly deployed or meet near-term needs at multiple sites under multiple
possible baselines (e.g., privatization). As these technologies continue to be demonstrated and tran-
sitioned to users, the program will continue to shift its focus on technical initiatives that offer greater
payoffs with somewhat greater risk.

Therefore the program presented here is focused on continuance of solutions that are carried forward
from last year and are on schedule for deployment within site baselines in 1 to 3 years. These near-
term solutions emphasize relatively mature technologies, many of which have been developed by
EM for several years but may not have received the national, focused attention provided by this pro-
gram. The solutions are primarily aimed at reducing technical risk and offer enhancements to, or fill
gaps in, current site baselines.

* @ The characterization, retrieval, out-of-tank processing, and process monitoring tools have already
been described in Problem Elements 1.1.3 Characterize Waste In Situ, 1.2.1.1 Deploy Equipment,
1.2.1.2 Mobilize Bulk and Heel Waste, and 1.2.2.4 Clarify Liquids.
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Last year, the TFA reported on several technologies that offered early, and relatively certain, site
payoffs

» Advanced Hot-Cell Analytical Technology - These technologies were developed as a “rapid
response” to Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board demands for more effective characteri-
zation of Hanford tanks. The technologies were deployed in 222-S Laboratory at Hanford and.
will provide immediate benefit by using LA/MS for HLW-elemental analysis (required to char-
acterize waste and design processing flowsheets); and near infrared scanning for moisture (a
safety concern). In addition to providing an early win at Hanford for faster and cheaper charac-
terization data, the technologies will reduce secondary waste generation and personnel exposure.
These technologies also have potential applications to other EM remediation problems (e.g.,
mixed waste).

» Deployment Systems - In April 1996, LDUA was delivered to Hanford for testing. It provides
an in-tank multipositioning capability for surveying tank structures, characterizing tank waste,
and enabling small-scale waste retrieval. This technology also provides a platform for deploying
a range of instruments in tanks and will demonstrate the feasibility of larger-scale mechanical
retrieval. Training for LDUA team members from Hanford, INEL, and ORR has also been com-
pleted in FY96. The LDUA remains on schedule for demonstration and deployment for separate
missions at Hanford and ORR during FY96 and FY97. Formal testing of the LDUA Data Aéqui-
sition System was completed, and the LDUA High Resolution Stereoscopic Video System was
delivered. An unanticipated implementation of the deployment technology occurred when a
scanner, developed in support of the LDUA nondestructive examination end effector, was used
to investigate the condition of the fuel pin cladding at INEL. The LDUA will provide a much
improved capability to-deliver tools to the right spot in a tank.

» Retrieval Process Development - At ORR, INEL,-and Hanford, the confined sluicing process
uses high pressure jets and low water volume to effectively mobilize hard-to-remove sludges
from tanks. It can be extremely useful in tanks that leak or have complex internal hardware that
make waste removal more challenging. In FY96, the Confined Sluicing End Effector (CSEE)
was successfully developed and delivered for the removal of the heels in Tanks W3 and W4 as
part of the ORR Gunite and Associated Tanks Treatability Study. During FY97, the deployment
of the CSEE in a radioactive waste tank at ORR will be supported by the RPD&E activity of the
TFA. This CSEE technology will also be evaluated under both vehicle and MLDUA deploy-
ment. In FY97, an extendible nozzle will be deployed in Tank 19 at SRS to mobilize a hard
zeolite heel for further characterization.- Another retrieval technology, Pulsair, removes waste by
introducing large gas pulses at 690 to 2,070 kPa (100 to 300 Ib/in?). In FY97, the Pulsalr tech-
nology will be prepared for deployment in a radioactive waste tank.

 Alkaline Cesium Removal - The FY96 cesium removal demonstration at ORR described in the
FY96-98 MYPP was to provide critical data on the most cost-effective sorbents to use within
different flowsheets. This supports key processing decisions related to selecting ion-exchange
sorbents (at ORR), in-tank precipitation alternatives (at SRS), and baseline cesium removal proc-
esses (at Hanford). Thus far in FY96, the demonstration system was procured and installed at
ORR. The plan is to operate the system to treat 83,279.06 L (22,000 gal) of Melton Valley
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Storage Tank supernate beginning in FY96 and continuing into FY97. Crystalline silicotitanate
has been selected for the demonstration, and laboratory test columns on actual waste have been
run to develop data needed for the démonstration.

» Waste Processing and Tank Closure Demonstration - The TFA has joined with SRS to conduct a

waste retrieval and closure demonstration in two tanks at SRS over the period FY96-98. Low
. cost saltcake retrieval will be demonstrated by using the modified density gradient method in

Tank 41. The objective is to develop cost and performance data for saltcake removal and clean
out for in-tank precipitation processors. An extendible nozzle will be deployed in Tank 19 to
mobilize the hard zeolite heel remaining from mixer pump retrieval. The mobilization will.help
further characterize the heel and help establish cleaning criteria and tank closure. The objective
is to develop and implement closure criteria and strategies to close a HLW tank. Data from these
tests will be major contributions to tank decision processes at the four DOE tank sites.

The above tasks provide evidence of the TFA’s response to its technology development challenge.
Yet, the knowledge acquired in the past year helped the TFA develop a more strategic approach to
tanks technology development integration. An outcome was TFA’s identification of four technical
strategic goals: ‘

» demonstrate, deploy, and provide performance data for four tank waste retrieval systems to meet
EM’s FY00 requirements

» provide tank waste treatment technologies that can efficiently pretreat and immobilize 80% of
HLW

 demonstrate compact processing units for HLW treatment and immobilization as a cost-effective
alternative to large-scale facilities

« provide subsystems necessary to support the closure of 16 radioactive waste storage tanks:
Hanford (2), Oak Ridge (10), and SRS (4).

These strategic goals provide a more definitive program focus that ties critical complex-wide
requirements to site needs. The TFA’s development and execution of technology development tasks
will reflect aggressive pursuit of these goals. Figure 3.2 identifies the relationship between these
strategic goals and the key EM projects focused on meeting these goals. These key EM projects
represent joint TFA and EM-30 or EM-40 site users’ efforts to meet high-impact site retrieval, pre-
treatment, immobilization, and closure needs. The projects are critical to meeting the sites’ missions,
reducing mortgages, and meeting the TFA’s strategic goals.

Specific TFA activities in support of these strategic goals are described within the previously intro-
duced problem element structure shown in Table 3.1. In Table 3.1, the problem elements in bold
type are those for which the TFA is developing a response to high-impact needs identified in the site
needs assessment. The high-impact needs were designated by the TFA in coordination with the sites.
For those problem elements receiving a TFA response, Table 3.2 presents the problem element titles,
summaries of the problem statement, path to solution, and planned work scope. More detailed
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descriptions of these problem elements are provided in Appendix B. Each, problem element is
directly associated with multiple technical activities funded by EM-30, EM-40, or EM-50. FY96
activities that may be leveraged or coordinated in FY97 have been identified and will be integrated
into this plan as EM-30 and EM-40 complete their FY97 planning process. Table 3.3 shows the
estimated EM-30, EM-40, and EM-50 funding for each of the technical elements. Section 4 and
Appendix B provide additional detail of this integration.

The requested budget for the TFA-managed technical program is $30.5 million for FY97 and

$40.6 million for FY98 (see Table 3.3). This FY98 budget is the “above planning” unconstrained
budget estimated for the “right program.” The planning level budget for FY98 is $33 million. The
work scope identified in this MYPP was based on the “above planning” budget. Therefore, work
activities planned for FY98 and FY99 may need to be delayed or rescoped depending on the actual
budget level authorized for FY98. These figures are $75.7 million and $85.9 million, respectively,
when activities in technology integration and the crosscutting, industry, and university programs are
integrated. The fully coordinated budget for the recommended program, including EM-30, EM-40,
and EM-50 funding, is $100.5 million for FY97 and $100 million for FY98. These figures reflect
currently requested crosscutting and site-specific program budgets for activities that are either
directly leveraged,® strongly coordinated,®™ or potentially leveraged® with the focused multisite
program.

3.5 Assumptions for the Recommended Technical Program

The TFA has made programmatic and technical assumptions about tank waste remediation when
developing the recommended technical program. General programmatic assumptions are shown
below.

* Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order, Federal Facility Agreements, and DOE-
state agreements will be honored as currently written.

* Accepted tank closure scenarios involving retrieval and treatment of the majority of the tank
waste will not change. '

» EM FY96 commitments to Congress for tank-related technology demonstrations will be honored
(these primarily involve characterization, retrieval, and cesium removal demonstrations).

Within these boundary conditions, this MYPP supports alternative remediation baselines including
the possibilities of privatization and significant site remediation budget reductions.

(a) Directly leveraged - Budgets, scope, and schedule have been integrated in existing technical task
plans or activity data sheets.

(b) Strongly coordinated - Scopes depend on data provided under related technical task plans or
activity data sheets.

(c) Potentially leveraged - Scopes are related, and there may be an opportunity for further
leveraging.
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TFA Strategic Goals

Key EM Projects

Retrieval P> Pretreatment [P Immobilization Closure

. | |
» Demonstrate, deploy, « Provide tank waste treatment technologies that can * Provide subsystems
and provide efficiently pretreat and immobilize 80% of HLW necessary to support the
performance data for four closure of 16
tank waste retreival « Demonstrate compact processing units for HLW radioactive waste
systems to meet EM’s treament and immobilization as an effective storage tanks
FYQ00 requirements alternative to large-scale facilities
: f, |
. ! |
SRS Hanford SRS
« Tank Closure Demon- « Phase I and 11 Privatization: HLW Immobilization «Tank Closure Demo
stration for Tank 41: Supemate, Solid-Liquid, and for Tark 19: Applicable
Salt & Heel Retrieval Sludge Pretreatment to Tanks 18 through 21
Hanford SRS ORR
* Hanford Tanks « Life-cycle Cost Reduction: «Remediation of North
Initiative for Tank 106-C Cesium Removal, Caustic and South Gunite Tank

Recycle, Counter current Farms
Oak Ridge Decant
* GAAT Treatability .
Hanford

Study: North Tank INEL « Hanford Tariks
Farm Retrieval « Alternative Flowsheet: Initiative for Tank
Demonstration Radionuclide Sepa.rmion Waste Formulations 104-AX and 106-C

ORR

* Melton Valley Storage
Tanks: Cesiurn Removal
Demonstration

System Functional Components

Figure 3.2. Relationship of TFA Goals to Key EM Projects and Tank Waste Remediation

TFA Multyear Program Plan

3.28

Section 3 - TFA Technical Program




"SONIALOT UOEZHSJouIBID JuT)-ul
40J “TEINI 18 quiut]] ay) Lojdsp pus 1oaljs(] »
‘uolie1ado 10§ qujIUIAL 243 K1jend) .
"9661 Ul payhuapi spuswannbai pue
suofiouny 9y} Uo pasuq qBJIUIAL ot} 9}BOLIqE .
“TINI
"s19sn 9)s
PIojuvt o) Jajsue) A3ojouroa) ajojduto) «
*aqosd
uswy 2y jo sousunoyiod ay) sseotou] .
‘woishs 140
pue Jojowonoads uswiey sy uo siojeado
ufBl) 0) suns §s3) pjatj pjod Jonpuoy .

'satpadoad ojsum

[eatuato pug [varsAyd jo uoyezusjovseyd
“yuel-ul 30§ VG 24} U0 3sn 10j

woss qupiupy v Kojdap pus 4s3) ‘dojora(y
"PIOJUBE] 18 XV-p( puB O-90] syus], Jo
21nsojo poddns o) aaneluf sYuv ], plojusy

“siiuuad 21nso[o Juesg [jIm satouaSe

[esapa pue a1eis a1} 910Jaq pasinbai oq

Auut uoHBIIWB)L0 O 9)sEA [BNPISII pUB sfooy
4uB) 9Y) JO UCHEZLIDOBIBYD “TIN] IV "SwBolS
9)S¥M 9AN20IpEI A1BPU0IIS JO UOKBIINILTS
pue ‘ainsodxa uoneipes [auuosiad ‘sjs00
90NPal PINOM UOIEZIID)OBIBYD NS U] '$2100
YIBudL-{InJ 0P JoA0 24211105 O} §1 PIOJUBE]

‘uBWBY/ LD a3 Jo Wed sw uvweyyj 4o oy Kojdaq 18 |BA9L)31 2109 10f siseq Fuiuueld oy,
ay) Joj Junuewy suopesado ue atedosg . '2qosd Adoasonjoads *Bupminsuco awy) pue sarsuadxo s1 2100 Y33us] nys uf 9jsepy
‘PIoJuBH] | uvwny yiim wajshs 1J0 8159} pus doppas( « -lInJ YoBa Jo uoleziIoORIBLD ‘PIOJUBY Iy azusjpBIBYD 1'E° ']
*s91is JO( 18 Juawkojdop .

- ‘uonjusaosd 10J spoyjaw sjunjaas pur sjeNsUOWIA(T » "anssy

U01501100 JOJ SPOLIOLU DJBISUCWS(] »
"ABojoutjoa) uoyuaaoid

U0IS01100 PIOUBAPSE 10J JuowaIno0id onssy «
"B218 SIY) U YI0M
Q41108 JO SNB)S I} S5055U puB Uonusaald
U0}501100 10 sjustuainbai sousutiopsad

dojonap o doysyiom ® jonpuoy «

‘suonjeoljjoads

2ouBwWwIojIad 0} ynduy 195 uo pasuq spoyjo
uonuaA91d Uols02109 posuvape dojoas(
“suonesyoads sausungpad dojoasgy

‘syue}

9ge10}s punoiBiapun o} sate[es uonuaaald
UOISOLI00 Ul WE-0{}-J0-0}B)S oY) 9JBN|UAT]

Jojsusl) B 5B [[om S8 anss] AJoJus ue uvaq suy
9)Is oud JE Sauij 12JSuBI) UL UOISOLI0Y) *Pa)BaL)
1834 U23q 10U JABY JBY]) SYUB) U] JUD)XD 9F1m]

8 0} pa.1N2o0 sey a8eNuo| yus], ‘(uoisoi0o)
8w3e jus) wiosy Fuyinsol a9exuo| papodar
OABY SO)IS 9501 ], "9)SBA\ PIZI|RIINIU AN SYUB)
[9915-U0q18d 2ABY |[8 WJO pue ‘SYS ‘pIojus)

uoIs0110)
JUBY PIOAY Z'1°1°]

‘Juawioldap Joj 19jsusi) pus siojuow
HO/L'ON/FON Jo 9oueuuosad 2)BpIBA o
"UOL}BI)SUOLUSP JOY 9} PUB SIO)IUOW
J0)iqiyul uoiso110 jo Buysa) pjos jonpuoy .
“juB) 9JSBM TIN] UB Ul Wa)sks
UONBUIWIBX2 SANONIISIPUOU POIDAI|IP
“VNAT2Y) Lojdop pus ojusjsuowd(g «
‘wayss vy g1y 19)
10193135 pus ajqeojdop pjoy & dojoas(g
: *$3130]0uY99) uoBUIWEXD
JAT)ONISIPUOU J3Y10 JO A11{IqB]IBAR 2)UN{BAT »

-

"PIOJUBE] 1B SUOL)BIUDOUOD

10){qitjul uoise1100 urBuIBW O} FOLION/
fON 105 stopuows ojenjeas pus &nuopy
"syugl 91sBA 5, JAN] Ul uopoadsin
UONBUIWIBNS 2A1)0N1)SIPUON] J0] 10}03]) pua
Pasdalop-yn Q1] ue Kojdop pue dojoas(g
“uopvadsu KuBajul yue) 10§ pasu s, NI
193U 0] SWAYSAS UONBUNLEXS JAl)ONIISIPUOU
3]0 pue |BIISWWIOD SjunjEAT]

"oInjig] [einjons 1o oJeyea] o)

peaj Kvw jeys swisjqoid eyuojod jo uolaojop
41182 ap1aoid o} papast sy poyatu Suuiojtuow
U0|501103 ub) SUL)-ju31 Y "pojoddsul

duoq asnjonss pue psay ot uvamjeq
3ujjdnoo pus 208jns pousao v d1nbas
&]jensn puv suonBUIUEND }o¥)U0S 0) ponu
248 spoysw yuouny’ *Kudojul [einjon)s
JujuLalep O} sffeAr JuE) JO UOBUIUBXD
oAlBnIIsapuiou unojiad o) paou v st aioy

Kudayug
JUBL JONUOIN 17"}

. 9d03s 66X A-L6A

uoynjos o0} Yyivd

JudUI)B}S WI[oI]

JWUR|Y Wajqoag

weigdold [EOINI ], Vi I, PAPUIWILICIY JO 2d0oag "7°€ qeL

Section 3 - TFA Technical Program

3.29

TFA Multiyear Program Plan




"S2)SBA\ SNOPIBZBY]

pUB SIPI[ONUOIPBI L3I PI)BUILLTIUOD
918 994001 JB3J) O} UCHBIISUOWOP B UB]
*waysAs Juatuyeol) 9)8OS

*s53004d JuounBaL) [N 21) 0) 9]04001 Juoasd
0} WBJ)S pajBUILIBIUOD K[2}juIopOtl SIY)

-jojtd B Jo UONBOLIQEJ puE UBISIP O} 0IN00I] « "SYS 18 wajsds jopd ay) vjBHSUOWIAT . 1821} 0} papaou 218 saidojou}aa ], “odieyosip
"weans ‘wivalys 994021 Aj1ou,g pue s52001d JusWIBII} J0JBAVDISEAL O1f) O}
9]0 SYS 2 wiog sojusdio pue Amorow Buissao01 2)sEBp 95UIJOC YY) JO JUSLLIBIN 95E9|21 210J0q Pajual) JJRUCHIPPE 99 JSnUL JBY)
2A0WDI 0} $59901d JuatjLal) Jejnpoi atj) o) uoneydeps 10j WISKS [BIOIOUILOD sweolls 9)sea A1BpU0as pue 2jo£o0a1 jeuONIppE swBaNg 919409y
8 10J suonuaytoads sousuuojiad dopas(] « v o1noo1d pue suonjeojioads dojaas(q « saonpoud sassesosd jusunjeos) jo dn pulg 200pY T I'L
*59)SBA\ JUB)
‘K10)B10q€E] [BONA|BUB woyy sajduwies pus sjuswiFos 9100 sAl80IpEI
s piojusy] 0 J9jsuely £3ojout}os) syo[dwio) « pijos Buizuo1oBIBYD USLAL 9)sBM AIBPUODIS
*K10j810q8] §-2CT ‘sajdwies 5100 [B1IU 1A\ Jo uogeisuad pus ‘aisodxa jauuosiad ‘owy
piojus] o) sajsuer) £3ojouyoay sjo[dwio) « 159) pus 122 104 U} WAsAs SNV Lojdag « “}509 91j) 92anp31 0} Popasu 258 s91Fojourjos)
*$|0s0198 paje|qe *SSUIANOAYJI JUAUINASU] Buuuwos [wond|eur sjoutal Jo jusdojoaag
Jo 93 pagj pue uone|qe oyl Sunojuow KJuoa 0y Buysa) Kiojesoqu) 1onpuo) « *$2100 3JSBA\ jUB) U0 SISA[BUB [BOIUIYD
10j poyjjawt v 9jupi[eAa pue dojoasg . ‘suonuorjdde [[90-10y pui jeoiskyd jo ayns ayardwos v jonpuos

“Juaidojaasp 21emyjos SNV SnuUnuo)

10§ SIYV'T [etosowiwion u jdepeydofaas] - | 0} pasinboi a8 spousad sy Suof pue 1500 Y3

ISV oNsA__:_< [

"PIOJUBL] J8 jUuB) 9)SBAL J0Y

v Ul woysis Juydwes J9s51-]j0 ojB1ISUOWIIT
JUSWIUOIAUD

159} ploo B u1 Buysa) suoneiado Jonpuo)
"Ansnpui woij uraysss

Burjdwis 1osu-j0 ue aunooid pus udisag

“SONIS1I919BIBYD 2)SBA Juey jo ojyoid
[eiuozuoy ot Joj sajdwus ajenbape apiaosd

“juu) o} Judroiggnsus ‘udurus 10§ S19s11 0N} JO
ajsem B U1 Buljduses 19511-j0 9jBISUOWID « | 9UO 0} PajUII] 258 SYUB) JSOJN "SIOSLI D]qujIBAT
“SIUBIWIS Y)Ia WSS 159) PO o Jopun Apoastp Suijdwiss 9yeo)jus/oTpn|s

“Buidwss 19su-fjo jo Anjiqisea) “WosAs [eUISNPUl 21001 yue) JeotoA O} panul] st £3ojouyad)
|BIDJIUILIOD JO JUDLLSSASSB 9)0[dUI0) » “Buydwes 155u-130 Jo AN[1qIsea) SSISSY o Zuuoo pue ‘ysnd “1a3ne paydde Kpuouiny a)sep ojdwes 7' 1°1
2dods 66 Ad-L6Ad uonjos 0) iug JUAWA S WAqOIY ALY W0

(P1woo) *z'¢ dlqe ],

Section 3 - TFA Technical Program

3.30

TFA Multiyear Program Plan



*sal[1qude s)1 juows]duwion fjia et

PUB V1T 2t tiey) Jopdusis a18 juy) JySnos

2q 0s[u [[iA s901a2p Juswukojdop aaletio)y
*s9130jouYaa} Justukojdap Jo ssuquiup

© Jo juswidojoaop pus ‘syun u juswkojdop Joj
spaau pus sjuswasinbas ‘A3ojess pajeurpioos
21is “[vwioj v Jo Juswdojaaap apnjour jjim
saniaiou Y1oa Kiswind o uawikordop Joyg
“uofjgjuowo]duwll 10§ 19JSURI) UG POSNS0J 9q Him
sHoyJe YN TPWROJdS(] UISISAS DNSHINN
'SUID)SAS

uohBuILIBXD daljontjsapuou pue Juidutes
‘Buimola ojowal ‘qeptuiy 105 Bunss) pue

uoneIFjuL 10}031)3 pua vj0jdwios Juswikojdop

VNCT Hoddns ‘Buiuies) 10jeiado puv Sunss)
sourydadoe wagsks v o10jdwo) NI

’ ‘syuL) spung

wue] JueL YHON Ul [BASLIOS [991f 9)SBA
dJBISUOWIIP YT PAYIPOIN ot Jo Suysa)
pus ‘uonjeiBajut ‘Kroatjop s191dwon FO
"SjuB) poyadfas ug s[oo}

[sA9LI01 puB toYEZUIaEIBY0 Lojdop o) papasu
uvoddns uSisap pug ‘yuswdojancp uonuativads
‘sa01a9p Juswhojdop opiaold PIOJUBEH

'sjuawikojdop ayis poddng «

*ousunio)sod

ABojoutjoa) [vrosowsuroa sjenjuas
0} swesoud 159) pue Juowdojorap ugisag .
sa13ojoutoa) Ansnpu 9jqu[iBAB MIIASY «

‘siuowaiinbaj asuewiogad pue

spaau A8ojoutfos) Juawiojdap a1is patisa
Y1 UILLLIDIP O} SAPN)JS UOISSIW JONPUOY)
‘SUoISSIW o)is
Hoddns o) swajsAs [orjuoa pus $10J03]J0 pud
uotoadsut pue Buijdurss 1s9) pue ojesFopug
"pIojusf] 0} VAT 24} Jo 1suey dojdwoy
‘TRWRGUI( WIBISAS ONSHINA
) FTENI
“Juswioldap [0 10] VT Jojsuey
‘VNAT payipow ay) jo yuswiojdap jeni
pus ‘Kaajop Juadojossp sjeidwio) IO
*A30jou{o3) [BAQLIaI pUE UOHEZIIIOLIBYD
Kodap A3ojouyoay Knysnpui juuonippe
9jBN{BA? puT 21n501d ‘uonzZUI|OBIRYD
Hoddns o} v sy 1depy projusy]

"SOIJIAINOT JINSO[0 .
Jue) L1dwo Jo uonsuIBUODIP .
SIBMPIBY JUB)-U[ JO [BAOLLDI OLf) U) Busisse o
$9)SBM
9A0WI-0)-PIBY IDY)O PUY S|25Y JO [HAILI}OL
Butueajo pue uonoadsuy snjnuue .
uoleZIjIqu)s Wi
Buiddvwi yue)
uoiloadsuj jus) pue 2jsem [BnsIA .

sisk|eus 9jsea njis
1 pue sajsea Jo Juyjdwies uonszuOBIBYD o
suonedysaaul yes| pus Aoy yun) .
Buipnjou
‘syue) atf) uiyim pafojdop aq o} Justudinbo
[BASLIDI pue ‘Ajajes ‘uonuzioloBIBYD
9|qBUD 0} SI)S 210U 10 SO }8 pajusWa|dw)
pus asn yue} 10 pajdops ‘padajasap ‘Anysnpui
wolj pauielqo 9q jsnw £3ojouyas) papasu jo
§SB]0 211ju2 UY JTUSWAS[IS(] WISISAS SNSHNA
"suonouny
Jeasaujol pue ‘A)ages ‘uoiwziapeieyo poddns
0) waysAs Y11’ uB J0J pasu & 5| 2104 I TR
. wasss VA
UB J0J padul B s} 2191} ‘UolENSUOWAP S1NSO[D
Sty jo ped sy “syue) ajund o) Jo auio uo
uofjeljsuowIap 21nsoo 8 vjusado pue Ojnsax
~ ‘uSisop ‘ued ‘saipmg Ajijiqeieal ] - syus]
pajeloossy pue auno sy jo wed sy JIJO
) "ILH #oddns 0) 901-0 yus ],
10J s2559001d JEAaL}al 9A1193)J2 1500 Kojdop pue
1934 jury $01-XV ) szUojOvIBYY) PIGJUBE]

yuswdinbyg
Kodaq 11721

adods G6Xd-L6AA

-uonnjog o) Yeg

JUNUNB)S uRjqoIg

JuduBR[Y uRjqog

(pwod) z°g 3yqe ],

Section 3 - TFA Technical Program

3.31

TFA Multiyear Program Plan




*pIOJuBH puB YJO I8 juswiiojdap
[ENJOB UO PISBQ JOJUOW JJBPI[BA o

“FULoIUOW ALN[S 9ul]
-uo pajupifeA oplaold 0} g6 X o) Joud papasu
st 3uyjs9) pjoyy pus usL|[EIsui ‘s10jIuOWw
ojeudordds oy} Jo joajasumop v TLH

*Busa) oaneIediios *pi0JUBE] puB IWHO Jo yud se jpasujor SujoS1apun syjus) piojusyy

U0 paseq p1ojusl] pus YO 10] SI0SUIS 18 siopuows Aunjs sjsudordde Aojdag  » puB 1¥VD WAO spnjout Suuojirows Aunjs

ajeudordds jsow ay) Lojdop pue josjog ‘suopsoyroads W113}-182U JO P2 UL SANJIANOB JaJsusl) pue
*510SU9S PAULop-195N 0) 9ALB[SI SIOjUOW [BASLIOY P23l 218 SPIJOS 9, IWN[OA pus 5590014
Joyjo Jsuieds Jopuous A1ns ouosenn Kunjs Jo sousuiiojiod 2)8n[BAS pUB JSOY, o “‘Ky150981A “‘moyy sseur ‘Kjisuap A1n|s aInseaus 1BASLIY] [ONU0)
ad£10j01d o) Jo Buysay saneiedwo) o ‘s1ojiuow Aun(s ainoosd pue dojoaeq . 0} s1osuas auj| podsuely pus jue) nis uj 7 IOMUON 9°'1'T'1

“Jigdal pue uoREINI YB3 U0
B)BP 1500 puB sduUBWIOJIAd s195N IPIAGIY .

. “wwidoid Supsa) ‘pa1BN|vAD

pus jusudojoasp sjutitul pus sjusutoinbal ’ ‘sn)B)s AFojoutjoa) Juarno SOAljBUIO)[B puB pajedisoaul 2q 0} poou

Jiedaz pus uonudniws ye9| S, O SSISSY o oy pus sjuowaninbai sousiuiogied uo ‘uoyediius pus Jiedos ‘saiFojoutjoa) uonuaaaid

TBdoy 8] nduy Josn uo paseq tedos pus uoleIiiw 389] Jo 52dA) [BIoUS3 om |, 'sajis pus

‘suoyeiado 89| 10] SW2)SAS 2)BISUOWIAP PUB )53) ‘s1apjoyoye}s ‘satousde Kiojejndai ‘saje)s y)im

Buioinjs Suunp uolsuIULI}Ap 2] jBlUSj0d ‘dojoaop o} wissBord ssokynwt dojoasd anSss} UB 2q |[IM [BAOLUDI 9)sBM Jo sadA) Jotjjo

poddns o} jyus} piojusH p2joaes v punoss ‘KjsuonBuUIAUL pus Suioinjs Suunp 93eyeaT “jeasual Buunp

AydeiSowo) aoue)sisal [Boujoafa oYy Aojdaq o | pue ‘Ansnpui ‘s ‘HOQ uiyim sedoz pus | 530000 9383{B9] JUIA2 I1) UL 3)SBM IANOBOIPEI

"syjue) Sumye] uolBINIW 3ea| Ul PB-9Y)-JO-0JB)S JBRIBAT . Jo oseajor pauusidun juaroid o} papasu o1

Ajenuajod jo jeastijal Suunp Suuojuow *piojusi] ju u0)309)ap Y89} JoJ spoyyatis paroidiuj ‘suojjed
puB uoyjosjap yeo| Joj A8oes B dojaasq uoljo3)op B9 Joj A3ojout}oa) Aydeidouwso) JO SQON°T JO J9pI0 Y} UO SAIORINDIB JABY sy 983NN
[ E OB EE] 20UBJSISI jBOLJOS[2 OY) 2)BNSUOWA(  » uBd S[3A9] pInbij 3jus) 9)seM JO JUSUIAINSEIN puB 109]9q S 1°T'1

"SyS j8 UohuIjsHOWp
[EAOWSI [99Y D)}{0SZ PUB J[BS I} INUNUOY)
:TONBII5UOWa(]- JIMSO[) PUB [BAILIoY SIS0/

uswdinbs yy3u oY) ainooid o0} soyis
moj|e o} asempisy oid£jojord pus sjustmoop

‘A3ojoutjao} *'SYS v uonBIsuowa(] sjuawasinbas pus suoijouny uronpoxd
[BUONBUISUI puB K1)SNPUI [BUOT)IPPE. 2JEN[BAD 2INSO[D PUB [BAOWSY 9JSBA B JONPUOD o 10j poddns [Bo1uyao) 10 paali 8 OS|B SI
puB 91no01f :TOTEN[BAY] AGOJOU 3], ATjstpu] 'sass2001d [BA9LIO1 9)sBM Buikjijenb pue 2104, "S)uswI3os [jum pUB JOO]J PIJBUILUBILOD
‘448D ‘Bunsa) ‘Swidojaaap ut osn 1oj sjusjnuuls puB SHQIP JO [BAOWIDI SB JJoMm SB ‘pojoLIsal
2y} 0) pasediuod s8 pus THNJ puB piojusy a)sem ojepljea pue ‘oonpoid ‘dojoasg . 1950 JojBM 219YM SUB) Turyes] ul [BASLI}OI
ju suoneoljdde [puojod 10§ Louaiorgyo pus "Spasu 9IS 9)sBM j[Nnq 10 ‘s23pn]s pIBYy otf) Jo [BASLI}OI
1509 91} 101paid o) sjopous [Basujal dojoaa( . poddns oy ASojouyoo} [suonBuIauI puB 10j pasinbai a8 ouljaseq Suupw oinBIpAY
‘syjus) opund Ansnpul [BUOIIPPE 9JBN[BAD PUB 2IN00IJ ay) 0) sayoeoidde oayBio)y *palinbal
AU} Ul YYO I8 2jBI)SUOWP puB JBITON]  » “JolJ1IBOG aq [ suqap Ajqissod pus ‘sjoay 93pnys
ToyUe0g S M-1udr | W31om-143r] oY) Jo Sunso) ojojdwoy o pasy ‘sfoay oxBoyjus ‘93pnis pue ajuoy]us jjnq
‘L6 R WAO 18 [BASLI]OI 2jSBM Jo [srowiay] “uoljBipawas oxinbal 8Yy) syue)

Supnp syus) opund YO oy ut kojdo@ .« | J0j s0j03)3 pud Sutoins pautjuo 9y jo 23u50)S 21SBM 9}010U0D puB [99)S [BOLIPUIIAD SOISBM [09H pus

A4S0 | oousuuojiad sj8njeas pus Lojdop “1oAld  « | [BOIMAA pue [BjUOZUIOY SBY Xo]dwod OO YL, Aing 92IqQON T 1'T' |

adoag G6Ad-L6AT uopnjos 0y \Pu g JUAUIAB)S WD[qOIJ JUAU| Y UR[o.Ig

(pwioo) "T°¢ dqu,

Section 3 - TFA Technical Program

3.32

TFA Multiyear Program Plan



. “JAINI 18 WIdjsAS Djowionoads
UMOPYEDIQ PIDNPUI-155E] Of) O)UISUOUIIC]  »

*559001d uonBuOjEd

Paq pazipinyy oimyeradwal-y3iy oy

ita Gunsa) Jog Juawnysug 1a)owolpoads
uMOp©a1q pasnpul-sose] Sunsixe idupy .
:BUTIONUO 559303

*B)Bp 1509 pue

sausuLIofsad Juirosuidus Yiim wes) udisop

9eos-||nJ atp) poddns 0} s)nsas L6402
uo paseq Juijsa) UONBISUOWDP WIOJID]  »

*UoHBINUDP [BULIAY) JOJ WDisKS

ad£jo101d 159} pus Yuswidinba ssa001d J0j
suonuay10ads Jaatjsmoyy ssao0id B dojaasg .
‘BuIssI001g

“Bupojtuows ssasosd

SU)[-uo 10 J2)a101)05ds UMOpPYEIq
poonpui-1osu] 8 ojuljsuowap pue jdepy .

'satpnys

tuejd-jopid y3nosy) sajsem Juiwaq-wnipos
o[puyf 0} Joaysmo)j Furuiopes ay sziupdo .

* yonpoud sujojeo

a1} ug s9193ds [jualitaje ainseaU (Z pus sauy
se31j0 auid|Bo U SUOqIB20IPAY SrnsBaUI (|

0} Pap29u 24 [[im FuLIo)NUOW [0IU0D SS301d
awi-jeas Jo yuatudoaaa(] BUTIOHUOHY 559907
“uopesiusp aroadwi o) uoleuo[o

2an1ppe J83ns pue Juissaoosd sinjesadg)
1314 apnjoul s3ANBUIO)|Y FTITSSI501g

"oUo[Bd aYy)

u} sapored pajesawo)33s Jo uoysuLIj o) pus
S9PINO 0} SIJBINU 3Y) JO UOISIAU0D 9)2dwioduy
Jo 9518039 D006 18 192YsAO] UoHBUIO]ED
Paq pazIpingj Jusnd oty i sjquedwoo

Jou s} 9)sum Bulsaq-wInipos JINJ oY L

2SBM SURE) 'L

"syug) fjoud paujop

=3asn uo sjooy sisjsus ssaoord Lojdag  «
'surajqoad ays pajoo|as 10j (00}

sis{|uuu ssav01d ad10j01d pue dopaag .
"SOLIBUDDS 9)SBA\ JuB) Jo K)akiva B Jopun
apuut aq 0 suoloipasd sousuiIofad moj[e

01 sas52203d Jusuneasord Jofew jopopy .
"BIEP 21ISHOJOBIBYYD 2jSBA\ pUB ‘A1j5WI003

Jue) ‘aoueunIofiod (00} [BAOL}AL S|QUIBSSY .
*23uvwio)1ad Buissaoord yuounsalsid pue

SONISU2IORIBYD 9)SEA NuB) U0 BlUp opdwion) .«

.

‘syue) Loud isoy3iy ay) uo suoisioap
Hoddns £0a11p 0}.s3ue) Ansoud paugjap
-1asn uo s]00) sis{|eus ssa001d Lojdac]
'spaaooud uonszyeald
su sjusodoud Jo uoneneas us O pit 0)
pue sjasysavo]y ssaoo1d Buidojsasp uj siasn
pte 0} Buissasosd Jusuwnsanaid [BAS12)
10j s]00} 1502 pus dousunojiad dojpaa

“BL9IN0 o)dpjnu

uo pastq waty) asedwiod pus suogungijuoo
wo)sAs pus soioroidde Fuissooord

SAlBUI)NE 91BN {BAD [qEIj21 UBD SJ9SN 2INSUD
0} papaau s} |00} pajRISajul Uy “o[qe[iBAE jou
§159JS8:A UT) JO Pu|q J0 9)seAr Yue) Ju[nolped
B JoJ s2130]0UY29) Jo UoHEBUIGWOD oY)
3uydew soy £Fojoporyjow anisustarduios v

swolsdg ABojoutjoa ]
uAUNEINDI]

pus [Basujoy
eidou] £ 1°7'1

2d0dS 66Ad-L6Ad

uonn|os 0 yy5g

U B)S WjqOIg

JUBUR[F wRqoIg

(pwod) ‘z°¢ djqe .

Section 3 - TFA Technical Program

3.33

TFA Multiyear Program Plan

 ——

[P

’ e



I

"SYUB) 9JIUNG WOJJ SITPNS PIASIII tio
uonjesedas pinbij-pijos a[eas-jjng jonpuo)
‘uotjssudas pinbif-pijos Joj survas)s

2)sBM "§') o ABojoun|od} uBisSIY 1S9,
*9}0k991 Kyif1ony Buissaoold ajsepm
asuajd SUS 2Y) Jo Bunsoy 1)1 onunuo)
“TANI

18 92]A1S DAHOBOIPES 9)OWID1 30 poudisop
Hun 1014 UL S[I9D B 159) pUB JonJIsuol)
"K10jBI0QE] [UUOHEBN

a3p1y jeQ 18 sa1pnis Anjiquivor) syue)
Paje1o0sse puu d)und Juunp jun uone|iy
A0}J$5019 JO uonBssuourap ajajduion
*pIoJuB]] 18 SI931 Nu() S[j2D oY) Suisn
918 9A19BOIPEI JO Buysa) sjajdwon)

Apmis Aypiqejean

LVVvD Jo ued se yRJO 18 uoyssedas pinby
~p1[OS U0 UOHBISUOLLOP |BIS-[|N] JONPUO))
sud)sAs

1911 9jBOS-[|n JO BullsI} puB UOKOI[S

u1 soys o) poddns [atuioa) opiaoig
Bunss) joy Joj says

31} 0) SLUD)SKS 19)1J 9BIS-1OUDq JOAND(]
SOISEA\ PIIBINWIIS Yl SI9)|Y

pasusapu Jo 3ulsa)-yduaq 10 -qe] ULIo)I]
SPoou 9)is-Ijnwu 99tu

0} SWajsAs UonEL|Ij PIdUBYUD D]qE]IEAY
-Kjjeuoneusdjur pus -AjjeLsnpus Kjuapy

"piojusy] ju uoleziealid | asey] Joj

suoln|os Ystm pus sjusjsuladns pue ‘suolnjos
[sAsti)a1 Bunivaq-3 1/1S pus ‘sodpn(s

AL Bupnjoul TNRYO 18 sweans M1
SNOLIBA ‘SYS 18 edioad ysem 2)8] oY) “JENI
18 52)sBA\ QUID|BD PaAjossip pue Suileaq winipos
34 Wogj spijos paajossipun jo uotjesedos o)
voddns o} pasinbai s swaysAs 193]y aavULD)Y
Jo Buiisa], "wo|qoid jeonuo e su (§71S)
toneiedos pinbiypijos paynuapi says anoj iy

weal}g
pinbiy ue)d 7Tl

‘sajdures 23pn|s YIS

Jenyor 1o $31pnjs 9}Bos-£10)810q8] JoNpUC)
'sa3pn|s

SAS parejnuinis uo saiprys SuiBe jonpuoy
*soulj J9Jsue) ul sarpadoad

[80130]0a1js JO SOIPN]S JUBINLIS ULIOJID]
*K3ojootys pus

‘ssaupiey ‘oz1s aporued Joj vjsuar piojueH
Jo sajdues azuajoBIBYD pus 192]j0)
‘soipadoad watsyd pus eorwatjo

JBon19 J9)]8 YY) SUOIPUOD a0[dNT
‘23pn|s

Jo uonezijigow sineipAy pus [gouByoowW
9}B|NLLIS Y} SUOHIPUOd 0} pajoafqns
192q 9ABL 18U} D-90] UO S)$3) Jonpuo)

"sa3pnjs

SYUS pauapiey] ‘Ap i SaIpNIS 1ONpUOD
‘sopuadosd [eaisAyd ajseay

9[qeidasou 10§ suonesytoads soueuiioyiod
dojaasp pue 1ajsuer) s)seam Sunoape
satgadoud [eo1sSyd a3pnjs ojenjuag
‘sojuadoid

podsuryy aysEA Rq 9ouUAN[FUL Y
saipadosd jois{yd pus fsajwayo [vonuo
upIgO "sa3pnis piey pus yos 3-90| yue L
pojuep] uo wesdoid Sunsoy B ysijqelss

‘sucusado uixiw
pue Jajsues) aufadid oy uo Joedwiy J1oy) pus
sopadosd [eatsSyd a8pnjs (g pue ‘suopuiado

Fuixiw pus ‘siajsueyy suyjadid ‘sojul uonnjossip
uo jorduil s)1 pus A1siwanjo oyudjes
pun 93pns ([ :151xs sonssy Areunid om [

JusjEaLRIg

puu Jgjsuui]

10] 9)SBM PaASLIIY
adard €7 |

24035 6 Ad-L6Kd

uopnjug 0) v

JUANLI RIS WO ]

JUAUIJF unfqoIg

(poo) ‘7°¢ ?qqu,

Section 3 - TFA Technical Program

3.34

TFA Muitiyear Program Plan



*s59001d YjBL-IS oY} SjEI)SUOWIP
pue ‘saipnjs jonpuoo ‘s)sa} 9|8os 12318] pus
Sutusa1os £3ojouyoa) ojeidwon ‘piojusy] 10§
‘[eAOWaI WINIUAYITU JO] S{[30 J0Y Ul 5)0BJU0D
Yojeq ojeos-]jsws uuojiad YJO 104 SFEM
UGV WoI] [eAOlaY sapionuoipey 19410
"Bjep Buuosum3us apiaoid o) woysAs
SnONULUOY 51dooU0D [BOIWIOYD AJBOS -
‘wInkauyod) Jo suLIoy paonpal Jo
[eAOWIaS 10 Sa1T0joutjoa) 9quyIvAt KoAIng .
"591pNJS MO]J snonutjuoa ojppjdwoy
'S159} Yojq JUOGIOS [|BIUS ULOJIOJ o
‘ESISEAN, oUNjBY|Y WOlj [eAOWay uimy
"L A Ut paynuap) sassaoord pue sjusqios
Buisn [BAOWIDI WINS90 OJBNSUOWA(] o
*aUId[BY
PIAOSSIP U0 UOHOBIIXD YL 2)BISUOWIIP
puB 5[BOS-ouaq 3y 38 UOHNOSSIP
2uI0[B2 JO souBuLIojIad SjBN[BAY
*J99USMO]J UOJORIXO WINFUON)S
1U511N035}Nn0s st Fuisn sjsem yue)
[¥0}08 UO [VAOWIAI WINKUONS JBISUOWIIC]  »
5915\ PIOY WIOIJ [UAOWISY opljonuoipey
'SUS ¥ [BAOWDS Winsa0 paaoidiug
0 (s)Insa1,86 A1 uo Suipuadop) sassasord
jUB}-JO-INO 1O YUB}-UL DJBYSUOWIN(T o
‘sajeusodns SYS U0 1SD
)AL SOIPRJS ULINJOD O[BOS-YOUdq WO o
'SUSs
10J 1§D J8jnueid yyim sjs9} Yyojeq Jonpuo) .
*S)USQIOS [BAOWIDI
-wInisad om] Yim sajsusadns Jusj 9jsem
PIQJUBE] XIS UO §)$9) 9]BIS-1jOU] JONPUOD) o
WO 18 WNIsId Jo [BACWAL IS
uo Suipodal pue uopssuowap ajojdwo) .
:S2JSBA\ SUI[BN[Y WOIJ [BAOWISY WnIsa)

'59552001d voydios spen[EAy .
"0-901 jus[ s, piojusy ui sadpnjs
woyj soiuedio aseyd-021j jo jusurean
Joj s9s59001d dojoaop pus ojeBljsoAu] .
*[BAOLUDI WnfjuOL)S
JOJ SPOYISW SALBUIO)[B JJBISUOW(]
‘5o158
SUIEN[V Wolj [BAOWaY Sapanitopey 33410
“WhOUY99) paonpal
Suyuiedos 10§ spoout 503 pue dopoas -
"SOIPN]S MO[J PUB S}S9) Yojuq ULOJIag
‘S3IST/\ oUI[EN[V WOJJ [PAOUIDY WNNIuoo L
‘suojjezodo yun uoyeiedos opjonuolpes
duI[aseq Jiay} uo uolsioap NI Hoddns
0} vjup 1500 pus 9ousuniojiad sonporg .-
. pouad JBak-¢ B 1040 [BAOWID]
WNISo0 pue ‘WINjuoNs ‘wnfjouya}
‘11U ], 10] SPOYIoui 0JBISUOWIOP PUB IS, o
‘[BAOWIDI WINIS3D ™
pue ‘wnpuons ‘wnydus) ‘ML 10
s9s59001d suoyuiedos ojeudordde yoojog  «
‘So)5E, POV W01j [BAOWIDY IPIONUOIPEY
*SUS pue pIojusyy
0} 9AljBUISY B Uoneledas WNIS20 UO BjEp
1509 puu souswoysod SuusomSus apirory .
‘SYUS I8 [BAOWIDI WINISID
10 §59004d SANBUIY|E UL DjBISUOWT  »
"ujBp 1500 puB
ssusuojiad dojoasp o) piojusy] puz SYS
18 59d4) a)sBM pUE SJU2qI0S JO AJ91IBA B UO
$159) 9|BOS-1)0USq puB -£10j810q8] JORPUO)
Rit: (0]
18 WINIS3D U0 9SN J0] W2SAS [BACWIAL S
2y} J9jsuul) pus uonessuowdp odwoy
'SOJSBAY SUIBN[Y UI0) [BAOLUSY WINIS3T)

‘wnijuosns

Aqpvroadss ‘sapijonuolpel J94)0 10§ sessaooid
[BAOWISI SUIISEQ O1j) O) SIANBILINE JO

0) sjuatuaaoidul JoJ JSIX2 0S[B SPISU “S9}iS JN0J
3y} J8 s9)BUIAdNS WOIJ WNHAUYDSE PUB WNISIO
JO [BAOLSI 10J SPIaUl Y} 0) UOHIPPB U] SIS
JUIBY[Y WOIJ [eAOlIdY sapijonuoipey 910
*9)sem |enjon

U0 pajersuowap o/pus padojoaap aq jsnw
wiajqord opwjouyoapad-uou siy) ssoippe uwd
juu) soanpacosd Jospus saiJojoun}os) jpaoLuss

* wnRouYda ], ‘UoLN{oS Ul 218 WNKAULD)

Jo sy s)mauyoopad-uou Ji 9A109)Jo 59|
218 S9BUBLOXS UOIUY "UONEZI|IqOLUL 910joq
$uv) J09[9s Ul 9)BUIadnNS 91} WOIJ poAowal

9q 1SN WNYOUL02) ‘pIOJUBH 18 ULIO} MTT
ay) J0j spuawalinbas sousuniojiad josw o],
‘SIS SUIBY[y WO [EACIISY WaijpUTaaL
*uona9jas A3ojouyaa) sujjeseq

jsuly Joj vjep sousuLojsod pus 1509 oplaold

0} pajsa) pus padojaaop 2q jsnw swedsjs
9)sBM THNJ Ul WNISId pus ‘(1Y ], ‘Wnijsuyosy
‘wnyuons Sulpnjoul SIS SIUBINSUEI)

0} o|quo1jdde sa13ojouyos) Juswyear],

‘SIS PIOY WIOT] [BACIUSY IpIjonuoipsy
*8L9)1I0 9ourjdooor 9)sEMm

Juaduuys 193w ues AJojout]os) Jey) 21nsus

0} pasu e 51 213y} ‘pIoJue] )}y ‘oyeudoidde

st 1 SO Suisn [gAouwial s Jo yusuwkojdop

18U} 21052 0) Popasul s Buissosold jenjor twoly
B}Bp 1500 puB souBuo)Iad YO 104 'sis00
5[0K0-9J1] pue KoualdLjJs Ut sjuswaoidw
jenusjod mojjs pus ssaooid uonepdioard
Juwl-uy ourfaseq a1} dnyjorq 0} SYS J0j pasisap
218 53150]0UL09) |BAOLWIDS WNISID JANBILD)|Y
'SIIST, SUI[eY]y WOIj [BAOWIY WIS

sopijonuolpey
2M0WNY §'T T 1

3d0dg 66A4-L6Ad

uoynjog 0j yjed

JUAUR)B)S UR[qOIJ :

JUAUI[H UR[qOI]

(pwoo) 'z°¢ 93[qey,

Section 3 - TFA Technical Program

3.35

Program Plan

iyear

TEA Mult

D ——




“judwidinba auiuonpuod
28pnys jo Bunss) sjsea sjeBouns Jonpuo) .
*9|qeoyjdde
Ajinuojoed Juawdinbs Suiuopipuos o8pnis
Jesnput Ajnuopi pue sa3pnjs pajesl; Jo
soipadoud jeorsfyd pus [sojwiaypd sjidwoy .
‘UONUZIIqOWUI] M T OF WeaNS M1 99pN|S
"auBIqiusw
pa113jo1d a1y Suisn ssao01d L19a0091
alsned oY) Jo dn-ojeos spensuownq .
“Ajquinp yusuodwos
1199 Ja])0 puB SuBIqUISUL YSI|qU}sD
0} )53} 9|E0s-1[oUsq WA)-FUof B 1oNPUOY
*2U0JS}us 94} J0 FOS Jue]
wolj pautejqo sisem pinbij saou01pel
Buisn 1940093 oljsnBo suoyelSUOWIT

'sajsem 23pnjs ojeSouns
uo spoyjow Juisiwold jsous vjeSUCWIST
Juawdinbo
Suiuonipuoo s3pnjs [eroIawLod
Buisiwosd yosjas-umop pue fnuap] .
“UGHEZI[IqOWTI] M IF] OF WiBallS A\ IH 30PN[S
Bunsa)
9[wos-yausq Juunp paynuapi (so)ssosoid
pasiajad oy Buisn 2j0Ko2s ofjsned
'Jo uonussuowap sjeas-jojid B Jonpuoy .
*Aiaa8uoy yuaudinbs ssoooid sutuizejop
0} Bupsa) yousq wio)-3uo uojeg .
*20£031 ansned
Joj spotjjows uoyeiedds susiquisws puw
Buip|ds JBs Jo 5is3} o[EaS-Youaq JONPUOD .

23pN[s Jus)

uo uoneaydde jeyusjod 1oy pajenjeas ussq jou
SBY SI} INq ‘UOJ)IBIIXI 21UB3I0 pUB 2UNjsiow
10j 2|qejieas 218 sanbiuyos) jwiosswwioy
'sjuatwalinbal proj-1BaY PUR J9JEA DAISSIIXD
Q) 9]pusy 0} PIZIS-19A0 9q JshW WI)sAs
uonBIYLIA 5], ‘WdjsLs UOHBIYLNA dN))

0} Apoanp o3pnjs ajquuieA pue 9)n)ip spodsuss)
SUS PuB pIOJuBH JE J92YSMO[ JUaLIND Y],
‘UONBZI|/qOWIW] M1 OF WeaNS M 1H 29PN|S
‘Jesodsip

Bupnbay ajsem Jo Hnuenb oy ssearoul
Apueoyiudis [j1m onsneo ysalg Jo uolIppy
"SYS puv piojusy] i sa8pnjs Youa] pue MTH
9A911101 pug 210)s 0} pasinbai aq [jias (onsned)
apixoipAy waipos jo sannuenb jusoyudig

“UONBZIIGOW] A\'] OF WESTS S18uisdng

;UONUZINIqOI] fy T ] O} WUS1IS Sjeuioung

:UONUZIIqOWWI] AAT'T OF WeskiS opeulodng

uopezijiqowiw]
10J 9)se | pRIEaLIRLg
asedasd 82T 1

“guissasold gy s poddns
0} W9JSAS UOHBIUBIIP JUILINDISINOD
ajeas-jojid @ aypiado pus ‘9puouqe) ‘uBisog .
*s313cjouyjos) Juounsanaid
28pn[s mopj-snonunuoo sjensuowag o
{BUISS3301J 99PN[S SHONTIUOY)
“Bunyous) 98pns
20uByu [[eaiskyd o) uoyBOYIUOS SjBN[BAY .
“Bunssy 9jeyoua] ojsned Jupnp
uoleULIO] PI0jjod puB UOHB[IT OjBN[BAY .
'$)s9) Buissaooid ounjeyje jonpuoy .
"PIoY DIBXO 10 9)BUBXOIPLY0}o0E
Aq [eaowal uoIL U0 SISO} [LOIWIALD JonpUO) .
9,40 91qn[0s 0)
¢4 2[qnjosut oy} Suizipixo £q ojsem woij
WNIIOIYO SAOLUDS O} SPOYIOW DJBN[BAY  »
KISTWay,) SUN[SE/, 98pN|S
"199ysmoy}
aujjoseq pIoJuB] o1} Jo 5955900 yojuq
3y} ‘o[Bas-3uniaoui3us ue 1B ‘ojexSUOWS(]  «
*9)58m 93pnjs piojusy] [enjos
uo )59} A10)BIOQR] 2[BOS-{[BILS JONPUOD  «
‘MSH dulasey

"SPOt[1aul o)q 0} OA1BUI)E
Aouaioigye JoySiy v se juswidinbs Suissasoid
28pn|s MO[J-SNONUIUOD dJBI)SUOLIP
pus 153, :3UI559303] 8pNjS SNONUNUO)
"SWwIB2l)S
2ISTA YRJO puB plojusf] uo spoyjsw
Bupysem 23pns pasordwig opvsuota .
‘Buiysem a3pnjs 0) SHUOWIOUBYUD 150] .
‘sjuatudlinbal 2ousu0)10d J20W 0) 59)SBA
wolj sjgjow wajqoid 1a1p30 pus ‘uol
‘WNIWOID 2A0UID O] SPOYIOWE DJBNUAT]  «
KNSIURD TUySep 90pn|S
‘aouewsojsod Junesado
unguod oy uoheedas 93pnjs pus Jupysea
98pnjs pasustjus Jo uoljessuoLLap
9[Bos-Juuoau3us us wLoJIa
“Kouatoipo
uohuiedas 9jenjeAd 0) S1OIYSAO))
Buiyseas 93pn[s pasuvijua ouljoseq
a1[) Jo Buysa) oppas-A10jvi0qe] JPRPUOD  «
‘BUTSEAY 9BPN[S PIduBI[uL] SUNjISEE

,"Buissaoosd a3pnjs snonupuos

pus ‘Ansiwayo Suiysem o8pn|s ‘wioysAs
Bunysea o3pnis pasusyud suljaseq oY) Uo
Bjep sauswiojsad :Buissaocosd 93pnis jo suaie
224U} ul J51%9 SaNsst puw swiojqosd jeolutjos]
‘(areydsor|d 10 ‘wnpouyos) ‘winjwoyd

'8'9) Buissao0sd uonszifiqowy sppuduw

Joj (winupun(e “82) pTH Suninsas o

JO awnjoa 3y} 0} SPPE JOYID JBY) SJUANMISUOD
aAfjorOLpBILOU 9A0WRS 0} Fuissaoord a1nbas

(114, YO put ‘PIoJuvy] ‘SYS 1e s9Fpnjs

23pn|g s59201d LT’ |

adods 66Ad-L6AL

uennjog 0) (P

TUIWINYS WO

e RUEG X E ]

(p1u0d) *T°¢ 3qe L

Section 3 - TFA Technical Program

3.36

TFA Multiyear Program Plan



"PaonpoId SBAL ULIO] 9)SUAL
3y} Joy58 uojioadsul 2ouejdasoe jonpoud Joj
uonevjuswWnIsuy vjelisuowusp puy doppasqg

+ 'sweans paoj ssao01d uQnuzIjIqoUwg
1)} 10J suoljsatjioads josju0d

1anpoxd Bupojuow 10j wonuuSNLSUY
aujj-uo 9jensuowap pus dojeaacg
‘Jonposd 9jsum pus pagj

§59001d uotjuzijiqounui jo Suuopuows suy|
-uo Joj AZojouyyoo)} 9|qu[IBAB JO SUONB L]
pue suonuoljioads ssusuojiad Kjnuop]

“Bugssacod Anjrog Suissaoos |

ASBA ISURJA(T SYS WoWIne 0} pus
‘uonuzhieatsd | oseyd s, piojusg] jo poddns
Ul UoHBILAWINIISU SUI-UO J)BISUOW(]
sisA|eus wioJ 2jsum paonpoid pus

P29) ssao01d 10] uonwuswnysuy dojasg
uonBjuOMINISUL Uy

=0 10j suoneay1dads sousunoysod Ajusp]

*10)03s
aeand oy woyg sponpoid oty Jo Lpojsna soyu)
HO( 210§2q suolEoLI0ads Yjia 90UBULIOJUOD

£31194 0} papasu 2Ju WI0J )s8AL 31} JO
3unsa) pue wopoadsu; 9ouedaoos Jof spoyjow
‘poonpord sf WIoJ o)sBA POZI[IGOWLLL O} IS Y

$59001
uonuzijiqowu]

MTH [onu0)

puB Jojluoiy 1°T°E'T' 1

"UOHUZI[IQOUILL 9)5BM AYANIB-MO| S THN]
J0j vjvp 2ousiuIoad unoowdus umO
. "9)5UM
Ananos-moy s, TANT Jo uonszijiqouswy

3t} JoJ suonejnuiioj noid 159y sdojaasc]
'§9ISeA pajB[nwWis Fuisn suole[nwio) ssejd
pur 1n013 a]qeidaoou 153} pue dojoas(
"P212)unodus aq o) KjoN1 spuojq pue sadK)
2IsBA\ A0 JO K131eA oY) unuosaidos
suotiisodwiod sjsear Jo 93ues oY) aulya(g

“WAO J0J sutio] ajsem

ssu]3 pur 013 sjen|vad pue ojessuca(]
"SOJSBA\ WNIpOS

pus ‘wnuodz ‘wnununje Y31y s, TINI
Joj suoljeuiio] 1no1d 9)Bn[uAS pun Jso ],
"qRAO 10j

suugj o)sean 5583 pus n0id pue TN 10)
suolg|nuoj aisear 1noid 10§ spuowaiinbas
jeuonounjsuonuoyioads dojaasacg

"suioj vjsean ojqe)dooos pus

apsudoidds ysotw oy jo uoioajas 10§ sojis oy je
151X 5p33U pue sanssy [80juYyad) oljioadg ‘oys
913uls B UM U9AD ‘52580 SWOS U] ‘pur 'sa)is
O [enplatput j8 Apuaiafpip K194 payosvordde
Bujaq st sapsem YuB) Kaios-ao] Jo [usodsiy

weans M1
szijlqoww] £°1°€''|

*950 )15 P2}o2|as J0j

ssoliuowt 92ue)do008 uLI0] )suA Kojdocy
"suonjeoyioads josuod

1onpoid tojuour o} uopBjUGNISU SUIj-UO
* puB spoyjjow isa} vjexnsuowap pus dojoaa(]
“(wwsdoxd siy) jo ped e se padojoasp pus
3uysine yioq) poyjaw yoes 10j poroadys
tois1921d pug £oBIN0dE atf) SUULSIOC
‘splepug)s

pue spoyjaw js3) opsridordde nuop]
‘sjuswasinbat

sousjdwoa w10 ojseA 559558 puy J03)j00)

“Bunsa) aouwidasor uiiog ajsem 10j
Spispu)s pug ‘uogjejuatungsu ‘spoyjotu
159} pajupi[ea sjusuowuap pue dojaaacy
"suonsol192ds Jooui 0}

£Bojoujas} Funsixe jo Loenbope ajenjeag
"suoisotjioads jonuoa pus

Fuitoluows 2P [ J8() Siuswsnbay
2ousljditon uLoj 9)sem vjenBAT

*J0)035 9)vAld 21} wioy) sjonpoid

ay) Jo Apoysna saxu} FO(I 910Jq suonealyvads
Y)iA\ 90UBLLIOJUOD KJUIDA O) papasu

2Je spolol *sse|B Jo Fulso) Joj padofaasp
Jou 219\ SpoYjaLll §53) payioads oy Jo Luspy
"9ISBA\ POXIU € PIIDPISUOD 2q PJNOA YOILAY
§}9.A9] AV0[2q SUOIIBIUIOUOD [BJOW UIBUIELL

©) P2pastt 39 PINom s[BIaW 1oV £19A009Y

pue uoneAIasUOD) 90In0S9Y Jo SisA[suB

pue d)sBM 13 ], Juionpoid pioae o} papasu

3q p|nom sis&jeun sul-uQ “[o1u0d ssavoid Jaj
papasu st sisf[sur gg-wnnautjos) 10j uoyualR
" uoxnau usy) potaw sadsayo ‘10)s8) W

$59201d
uonuzZijiqoww]
MTTIonu0D

Pus JOJUON I'1'€°T'1

adoag 66AI-L6Ad

uojnjos 0} g

nweg unjqolg

Juounly unjqoig

(pwod) ‘g dqe ] -

Section 3 - TFA Technical Program

3.37

TFA Multiyear Program Plan




‘sjuawannbai jguonouny

343 0} 9ANT}R1 9ouBLLI0)Iad 9)un[BAD
PUY SW)sAS [B10I9UWIWIOD 9)BISUOWID(]
‘swoyshs Juyduwiss pue uope)ie

Joj s)uswalinboi [suonouny dojaas(g

'sjuswasnbas jruonouny joow ey
W2IsAS JBIDISWILIOD FJBA{BAS PUB 2IND0I] o
's93pns s)sea Suypuey
pue Suixnu 1oj sjuswannbas ysyqeisy .

"paauBYud 9q 0} SPIIU UID)SAS

pa3j 23pn|s oy) Jo sduBuOIad "ANjIqelD)
awidinba pus ssaooad 1095J8 fjia 1t poxitu
112m jou st pasj Jajjau J ‘uonisoduiod pasy
(3 Jo [o5ju02 y3noiy) pajo1uod si ssasoid ay)
‘sanijion] uonBdYLIA U] “suonsiado Suissasosd
paaj 93pn(s Jo uonajas oy £q pajorduwy
Apoanp 219 1a)suel) pus uonezljiqoitt o8pn[s

P39, 93pn|g
aredai €T°€T1

"9)IS 1S9 ], BPBAIN

atf) 0} Jonpoud ssujd sjsMm oY) JO 9s0dsi(]
"$3)15 Jatfjo pue

WO 01 dduruLcyad FuuaouiSus apiaosg
"uonezijiqounuy Suunp

siapweied ssa001d Juspodw szuspulEy)
'ss9001d 558|3 £juo- S v

pue ‘ssasosd ssu|d 1 §5-93pns v :sossaaoid
UOHBZIIQOWILL] 0A\} 9]B1JSUOID(]

“Buysa)

uonwzifiqowiut Joj sjo3 papPRIYS 5.0 LAS
34} 0] YYO Woyy uisas popeoj podsues
‘uonjesuowop JSAN

o)) Jo pud sB WINISID )M UISDI ]SO PrOT

‘uonERILRA 9stm AIRpUodas

Jo uopgjuawwaduwi poddns o) s1asn oy mup
20uBW10J15d J500 pus BupssulBus opiaclg .

“ssa001d

uonesedas WNIsoo B Wolj suisal sFuvyoxo
-uof Juads jo uoljeziiqowy; ajpjsuOWD .

‘wioj o)seas ssujd oty ojul Ajuenb

ajsean Juestjiudis sjerodiooul o) Aigjiqe o)

S| UONEILINA UISII 1§D YA\ 2NSS] |uoIUYo3)
K2y v ‘[esodsip uisar [ SO v)sem Aiepuooas
uo uoisioop 8 poddns o) uoyvayLIA BISII
93uBtjox2-10} U0 BIBP §SOO PUB 9oUBULIOJISd
Buuoouidua sasmbal YRIO ‘Ajjesyyioads
"3ussasoud yuonbasqns aanbas Aew jesodsip
ulsal 180 “sulsol o3uBloxo-UOi [[B \im Sy

JuWeaNIL |
wiogj oysupy Aiepuooag
ardad TZET

adods 66 Ad-L6Ad

uonn|og 0) \ug

HUR)BIS WO

yuoun|g uRpqoIg

(pod) ‘T'¢ dqe ]

Section 3 - TFA Technical Program

3.38

TFA Multiyear Program Plan



‘soBexoud uonejnuus ssooord
[BIDISWIWOD Yy jopouts oYy ojeadoju)  «
: ‘Jopout oy} dojaaap o} pasn
vjEp Au jo Juopuadopul s)[nsos YIm Inooo
[l uoyspieA 5159} Sunjaw ojeudodds
WOIJ BjBp 1S3} )M [opOU O1f) 9JBPYBA
“JojABYaq
Sunjow ssuyS jo spopow Suysixo jdepy  «

‘suoyjeiado

puz uonosss juatudinbe ssaood
uoneoyia Juiziunydo pue JuiuGisap

ug sOYs oY) Aq asn 10J soFexord uonvjLS
|BI2ISWIWOD OJU} [apots oY} 9jBIToju]
‘'suofjusado uonBayUNA wolj suopisoduiod
sudjjo ssu|3 joipaid o) spopout dojoasg

‘ss8|3 ul 3uipeoj

a1sem Juziwdo Jo§ pui ‘suisysks sedgjo
pus 208ds todua J9jjows 1 surajqoid uoisonod
Suyeipatal 1o Junuosaard Joj jBussss

Os[® s{ suoKorIa)Ul 9531} Jo Fulpus)siopun

uy ‘SUOLpU0d Jojjoui pue uopsoduiod paa)
U35M}3q SUONORIANUI 94} JO Bulpus)sIopun us
annbas ‘yuawidinba ssaosord jo udisap ojquipor v
pue ‘s3s50001d UONBILIIA JO [O1JU0D FAIOIYJ5]

se3j0
MTHIBAL STET

‘SjuauIdoUBYUD
U0 SUOJBPUIILLIODAI PUB B)EP
1509 pue ssusumojiad SuusouiFus spirolf .
‘si)jot
snonunuod j[euus ui Ljiqnjos juauodiuod
Suiziwirxew 1oy spoyjow Suisiwoid js9
553 uf sjuauoduros Joujw jo
1us)u09 YY) szZiixews o) spoyjous dojoasq o
1IqU[Og jusuodioy) ssejH Jo uonezZindQo
"SWOISAS I9)[ous 9)BABAT o
‘SJUB[NUNS 9JSM 2INT01J
UONBZI[IqOWINI] PIoUBApPY
*S2)SBM
[enjoB Ym AJLoA SojsBM paje[nWIIS UO SS9}
UOLBIU)IA PUB UOISOLIOD S[BLIDJBUI WHOJID]
QIS8 MIANRY-YSIH “THNI JO UCHESIIA
"sa[dwss [euojeut
Pa1os[ss Jo aousuniojiod oy ajenjeAT .
"SUOTPUOD 901AI3S oYioads
10j sjeuajsul 2)8pipusd uisiword jHuspy  «
juawdinbs
ssa001d se3jjo pus uonBIYLYIA 0]
SUONIPUOD SunIwi]-2J1] 91BN[BAD PUB JUYS(T
S[BLI9JBJ\] SOUBAP

*uonBd A MTH poaoidut

pus 9)sem A18puooas 1fjoq poddns

0} 558j3 2)s8M UL K)1[Iqnjos Jusuodwos
Koy oziundo o) spoyjous Kyuop]

TANI £q papuny sweiBoid (NT

Y)m uondunfuod ug g)sem Klanoe-y3iy
THNI Jo uonszijiqotuw o) 10j ssaooid

B 9)BIISUOLLSP pUB SuOljB[NULIOS SS8|3
pue s[sus)BU 19)jow 359} pus dojaas(]
"SJuBJALLIS 9)SBM

Buisn sassaooid uonezijIqowWWw] paousApe
[BIDIWIWOD 9}BA[BAD PUB 53], "S[BLS)BW
paoueApe Juisiwtold 53 pus ‘sjpsjewl
1ajjowr JoJ suolipuod Fumunj-oJ1| Anuap]

‘59558]3 9)sBM

Ul papnjoul 9q uBd Yolym sjustiodwons asay)
JO 5]9A9] 9Y} 958310UI 0) PapaaU 218 SPOYJAIN
"s1ojowesed jonpord pug ssasord juspodwg
Bunogyye Aq 3uipsoj 9)seMm o1j) SUILLISISP

Iim sjusuodutos ajsem sofews i) ‘ojsem Jue)
PIOJUBH 91} JO Yonuu pus sa)sM Juv) SYS Jo
“AHIIQNOS jusuodiiog SSE[H JO UoREZIWNdQO
“projusf]

18 UOlO39s £Fojoutjoa) |Buy poddns o} vjep
1500 pus sousuo)ied Suussuidus sonpord
0} POpo3U SI SHUB[NIS 9)SBA\ JANBJLIosDId9I
Y)m s9s59%01d 9A1iBUIA)B JO Sunsa ] PIOJUSH
J0J SWI)SAS UOHEZI[[GOWL] PIUBAP
*pajenjodou aq usd ANJIoB] JUIWEDL) 2)SBM
2y} 10§ anpayos pus ueid B JBYy} OS pojEnjeAD
pus payjijuapl 2q jsaus uoljosl) a)sem AJiAloe
-y3iy a4y Jo uonezijiqouru 10§ £3ojoras],
QIS8 AIATOV-USIH THNI JO UONBIUNIA
*PAAISqO U93Q SBY SJUSUILOIIAUD oljjoads

ul S[eLIS}BU JO UOISOLIOY) ‘SYS PUs PIGJuBE
JBUONBIYIIA O] S|SB\ pIoUBAPY

wesals MTH
szZijiqoww] p'7°e°T |

adod§ 66 Ad-L6Ad

uonunjog 0} YisJg

JUAWI}B}S UR|qoI

U wIjqolg

(pyu0d) "' dqe],

Section 3 - TFA Technical Program

3.39

TFA Multiyear Program Plan

£
Y
4

rrp——r——

S A R AT

o7 o

T




‘uoneol)isse[o
2JSBA\ [BNPISDI JO UOBUILL}OP
$,0UN Hoddns o) uonsuLojul dopoasg
"SULIg] juw} ) JO 2INSO[O
a3 J0J SOANRLIAYE JO ApN)s B Jonpuo) .
Jopout snydasuod
oduljaseq B ysljqe)sa pue suoneIn3yuos
21nS0Jd JUB) SOLIBA SUIULIDR(  »
'$9A1199[q0 souswIo)Iod sjen[eAd
pue sjuswiainbas LojunBas Amuopy «
pIoJuBE]
$2i30)1)S BULIOHUOW 2INSOJ> PUSWILIODDY  «
‘suotido [esodsip paisajard pajosjes
Joj uonen[eas souvwiopad B jonpuo) .
«'S491198,, opijonuoipes poal|
-Buo) sjeudosdds sjenjeas ‘sjjem Jussay
10j Apnys 1doouoa 8 uuojiad nsopo yus)
Joj suondo uonun3yuoo jesodsip syenjeas .
SUS

XV-p01 Nue ],
PUNOIL UOBUILIBIIOD SUOZ ISOPUA S5ISSY

"SYS 18 uonBlStIOUIA(]

21nS0D PUB [BAS{1)9Y 1SBM U} O} JBjitUIS
uoljBNsuUOWP WO/ VAL ol & ajuniy]
UOHRISUOWdP

20n50§0 WYO-V.L, 1utof e sjenug

"0-901 pue Xv-p0o| syue) 10J £3je1s
2insopo passagaud B Jo uopBuIULEp UL

PIg 0} Jasn 0} B)Bp UOHBN[BAS 9oUBULIOJISD
§SH pue 503 “|eoiua9) optaold

“ddug asn puw sopjotjoyuis

YU 0-901 pus Xv-p01 syue], projusyy
1o0j suofido feai2a) pus soA9(qo
QousuLIo)1ad [BASLIO1 2JBN|BAD puB LJNuop(
"LLH 241 woddns

0} 20UaL12dX2 YO puk SYS Jo Jj0 pling
‘SUS

Joj saanoo[qo votreutsojiad pajerjodou

) Yia Judisisuoa suondo Jupsopuow
ainsojo-jsod uo suonepuswI0das dojaaa
61 jusL SYS 1oj suondo

21nS0[ U} JO JusuIssasss 0}ojdiuoy

"S1oployayeis pajsasajul

pue ‘ssojendas s)t ‘gO( o1 ojquidaooe

218 JBY) PAPIU 918 D-9Q] PUB XV-p0|

SYUB], S, pIojus]] J0J B9 24NSOJD Pasuq
-1509 pus asuvwojtad ‘projusy 3y “padojorap
2q 0} pa0u s[apout [en)doou0d WL} 92In0S puk
pawuajiad 9q 0 spaatt (2)seM 91} 1940 01T

0} uonipps ut) suoido ainsolo dAjEWII|E JO
K1oUBA 3Y) JO UONEN[TAD UB ‘SYS IV *,,LUBd[O
51 UBD[d MOLY,, uNLjop puv BLIALID 2INSO[O

pus vauswwIofIad Juaalal Jo UOKIUYDP oY)
s19nss1 A9y v "awely oWl 66-96 4. 9y Bupnp
sjue) 2)sBM JO 91n50| J0f uopesedad Jo
ainsolo 3uinsind 918 YJO pue ‘SYS ‘projusy|

B2
2In$0|D duya(] € 1€

adodg GGAI-LGAM

uonN|og 0) g

JRWR) ) WO

YU Un|qoIg

(pwod) z°g dqe ],

Section 3 - TFA Technical Program

3.40

TFA Multiyear Program Plan



. Jojue) A3ojouyos] 1oAly yeuuwass  OLYS
9IS 19ATY YBULBABS S¥s
’ uoleAISy 93pRIjEO . WAO
uolssiuwo)) A10}8|n3oy teapnpN ‘SN OIN
A ) .93u10)g £9]{BA VOO  LSAWN
2]SBM [0AD]-MO] MTI
_ Agan fn@-wdrT - vnai
Iojawosjoads sseuluoleiqe 19s8]  SINTV']
© Kojeioqu] SuuesuiBuy jsuoneN oyepl TANI
JoAljBliu] sjuB], pIojusH ILH
9)sBMm [9A9]-Y31y MTH
JUSWOTBUBIN] 9)SBAA PUB UOI)BIO]SIY [BJUSWILIOIIAUT JO 2DIFO Wd
K31oug jo yuowpedsq 'S’ N q0d
2)BUB)OdY|IS sul][B)sAId 1sD
Jojowonpouad suoo 1dD
‘ILH *JoLLIBQ 99B]INS A1)} Sajerjouad
31} 10J 9]qB|IBAB SI 95Bq UOIS[0ap 2)jenbape 18Y) 19)8M 9818001 AuB ABMB P2AIP
uB 2105Ud 0) padojoasp aq Jjim sizjowssed 184 suBisop pue sydoouod Suidoorsp
sousuozad 1oy pus suorjdo ainsopo 53U} pazIjiqe)s oY} 0} s9jul 23181j001
Jo padojoasp aq |jim aseqeiep ' ‘saiSojens I9j8M Y} S0nPAL UBD JBLY) SPoUBWIO)Iad
M9U 9501 JOJ BlBp UOHBPIBA oY) dOjoASp Jaueq jenusjod uo vep Surdopoasp .
saaneafqo Juv)
souBtuI0Iod pus sjuswolnbas ainsoo U} Ul ONPISI 9)SBM Y} Jo §9dUsNbOSU0d
pajeijoJau uo paseq suondo pus sa13sjells }SU 2y} 0} jSOLW 9 9NGLIUOD
21ns0jo mau uSissp pue dojorsp pus "asn S9)is Joyjo pue plojusy] 105 suoydo 18U} SIpI[ONUOIpRI 250Y) UIBJOI puB
59135)81)S 2INSO[O PB-3Y)-JO-OIBIS MIIA] amsojo ajeirdordde ojepijea pusisa], o | aimjdeo Ajjeyusiajord 18y sjeuajew Suipps .
1M Kpatos - ‘sjustuasinbai sousurojiad Liojejndar Aq ‘pannbai J1 ‘syjus)
siy “A]jeotjioadg jue) aisBM PaZIjIqe]s YY) UY U0 paseq $2139}8J)s 2Ins0[o mou dojpasg 9)SBM SLJ) 9ZI[IQBIS O} PUB SYUB} d}SEM Y}
SOPI[ONUOIPEI JO UCHU2Ja1 19}19q UI J[nsal Juy) ‘suondo pus sa139e1s Suipunowuns jlos 9y} 9zUsjoBIBYD 0} sjdaauod 2Ins0[) 10
59139)83js 21n50]0 9JB1ISoAUI [jIM AJIATOB SIY ], 2INSO[O Ul 1B 3Y) JO 9JB}S JULIND SSISSY  » pus 53pajaouy spasu oIS pIoJuBH oYL [ NUBL 9ZIq®IS £L°1°E'1
adoag 66 Ad-L6Ad uonnjog o) Y)8g JUAUR) B)S U{qOTJ JUdUR[Y UR[qolJ
(P09) "7°g 31qBL

Section 3 - TFA Technical Program

3.41

TFA Multiyear Program Plan




Priobleni:Element: Title ; AL
1.1.1.1 Monitor Tank Integrity 200 984
1.1.1.2 Avoid Tank Corrosion ) 800 1,950
1.1.3.1 Characterize Waste In Situ )| 3,000 14,187
1.1.3.2 Sample Waste ) 1,000 2,627
1.1.3.3 Analyze Waste ) 6,075
1.14.2 Reduce Recycle Streams 1,000 3,048
1.2.1.1 Deploy Equipment )_1,750] 10,100 46,490
1.2.1.2 Mobilize Bulk and Heel Wastes J| 1,000 2,300 23,203
1.2.1.5 Detect and Mitigate Leaks ) 1,200 5,294
1.2.1.6 Monitor and Control Retrieval P! 3,915
1.2.1.7 Integrate Retrieval and Pretrea 200 1,700
1.2.2.1 Calcine Waste 12,808 500! 10,138
1.2.2.3 Prepare Retrieved Waste for Tra] 1,000} 1,700 5,234
1.2.2.4 Clarify Liquid Stream ’ 400 5,255
1.2.2.5 Remove Radionuclides ) 4,500 29,004
1.2.2.7 Process Sludge | 2,400 13,737
1.2.2.8 Prepare Pretreated Waste for Jm) 1,400 4,700
1.2.3.1.1 |Monitor and Control LLW Imm¢ 250] 1,600 5,518
1.2.3.1.3 |Immobilize LLW Stream . 1,125 2,350 10,656
1.2.3.2.1 |Monitor and Control HLW Imm! 600 1,200
1.2.3.2.2 |Prepare Secondary Waste from 1 2,955
1.2.3.2.3 |Prepare Sludge Feed ) 50 200 5,507
1.2.3.2.4 |Immobilize HLW Stream . | 2,500 8,343
1.2.3.2.5 |Treat HLW Offgas 550
1.3.1.3 Define Closure Criteria 5,185
1.3.1.7 Stabilize Tank for Closure 1,000 2,300

SOTALS )| 10,083] 35,950 219,755

(a) Bases for funding estimates: Estimates were provided by|
(b) EM-50XC = EM-50 crosscutting programs (Efficient Seﬁ

343



RIS & St 2 L g0 5 £ p A% Sraunges by

Section 4 - Programmatic Strategy

The objective of the TFA is to build a risk-driven, fully integrated, fully leveraged technology
development program that is responsive to user and stakeholder needs for the remediation of high-

level radioactive waste tanks.

In this section, the strategic intent of the program, as well as the implementation and management
strategies for achieving this objective are presented and discussed. For reference, the conceptual
model used to illustrate this strategy is shown in Figure 4.1.

4.1 Strategic Intent of the TFA Program

The TFA is risk driven - The only reason to invest in technology development activities is to reduce
the risks associated with cleanup. These include the environmental, safety, and health risks to both
workers and the public; cost and schedule risks; programmatic risks; and technical risks. The strate-
gic intent of the TFA is to work closely with the Office of Science and Technology’s Risk Program,
the tank site user programs, and STCGs to develop a risk-based prioritization of needs, and to make
technology investments in response to those needs.

/\ Risk Program
Needs

Needs

Users

EM-30;40;60
Programs
STCG’s

Focus Areas
Tanks
Subsurface
Mixed Waste

Office of
Energy
Research

Industry Programs
International Programs

Exploratory &
Advanced Development
) Basic and Applied Engineering Development .
Basic Research & Demonstration Demonstration &
Research | | | | Implementation

Gate 0 Gatel Gate2 Gate 3 Gate 4 Gate 5

Figure 4.1. TFA Conceptual Strategy Model
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The TFA is fully integrated - The TFA is organized around problem elements, which describe site
technical needs, and not individual unit operations. Moreover, these problem elements are designed
to achieve the greatest multisite benefit from the resulting technology investments. The strategic
intent of the TFA is to develop technology for integrated multisite systems solutions (see

Section 4.3).

The TFA is fully leveraged - In the model illustrated in Figure 4.1, each element in the technology
maturation cycle (see Section 4.2) is linked to the elements on either side and to the DOE’s industrial
and international outreach programs. Moreover, the “downstream” programs are the customers for
the “upstream” programs. For example, the users are the customers for the focus areas, while the
focus areas are the customers for the crosscutting programs. Needs flow upstream from the user,
while technology solutions flow downstream to the user. The strategic intent of the TFA is to leve-
rage every available science and technology investment made by DOE and in doing so, engage the
entire intellectual capacity of the nation in solving this problem (see Section 4.4).

The TFA is responsive to user needs - In addition to the development of a risk-based prioritization of
user needs as discussed above, the strategic intent of the TFA is to work in partnership with site users
and stakeholders (through STCGs) to ensure the implementation of technology investments (see
Section 4.3). ' ’

4.2 Managing Technology Development

During FY96, the TFA developed a program vision called the “right program.” Two important con-
cepts helped form this vision. First, as described in Section 2, the “right program” began with the
analysis of site-provided needs and the development of an annual program responding to needs
defined as having high-impact risk-reduction potential. Secondly, the reduction of inherited (mort-
gaged) tasks allowed the TFA more flexibility in meeting those needs. A benefit of this flexibility is
a broader, longer-term technical planning horizon. As a result, this MYPP reflects the results of
planning efforts that considered many more technical implications and task interrelationships than
previously demonstrated.

This year, the TFA has also implemented the staged-gate approach (see Figure 4.1) to managing the
progress of technologies from development through deployment. In this framework, specific criteria
exist for a technology to progress from one technology maturation level (or “stage”) to the next by
passing through a “gate.” These gate criteria focus decision-making, foster early user-involvement,
and provide decision and review points. Table 4.1 shows the technology maturation levels of the
TFA technical activities proposed for funding in FY97.

As is clear from Table 4.1, the TFA funds no activities within the basic and applied research levels.
However, these activities have enormous risk reduction potential if successful and should be sup-
ported by the relevant DOE programs, as shown in Figure 4.1. A more complete discussion of the
coordination and leveraging of science and technology investments is given in Section 4.4.

TFA Multiyear Program Plan 4.2 Section 4 - Programmatic Strategy
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The use of technology maturity levels permits logical management of limited resources where pro-
mising technologies pass through “gates” from stage to stage. Similarly, the use of these criteria
identifies technologies that should be curtailed or abandoned. For example, a technology that cannot
remain within schedule and budget constraints may be either rescoped or funding may be discon-

- tinued. Each time a technology passes through a gate, all previous gate criteria rust be satisfied.
Therefore, a technology passing from engineering development to demonstration generally must pass
all of the gate criteria from basic research through demonstration.

Table 4.1 presents a comprehensive view of the TFA recommended program in terms of the stages
and gates a technology must pass through before implementation. Because the maturity of each
technical activity is reflected by its position, the more mature elements that address more urgent site
needs are shown to the right. Less mature ‘technologies that have longer lead times (but can typically
offer high payoffs as alternatives to the baseline solutions) are shown to the left. Specific technology
schedules and other performance parameters are provided in the TFA FY97 work plan.

Passing through a gate marks an important technology milestone. A typical TFA-funded activity
represents a technology characteristic of exploratory development or beyond. Nevertheless, the
technology must be matched with an identified tank remediation need. Gates 2 and 3 provide the
“proof of technology,” where the exploratory development stage results in product definition and the
advanced development stage produces a working model. Therefore, while the TFA normally adopts
technologies in the later maturity levels, earlier gate criteria serve as critical checkpoints that still
must be met. '

Gate 4 is a main gate where a technology progresses from proof of technology to an engineering
prototype in the engineering development stage. Scaled-up prototype versions, pilot-scale tests, and
field testing are characteristic of the engineering development stage. Passage through Gate 5 to the
demonstration stage means a technology will be validated next by the end user along with full-scale
testing. Finally, Gate 6 leads to implementation (first production or operations), where the end user
utilizes the technology.

General criteria for passage through the gates are shown in italics in Table 4.1. These will be
tailored to each technology and, once agreement is reached with users and stakeholders, will be
incorporated into the fiscal year work plan for that technology. Funding for technologies that do not
meet the requirements for passage may be discontinued.

The TFA recognizes more work must be done to fully benefit from technology maturity level man-
agement. During FY96, the TFA initiated its introduction into management of technical activities
using the technology maturity levels concept. Technology groupings, or technical elements con-
sisting of one or more individual technologies, were categorized into a maturity level. With an
improved understanding of maturity levels and gating criteria gained in FY96, the TFA’s FY97-99
program properly reflects increased maturity level management at the technical activity level. In the
next year, the TFA intends to increase its emphasis on technology maturity levels.

TFA Multiyear Program Plan 44 Section 4 - Programmatic Strategy
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4.3 Site Deployment Strategy

A TFA mission objective is the integration of technologies for multisite benefit. The TFA takes
great care in collecting and analyzing site needs and matching technical solutions to them. For each
problem element proposed for funding, the TFA identified the primary and secondary benefiting
sites. This is portrayed in Table 4.2. Sites receiving primary benefit are indicated by a dark-shaded
box, and secondary benefit sites are indicated by a lighter-shaded box. A blank box has two possible
meanings: 1) the site need is not relevant or 2) the solution or a similar solution has already been
demonstrated or applied to the site to solve its need. Table 4.2 represents the multisite deployment
“vision” for each problem element. This vision continues to be a major strategic challenge, requiring
a combination of general strategies and detailed technical plans. The TFA will support strategies to
enhance cross-site cooperation, including retrieval and transfer of waste samples, waste simulant
development, multistate agreements among regulators, and user visits to other sites to observe appli-
cable demonstrations. Deployment plans and memorandums of understanding will formalize the
TFA’s commitment to user, producer, and developer partnerships across sites regarding test variables
and results that must be obtained to meet multisite requirements and ensure technology
implementation.

4.4 Coordinating and Leveraging Technology

The EM currently funds approximately $62 million of tank technology development. During FY95,
only about 20% of the total tank technology development budget was leveraged or coordinated—that
is, where organizations doing similar work integrated their scopes and budgets to realize greater
benefit. Leveraged work does this formally, linking technical task packages or activity data sheets
across performing organizations. Coordinated work does this informally, acknowledging the rele-
vance of related tasks by sharing data and/or facilities. The TFA will work to ensure that at least
80% of the EM tank technology budget not devoted to site-specific technology is leveraged or coor-
dinated in FY96. The goal is to use the high-impact risk-reduction needs in the TFA FY 1996 Site
Needs Data Assessment (TFA 1996) and the program in this MYPP to identify high-impact, risk-
reduction multisite activities that could be more efficiently performed through leveraging or coordi-
nating aggressively. Budgets saved by refocusing related scope would be freed to address other
high-priority (perhaps site-specific) items.

The TFA envisions that in FY97 it will manage (have responsibility for scope, schedule, and budget)
the Office of Science and Technology’s tanks program described in this MYPP, along with some
Hanford Tank Waste Remediation System technology development activities (including, but not
limited to, activities related to the MYPP scope). The TFA will coordinate work conducted by the
Office of Science and Technology crosscutting programs that is related to tanks as well as related
work being conducted by other focus areas and by each of the site’s EM-30 or EM-40 programs. By
FY98, the TFA envisions greater management of a single focused program that crosses organization
boundaries. The TFA managed scope will cover tank technology work with potential multisite appli-
cations. While site-specific technology will continue to be managed by each site, the TFA will
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Table 4.2. Site Implementation Strategy of Problem Elements

Site Implementation Strategy

Problem Element
1.1.1.1 Monitor Tank Integrity
1.1.1.2  Avoid Tank Corrosion
1.1.3.1 Characterize Waste In Situ
1.1.3.2 Sample Waste
1.1.3.3 Analyze Waste
1.1.4.2 Reduce Recycle Streams
1.2.1.1 Deploy Equipment
1.2.1.2 Mobilize Bulk and Heel Wastes
1.2.1.5 Detect and Mitigate Leaks
1.2.1.6 Monitor and Control Retrieval Process
1.2.1.7 Integrate Retrieval & Pretreatment Tech Systems
1.2.2.1 Calcine Waste
1.2.2.3 Prepare Retrieved Waste for Transfer and Pretreatment
1.2.2.4 Clarify Liquid Stream
1.2.2.5 Remove Radionuclide
1.2.2.7 Process Sludge
1.2.2.8  Prepare Pretreated Waste for Immobilization
1.2.3.1.1 Monitor and Control LLW Immobilization Process
1.2.3.1.3 Immobilize LL.W Stream .
1.2.3.2.1 Monitor and Control HLW Immobilization Process
1.2.3.2.2 Prepare Secondary Waste from Pretreatment
1.2.3.2.3 Prepare Sludge Feed
1.2.3.2.4 Immobilize HLW Stream
1.2.3.2.5 Treat HLW Offgas
1.3.1.3 Define Closure Criteria :
1.3.1.7 Stabilize Tank for Closure

Legend: Primary benefiting site

Secondary benefiting site

Problem not applicable to or already resolved at site
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be cognizant of all tank technology activities within EM to maximize beneficial coordination across
sites and support site negotiations and manage technical uncertainties with practical technical
expertise.

The strategy for deve]opmg leveraged or coordinated activities is presented in Sections 4.4.1 through
4.4.5.

4.4.1 Other Focus Areas and Crosscutting Programs

The TFA goal is to extensively leverage the activities in the other focus areas -- Subsurface Con-
taminants; Mixed Waste; and Decontamination and Decommissioning -- and the Office of Science
and Technology’s Crosscutting Programs -- Efficient Separations and Processing; Characterization,
Monitoring and Sensor Technology; and Robotics. Most importantly, the TFA is the customer for
tank technologies developed in these, facilitating their transition, in the staged-gate framework from
development to implementation.

Significant resources exist in the other focus areas and crosscutting programs that can contribute
significantly to the development of innovative tank remediation technologies. Moreover, these pro-
grams can help to bridge the work sponsored by the EM Science Program and the TFA.

Achieving these goals requires joint, timely planning between programs in the following four areas.

* Program Scope Boundaries - The TFA and focus area/crosscutting program’s technical team
leadership define technical scope boundaries between programs to ensure minimum overlap of
work scope and maximum leverage of resources.

* Program Definition - The TFA and focus area/crosscutting program’s technical team leadership
participate in the definition of specific technical program work scope, through activities such as
joint proposal selection, to ensure proper coordination and the smooth transition of relevant
scope, using the staged-gate framework, from the focus area/crosscutting program to the TFA at
the appropriate time.

» Program Execution - The TFA and focus area/crosscutting program’s technical leadership
facilitate the coordination of relevant technical tasks, ensuring that principal investigators have
the necessary resources for sharing the results of their research and development. In addition,
the TFA can facilitate the interaction between focus area/crosscuttmg program’s principal
investigators and the cognizant technical staff of the users.

* Program Review - The TFA and focus area/crosscutting program’s technical leadership parti-
cipate in the technical peer review of program technical activities, ensuring that the relevant
technical activities are appropriately focused and making progress towards implementation.
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This implementation path for this strategic intent, which has been realized to various extents in
FY96, is described below.

» Program Scope Boundaries Implementation Path - The TFA Strategic Initiative Coordinator and
Program Coordinator for focus area/crosscutting programs will work to define appropriate
technical work scope boundaries.

»  Program Definition Implementation Path - The TFA Strategic Initiative Coordinator, Technical
Integration Coordinator, and appropriate Technology Integration Managers participate with the
Program Coordinator for focus area/crosscutting programs in the screening and review of pro-
posals for crosscutting program definition. Likewise, the Crosscutting Program Coordinators
participate in the screening and review of proposals resulting from joint calls for proposals.
Finally, the TFA Strategic Initiative Coordinator and Program Coordinator for focus area/
crosscutting programs will target crosscutting program tasks relevant to the TFA and assist the
principal investigators in developing action plans for evaluation and, if appropriate, transfer of
work scope to the TFA.

» Program Execution Implementation Path - As a result of joint calls for proposals, the TFA and
focus area/crosscutting programs may jointly fund technical activities. The coordination of these
and other appropriate technical tasks is the responsibility of the TFA Technical Integration
Coordinator, appropriate Technology Integration Managers, and relevant Program Coordinator
for focus area/crosscutting programs.

» Program Review Implementation Path - The TFA Strategic Initiative Coordinator, Technical
Integration Coordinator, and Technology Integration Managers (as appropriate) will participate
as full members of the focus area/crosscutting program’s technical review group. Likewise, the
Program Coordinator for focus area/crosscutting programs will participate as a full member of
the TFA review group.

Significant barriers to the implementation of this leveraging strategy exist and must be continually
challenged:

»  Program Scope Boundaries Barriers - Currently, the role and mission of the crosscutting
programs relative to the EM Science Program and the focus areas are ill-defined. There is no
overall understanding of, or guidance for determining, how these programs should interact.
Moreover, the timing of the current system of program development (e.g., program execution
guidance) does not allow for this kind of interaction. '

» Program Definition Barriers - Each of the focus area/crosscutting programs determine their
scope boundaries, and hence define their programs, very differently.
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»  Program Execution Barriers - There is a need to formalize the concept of the TFA as one
customer for dual-use technologies developed in other focus areas, and the customer crosscutting.
program technologies through the development and implementation of action plans for the trans-
fer of tank-related focus area/crosscutting program technologies to the TFA at the approprlate
time.

o Program Review Barriers - This interaction also needs to be formalized and generalized to all of
the focus area/crosscutting programs.

s

4.4.2 Industry and Industrial Programs

The goal is to have 30% of the TFA investment in tank technology development and demonstration
devoted to s'igniﬁcant industrial participation by FY98. The purpose for such a strategy is to ensure
goods and services are available in time to support the development, production, and implementation
of the technical solutions provided by the TFA to meet key user needs. The funding for these activi-
ties will come from both the TFA and Office of Science and Technology’s Industry Programs.

As discussed in Section 4.2, the TFA is committed to using the staged gate approach, with explicit
go/no go gate decision criteria, as a guide for implementing this strategy. However, some TFA
technology development activities provide information required for technical and programmatic
decisions to be made and are, therefore, not compatible with focused industry decision criteria.
These activities are evaluated on a case-by-case basis for exemption from this strategy. The strategic
intent of the TFA is to have industry participate in all aspects of the user, producer, and developer
team:

o Industry as User - The TFA will be opportunistic, facilitating the involvement of industry as a
technology user on a case-by-case basis.

' Industry as Producer - The TFA will follow a policy of “buy first” for all technologies at
engineering development (Stage 4) or higher. All producers of technology higher than Stage 4
will be industry unless exempted by the TFA.

» Industry as Developer - The TFA will encourage, as extensively as possible, partnering between
industry, national laboratories, and universities for all technology development activities below
Stage 4.

The TFA will use a phased 1mplementat10n approach, with many of the elements of thls strategy
operational in FY97. The strategy will be fully operational in FY98.

» Industry as User - The identification of opportunities for users, producers, and developers to
interact will result from the development and execution of technology business action plans (see
Industry as Producer below). In these instances, the TFA will work to facilitate this interaction
to speed the implementation of TFA-developed technology (FY97).
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o Industry as Producer - The TFA will

- require an actively involved industrial partner, capable of producing material and/or equip-
ment for all demonstrations at Stage 4 or higher (FY98)

- require the development of business action plans for all technologies at exploratory deveiop-
ment (Stage 2) and advanced development (Stage 3) (FY97)

- support principal investigators in the identification of partners for demonstrations (FY97).

*  Industry as Developer - The TFA will evaluate potential responses to new technology needs
(FY93).

- For potential responses at Stage 4 or higher, the first call will be to industry, with a subse-
quent call to national laboratories and universities should no developer be identified.

- For potential responses at Stage 3-4, a call will be issued to national laboratories and uni-
versities requiring a business/industrial partner for successful awards.

- For potential responses at Stage 1-2, a call will be issued to national laboratories and uni-
versities encouraging the inclusion of a business/industrial partner.

The identification of which stage a potential response is at will be an integral part of the needs identi-
fication and prioritization process. General criteria for assessing the potential responses will be
developed by the TFA Technical Team, which will assess the response against the criteria. The
results will be validated by the USG.

Significant barriers to industrial participation exist and must be continually challenged.

* Industry as User Barriers - The current environmental, safety, and health and regulatory issues
associated with accessing high-level radioactive waste tanks requires that DOE maintain signifi-
cant control and oversight of implementation scenarios. This results in limited markets for
industrial users; makes the user, producer, and developer coupling more difficult, increasing
cost, and inhibiting producers from entering the market.

*  Industry as Producer - The market for tank technologies is small due to the absence or limit to
the dual use potential of tank technologies, as well as the limited quantities required for cleanup.
This drives the TFA to specialty companies operating in niche markets, which typically increases
cost; or may result in the inability of the TFA to identify a suitable partner.

» Industry as Developer
- Limited market potential (as return on investment) and the perception of high investment

risk (compared to other technology markets) for tank technologies results in limited capital
formation to support tank technology business/industry partnerships.
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- ES&H and regulatory concerns make access to high-level radioactive waste, waste tanks, and
radioactive facilities difficult and expensive. This inhibits the abilify of industry to demon-
strate developed technologies. ’

- Once development is completed, time to implementation is potentially measured in decades,
further eroding return on investment. An up side to this is that the market length (this is a
30- to 50-year problem) can be attractive to small firms seeking to establish a steady market
. share. '

4.4.3 International Programs

Our strategic intent for international programs is the opportunistic leveraging and coordination of
DOE’s investments. This is accomplished via joint definition of scope between the TFA and the
international performers based upon the overlap between the user-defined and validated needs and
the particular expertise of the performer. For FY96, the TFA has several projects with AEA
Technologies (England) and Russia.

4.4.4 EM Science Program

The linkage of DOE’s full complement of science and technology resources is critical to addressing
problems of national significance in waste management and minimization, and environmental
remediation. The EM Science Program is one vehicle for achieving the integration of science into
DOE’s technology development efforts. Acceleration of the technology development cycle through
the integration of science can be done by creating multidisciplinary “technology fusion” teams that
will deliver timely solutions to both the short- and long-term environmental problems faced by DOE.
The strategic intent of the TFA is to develop strong programmatic and technical linkages between the
EM Science Program and the Office of Science and Technology’s technology development programs
as illustrated in Figure 4.1. .

To initiate this linkage, the TFA developed an outline of key scientific problems that if solved would
result in a high payoff on our technology investments, and provided this information as input to the
development of the FY96 EM Science Program call for proposals.

In FY97 and future years, the EM Science Program will develop its calls for proposals based upon
site-specific science needs input that is developed by STCGs. The TFA, through its technology
needs collection process, is working with the sites to contribute to the development of site-specific
science needs that are clearly driven by the users’ problems. This ensures that work is done on the
most critical, high-impact problems and, that if successful, there is a way to advance their success
through the technology maturation cycle, as illustrated in Figure 4.1.

Significant barriers to this exist and must be continually challenged

» The EM Science Program is a new program that is to be “co-managed” by the Office of Energy
Research and the EM, organizations with very different values and cultures.
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 The current EM Science Program execution model funds individual researchers across the
nation. This makes it enormously difficult, if not impossible, to develop and direct an integrated
effort aimed at the most intractable problems.

» The current EM Science Progr.am execution model funds individual researchers in both the
national laboratories and universities from separate sources of money making the integration of
university and national laboratory researchers (who are closer to the issues facing site users and
stakeholders) difficult.

4.4.5 Office of Energy Research

The total budget of the EM Science Program is small compared to overall basic research expendi-
tures made by DOE’s Office of Energy Research. The strategic intent of the TFA is to use the EM
Science Program to educate the fundamental research community of the nation to the difficult and
exciting technical challenges faced by tank cleanup and, by doing so, influence the basic research
agenda of DOE to complete the integration of all stages in the technology maturation life cycle,
illustrated in Figure 4.1. '

4.5 Alternative Tank Remediation Séenarios

The TFA technology investment portfolio is driven by user and stakeholder needs. These needs are
developed in response to the DOE baseline strategies for tank remediation at the four tank sites -
namely waste retrieval followed by waste processing that results in a low-activity waste that is dis-
posed onsite and a high-activity waste that is stored on site until completion of the repository. The
programmatic and technical strategies described in this document respond to this remediation
scenario, but also can be used to meet alternative scenarios that could arise between now and FY00.
If there are shifts in the baseline strategies, the technology investment portfolio would be adjusted
through a combination of the following:

 continuation of ongoing tasks as currently scheduled

« acceleration of ongoing tasks

« refocusing ongoing tasks

» development of new scope.
The alternative scenarios that are currently on the horizon include privatization, mortgage reduction
and environmental, safety, and health risk reduction. The corresponding changes in the technology

investments for each of these potential scenarios is summarized in this section along with a descrip-
tion of the process for making the appropriate program adjustments.

>
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4.,5.1 Privatization

DOE is moving toward privatization as an alternative approach to remediating tanks and tank waste.
The underlying strategy would be the same; it is the performers of the waste processing to meet this
strategy that would differ. Recently a proposal for privatizing treatment of M Area sludges at the
SRS was selected. The Hanford Site is in the midst of a proposal review for phase Ia and Ib of pri-
vatization in which supernate treatment and LLW processing will be conducted (1a), with the option
of HLW processing (1b). Phase II privatization at Hanford will include retrieval and immobilization
of HLW as well as the supernate processing. Privatization for the Melton Valley Storage Tanks at
ORR is also being considered.

There are two primary impacts of privatization to the technology development program. First, the
technology user will be different. Today, the user is the site field office and management and opera-
tions contractor. Under privatization, technology would be selected by the private contractor to meet
DOE performance objectives. For the TFA, this change means that the user input to developing
needs shifts to a new contractor.

The second aspect of privatization that effects TFA technology investments centers on the issue of
experience with DOE waste types. Part of the purpose for moving to a privatization scheme is to
maximize use of industrial experience on a DOE. problem, hopefully to meet schedules at reduced
costs. However, the bulk of industrial experience with nuclear materials is with acid-side processing.
Hence, some aspects of alkaline processing, especially processes for the broad envelop of Hanford
Site waste conditions, will have elements of first-of-a-kind processing.

The TFA has, and is, making technology investments to provide additional information on the differ-
ent ORR and Hanford waste types available to support successful implementation of privatization.
At ORR, the use of out-of-tank evaporation, cesium removal processing units, and LLW form
comparison work should provide DOE Oak Ridge Operations Office with critical data for evaluating
privatization proposals and vendors. At Hanford, the FY97 work described in Section 3.3'is directed
at supporting phase I and II privatization. The supernate, solid-liquid separation, and LLW immo-
bilization work is specific to phase I issues. The retrieval systems, retrieval and pretreatment inter-
face issues, sludge processing, and HLW immobilization work is directed to phase I issues.

Consequently, the écope of work identified in Section 3.3 would be continued as defined to support
privatization at Hanford and ORR. The SRS already has the experience it needs to successfully
implement its privatization of M Area sludge processing.

4.5.2 Mortgage Reduction

A key aspect of mortgage reductipn is reducing operating costs. These costs can be reduced for
every tank or tank farm that is closed. TFA is focusing its technology investments in identifying
those conditions under which DOE, regulators, and stakeholders will consider a tank or a portion of a
tank farm ready for closure.
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As a result, those activities identified primarily in Problem Elements 1.3.1.3 Define Closure Criteria,
and 1.3.1.7 Stabilize Tank for Closure would continue to have strong emphasis. It would be antici-
pated that work scope in these areas would be accelerated under a mortgage reduction scenario.

4.5.3 Environmental, Safety, and Health Risk Reduction

A key aspect of a scenario in which environmental, safety, and health risk reduction becomes para-
mount would be the ability to rapidly process tanks that have the highest risk. At the SRS, the -
Defense Waste Processing Facility is in operation so that no change to processing would be antici-
pated. At INEL, the need to calcine waste for interim storage would be emphasized. The TFA is
currently investing in technology to support the alternative calcination process. This work could be
accelerated if needed to meet risk reduction requirements. At ORR, compact processing units can be
used to process waste at tanks without building large, new facilities. The TFA has already provided
the out-of-tank evaporator and will be providing the cesium removal units in FY97. In addition, a
glass or grout facility is also being prepared through the TFA to handle LLW immobilization by
FY98.

At Hanford, the TFA would emphasize deployment of compact processing units for clarification of
liquids, radionuclide removal, sludge processing, and waste immobilization. The underlying process
chemistry for pretreatment would still be required. Hence, technology development described in
Section 3.3 which is directed at Hanford needs would continue, but would be slightly refocused to
emphasize the specific waste types of a high risk tank. In addition, there would to be an acceleration
of the compact processing unit concept to deploy this process chemistry at Hanford. The enhanced
mixing and retrieval technology development would be refocused to emphasize just-in-time retrieval
techniques that would allow a single tank or small groups of tanks to be processed at rates consistent
with compact processing units. The work on the immobilization process would be refocused to con-
sider processing scenarios on a tank-by-tank basis or for small groups of tanks.

A potential added advantage to using the compact processing unit concept at Hanford is the reduc-
tion in immediate capital investments for a large facility and a reduction in the annual operating
costs, i.e., a smaller, standing labor force is needed to operate a compact processing unit. Although
life-cycle costs for smaller individual units may be higher based on user estimates to date, the cost
distribution is more even which is important in times of constrained budgets and the ability to get
high risk waste processed more rapidly is advantageous.

A second aspect of environmental, safety, and health risk reduction is assuring the stakeholders that
key risk issues have been identified and are being addressed. To accomplish this, characterization
technology is needed to describe the tank integrity and waste composition. Therefore, the technol-
ogy strategies and investments associated with Problem Elements 1.1.1 Extend Tank Life, and 1.1.3
Characterize Tank Waste would be accelerated to meet any changes in user schedules.
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4.5.4 Development of Technology Investment Portfolio with Changing App;'oaches and
Strategies

It is very likely that the TFA strategies and investment portfolio will be influenced by all three alter-

native scenarios discussed. In the face of severe budget constraints, there are also issues associated

with technology investments to reduce life-cycle costs. ‘
The balance of investments needs to be systematically evaluated. The technical approach taken by
the TFA to make this evaluation is development of a strategic decision analysis toal. This work was
initiated in FY96, using a dramatic cut in budget as the first assumption. In the future, the tool will

_ be expanded to look at assumptions about risk and mortgage reduction, and be used to guide invest-
ments as the package is completed.
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Appendix A - Description of DOE’s System for
Remediating Tank Waste

The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) stores radioactive waste in tanks at Hanford Site,
Washington; Idaho National Engineering Laboratory (INEL), Idaho; Oak Ridge Reservation,
Tennessee; and Savannah River Site (SRS), South Carolina. The cleanup of the tank wastes will be
very costly and time consuming, especially given the high activity level of the waste. Waste tank
cleanup at these sites will cost an estimated $55 billion in constant 1996 dollars (DOE 1996). In
addition, resulting health and safety risks to workers, the public, and the environment from cleanup
exist that must be reduced to the greatest extent possible.

The Tanks Focus Area seeks to select user-driven solutions that reduce cost and risk and resolve
regulatory and technical uncertainties. To support this goal, the technical program recommended in
this multiyear program plan is based on assessment of the needs and qualitative judgments of the
relative costs and risks of tank remediation across the DOE complex.

)
This appendix describes the currently available site baselines and the technical, cost, and risk data
that underlie Tanks Focus Area’s program recommendations. Section A.1 reviews the tank remedia-
tion systems at Hanford Site, INEL, Oak Ridge Reservation, and SRS, including tank waste reme-
diation strategies, and lists estimated costs and schedules for tank waste remediation in constant 1996
dollars. Section A.2 reviews system risks. Section A.3 reviews stakeholder involvement and issues
at each site. Section A.4 reviews the Tank Focus Area technical response and important
considerations for planning purposes. Section A.5 discusses future steps. Section A.6 lists the
references used.

A.1 Review of High-Level Waste Tank Programs

The tank waste remediation programs at Hanford Site, INEL, Oak Ridge Reservation, and SRS are
briefly discussed in this section. The review describes the topography, hydrology, and meteorology
at each site-because these parameters tend to drive public health and safety concerns. The tanks and
associated wastes at each site are briefly characterized, and the strategy for remediating tank wastes
is described.

A.1.1 Hanford Site Overview

The federal government acquired the Hanford Site in 1943. For the first 45 years, the Site’s primary
mission was to produce plutonium for national defense and manage the resulting waste. In 1989, all
production facilities were shut down and the mission has diversified to include technology
development, waste management, and environmental restoration. The Hanford Site was placed on
the National Priorities List under the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and
Liability Act (CERCLA). There are several major facility areas requiring cleanup: 100 Areas,

200 Areas, 300 Area, 400 Area, 700 Area, 1100 Area, and 3000 Area (DOE 1995a). Hanford tank
farms are located in the 200 East and 200 West Areas (see Figure A.1). In addition to cleaning up
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tanks, problems include cleaning up or containing billions of liters of liquids discharged to the soil,
decommissioning and decontaminating nine production reactors and hundreds of process-related
facilities, disposing of stored solid wastes, and removing spent fuel from basins in the 100 Area.

The Hanford Site is briefly described below.

The Hanford Site occupies 1,450 km? (560 mi®) of a shrub-steppe ecosystem in southeastern
Washington State. The Site and surrounding land is semiarid. The Site contains archaeological
sites for Native Americans that date back more than 18,000 years.

The Columbia River, which runs through the Hanford Site, drains the aquifer that lies under the
tank farms in the 200 Areas. Contaminant plumes originating in the 200 East Area have reached
the Columbia River (Kincaid et al. 1994).

Currently, hazardous chemicals and radionuclides (nitrates, iodine-129, tritium, cesium-137,
plutonium isotopes, technetium-99, and strontium-90) are present at levels that exceed Federal
Drinking Water Standards in the groundwater beneath the 200 Areas and in plumes emanating
from the groundwater that are moving towards the Columbia River (Dresel et al. 1994).

Water use at Hanford and the surrounding area is primarily from surface sources; groundwater
sources account for less than 10% of total water use'(Cushing 1992).

The rate at which moisture released to the soil eventually reaches the groundwater (recharge
rate) below the Hanford Site varies from 5 to 10 cm/yr (2 to 4 in./yr) depending on the amount of
precipitation and vegetative cover (i.e., use of barriers reduces the recharge rate to less that

0.1 cm/yr) (Wood et al. 1995).

The depth to groundwater ranges from about 55 m (180 ft) beneath the former U Pond in the
200 West Area to 95 m (310 ft) west of the 200 East Area. In comparison to groundwater

depths, tank depths vary from 11 to 17 m (37 to 57 ft).

Prevailing winds in the area are from the west-northwest with the northwest and southwest being
the next most common directions.

The average wind speed is 3.6 m/s (7.9 mi/h). Wind gusts well above average occur in the
summer.

The annual precipitation is 16 cm (6.3 in.).

The population within 80 km (50 mi) is approximately 370,000 (RL 1996a; DOE-ID 1995b,
Appendix A).
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A.1.1.1 Hanford Site Tanks

Wastes are currently stored in 177 underground tanks in the 200 Areas of the Hanford Site. There
are 149 single-shell tanks and 28 double-shell tanks. The single-shell tanks, built between 1943 and
1964, are reinforced concrete tanks with carbon steel liners. Nominal capacities range from 200 to
3,785 m® (55,000 to 1 million gal). Since 1956, 67 single-shell tanks have leaked or are suspected to
have leaked. It is estimated that a total of 3.8 million L (1 million gal) of tank waste has leaked to
the soil (Treat et al. 1995). All 149 single-shell tanks were removed from service as of

November 21, 1980 and no longer receive any waste. The double-shell tanks were built from 1968
to 1986. The first double-shell tank was placed in service in 1971. Double-shell tanks consist of a
carbon steel primary tank, an annular space, and a secondary steel tank encased in reinforced
concrete. The nominal capacities range from 3,785 m® to 4,160 m® (1 million to 1.1 million gal).
There is no evidence that any double-shell tanks have leaked, and all of the tanks are still in service.

Some of these tanks are subject to safety issues. Specific safety issues that must be addressed

include radioactive exposures to both onsite and offsite personnel from a possible release of
radioactive materials into the environment due to 1) ignition of flammable gases in tank head space,
2) propagating reactions of ferrocyanide-containing wastes, or 3) uncontrolled exothermic oxidation
by nitrate or nitrite of high concentrations of mixed organic chemicals in tank waste. A certain level
of moisture may need to be maintained in the tank waste to prevent hazardous conditions from
evolving inside these tanks. There is also potential hazard from a structural failure if, in the event of
a leak, cooling water additions are discontinued to Tank 106-C, a tank that generates high amounts of
heat.

Besides the 177 tanks, there are miscellaneous underground storage tanks. The tanks contain waste
that is similar to the waste in the double- and single-shell tanks, although in much smaller quantities.
Active tanks are used as receiver tanks during waste transfer activities. Waste in these tanks is less
than one-half of 1% of the total tank inventory at the Hanford Site (WHC 1995).

A.1.1.2 Hanford Site Wastes

Processes used to recover plutonium and uranivm from irradiated fuel and to recover radionuclides
from tank waste have resuited in a legacy of more than 208 million L (55 million gal) of wastes.
Because of the various processes, the waste is found in a variety of layers. Some is an insoluble
sludge with interstitial liquids, some is in the form of crystalline water-soluble solids (called
saltcake), and some is in the form of supernatant liquids. Most of the pumpable liquids have been
transferred from single- to double-shell tanks.

All Hanford tanks contain high-level waste (HLW), the liquid, saltcake, and sludge in single-shell
tanks and slurry in double-shell tanks consist of HLW, transuranic (TRU) waste, and low-level waste
(LLW). The total activity of waste stored is estimated to be about 128.3 MCi in the tank solids and
70.1 MCi in the tank liquids. The principal activity of the waste comes from cesium-137 and
strontium-90 and their decay products (barium-137m and yttrium-90). Strontium-90 is largely
contained in the sludge, and cesium-137 is soluble and in the supernate. The radioactive contents of
the Hanford Site tanks and the tanks at INEL and SRS are shown in Table A.1. The chemical
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constituents of the sludge are mostly precipitated sodium salts, heavy metals, and iron, aluminum,
and other hydrated metal oxides. Saltcake is primarily sodium nitrate; and the supernatant contains
large amounts of dissolved sodium salts, especially nitrates and nitrites.

Table A.1. Radioactive Content of Tank Wastes at Selected
U.S. Department of Energy Sites (Curies)

Hanford INEL INEL SRS
Radlonucllde Tanks Tanks Calcine Tanks
AR NA 8.50E+04
4.58E+03 2.00E+01
'6.10E+07 | 4.52E+05 | 1.16E+07 | 1.20E+08
6.10E+07 | 4.52E+05 | 1.16E+07 | 1.20E+08
3.21E+04 2.30E+04
2.98E+01 3.70E+01
1.66E+03 | 1.04E+04
1.66E+03 | 1.04E+04
1.04E+04 | 1.43E+05
3.86E+07 | 5.33E+05 | 1.33E+07 | 1.20E+08
3.66E+07 | 5.05E+05 } 1.26E+07 | 1.10E+08
1.07E+06
9.27E+03 | 5.33E+04
9.27E+03 | 5.33E+04
1.94E+05
3.46E+03 | 6.50E+04
1.43E+03 1.70E+06
2%y 2.60E+04 3.60E+04
240py 6.69E+03 1.70E+04
Hipy 9.78E+04 7.90E+05
22py 2.80E+01 2.80E+01
#1Am 1.04E+05 2.35E+04
MmAm 6.28E+01 6.41E+01
1.47E+00
1.08E+02
3.01E+01
7.04E+01
2Cm . 2.60E+03
Total 1.99E+08 | 1.98E+06 | 4.96E+07 | 4.73E+08
Source: DOE 1995b.
Notes: Shaded cells denote contaminants that are nonsorbing (i.e.,
move at the rate of water through the vadose zone).
NA is not available.
Blank cells denote that the radionuclide is not contained in the waste.
INEL = Idaho National Engineering Laboratory ‘
SRS = Savannah River Site.
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A.1.1.3 Hanford Site Regulatory Drivers
Regulatory drivers for remediating tank wastes at Hanford are as follows:

* Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (Ecology et al. 1994). This agreement
between the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Region X, the DOE, and the Washington
State Department of Ecology established the requirements for meeting federal and state Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act regulations. The Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and
Consent Order was originally signed in 1989 and then amended in 1994. The amended
agreement committed Hanford to retrieval of waste from the single-shell tanks, vitrification of
LLW, cessation of the grout program, and National Environmental Policy Act coverage of
actions. This agreement serves as the site treatment plan required under the Federal Facility
Compliance Act of 1992 (PL 102-386).

» The Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order 1966 Amendments (DOE and
Ecology 1996b). A Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order change package
was submitted that recognizes DOE’s plans for private financing and operation of the tank waste
treatment facilities (Tank Waste Remediation System [TWRS] Privatization Request for
Proposal No. DE-RP06-96R1L13308 [DOE-RL 1996b]). The change will not affect major
milestones for the processing of tank waste, except that low-activity wastes will be treated by
2024 instead of 2028.

* Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Tank Waste Remediation System (DOE and
Ecology 1996a). The EIS provides information that has the potential to rebaseline the TWRS
program. The environmental consequences of a number of alternatives for treating tank waste,
including in situ treatment, are evaluated. A record of decision for the TWRS EIS is planned in
1996. '

* Hanford Site Land Use. DOE has begun developing a land use plan for Hanford to be included
in the EIS for Hanford remedial actions. The EIS is to be released in 1996. The plan and the
record of decision for the EIS will identify land uses and accompanying restrictions for major
Site areas. The future land use currently assumed for the 200 Areas is industrial and/or
commercial. This area will likely be held exclusively for disposal, containment, and manage-
ment of waste, and other compatible uses. Access to the area and use of the groundwater is
assumed to be restricted indefinitely.

*  Project Hanford Management Contract Request for Proposals DE-RP06-96RL13200 (DOE-RL
1996a). This request for proposal is soliciting a contractor team to manage and integrate
remediation of the Hanford Site. The request sets many near-term DOE-specified performance
measures for tank waste disposal including designing a retrieval system by 2001, providing feed
material to the low-activity waste immobilization facility by 2002, and constructing a low-
activity waste interim storage facility by 2002. These performance objectives are not negotiable,
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s Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board Recommendation 93-5 (DOE-RL 1994). The board
issued recommendations to accelerate tank waste sampling at Hanford to ensure adequate
protection of public health and safety. Safety-related sampling and analysis are to be completed
by July 1995 and in other tanks by July 1996. These deadlines have not been met. -

¢ Nuclear Waste Policy Amendments Act of 1987 (42 USC 10101). This act designated the Yucca
Mountain Site, Nevada, for detailed scientific investigations to evaluate the site’s suitability for
hosting a permanent geologic repository. Technical site suitability determination is planned in
1998, with submittal of a repository license application to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission in 2001 and the start of repository operations in 2010.

A.1.1.4 Hanford Sit‘e Remediation System Description

DOE established TWRS in 1991 to oversee 1) receiving, safely storing, maintaining, and treating
existing tank waste; 2) interim storage of HLW; 3) packaging of HLW for offsite disposal; and

4) disposing of LLW in a retrievable form on the site. The TWRS program also supports maintain-
ing, operating, and upgrading existing facilities, such as waste storage tanks, evaporators, and pipe-
lines. Tank Focus Area supports the TWRS program by developing the technologles to accomplish
TWRS’ mission objectives.

The TWRS strategy is illustrated in Figure A.2. Well-known hydraulic sluicing methods will be
used to retrieve single-shell tank wastes, and mixer pumps will be used to retrieve double-shell tank
wastes. A substantial amount of secondary waste will be generated as retrieval equipment is
contaminated and obstructions (solid waste, old equipment) are removed from the tanks.

If privatization is successful, private companies will design and operate the TWRS facilities that will
pretreat and immobilize waste from the Hanford tanks. Privatization will be conducted in two
phases. The first phase will use two pilot-scale facilities to treat 6 to 13% of the tank waste. In the
second phase, a final contract will be awarded, and a full-scale production facility will be constructed
to treat the remainder of the waste. Retrieval will be privatized during the second phase of tank
waste remediation (DOE-RL 1996a).

The retrieved liquid waste from the tanks will be pretreated to separate the waste into high- and low-
activity fractions. Pretreatment will remove such radionuclides as cesium, strontium, and technetium
from the retrieved waste. The radionuclides removed during pretreatment will be added to the high-
activity fraction of the waste. DOE has petitioned the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission to
reclassify the pretreated Hanford tank waste as low activity (of not gréater than Class C limits) after
separating radionuclides to specified levels. The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission has agreed to
a low-activity waste classification (58 FR 12344) provided low-activity
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waste acceptance specifications and tests are developed that prove long-term waste performance.
Highly radioactive sludges will undergo caustic sludge washing to minimize glass volume by
reducing the concentration of aluminum, chromium, and zirconium in the sludge. The presence of
these components on the sludge requires additional glass formers be added to make a high-quality .
glass. The dissolved material will be added to the low-activity fraction of the waste.

The low-activity waste from the tanks will be immobilized into a durable solid waste form, placed in
large canisters, and disposed of in near-surface vaults on the Hanford Site. HLW will be vitrified,
put into stainless steel canisters, and shipped in casks to a geologic repository (DOE 1996).

A.1.1.5 Hanford Site System Closure

The low-activity waste glass produced at Hanford will be retrievably stored on the Hanford Site in
subsurface vaults for several decades. If the low-activity waste disposal system is acceptable, the
low-activity waste disposal site will be closed in place (DOE-RL 1995).

Under the Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (Ecology et al. 1994), the tanks
will be closed under the State Dangerous Waste Regulations (WAC 173-303). The tank includes the
tank structure, the residual waste, and the soils contaminated by tank leaks. In 1994 (Wagoner
1994), the responsibility for cleanup of the soils and piping in the tank farm operable units was
transferred to the Office of Waste Management. Before closure of the tanks, the U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission must agree that the waste remaining in the tanks is non-HLW. The U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency is still developing the rules for LLW (40 CFR 193)® and residual
radioactivity for unrestricted release.

Because of regulatory and technical uncertainties, the tank farm closure strategy has not been
finalized. Elements of the proposed stiategy include the following.

» Approximately 99% of the waste will be removed from the tanks.
» Tank residuals and ancillary equipment will be left in place.
 Single-tanks and double-shell tanks will be gravel filled.

» Surface barriers will be placed over the single-shell tanks, double-shell tanks, and the LLW
vaults.

 The tank farms will be subject to Resource Conservation and Recovery Act closure standards for
landfills.

A tank closure plan will be submitted to the Washington State Department of Ecology by December
2004, although a draft plan is available (DOE-RL 1995). The tank closure plan and the National

(a) Proposed “Environmental Protection Standards for Low-Level Radioactive Waste.”
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Environmental Policy Act review will determine the closure option and methods of long-term
monitoring that will be required for the tank farms after 2032. -

A.1.1.6 Hanford Site Costs and Schedule

The life-cycle system cost for TWRS is estimated to be over $37 billion in constant 1996 dollars.
However, the privatization contractor will largely drive these costs. The privatization contractor will
be paid an agreed-upon fee per unit of waste produced that meets DOE specifications. This cost
information will not be available until the final privatization contract award in 2005. Estimated costs
for major projects and associated completion dates are shown in Tables A.2 and A.3.

Table A.2. Hanford Site System Costs®

Needs Breakdown Structure | Waste Management Activity | Estimated Cost (SM)®
Manage Tank Waste Tank farm operations® 8,860
Tank waste characterization® 5,400
Process Waste HLW treatment® 15,458
HLW storage and handling® 3,830
System Closure HLW disposal® 3,274
Total 36,822
(a) Constant 1996 dollars (DOE and Ecology 1996a).
(b) Supplementary costs obtained from onsite activity data sheet information.
(c) DOE 1996, pp. WA36, WAS0.

Table A.3. Hanford Site Major Milestones®

Milestone Title Completion Date

Mitigate/resolve tank safety issues 2001
Complete tank waste characterization 1999
Complete single-shell tank interim stabilization 2000
Complete tank farm upgrades 2010
Complete closure of single-shell tank farms 2024

» Retrieve waste from all single-shell tanks . 2018
Privatize operation of Tank Waste Remediation System
pretreatment and immobilization facilities

» Complete phase I pilot-scale testing 2004

» Award contract for phase II completion 2005
Complete vitrification of Hanford Site tank waste 2028
Complete closure of all double-shell tanks 2032
(a) Source: DOE 1996.
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A.1.2 Idaho National Engineering Laboratory

In 1949, the Atomic Energy Commission established the National Reactor Testing Station at INEL,
and 52 test reactors were constructed and tested. In the mid-1950s, the Site began receiving and
storing wastes from other sites. Most of the reactors were phased out after testing, and only the
Advanced Test Reactor is currently operating. One of the major facilities at the Site, the Idaho
Chemical Processing Plant, was used to reprocess spent nuclear fuel from reactor operations. Since
April 1992, INEL no longer reprocesses fuel, but the Site still receives and stores spent fuel from
research reactors and naval submarine reactors. This activity will be ongoing for the next 40 years.
Decontamination and decommissioning of many facilities is underway, resulting in ongoing
production of liquid waste.

INEL consists of eight major facility areas: Test Area North, Test Reactor Area, Idaho Chemical
Processing Plant, Power Burst Facility, Experimental Breeder Reactor-1, Radioactive Waste
Management Complex, Naval Reactors Facility, and Argonne National Laboratory-West. All the
HLW from spent fuel reprocessing is confined to the Idaho Chemical Processing Plant (see Fig-
ure A.3). :

INEL is briefly described as follows.
» INEL is located in southeastern Idaho; the site covers 2,310 km? (890 mi?).

o The land surrounding the Site is semiarid and used for recreation, grazing, and wildlife
management.

* The Little Lost River, Big Lost River, Birch Creek, and Mud Lake are within a 32-km (20-mi)
radius. Localized flooding of these streams can occur when frozen and melting snow combines
with heavy spring rains. ' ‘

» INEL overlies the Snake River Aquifer, which is the largest aquifer in Idaho. Depth to the
aquifer from the Site varies from 61 m (200 ft) in the north to over 274 m (900 ft) in the south.

» INEL is subject to prevailing westerly winds, although the mountain ranges bordering the Site
channel these winds to the southwest. Some small towns are located in the direction of
prevailing winds.

e The average wind speed is 3.4 m/s (7.5 mi/h).

» Average annual precipitation is 22 cm (8.7 in.).

» The population within 80 km (50 mi) is 250,000 (DOE-ID 1995b, App. B).
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Figure A.3. Idaho National Engineering Laboratory and Major Facilities
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A.1.2.1 INEL Tanks and Calcine Bins

HLW at INEL is stored in stainless steel tanks (acidic liquids) and stainless steel calcine bins
(solids). The 11 tanks at INEL each have a capacity of 1.1 million L (300,000 gal). The tanks are all
similar in design and are constructed of stainless steel contained in underground concrete vaults.

The tank vaults are of three different types: two monolithic octagon vaults, four square vaults, and
five octagonal pillar and panel vaults. There are no liners in any of the vaults. The five pillar and
panel tanks must be removed from service by March 31, 2009. All remaining tanks must be
removed from service by 2012.

From 1963 until shutdown in 1981, liquid HLW was evaporated and oxidized in a high temperature
fluidized bed in the waste calcining facility. The calcined solids were then pneumatically transferred
through underground pipelines to binsets in the Calcine Solids Storage Facility. Newly generated
waste is calcined in the New Waste Calciner Facility: waste from the tanks is also being calcined to
free tank space and allow tanks to be removed from service. Operating the New Waste Calciner
Facility produces about 660,000 L (175,000 gal) of recycled liquids to the tank farm after each
calciner campaign. It is unlikely that operating the calciner will empty the tanks before 2012 without
some major improvement in the flowsheet or constructing 3,785 m® (1 million gal) of new process
surge tanks to suppon'continued operations.

There are seven calcine solids storage facilities, including one newly constructed facility. HLW
calcine from these facilities must be retrieved and vitrified. Calcine is stored in stainless steel
binsets enclosed in massive underground concrete vaults with walls up to 1.2 m (4 ft) thick. Five of
the seven storage facilities are full, and the sixth is partially full (Palmer et al. 1994).

A.1.2.2 INEL Wastes

INEL stores approximately 7.2 million L (1.9 million gal) of liquid HLW containing 2 MCi in

11 stainless steel tanks. The radioactive contents of the waste is summarized in Table A.1. Of this
liquid HLW, about 1.3 million L (300,000 gal) is HLW. The rest of the waste is sodium-bearing
liquid waste. Site activities over the next 5 years will generate about 2.4 million L (640,000 gal) of
liquid HLW and 2 million L (540,000 gal) of calcined solids (DOE-ID 1995a).

The square vault tank (WM-189) contains liquid HLW, while the other 10 tanks contain sodium-
bearing liquid waste. No HLW from reprocessing activities has been added to the .ta‘mks since 1992.
However, about 20,000 L (5,000 gal) of sodium-bearing waste is being added to the tanks per month
from facility decontamination and decommissioning, offgas system operation, and spent nuclear fuel
storage. Most newly generated liquid wastes are initially treated by the Process Equiprﬁent Waste
Evaporator. The concentrated liquid wastes are then sent to the tanks.

Construction of the new high-level liquid waste evaporator facility is underway, and the facility is
scheduled to come on-line in 1996. The evaporator will process selected waste stored in the tank
farms to reduce the volume and improve its treatability.
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Approximately 3.8 million L (1 million gal) of calcined solid waste containing about 49.6 MCi is
stored in vaults (DOE 1995b).

A.1.2.3 INEL Regulatory Drivers
The regulatory drivers for remediating tank wastes and calcine are as follows:

» Settlement Agreement between the Governor of Idaho, DOE, and the Department of the Navy
(Public Service Co. of Colorado v. Batt). This agreement accelerates the schedules at INEL as
follows:

- Commence operation of the HLW evaporator by October 31, 1996, and operate the
evaporator enough to reduce the tank farm liquid waste volume by no fewer than
1,250,000 L (330,000 gal) by December 31, 1997.

- Complete the process of calcining all remaining nonsodium-bearing liquid currently at INEL
by June 30, 1998.

- Start calcination of sodium-bearing liquid waste by June 1, 2001, and complete calcination
of sodium-bearing liquid waste by December 31, 2012.

- Issue a record of decision to begin treatment of calcined waste by December 31, 2009, and
complete treatment of all calcined waste by December 31, 2035.

 Final Site Treatment Plan (DOE-ID 1995a). This plan defines the schedule of commitments for
processing radioactive liquid and calcine wastes for disposal. The plan is consistent with the
new settlement agreement.

» INEL Site-wide EIS record of decision, June 1995. A record of decision was issued to treat
sodium-bearing liquid waste using radionuclide separation processes in the Idaho Chemical
Processing Plant tank farm and to vitrify the calcine from New Waste Calciner Facility. An
additional EIS will be completed in 1999 that selects the final remediation strategy for HLW.

» Idaho Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order, December 1991. This is an agreement
between the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, the DOE, and the Idaho Department of
Health and Welfare. This agreement establishes procedures for addressing releases of hazardous
substances.

* Notice of Noncompliance Consent Order, April 1992. This order states that the pillar and panel
tanks must be removed from service by March 31, 2009. All remaining tanks must be removed
from service by June 30, 2015.

» Modified Notice of Noncompliance Consent Order, March 1994. This order issued by the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency calls for construction of new tanks if they are determined to
be needed in the record of decision for the EIS. The tanks would be considered Resource
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Conservation and Recovery Act-contained storage. The Modified Notice of Noncompliance
Consent Order states that all nonsodium HLW in the tanks and as much sodium-bearing liquid as
practical must be calcined by January 1, 1998. Sodium pretreatment processing technology and
calcine immobilization technology must be selected by June 1, 1995. All tanks must be taken
out service by June 30, 2105.

A.1.2.4 INEL Remediation System Description

The Idaho Chemical Processing Plant Proposed Waste Management Strategy is illustrated in

Figure A.2. AtINEL, all waste streams managed under Environmental Management will be
integrated, treated, and prepared for shipment. This means that the Remote Handled Immobilization
Facility will treat TRU and HLW. Waste treatment activities are briefly described as follows:

» The New Waste Calciner Facility will continue to operate until approximately 2012. During this
time, it will treat sufficient waste to meet the consent order requirements.

» New tanks will be brought on-line by 201.2, if necessary, to provide the necessary surge capacity
for continued Idaho Chemical Processing Plant operations after the last of the old tanks are taken
out of service.

o The Remote Handled Immobilization Facility will be brought on-line in 2017, and remote-
handled TRU will be processed from 2017 to 2019.

 After2019, separation and vitrification of the HLW, stored calcine, and any residual or future
liquid wastes will occur in the Remote Handled Immoblization Facility and continue until 2035.

» Radioactive liquids stored in the tank farms and dissolved calcine will be processed via TRU
extraction, strontium extraction, and ion exchange at the Remote Handled Immobilization
Facility, and the concentrated HLW will be sent to the vitrification plant. Mercury will be

_ removed from the HLW feed stream before vitrification.

» Liquid LLW will be'collected from the ion-exchange column, concentrated in the LLW
denitrator, and treated to remove mercury. The concentrated slurry from the LLW denitrator will
be mixed with grout, poured into steel drums, and transferred to the LLW Interim Storage '
Facility (DOE-ID 1994).

“An alternative HLW process plan is being considered to reduce costs. Waste would be collected
and stored in the tanks rather than be calcined after 2001. The RHIF would operate in two phases
beginning in 2010. Phase I would consist of operating a separations/grouting facility to empty the
tank farms by 2012. Phases II would consist of calcine dissolution and vitrification beginning in
2015. Twenty years (rather than 15) would be required for calcine treatment.” (See letter to T. L.
Wichmann from W. B. Palmer dated April 25, 1996.) The RHIF mentioned in the quote is the
Remote Handled Immobilization Facility.
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A.1.2.5 INEL System Closure

The INEL closure strategy has not been finalized. It must address the HLW tank farm residuals and
final disposal of the LLW grout. The HLW will be vitrified and sent to a Federal geologic
repository.

About 8 cm (3 in.) of a liquid heel that may contain sludge will remain on the bottom of the tanks
after retrieval. The removal of this sludge is part of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
closure activities that start in about 2009.® After removal of the heels, INEL tanks will be closed as
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act treatment, storage, and/or disposal units. A strategy is
currently being evaluated that stabilizes some tanks containing sodium-bearing liquid waste by
grouting them in-place.

After mixing the LLW with a cement-based mixture, the LLW grout will be placed in waste drums
and stored. At closure, the drums will be transferred to a landfill for final onsite disposal as Class A
LLW.

A.1.2.6 INEL Costs and Schedule

The total system cost for remediation of HLW at INEL is estimated to be about $33 billion in

constant 1996 dollars. The distribution of costs and the associated schedule are shown in Tables A.4
and A.5.

Table A.4. Idaho National Engineering Laboratory System Costs®?

Needs Breakdown Structure Waste Management Activity Estimated Cost ($M)®©
Process Waste HLW treatment ) 3,030
HLW storage and handling 101
System Closure HLW disposal 235
LLW disposal 20
Total 3,386

(a) Source: DOE 1996 (p. ID51). Breakdown of costs developed from telephone conversation
with Advisory Scientist, Lockheed Idaho Technology Company on 7/12/96.

(b) Includes costs for treating the low-activity portion of the waste.

(c) Constant 1996 dollars.

(a) 1995 presentation. Tanks Focus Area High-Level Waste Tank Review Group.
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Table A.5. 1daho National Engineering Laboratory Major Milestones®

Milestone Title Completion Date
Restart New Waste Calciner Facility operation 1997
Startup New Waste Calciner Facility for processing sodium-bearing . 2001
radioactive liquid waste .
Cease operation of the New Waste Calciner Facility ¢ 2012
Cease use of pillar and panel tanks 2009
Cease use of all tanks without secondary containment ‘ 2012
Begin operation of treatment facilities for high-level waste calcine 2019
Complete treatment of all high-level waste so that it can be shipped offsite 2035
(a) Source: Gurley, R., Director High-Level Waste Management, Lockheed I1daho Technologies
Company, February 8, 1996. “TFA Request for High Priority TD Schedules and Dates-RNG-
22-96.” Letter to R. Quinn, Technical Manager Tanks Focus Area, Pacific Northwest National
Laboratory.

A.1.3 Oak Ridge Reservation Overview

Weapons research facilities were established at the Oak Ridge Reservation in 1943. The Oak Ridge
Reservation was the pilot plant site for the reactors and separators processes that were later deployed
at Hanford and SRS during the Manhattan Project. The Site’s role as a developer of uranium
enrichment processes for production of nuclear weapons has decreased, but the production of nuclear
isotopes for research purposes continues. The Site consists of three major facility areas: the Y-12
Plant, Oak Ridge National Laboratory, and the K-25 Site (see Figure A.4). Waste tanks covered
under the Tanks Focus Area are located at Oak Ridge National Laboratory in the Melton Valley and
Bethel Valley areas. :

The Oak Ridge Reservation is briefly described as follows.

» Oak Ridge Reservation is located on 140 km?* (54 mi®) within the corporate city limits of Oak
Ridge, Tennessee.

» Facilities occupy about 701 ha (about 1,754 acre) or about 20% of the Oak Ridge Reservation.
The remaining 2,806 ha (7,017 acre), or 80% of the Site, is predominantly forested buffer zone.

+ Land surrounding the nonarid Site is predominately rural woodlands and used largely for resi-
dences, small farms, forest land, and pasture land.

¢ There are three lakes - the Watts Bar Lake, Melton Hill Lake, and Loudon Lake - and two rivers
- the Clinch River and Tennessee River - within a 32-km (20-mi) radius.

» The DOE/Johnson Controls water treatment facility, which provides water to the city of Oak
Ridge, is located just north of the Y-12 Plant.
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» The Knox aquifer is the major aquifer in the Oak Ridge area.

 In Bethel Valley, depth to water table ranges from 0.30 to 10.7 m (1 to 35 ft), while in Melton
Valley the range is from 0.30 to 20.4 m (1 to 67 ft).

» The average wind speed is 2.1 m/s (4.7 mi/h). The peak wind direction is from the west-south-
west, with a secondary peak from the northeast. There are no towns or cities aligned with pre-
vailing winds.

» Average annual precipitation is 130.9 cm (51.5 in.) (Turner 1993; DOE-ID 1995b, App. F).
 The population within 80-km (50-mi) radius is 510,000.
~ A.1.3.1 Oak Ridge Reservation Tanks

There are two types of tanks at Oak Ridge: legacy tanks and active tanks. These tanks are buried
underground and vary in design and age. The 63 inactive tanks store legacy wastes. Legacy tanks
containing dilute LLW supernatants and associated sludges include the gunite and associated tanks,
the old hydrofracture tanks, and other tanks. The gunite and associated tanks consist of 12 (primarily
450,000-L [170,000-gal]) concrete tanks and six 7,500- to 15,000-L (2,000- to 4,000-gal) stainless
steel tanks in the Bethel Valley Area. Twelve of the gunite and associated tanks have been identified
as either leakers or tanks that receive in-leakage of surface water or groundwater. The Site is
actively involved in remediation of the gunite and associated tanks. The current plan is to complete
the remedial action by 2010. The old hydrofracture tanks consist of five 50,000- to 95,000-L
(13,000- to 25,000-gal) carbon steel tanks. The hydrofracture tanks are located in the Melton Valley
Area.

Active tanks store waste from an extensive underground collection, transfer, and storage system that
interconnects generator buildings, tanks, and processing facilities. The wastes from the active
underground collection system are sent to 13 active 190,000-L (50,000-gal) stainless steel central
treatment/storage tanks. Five tanks are evaporator service tanks, and eight are Melton Valley
Storage Tanks located approximately 1.6 km (1 mi) from the evaporator area. Liquid LLW

- concentrate has been stored in the Melton Valley Storage Tanks since 1984, and storage space is now
very limited (Turner 1993).

A.132 Oak Ridge Reservation Wastes

There are about 1.86 million L (490,000 gal) of legacy wastes in Oak Ridge tanks. The waste
contains 130,000 Ci (primarily cesium-137, strontium-90, and other fission products) of which
150,000 L (40,000 gal) is TRU sludge and 1.71 million L (450,000 gal) is LLW supernate.

The Melton Valley Storage Tanks have accumulated approximately 1.71 million L (450,000 gal) of
waste containing approximately 34,000 Ci (primarily cesium-137, strontium-90, and other fission
products). Approximately 946,000 L (250,000 gal) is liquid LLW and 640,000 L (170,000 gal) is
TRU sludge. These wastes also contain high concentrations of sodium nitrate.
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Tank waste is continually being generated by ongoing research and development at the Oak Ridge
Reservation. There is approximately 1.5 million L/year (400,000 gal/year) of waste being generated,
which is reduced through evaporation to approximately 75,000 L (20,000 gal) of waste concentrate.

A.1.3.3 Oak Ridge Reservation Regulatory Drivers
The regulatory drivers for remediating tank wastes are as follows:

» ORNL Federal Facility Agreement (DOE-ORO et al. 1992). This is an interagency agreement
between the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, the DOE, and the Tennessee Department of
Environment and Conservation, which was implemented on January 1, 1992. This agreement
establishes requirements under CERCLA for the management of tanks. Per this agreement, DOE
must remove all tanks from service that operate without secondary containment. Tanks with
secondary containment may continue to operate (Turner 1993).

» ORNL waste management plan (Turner 1993). Waste management requirements under
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act for active tank wastes are detailed in this plan. The
goals for management of liquid LLW are to reduce the volume and to dispose of the waste in -
facilities that allow for increased environmental protection.

A.1.3.4 Oak Ridge Reservation Remediation System Description

Inactive tanks at Oak Ridge are managed by the Oak Ridge National Laboratory Remedial Action
Program. The 18 tanks considered to pose the greatest risk are the gunite and associated tanks.
CERCLA treatability studies are planned for tank heel characterization of these tanks using the
Light-Duty Utility Arm. CERCLA treatability studies will demonstrate sluicing technologies for
waste removal, including conventional sluicing with a nozzle, the Light-Duty Utility Arm, and mixer
pumps. The remaining 38 inactive tanks have been tentatively scheduled for remediation based on
Site investigation results (Baxter et al. 1995). Lessons learned from the gunite and associated tanks
studies will be used to develop remediation strategies for these tanks.

For the active tanks, the plan is to remove and treat the supernates and then treat the sludges. The
major contaminants of concern in the Melton Valley Storage Tanks supernates are strontium-90,
cesium-137, technetium-99 and ruthenium-106. Nitrates must also be destroyed or removed before
the treated waste can be discharged into the environment (ORNL 1994). The waste maﬁagement
strategy for the Melton Valley Storage Tanks is illustrated in Figure A.2. The highlights of the plan
are as follows:

« Evaporate the liquid, remove the cesium, and solidify the Melton Valley Storage Tank
supernatant in grout for disposal at the Nevada Test Site.

e Dry the sludges using a wiped film evaporator and a microwave melter.

» Dispose of treated sludges at the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant.
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» Develop separations and immobilization technologies to allow future onsite disposal of newly
generated liquid LLW. '

» Deploy source reduction to obtain less than 15% of current volumes of newly generated waste.
Contingency plans include the following:

» Dispose of Melton Valley Storage Tank supernate (greater than Class C) on the Site after
removal of the cesium, strontium, technetium, and/or nitrates.

» Enhance stabilization of Melton Valley Storage Tank sludges.

» Develop the capability to vitrify sludge in wiped film evaporator or microwave melter.

» Dispose of sludge on-site after pretreatment.
A.1.3.5 Oak Ridge Reservation System Closure
As stated in the Oak Ridge National Laboratory Federal Facility Agreement, DOE must remove or
decontaminate all residues, structures, soils, and equipment associated with tank systems that have
been removed from service. The tanks will be closed according to CERCLA requirements for tanks.
CERCLA requires a risk-based, prescriptive strategy for establishing clean-up requirements.
A project management plan is in place for remediating three inactive liquid LLW systems tanks,
3001-B, 3004-B, and T-30. Two of the tank structures are being removed, and the remaining
concrete vaults will be filled with grout. The other tank will be filled with grout (ORNL 1995).
It has not been decided if treated wastes will be disposed onsite o.r shipped offsite for final disposal.
A.1.3.6 Oak Ridge Reservation Costs and Schedule
The total system cost for remediation of tank waste at Oak Ridge is estimated to be about $1.1 billion
in constant 1996 dollars (assumes 3% inflation). Available information on costs and schedule is
provided in Tables A.6 and A.7. Disposal options for tank wastes are now being investigated; thus,

they are not included in the costs.

Table A.6. Oak Ridge Reservation System Costs®

Needs Breakdown Structure Waste Management Activity Estimated Cost (SM)®
Process Waste Process waste 980
System Closure Disposal . 50
. Decontamination and decommissioning 70
Total 1,100

(a) Source: Personal communication with ORNL staff on 6/20/95.
(b) Constant 1996 dollars (assumes 3% inflation).

TFA Multiyear Program Plan A2l Appendix A - Tank Waste System




Table A.7. Oak Ridge Reservation Major Milestones®

Milestone Title Completion Date
Complete construction of liquid LLW collection and transfer system for | - 1994
Bethel Valley (Phase I)
Complete construction of LLW collection and transfer system for 1996
Melton Valley
Complete Melton Valley Storage Tank upgrade 1998
Complete Bethel Valley Federal Facility Agreement upgrade 1999
Complete gunite and associated tanks remediation 2010
Complete remediation of liquid LLW Tanks 2030
Complete waste management activities 2045
(a) Source: DOE 1995 (p. TN41) and DOE 1996.

A.1.4 Savannah River Site Overview

When the Site was established in the early 1950s, the primary mission was to produce special nuclear
materials to support U.S. defense (tritium and plutonium-239), space (plutonium-238), and medical
programs. The production reactors and fuel assembly areas are no longer operational, but the spent
nuclear fuel reprocessing facilities operate as required to supply uranium to the National Aeronautics
and Space Administration. The Site’s present mission is to manage system wastes.

The Site is divided into several major facility areas including Area C5 for mixed waste storage; Area
B for industrial waste disposal; Area E for waste storage, preparation, and disposal; Area Z for
saltstone grout-preparation, and Area S for defense waste processing. The two tank farms are
located in the F Area and the H Area (see Figure A.5).

The SRS is briefly described as follows.
+ The SRS is located on 840 km? (325 mi?) in western South Carolina. Land surrounding the Site
is predominately rural woodlands used largely for residences, small farms, forest land, and

pasture land.

» F- and H-Areas (where tank farms are located) are in an area of shallow groundwater that flows
toward the Upper Three Runs and Four-Mile Branch tributaries to the Savannah River.

e Currently, there is little impact to the water quality of the Savannah River and its tributaries from
SRS activities, except for a slight increase in tritium concentration.

 Prevailing winds in the area are from the northeast and the west-southwest.

* The average wind speed from 1987 through 1991 was 3.8 m/s (8.5 mi/h). Atmospheric
conditions favor dispersion of air pollutants approximately 79% of the time.
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» Average annual precipitation is 122 cm (48 in.).

» The population within an 80-km (50-mi) radius of the Site is approximately 620,000 (DOE-SRS
1995; DOE-ID 1995b, App. C).

A.1.4.1 SRS Tanks

There are 51 underground storage tanks at SRS, built in four different types (I, II, III, and IV) (see
Table A.8). The tanks contain 126.3 million L (33.4 million gal) of liquid HLW. These tanks are
located in the F and H Area Tank Farms. Under the Federal Facility Compliance Agreement exe-
cuted by DOE, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, and the South Carolina Department of
Health and Environmental Control in 1993, all the Type I, II, arid I'V tanks (24 tanks) are being
retired because they do not have full secondary containment. As shown in Table A.8, nine tanks
have had cracks or leaked to the secondary containment and two tanks have had minor water incur-
sions. Four tanks have experienced leaks or spills to the environment, but the leak sites have been
cleaned up or stabilized to prevent further spread of contamination.

Table A.8. Status of Savannah River Site Tanks®

Total
Capacity No. of Curies
Type | Liters (gal) | Tanks Description (%) Status
I 2,800,000 12 Steel cylinder in concrete 27 Five failed
(740,000) with secondary steel pan at
partial height and cooling
capacity
11 4,000,000 4 Same as Type I tanks 8 All failed
(1,030,000)
111 4,900,000 27 Secondary steel pan at full 64 None have
(1,300,000) height and cooling capacity failed
v 4,900,000 8 Uncooled, single wall <1 Two out of
1,300,000 eight failed
(a) Source: DOE SRS 1996, Appendix B.

Type 111 tanks are still receiving waste from the limited production activities underway at SRS. Two
types of waste are being sent to the tank farms: 1) high-heat waste, which contains most of the radio
nuclides and must be aged in a high-heat waste tank before evaporation, and 2) low-heat waste.
Incoming waste is treated to prevent corrosion of the tank walls. Seven of the 27 Type III tanks are
used for purposes other than waste storage; three tanks are used for in-tank precipitation, three are
used for extended sludge processing, and one is used as the feed tank for the saltstone manufacturing
facility.
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The waste management program at SRS is currently installing mixing and transfer pumps on 50 of
the HLW tanks to allow retrieval and transfer of waste for processing.- Many tanks are being
upgraded with air-monitoring equipment to correct deficiencies and bring the tanks into compliance.

A number of miscellaneous tanks are located at SRS. The 568,000-L (150,000-gal) Organic Waste
Storage Tank will be used for storing mixed organic waste (mostly benzene) generated at the
Defense Waste Processing Facility. Several 95,000-L (25,000-gal) solvent tanks are in the E-Area.
The evaporator systems include a mercury collection tank, a cesium removal pump tank and column,
and a supernatant collection and diverting tank (2 F only), and a waste concentrate transfer system
(DOE-SRS 1995; DOE 1995a). These tanks are not part of the Tanks Focus Area.

A.1.4.2 SRS Wastes

As of December 1994, tank waste consisted of 58.1 million L (15.3 million gal) of liquids containing
231.4 MCi and 68.2 million L (18 million gal) of solids containing 302.3 MCi (DOE 1995b). Liquid
is the total of free liquid and interstitial liquid in the salt and sludge. Solid is the total salt, sludge,
and precipitate in the waste tanks (DOE 1995b). Chemical constituents in the supernate are primar-
ily sodium nitrate (49 wt%), sodium nitrite (12 wt%), sodium hydroxide (13 wt%), aluminum
tetrahydroxide sodium salt (11 wt%), sodium sulfate (6 wt%), and sodium carbonate (5 wt%). -The
chemical composition of the sludge consists primarily of aluminum oxide (33 wt%), iron oxide

(30 wt%), and sodium salts (6 wt%). Although the waste is classified as high level, about 93% of the
volume is low-level salt solution (DOE-SRS 1994). The radionuclide content of the waste is
summarized in Table A.1. Most of activity is in the Type III tanks.

SRS currently generates small amounts of HLW as a result of limited production activities. After its
introduction into the tanks, the HLW settles, separating into a sludge layer at the bottom of the tank
and an upper layer of salts dissolved in water (supernate).

SRS emphasizes volume reduction to manage the newly generated liquid wastes. Volume reduction
is performed using evaporation with some ion exchange for dilute waste streams. There are four
evaporators (two at each tank farm), but most volume reduction takes place in the 2H Evaporator.
Evaporation of the supernate in the tank farms using evaporators results in a third waste form in the
tanks, crystallized saltcake.

Approximately 22 million L (5.8 million gal) of HLW will be received in the tank farms as a result
of Defense Waste Processing Facility operation. After the facility begins operation, the 2F and 2H
Evaporators will not process waste fast enough to keep pace with the facility, so construction of a
new evaporator is planned. It is about twice the size of existing evaporators with a 30-year versus a
10-year tube design life. The current startup date for the replacement HLW evaporator is
September 2000. (DOE-SRS 1995). '
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A.1.4.3 SRS Regulatory Drivers
The regulatory drivers for remediating tank wastes at SRS are as follows:

» Defense Waste Processing Facility EIS (DOE-SRS 1982) and Supplemental EIS (DOE SRS
1994). The record of decision from the EIS (47 FR 23801) documents the decision to construct
and operate the Defense Waste Processing Facility. Since then, DOE has prepared a supplemen-
tary EIS that addresses in-tank precipitation, saltstone processing and disposal, a late wash
facility addition, and a number of other modifications to the Defense Waste Processing Facility.
The record of decision (60 FR 18589) was issued in April 1995 to complete startup testing and
begin operation of the Defense Waste Processing Facility.

» Savannah River Federal Facility Agreement (EPA 1993). This is an agreement between the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Region IV, the DOE, and the South Carolina Department
of Health and Environmental Control. This agreement establishes requirements for remediation
of SRS. Tanks must meet structural integrity requirements or be removed from service.

* Savannah River Waste Management EIS (DOE-SRS 1995). This Sitewide EIS provides the
basis to select processes to manage wastes generated from ongoing operations and the operation
of the Consolidated Incineration Facility. The record of decision from this EIS (60 FR 26845)
documents the decision to construct and operate the HLW evaporator and to transfer waste from
the storage tanks to the Defense Waste Processing Facility when it becomes operational.

» Site Treatment Plan (WSRC 1995). The Federal Facility Compliance Act requires a site treat-
ment plan for treating and disposing of mixed wastes. The SRS Site Treatment Plan identifies
the Defense Waste Processing Facility as the preferred treatment option for treating liquid HLW.
The Defense Waste Processing Facility startup occurred in March 1996.

A.1.4.4 SRS Remediation System Description

The SRS remediation strategy is illustrated in Figure A.2. The HLW from the tanks will be treated
in the HLW system. The HLW system includes the H Area pretreatment process facilities, H and F
Tanks Farms, S Area vitrification, and Z Area saltstone process facilities. There are four processes
to pretreat waste before vitrification: waste removal, extended sludge processing, in-tank
precipitation, and late wash, as described below.

* During waste removal, salt and sludge are agitated in water using 7,600-L/min (2,000-gal/ min)
slurry pumps. A saturated supernate is produced and transferred to in-tank precipitation for
removal of radionuclides.

* Sludge from the HLW storage tanks is transferred to a tank at the extended sludge processing
facility, mixed with caustic to dissolve excess aluminum, and washed. After gravity settling, the
salt solution is evaporated and sent to waste storage on in-tank precipitation. The sludge
becomes feed to the Defense Waste Processing Facility.
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» During in-tank precipitation, dissolved salt from the waste removal process is treated with
sodium titanate and sodium tetraphenylborate. The slurry is filtered in a sintered metal filter,
and a concentrated precipitate is produced.

* The filtrate produced during the filtering step following in-tank precipitation is stripped of ben-
zene and converted to saltstone grout.

e Washed precipitate from in-tank precipitation is sent to late wash. During late wash, the nitrite
added to mitigate corrosion of the storage tank and soluble organic degradation products are
removed from the concentrated precipitate. The concentrated precipitate is then sent to the
Defense Waste Processing Facility for conversion to glass.

The Defense Waste Processing Facility contains the vitrification processing equipment to vitrify the
highly radioactive sludge and precipitate from in-tank precipitation into borosilicate glass. The
Defense Waste Processing Facility startup occurred in April 1996. Waste vitrified in the facility is
stored in a glass waste storage building for up to 10 years. No permanent disposal for HLW will be
provided at the Site. HLW will be shipped offsite for permanent disposal (WSRC 1996).

The saltstone manufacturing plant and disposal vaults will be used to treat and dispose of the low
radioactivity salt solution resulting from the in-tank precipitation process. The saltstone plant is
constructed and in operation. ’

A.1.4.5 SRS System Closure

The SRS closure strategy has not been finalized. After removal from service, all wastes, tank struc-
tures, and underlying soils must be treated and decontaminated or removed from the Site. The waste
tanks will be closed as state-regulated wastewater treatment units.

Saltstone grout is pumped to aboveground concrete vaults and solidified. Once filled, the vaults are
capped with weatherproof concrete. Final closure involves covering the vaults with a clay cap and
backfilling the earth. ‘Because the SRS is located near populated areas, the environmental restoration
goal is to have all land and groundwater near the perimeter of the Site permitted for unrestricted use
(DOE 1995a). This may impact closure requirements for tank farm areas.

A.1.4.6 SRS Costs and Schedule

The total system cost for SRS is estimated to be about $13 billion in unescalated constant 1996 dol-
lars. The distribution of costs by waste management activity and the associated schedule are pro-
vided in Tables A.9 and A.10.
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Table A.9. Savannah River Site System Costs®

Estimated Cost
Needs Breakdown Structure Waste Management Activity SsM®
Manage Tank Wastes F and H Area tank farm operations 3,675
Tank farm upgrades 19
Process Waste Replacement high-level waste evaporator 37
Defense Waste Processing Facility 3,831
High-level waste removal project 608
In-tank precipitation 1,505
Extended sludge processing facility 372
Saltstone 484
System Closure High-level waste disposal 2,763
Total 13,294
(a) Source: DOE 1996 (pp. SC30 and SC41).
(b) Constant 1996 dollars.

Table A.10. Savannah River Site Major Milestones®

Milestone Title Completion Date
Begin in-tank precipitation operations 1995
Begin operation of New Waste Transfer Facility 1995
Start operation of Late Wash Facility 1996
Start operation of the Consolidated Incineration Facility 1996
Start operation of Defense Waste Processing Facility 1996
Start operation of new high-level liquid waste evaporator 1998
Remove waste from tanks 2021
Complete Defense Waste Processing Facility activities 2028
Complete saltstone vault high-level waste activities 2028
Compiete high-level waste management activities 2028
(a) Source: WSRC 1996 and personal conversation with Neil Davis of SRS on 1/12/96.

A.2 System Risks

The Tanks Focus Area seeks to develop a risk-based portfolio of technology development activities.
Three types of system risks are of concern:

* technical risks - risks that jeopardize current technical baselines or technical performance

requirements.

TFA Multiyear Program Plan

A28

Appendix A - Tank Waste System



» programmatic risks - risks that jeopardize existing regulatory agreements and schedules, includ-
ing advisory or stakeholder demands that are not formalized in current baseline plans but require
site responses.

* environmental, safety, and health risks - risks to involved workers, noninvolved onsite workers,
the public, or the environment. These risks result from direct exposure from contaminated air or
groundwater.

A complete assessment of these three types of risk is not available. However, several important
parameters for analyzing these risks are provided in Table A.11. Five types of parameters are
provided: .

« technical - This risk arises from functional uncertainties in site tank remediation baselines (e.g.,
most sites are uncertain about whether the feed to immobilization can be analyzed to determine
if it meets requirements without causing bottlenecks in processing). This risk is a function of the
technical complexity of the baseline and the extent to which baseline technologies have been
proven. The risk is estimated as probability of success.

« programmatic - This risk depends on the flexibility of the existing Federal Facility Compliance
Agreement, the amount and radioactivity of the waste to be treated, and amount of time provided
to reach the agreement’s milestones. The risk is estimated in terms of cost or schedule variance.

« groundwater/public - The risk from groundwater contamination is primarily long term and to the
public, because groundwater contamination does not occur for many years after the original spill
or leak. Groundwater contamination is a function of the transport characteristics of the soil
below the tanks, the depth to the water table, the amount of release, and the type of release. This
risk is estimated as the number of incremental cancer fatalities.

» air/noninvolved onsite worker and public - The risk from atmospheric dispersion of radioactive
and chemical contamination is near term and results from routine stack releases, disturbance of
contaminated soils, and accidental releases. The risk is to noninvolved onsite workers and the
public. This risk is a function of the amount of release, the type of release, and the amount of
atmospheric dispersion. This risk is often estimated as the number of incremental cancer
fatalities. '

 involved worker - This is cancer risk due to occupational exposure to hazardous chemicals or
radiation resulting from tank waste remediation activities to the involved worker. The involved
worker is also subject to injury or death from an on-site accident (noncancer).
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The risks drivers for these are briefly discussed for each of the Tanks Focus Area sites in the follow-
ing sections.

A.2.1 Hanford Site Risks

Hanford is facing significant uncertainties due to the changes in Site management, the technical
complexity of the baseline, the volumes of radioactive materials involved, and the high cost of
cleanup. These uncertainties are discussed in three major areas: technical, programmatic, and health
and safety.

A.2.1.1 Hanford Site Technical Risks

Technical risks for the Hanford baseline are increased due to the number of unproven technologies
required for the breadth and scale of the remediation (e.g., past-practice sluicing, removal processes
for cesium and other radionuclides;, large-scale melters to produce LLW glass). In addition, the
baseline is dependent on the construction of a geologic waste repository. There may not be a reposi-
tory; however, if it is built, some of the waste will be treated before it is available. This necessitates
interim storage of the waste.

Technical risk to DOE may be reduced by the privatization strategy being implemented at Hanford.
Under the proposed privatization strategy, private companies will accept much of the technical risk
associated with treatment of the waste. The methods for processing the wastes will not be restricted
to vitrification. However, before employing a technology other than vitrification, the performing
contractor must prove that the alternative technology meets or exceeds the performance standards
applicable to vitrification. DOE efforts will be focused on defining and monitoring the requirements
to be met by the selected contractor for the treated tank waste to be returned to DOE control after
treatment. DOE continues to be responsible for safe operation of the tank farm, characterization of
the waste, and site closure.

High-priority technology development needs identified by the Site Technology Coordination Group
to reduce technical risk for the Hanford baseline include the following:

* Off-riser sampling technology and in situ measurement technology to gather data on waste
energetics and moisture in single- and double-shell tanks.

* High pressure sluicing technology and alternative retrieval methods to improve the waste
retrieval system performance for tanks.

* Real-time waste property measurement instrumentation to monitor waste transfers for leaks and
line breaks, trapped gas, and line plugging.

* Technology for management and control of leakage during tank storage and retrieval operations
and after disposal of the immobilized LLW in onsite vaults.
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+ Technically viable, practical approaches for removal of technetium, TRUs, strontium, and
cesium from Hanford tank supernatants. Associated processes for immobilizing the solid wastes
produced from these removal operations must also be demonstrated.

+ Solid-liquid separation of fine solids and colloidal particles from Hanford supernatants to assure
that the LLW stream will have acceptably low concentrations of insoluble radioactive material,
principally strontium-90 and TRU radioisotopes.

» Small-scale testing of pretreatment processes, melters, process instrumentation, and offgas
treatment systems to support the design of facilities by the private sector to treat Hanford LLW
and HLW streams. -

 Inspection and testing tools to verify conformance with waste acceptance specifications before
DOE takes custody of the LLW and HLW products from the immobilization vendors.

» Criteria for closing tanks at a semiarid site, because this work is necessary to provide a technical
basis for performance specifications for waste retrieval systems.

A.2.1.2 Hanford Site Programmatic Risks
This is a time of considerable programmatic risks at Hanford for a number of reasons:

» The DOE Richland Operations Office awarded the management and integration contract for the
Hanford Site to Fluor Daniel Hanford, Inc. The contractor will assume contract responsibilities
on October 1, 1996. The contract is performance-based and is intended to reduce costs and
milestone slippage.

* A Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order TWRS Privatization Change Package
has been submitted, and the agencies involved are seeking public comment. DOE plans for
private financing and operation of the tank waste treatment facilities. The change will not affect
major milestones (e.g., the consent order states that cleanup of the tanks must be completed by
2029) for the processing of tank waste, except that LLW will be treated by 2024 instead of 2028.
The contract is performance-based and is intended to reduce costs and milestone slippage.
However, some Site studies indicate that pilot-scale treatment of actual tank waste, which is part
of privatization, will not uncover operational problems and will actually increase cost and
schedule risk (Gasper 1995).

» Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board Recommendation 93-5 (DOE-RL 1994) will not be met.
This recommendation required safety-related sampling and analysis to be completed on specified
tanks by July 1995 and on other tanks by July 1996. The failure may result in downsizing the
sampling campaigns at Hanford or delaying construction of TWRS facilities until characteriza-
tion is complete.
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A.2.1.3 Hanford Site Health and Safety Risks

The risks from tank waste remediation alternatives have been evaluated in the TWRS EIS (DOE and

“Ecology 1996a). The relative distribution of environmental, safety, and health risks for the various
tank waste remediation alternatives are shown in Table A.12. As shown, the no action alternative is
not acceptable due to the danger of tank farm accidents and contaminants eventually leaking from
the tanks and leaching to the groundwater. If an ex situ remediation alternative is selected, the most
significant short-term environmental, safety, and health risks are from accidents as employees
commute to work or transport waste to the repository. In situ disposal of waste minimizes worker
and transportation risks, but in situ disposal results in high risk to the intruder over the short term and
may have significant accident risk if in situ vitrification is deployed. Ex situ treatment of tank waste
is currently favored, because long-term risk to the public from migration of contaminants to the
groundwater is the least for ex situ remediation alternatives.

Table A.12. Risk Associated with Remediation of Hanford Site Waste Tanks®

Source of Risk
Traffic Fatalities ® Increased Cancer Fatalities
Alternative Commute | Repository | Worker ©® | Worker | Public Public

No action 25 0.00 <1 (3) 2019 2 GW
In situ fill and cap 6 0.00 <1 (D) 201 2@ I
In situ vitrification 13 0.00 <1(2) 46© 5@ 1
Ex situ intermediate 21 3(13) 32 209 2@ Low
separations

Ex situ no separations 10 2(19) 4(2) 209 2@ Low
Ex situ extensive 20 3(8) 32 20@ 2@ Low
separations

(a) Source: DOE and Ecology 1996a.

(b) Employees commuting to and from work and transporting waste to the high-level waste repository.
Values in parenthesis are the additional deaths from cancer due to radiological exposure to the public
from the unlikely event of a serious transportation accident on the trip to the repository.

(c) Increased number of fatal cancers in exposed worker population. Values in parenthesis are the
deaths due to occupational accidents during construction and operation.

(d) Hydrogen burn in waste storage tank.

(e} Offgas duct rupture.

GW=The risk to the groundwater user is unacceptable.

I = The risk to the intruder is fatal.
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A.2.2 Idaho National Engineering Laboratory Risks

A regulatory agreement is now in place that drives the remediation strategy at INEL. The recent
settlement agreement between the Governor of Idaho and the DOE Idaho Operations Office requires
that all waste be transported out of Idaho by 2035. It also accelerates treatment of calcined waste so
that it can be more quickly put into a form for transport out of Idaho to-a permanent geologic -
repository. Requirements to accelerate the schedule and reduce schedule risks for the INEL baseline
are discussed in the following sections.

A.2.2.1 INEL Technical Risks

‘Because of the settlement agreement, INEL has proposed a strategy to remove, process, and
immobilize liquid HLW in the tank by calcining it. Modeling and simulation efforts have shown that
without an improved calcination flowsheet for treating existing tank waste, achieving a cease use of
the tank farms by 2012 will not occur. An alternative calcination flowsheet is viewed at this time as
the only reasonable strategy to comply with the settlement agreement. Development of this
flowsheet is identified as critical to meeting regulatory drivers. )

Other high-priority technology development activities identified by INEL to address technical risks
for the Site’s remediation strategy include the following.

 End effectors and Light-Duty Utility Arm deployment systems are needed to support in situ tank
waste characterization, nondestructive examination of tank walls, and heel retrieval for the FY97
Idaho Chemical Processing Plant Tank Heel Removal Project.

» Technology is needed for removal of undissolved solids from tank waste and dissolved calcine
and for partitioning of radionuclides (TRU, strontium, technetium, and cesium) from acidic

liquid feeds (liquid waste and dissolved calcine).

» A grout process must be developed for the immobilization of the low-activity waste fraction of
the sodium-bearing tank waste that is acceptable to stakeholders.

» An on-line process monitor is needed for elemental analysis of the calcine product.

 Glass formulations are needed for immobilization of the high-activity waste fraction of the
sodium-bearing liquid waste and calcine.

= Final waste acceptance criteria are not yet available for the LLW grout.
» The Idaho Chemical Processing Plant must retrieve calcined waste from stainless steel bins. Key
challenges to retrieving calcine wastes are limited working space, high radiation levels, and the

need for cost-effective technology to decontaminate the bins after calcine removal.

e Risk-based closure criteria is needed that defines the level to which tanks must be retrieved
before closure. ’
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A.2.2.2 INEL Programmatic Risks

INEL is struggling to meet regulatory requirements to cease use of a number of existing tanks. This
is especially true since the settlement agreement between the Governor of Idaho and DOE Idaho
Operations Office requires that the 11 tanks be taken out of service by 2012, an acceleration of

3 years over the Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order. The plan is for requirements to
empty existing tanks to be met with waste minimization and calciner campaigns. Delays in
conducting calciner campaigns are affecting tank capacities. Calcine campaigns need to begin as
scheduled or the regulatory agreement will not be met.®

Based on DOE’s future funding projections, the costs for proposed INEL treatment facilities will
exceed available funding. This is especially true since schedules for HLW remediation have been
accelerated.

A.2.2.3 INEL Health and Safety Risks

INEL does not withdraw or use surface water for Site operations nor does it discharge effluents to
the natural surface water. However, the Snake River Plane aquifer below INEL is a sole source aqui-
fer (DOE-ID 1995b, App. B). Long-term risk to the public is possible from migration of tank residu-
als, tank leaks to the groundwater, or any other inadvertent release of HLW to the environment. For
these reasons, INEL would like all HLW removed from the Site as quickly as possible.

Some reasons or concern about inadvertent release at INEL include the potential for near-term
environmental, safety, and health risks if flammable gas generation occurs in the tank heels. This
risk is being investigated by better characterizing the tank heels. There is also a seismic issue within
binset 1 due to an overstress on the vault walls. - The likelihood of failure during an earthquake is
unknown.

A.2.3 Oak Ridge Reservation Risks

The tanks at the Oak Ridge Reservation contain liquid LLW, which reduces exposure risks and
makes the Site a desirable location for prototype testing of tank remediation technology. Risks are
discussed briefly in the following sections.

A.2.3.1 Oak Ridge Reservation Technical Risks

Technology needs to reduce technical risks at Oak Ridge Reservation involve the following:

« in situ tank and waste characterization methods to support remediation decisions and regulatory
drivers

(a) Gurley, R. Director High-Level Waste Management, Lockheed, idaho Technology Company.
February 8, 1996. “TFA Requests for High Priority TD Schedules and Dates-RNG-22-96.”
Letter to RK Quinn, Technical Manager Tanks Focus Area, Pacific Northwest National
Laboratory, Richland, Washington.
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» mechanical mixing and mobilization equipment for bulk sludge retrieval and slurry transport

» end effectors and deployment systems for heel waste retrieval and characterization for gunite and
associated tanks CERCLA treatability studies

» waste forms and waste form production processes for immobilizing HLW sludges and secondary
wastes '

* cesium, strontium, technetium, and TRU separations and immobilization processes for supernate,
sludges, newly generated waste, and source treatment

tank closure criteria and strategies to.resolve ambiguous tank closure requirements.

The relative importance of these technical risks depends on whether waste is treated and disposed
onsite or shipped offsite for treatment and disposal.

A.2.3.2 Oak Ridge Reservation Programmatic Risks

A strategy for remediating inactive tank wastes at Oak Ridge has not been developed to date: this
introduces programmatic risk. Lower cost treatment strategies are being emphasized at Oak Rldge in
response to substantial reductions in DOE budgets. Particular emphasis is being placed on
modifying and using existing facilities whenever possible, instead of constructing new facilities to
reduce costs. Commercial treatment is being encouraged, and several proof-of-process awards are
being negotiated.

A.2.3.3 Oak Ridge Reservation Health and Safety Risks

Surface water is the main source of potable water supplies at Oak Ridge. Water quality in the Clinch
River is affected by Oak Ridge activities. The Clinch River supplies most of the water to the Site,
the city of Oak Ridge, and other cities along the river. The fact that water resources near the Site are
used by the public (DOE-ID 1995b, App. F) makes secondary containment, leak detection, and water
balance monitoring very important for preventing human health risk.

A.2.4 Savannah River Site Risks

Tank retrieval has been initiated, and process development is well underway. There are risks that
must be addressed associated with startup of vitrification facilities and safe retrieval of waste from
the tanks. These risks are discussed in the following sections.

A.2.4.1 SRS Technical Risks

SRS’s primary interests are to minimize tank leaks during storage and retrieval, to minimize the
generation of secondary wastes, and to enhance baseline technology, including the following:

» improved tank instrumentation to measure tank corrosion and annulus inspection devices
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» improved slurry pumps and mixing techniques for removing tank wastes and methods to reduce
sludge settling and compaction during retrieval

» methods to remove tank heels, mired equipment, and hard sludges from tanks

+ ion-exchange equipment and new resins for cesium removal as an alternative to in-tank
precipitation

» improved Defense Waste Processing Facility laboratories and analytical methods for feed and
waste form testing and improved product composition control systems

 recycle stream treatment and other methods to minimize secondary waste production
. teéhnology to extend the life of Defense Waste Processing Facility melters.
A.2.4.2 SRS Programmatic Risks

The SRS is seeking proposals from contractor teams to manage defense and environmental activities.
The contract is worth approximately $6 billion over 5 years. Westinghouse Savannah River
Company, the existing contractor, is the only contractor to submit a proposal. The contract will
reduce the size of the team managing the Site and ensure that as much of the work as possible is
outsourced under fixed price performance-oriented contracts. The impact of these changes on the
ability of the Site to meet baseline budgets and schedules is unknown.

SRS is considering privatization of the LLW saltstone grout facility. It is anticipated that lessons
learned from Hanford privatization efforts will impact the level to which privatization is pursued by
SRS in the future.

Current funding levels of the HLW system will not be adequate, and this may result in changes to the
baseline strategy if budget levels are not increased. This is especially true if the amount of HLW
produced at the Site increases, because SRS is selected to dispose of numerous stored nuclear fuel
assemblies across the DOE complex. Nearly $1 billion of projected funding has been removed from
the HLW program in the last 2 years. In 1995, SRS had proposed extending Site milestones by

40 years to operate with the reduced budget (i.e., complete Defense Waste Processing Facility
activities in 2065 instead of 2025). However, this strategy was not acceptable. The current strategy
is to meet the original milestones with the proposed baseline and work with Congress to obtain the
required budget.

A.2.4.3 SRS Health and Safety Risks

Groundwater contamination is a concern for the public, because the aquifer below the SRS is at an
average depth of 9 m to 13 m (30 ft to 40 ft) below the surface. Reportedly, several of the tanks are
in the groundwater table during some periods of the year. This is not of immediate concern because
the drinking water is from the Savannah River or a deeper aquifer several hundred feet below the
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Site. However, contamination in the shallow aquifer can move vertically toward deeper aquifers or
horizontally toward the river. Efforts to reduce tank leakage during storage and retrieval are .
important to minimizing health and safety risk from future groundwater contamination.

A.3 Stakeholder Involvement and Iss._ues

The Tanks Focus Area technology development program seeks to reflect the issues and concerris of
stakeholders, including regulators and technology users at each of the sites. The Tanks Focus Area’s
objective is to work with the stakeholders in the evaluation of tank technologies considered for
funding and deployment and to ensure that tests and demonstrations address stakeholders’ and
regulators’ concerns. Environmental Management has established STCGs to facilitate this process.
Site-specific advisory boards are the primary DOE forum for site-wide stakeholder involvement.
The Community Leaders Network also provides a network with which the Tanks Focus Area
involves stakeho]ders in tanks technology development.

Stakeholder involvenient and concerns are similar across the Tanks Focus Area sites. The following
sections describe the Tanks Focus Area strategy for stakeholder involvement at each of the sites and
a preliminary discussion of the issues being addressed.

A.3.1 Hanford Site

The Hanford STCG has the ability to represent stakeholders’ views and concerns. The group has two
levels: the management council and four subgroups affiliated with the four national focus areas.

The STCG tanks subgroup provides a direct way for the Tanks Focus Area to work with the larger
group and stakeholders in evaluating tanks technology.

Regulators, representatives of environmental and public interest groups, representative of the TWRS
program, and Native American tribes serve on the Hanford STCG management council. Three
stakeholders on the management council are members of the Hanford Advisory Board that addresses
major policy issues related to Hanford cleanup. Several members of the Hanford STCG also serve
on the Community Leaders Network tanks subcommittee.

According to the Hanford Tank Wastes Task Force (1993), Hanford stakeholders are very concerned
with safe storage of tank waste. They are concerned that cleanup proceed more quickly and that
dollars be allocated to areas of the greatest need, including the remediation of tank waste. Stake-
holders support prioritizing tank problems, so that limited dollars are spent wisely. The renegotiated
Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order reflects public concern over potential
radiation exposure to users of the Hanford Reach and the Columbia River. The public repeatedly
said that mixing tank waste with grout was unacceptable, and the new Hanford Federal Facility
Agreement and Consent Order (Ecology et al. 1994) replaces grout with a retrievable glass waste
form.
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A.3.2 Idaho National Engineering Laboratory

The STCG at INEL has been incorporated into the Environmental Management Integration Team.
One member of the Environmental Management Integration Team serves as liaison with the INEL
tanks program. Another member is the team’s link with the INEL Site-Specific Advisory Board.

INEL stakeholders want waste treatment to progress using the best-available technology. INEL is
focusing on technology development for treating high-level calcine wastes, i.e., getting these wastes
into a form for near- and mid-term storage (approximately 50 years). They are particularly con-
cerned with protecting the Snake River Aquifer. Stakeholders do not want INEL to become a
permanent waste repository. Waste treatment technology should be cost-effective, and privatization
should be considered when appropriate. Areas of greatest risk should be addressed first. Plans for
Site treatment should be risk driven, based on the quantity of waste, its physical characteristics, its
radioactivity, and subsequent risks to workers, the public, groundwater, and air quality.

A.3.3 Oak Ridge Reservation

The Oak Ridge STCG consists of a policy-making group and subgroups affiliated with each focus
area including tanks. A principal focus of the STCG’s activity has been to develop a comprehensive
needs assessment for the Site. The heads of the subgroups and the STCG coordinator are developing
methods and criteria for ranking needs across the subgroups.

DOE Oak Ridge Operations has developed an Environmental Management Public Involvement
Program. A site-specific advisory board for the Site is being established. A Local Oversight
Committee was set up by the state of Tennessee and the Site established a Citizens Advisory Board
of about 20 people. This board is a potential point of contact for understanding stakeholder
concerns.

Oak Ridge stakeholders are concerned with tank integrity, final disposition of tank waste, and reme-
diation cost and schedules. Tank integrity must be ensured to prevent both catastrophic failure and
slow leakage into the soil and groundwater. Stakeholders want DOE to select an ultimate disposal
site for tank waste and to define waste acceptance criteria so that Oak Ridge waste can be sent for
disposal. Finally, Oak Ridge stakeholders want cleanup to progress within a reasonable timeframe
and at reasonable costs (DOE-ORO 1995).

A.3.4 Savannah River Site

The primary goal of the STCG at SRS is to facilitate implementation of needed technologies and to
save time and money in the process. The STCG has a HLW subgroup with responsibility for
defining Site technology needs for tank waste remediation.

The SRS STCG has identified stakeholder issues of concern for HLW tanks. Many of these tanks
have exceeded their design life. Aging tanks must be monitored for leaks. Stakeholders would like
to see the waste removed from the old tanks as quickly as possible. Once the tanks are emptied,
stakeholders want to be assured that effective technologies for decontamination, decommissioning,
and closure are available.
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A.4 Tanks Focus Area Site Summary and Issues
Outstanding considerations regarding the Tanks Focus Area’s link to site needs are discussed in the

following sections. This includes the Tanks Focus Area technology that is currently addressing site
needs and identification of site needs that may be important in the future.

A.4.1 Hanford Site
Tanks Focus Area technologies that address important Hanford needs include the following:

* in situ characterization and advanced hot cell technology to reduce the time and cost to
characterize the waste tanks

* leaks detection capability for single-shell tanks

« retrieval process development technologles to enhance or replace past-practice sluicing of
sludges and tank heels

» solid-liquid separations to remove radioactive particulate from supernates
* enhanced sludge washing and alternatives to enhanced sludge washing

* alkaline strontium/technetium/TRU removal to allow more extensive separations of HLW from
LLW to reduce HLW volume

. minor component solubility and higher wash loading for HLW
» advanced melter materials and advanced immobilization processes.

A number of programmatic issues challenge the current baseline waste management strategy. The
development of alternative technologies is very important because the current baseline is costly and
relies on the construction of a HLW repository. The Tanks Focus Area supplements Hanford tank
technology efforts by funding alternative waste removal and separation processes. However, there is
little emphasis in the Tanks Focus Area on in situ or other alternative treatments of tank wastes due
to funding limitations.

A.4.2 Idaho National Engineering Laboratory

The Tanks Focus Area is funding a number of technologies that address system risks at INEL,®
including the following.

* Acidic cesium/strontium/technetium/TRU removal technologies are bemg funded to handle the
acidic liquid waste in INEL tanks.

(a) INEL’s baseline is changing rapidly; therefore, the Tanks Focus Area response may need to be
reassessed.
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» A demonstration at the Oak Ridge Reservation will produce LLW forms for subsequent testing.
The results of the demonstration will help INEL to make decisions regarding waste formulations
and disposal options.

 Tank leak detection and monitoring technology will help minimize tank leaks and avoid future
groundwater contamination of the Snake River Aquifer. Tanks Focus Area-funded technology to
remove tank heels will protect the Snake River Aquifer by minimizing the amount of waste left
in place.

The Tanks Focus Area is not funding technology to assist in retrieving calcined waste, decontami-
nating the HLW calcine vaults, or separating sodium from the sodium-bearing liquid wastes. One
reason is that these are Site-specific needs, rather than complex-wide needs. However, these needs
may warrant further consideration because they are important to stakeholders and would facilitate
meeting regulatory requirements.

A.4.3 Oak Ridge Reservation

The Tanks Focus Area addresses many of the technical risks at the Oak Ridge Reservation. In addi-
tion, a number of tests are planned at Oak Ridge that should reduce technical risks for all sites.

A cesium removal demonstration is planned for fiscal years 1996-1997 using a full-scale modular
cesium ion-exchange processing unit. A full-scale subatmospheric mobile evaporator underwent
out-of-tank hot testing in fiscal years 1995-1996. The Light-Duty Utility Arm will be tested in gun-
ite tank treatability studies in fiscal year 1997, including retrieval and deployment of sampling end
effectors. A demonstration of grout versus glass for immobilization of retrieved gunite and associ-
ated tank waste in fiscal year 1997 and fiscal year 1998 will assist the Site in selecting full-scale
technology for waste immoblization.

Oak Ridge may be able to ship a substantial portion of the waste offsite for treatment. If this option
proves viable, the need for technology development to treat waste at Oak Ridge may need to be
examined. The ability to transfer technologies demonstrated at the Oak Ridge Reservation to other
sites is of particular concern. Efforts must be made to ensure that available Melton Valley Storage
Tank waste streams are supplemented with hot waste samples from other sites if the constituents of
concern at those sites are not represented in the Melton Valley Storage Tank waste.

A.4.4 Savannah River Site

The Tanks Focus Area is addressing a number of the technical projects to enhance the baseline at
SRS, including in situ waste characterization, small-scale melter studies, improved hydraulic waste
removal techniques, technology to vitrify secondary wastes, and tank integrity and inspection devices
to minimize groundwater contamination.

A tank closure demonstration will address the issue of how clean to leave the tanks. Effective
technologies for decontamination, decommissioning, and closure are a high priority at the Site, and
Tanks Focus Area development efforts in this area will likely benefit all DOE sites.
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A.5 Next Steps

The Tanks Focus Area is examining relative risks and costs across the complex to ensure that its pro-
gram addresses needs with the greatest risk and its solutions offer significant risk and cost reductions
worthy of its investments. The site-specific risk data sheets currently being validated are a source of
future data. The Tanks Focus Area will build on risk, cost, and environmental consequence informa-
tion from these and other sources to compare risk across sites and to enhance cost-risk tradeoffs
relevant to technology developments decisions.

Additional stakeholder involvement is essential. Technology investment dollars are protected by
involving stakeholders in the selection and evaluation of technology. Stakeholders can often point to
innovative solutions or approaches that should be considered. The Tanks Focus Area will actively
support site activities directed at involving stakeholders in technology demonstrations and
deployment decisions.
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Appendix B - Problem Element Descriptions

The Tanks Focus Area (TFA) Technical Team constructed problem elements that describe areas of
concern in high-level tank waste remediation. Into this structure were placed high-impact needs at the

.four tank sites: Hanford, Idaho National Engineering Laboratory (INEL), Oak Ridge Reservation
(ORR), and Savannah River Site (SRS). These needs were determined from the needs assessment proc-
ess, which is described in Section 3 of this document. These problem elements form the core of the TFA
technical program and ensure that the program remains responsive to site needs, regardless of probable
changes in site remediation basclines due to budget reductions, privatization, or changes in regulatory
requirements and agreements. Together, the problem elements define a path forward to solve the funda-
mental remediation problems underlying speciﬁg site requests.

The problem.elements were defined initially by the TFA Technical Team using the information from the
needs assessment (TFA 1996) and in response to discussions with site users. Explicit criteria guiding
problem element definition included the fundamental U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) objectives to
reduce risks and costs.

The path forward for each element was also defined to minimize six constraints that typically undermine
the success of technical activities: ‘

* technical uncertainty ~+ deployability (or “system fit™)
« stakeholder and regulatory + development cost
acceptability :

+ application to changing baselines (alternative scenarios).
* schedule compatibility .

Each problem element was informally evaluated by the TFA Technical Team against these constraints to
ensure that it represented a practical and potentially successful solution to site problems. The result of
this evaluation indicated, for example, which problem elements promise cost reduction as their primary
benefit and why (e.g., by minimizing secondary waste). More formal evaluation may be appropriate
before defining specific tasks and scope for each-element. The TFA’s FY97 work plan will include more
specific scope, schedule, and budget information on the problem elements.
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B.1 Problem Elements

The TFA problem elements are described on the following pages; together, these problem elements form
the core of the FY97-99 TFA program. Each element includes the following sections: Title, Problem -
Element Description, Priority Site Needs, Problem Statement, Path to Solution, FY97-99 Scope,
Schedule, and Requested Budget. Table B.1 lists the problem elements; they are organized by

breakdown structure number.

Table B.1. Problem Element List

Page
Problem Element Number

1.1.1.1 Monitor Tank Integrity B.3

1.1.1.2 Avoid Tank Corrosion B.6

1.1.3.1 Characterize Waste In Situ B.8

1.1.3.2 Sample Waste B.11
1.1.3.3 Analvze Waste B.13
1.1.4.2 Reduce Recvcle Streams B.15
1.2.1.1 Deplov Equipment B.17
1.2.1.2 Mobilize Bulk and Heel Wastes B.31
1.2.1.5 Detect and Mitigate Leaks B.36
1.2.1.6 Monitor and Control Retrieval Process B.39
1.2.1.7 Integrate Retrieval and Pretreatment Technology Svstems B.42
1.2.2.1 Calcine Waste B.44
1.2.2.3 Prepare Retrieved Waste for Transfer and Pretreatment B.47
1.2.2.4 Clarifv Liquid Stream B.50
1.2.2.5 Remove Radionuclides B.53
1.2.2.7 Process Sludge B.64
1.2.2.8 Prepare Pretreated Waste for Immobilization B.68
1.2.3.1.1 Monitor and Control LLW Immobilization Process B.73
1.2.3.1.3 Immobilize LLW Stream B.76
1.2.3.2.1 Monitor and Control HLW Immobilization Process B.79
1.2.3.2.2 Prepare Secondary Waste from Pretreatment B.81
1.2.3.2.3 Prepare Sludge Feed B.83
1.2.3.2.4 Immobilize HLW Stream B.85
1.2.3.2.5 Treat HLW Offpas B.90
1.3.1.3 Define Closure Criteria - B.92
1.3.1.7 Stabilize Tank for Closure B.96
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Problem Element Title: 1.1.1.1 Monitor Tank Integrity

‘Problem Element Description

Tank integrity is a critical issue during both long-term storage of radioactive tank wastes and during
retrieval of tank wastes. This problem element addresses methods to monitor the integrity of tanks to aid
in early detection of tank problems that may lead to leakage.

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
waste from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites’ technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also indirectly benefit a related
TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work activities
will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s technical
planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results or data on
site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs being
addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

TFA Necd . . e
Identifying No. Site Need Title/Description
Prima 169 INEL Develop “Fly By” NDE Inspection System
Secondary 382 SRS Develop Real-Time Corrosion Monitoring Techniques

586 Hanford NDE of Single-Shell Tanks

Problem Statement
INEL, SRS, and Hanford have identified high-priority needs to monitor and/or inspect for tank integrity
and corrosion.

INEL

There is a need to perform nondestructive examination of tank walls to determine structural integrity.
Current methods are limited to contact examinations and usually require a cleaned surface and coupling
between the head and structure being inspected. This is very difficult in underground storage tanks and
improved methods that allow inspection to be performed without direct contact or through liquids are -
needed. The knuckle region of tanks where the side walls and bottoms were joined by welding are
believed to be primary sites for degradation and leakage to occur. This inspection must be performed
remotely and provide quantitative data on tank structure needed to ensure safety of current tank
configurations and evaluate side loading limits. This type of data will be required in planning future tank
remediation. ’

SRS and Hanford

High-level liquid wastes at the SRS and Hanford are stored in carbon steel tanks that are susceptible to
nitrate ion induced corrosion cracking. This is prevented by monitoring and maintaining adequate nitrite
and hydroxide ion levels. At Hanford, the specifications for corrosion resistant levels of the OH- and
NO, species depend on the NO;” levels. Therefore, sensors that could monitor all three species would be
optimal to minimize the addition of inhibitor solution. Currently, this solution containing NO, and OH is
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added in excess causing more liquid to be introduced into the tank taking up much needed tank space and
adding to the volume of waste that must eventually be retrieved and processed. Therefore, an increase in
available tank space as well as a reduction in cost corresponding to the reduction in volume of waste
requiring future processing would result if a OH/NO;"/NO,” monitor could be used to control addition of
inhibitor solution.

Path to Solution

« Evaluate commercial and other nondestructive examination systems to meet INEL’s need for tank
integrity inspection.

» Develop and deploy a Light-Duty Utility Arm (LDUA)-delivered end effector for nondestructive
inspection in INEL’s waste tanks.

« Identify and evaluate monitors for NO,;/NO,/OH" to maintain corrosion inhibitor concentrations at
Hanford.

FY97-99 Scope
Work activities to support INEL’s need for tank integrity detection will include

« Evaluate availability of commercial or other “under development” nondestructive examination
technologies to determine if mature systems are available to meet INEL’s need.

« Develop a field deployable end effector for the LDUA system which that be used to perform
nondestructive inspection of the INEL tank walls and knuckle region.

« Demonstrate and deploy the LDUA-delivered nondestructive examination system in an INEL waste
tank for performance evaluation.

Work activities to support Hanford and SRS needs will include

- Evaluate the feasibility of commercial analyzers best suited for in-tank monitoring based on their
range of detection, resistance to high radiation fields, reproducibility of measurement, and specificity.

+ Conduct cold and hot testing of selected sensors.

 Validate sensor(s) performance and transfer for deployment.

Schedule

+ Complete concept development and preliminary evaluation and selection of commercial
nondestructive examination detection alternatives for development (FY98). Enginecering
Development

« Place contract for end effector development/fabrication based on preliminary evaluation of
commercial alternative (FY98). Engineering Development

« Complete fabrication of end effector for nondestructive inspection (FY99). Engineering
Development

« Complete cold testing of the nondestructive inspection system-(FY99). Demonstration

 Perform in-tank demonstration and prepare engineering performance and cost data to support user
decisions on full deployment (FY99). Demonstration

« Complete evaluation of commercial NO;/NO,/OH- analyzers for in-tank monitoring (FY97).
Engineering Development (RLOGWT21-C)

« Conduct cold testing of corrosion inhibitor monitors and initiate hot demonstration (FY98).
Demonstration (RLO6WT21-C)

- Validate performance of NO;/NO,7/OH" monitors and transfer for deployment (FY99).
Implementation (RLO6WT21-C)
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Other Related Work i
» TFA collaboration with Robotics on Nondestructive Inspection System (FY98)

Requested Budget
Funding Source‘ FY96 (SK) FY97 (§K) FY98 (SK) FY99 (8K)
EM-50 TFA 150 300 200
Total 150 300 200
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Problem Element Title: 1.1.1.2 Avoid Tank Corrosion

Problem Element Description

Tank leakage and structural failure is a critical concern during long- and short-term waste storage, as well
as during retrieval operations and closure. Tank corrosion is the primary cause of steel waste tank
failure. Passive or active methods for prevention of tank corrosion are encompassed within this problem
element.

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites’ technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

I d;l:gv:fe?ﬂo. Site Need Title/Description
Prima 601* Hanford Extension of Carbon Steel Tank Life and Minimizing the Impact of Processing
601* ORR Extension of Carbon Steel Tank Life and Minimizing the Impact of Processing
601* SRS Extension of Carbon Steel Tank Life and Minimizing the Impact of Processing
Secondary 169 INEL Develop “Fly By" Nondestructive Inspection System
382 SRS Develop Real-Time Corrosion Monitoring Techniques

* Need developed by TFA for program and site benefit.

Problem Statement

Hanford, SRS, and ORR all have carbon-steel tanks with neutralized waste. All sites have reported
leakage resulting from tank aging (corrosion). Tank leakage has occurred to a large extent in tanks that
have not been heat treated. At Hanford, 67 out of 149 single-shell tanks are known or assumed to have
leaked. Westinghouse Hanford Company analysis of the tanks show that a number of single-shell tanks
will leak over the next 5 years. Success in prevention of corrosion, the major contributor to leakage,
would prevent contamination of soil and provide sound for spare tank capacity. Corrosion in transfer
lines at each site has been an safety issue as well as a transfer issue. Because all three site will need to
continue tank to tank transfers, corrosion will continue to be an issue.

Path to Solution

+ Evaluate the state-of-the-art in corrosion prevention relative to underground storage tanks.

+ Develop performance specifications from site user input and identify the most appropriate providers
of technology and services for future development.

+ Develop advanced corrosion prevention methods based on user input to performance specifications.

« Demonstrate and evaluate methods for deployment at DOE sites.
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FY97-99 Scope

Several small programs evaluating and identifying corrosion issues have been performed by DOE-HQ,
NIST, Hanford, ORR, and SRS. Because there is potential for large cost savings, re-evaluation of the
past efforts to determine if new efforts studying the corrosion of carbon-steel tanks in terms of techniques
to extend life is beneficial. The effort would consist of

+ Review of past program results and determination of what current work is being performed.

+ Conduct a workshop involving the four waste tank sites to develop performance requirements for
corrosion prevention and assess the status of active work in this area within government agencies,
industry, and evaluation of any new work or increased effort that is cost effective.

« Issue procurement for advanced corrosion prevention technology to support enhancement of steel tank
operating life.

+ Demonstrate methods for corrosion prevention.

* Prepare engineering performance and cost analysis to support user decisions on deployment of steel
tank corrosion prevention technologies.

Schedule

» Complete reyiew and evaluation of past and current corrosion prevention development and
deployment alternatives (FY97). Engineering Development (RLOGWT21-A) .

» Complete development of user-based performance specifications for corrosion prevention technology
to support an FY98 call for proposals (FY97). Enginecring Development (RLO6WT21-A)

Requested Budget
Fundihg Source FY96 (SK) FY97 (8K) FY98 ($K) FY99 (8K)
EM-50 TFA ’ 350 200 800
EM-50 Industry Program 600
Total 350 800 800

TFA Multiyear Program Plan B.7 - Appendix B - Problem Element Descriptions

RS A NS IO B B AT SR T L AT WP e S ek IE i ut S ey T " VLS g dasi ot st g N-oomay Basice aat i T fear—a e e ac- iy v B EaiR gl e Sl ey Ranaran o




Problem Element Title: 1.1.3.1 Characterize Waste In Situ

Problem Element Description

The baseline methods for characterization of tank wastes is to collect waste samples and perform
laboratory analyses in a hot cell. In-tank or in situ characterization is highly desired as it could provide
more rapid and cost-effective waste analysis. Characterization of tank waste physical, chemical, and
radiochemical properties is required for planning and implementation of tank safety, retrieval,
pretreatment, immobilization, and closure processes.

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites” technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

1 d:;:l:gv]::ege(]{lo. Site Need Title/Description
Prima 486 INEL In Situ Characterization Capability (Minilab)
528 Hanford Tank Closure Demonstration for an Arid Site
Secondary 541 Hanford In Situ Core Drilling-Speciation

Problem Statement
The primary needs for in situ tank waste characterization have been identified by Hanford and INEL.

Hanford

To retrieve one full-length core from tank waste can cost up to $400K. The average cost to conduct a
complete suite of physical and chemical analyses on the core is about $350K and can take up to 200 days
to complete. The planning basis for core retrieval at Hanford in the Recommendation 93-5
Implementation Plan® is to retrieve over 400 full-length cores. The development of in situ sensors and
deployment platforms is needed to provide rheology data to augment coring operations and, where
possible, take the place of coring and hot cell analyses. In situ characterization would reduce costs,
personnel radiation exposure, and generation of secondary radioactive waste streams (i.e., from hot-cell
analyses).

(a) U.S. Department of Energy Richland Operations Office (DOE-RL). 1994. Recommendation 93-5
implementation plan. DOE/RL-94-01, U.S. Department of Energy Richland Operations Office,
Richland, Washington. '
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INEL

At the INEL, a light-duty utility arm (LDUA) is scheduled for initial deployment in FY97. The LDUA
will be used to deploy a variety of end effectors for visual inspection, waste sampling, and in situ
characterization. Some of the INEL HLW tanks are scheduled for “cease use” by the year 2009 and the
remainder by the year 2012. Characterization of the tank heels and residual waste or contamination may
be required before the state and Federal agencies will grant closure permits. Data may be required on
residual radionuclides, physical (e.g., particle size, viscosity, density, temperature, penetration force,
depth), and chemical properties of the heel (e.g., organic compounds, acidity, oxidation potential, ionic
species) to select appropriate heel retrieval technology or to reach agreement with the state on closure
criteria for leaving the heel in place.

Path to Solution

. Develop and test a cone penetrometer system with Raman spectroscopy probe to detect
major chemical components and tank moisture for Hanford tank applications.

. Deploy the cone penetrometer/Raman as part of the Hanford Tanks Initiative to support
closure of Tanks 106-C and 104-AX at Hanford.

. Develop, test, and deploy a Minilab system for use on the LDUA for in-tank

characterization of physical and chemical waste properties.

FY97-99 Scope

Hanford

During FY96, a 35-ton cone penetrometer platform with standard rheology sensors (sleeve friction and
tip pressure), temperature sensor, and a bottom metal sensor was delivered to Hanford from Applied
Research Associates, Inc (ARA). The commercial unit was also equipped with a prototype Raman probe,
developed by Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory, which is designed to nonintrusively detect and
map the vertical profile of major chemical components in tank waste sludge and saltcake such as nitrates,
nitrites, ferrocyanides, phosphates, carbonates, etc. After deployment of the cone penetrometer into tank
waste, the inside of the cone penetrometer pipe can be used as a dry well down which a neutron moisture
sensor would be lowered to map the vertical profile of moisture in the tank waste. Continued work
activities with the cone penetrometer/Raman system in FY97 and FY98 will include

. Preparation of an operations manual for the cone penetrometer/Raman including
specifying the steps for in-tank measurements, establishing procedures for data reduction
and generation of data reports.

. Conduct cold field test runs to train operators on the Raman spectrometer and cone
penetrometer system.

. Increase the performance of the Raman probe through enhancements to the signal-to-noise
ratio, upgrades on the first generation probe, and improvements to the data reduction
software. .

. Complete technology transfer to the Hanford Site users through development of field

procedures, protocols for data collection and protocols for data reduction. The final
product will be a bulk chemical sensor integrated into a commercial rheology package,
with user friendly data reduction software, data collection and data reduction protocols, for
deployment into highly radioactive tank waste.
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INEL
A functions and requirement document for the INEL LDUA Minilab end effector has been issued (INEL-
94/0202, 11/94). Work activities in FY98 and FY99 will include

. Fabrication of the Minilab based on the functions and requirements identified in 1996. ’
. Qualification of the Minilab for operation through testing in the Hanford LDUA cold test
facility and provide training and documentation for INEL operators.
. Delivery and deployment of the Minilab at INEL for in-tank characterization activities.
Schedule
. Complete operations manuals and operator training for the cone penetrometer/Raman
sensor system (FY97). Demonstration (RLO7TWT22-A)
. Complete upgrades to the Raman sensor to meet user specifications and enhance operator
ease-of-use (FY97). Demonstration (SF26WT21-A)
. Complete technology validation, and transfer of the Raman sensor to the Hanford user
(FY98). Implementation (SF26WT21-A)
. Complete fabrication and qualification of the Minilab for in-tank characterization at INEL
(FY98). Engineering Development
. Deploy the Minilab at INEL for radiation, physical properties, and chemical property
mapping of heels in INEL HLW tanks. (FY99). Implementation
Other Related Work
. Hanford Tanks Initiative - Gamma Probe, Depth Detection with the LDUA Gripper End
Effector (RLO7TWT61-Al) '
. Characterization End Effector for MLDUA (Robotics FY97)
. Neural Network for Improved Raman Response (CMST FY97)
Requested Budget
Funding Source FY96 (SK) FY97 (SK) FY98 (SK) FY99 (SK)
EM-50 TFA ’ 575 450 250
EM-50 Crosscutting Programs (CMST) 809 265
EM-30/40 (Muitiple Sites) 3,638 2,200 3,960
Total 5,022 2915 4210

TFA Multiyear Program Plan B.10 Appendix B - Problem Element Descriptions



Problem Element Title: 1.1.3.2 Sample Waste

Problem Element Description

Sampling of sludges, saltcake, and supernate from waste tanks is required to adequately characterize the
physical, chemical, and radiochemical characteristics for adequate planning and implementation of safety,
retrieval, pretreatment, and immobilization processes. Sampling of saltcake and hardened sludges is
particularly difficult.

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites’ technical and -
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

TFA Need

Identifying No. Site Need Title/Description

rima 530 Hanford ' Off-Riser Sampling

Secondary N/A

Problem Statement

Currently applied auger, push, and coring technology is limited to vertical tank sludge/saltcake sampling
directly under available risers. Most tanks are limited to one or two risers for sampling, and installation
of new risers may cost in excess of $1000K. Although any samples obtained from highly radioactive
tank waste are considered invaluable for characterization data assessment, two vertical profile samples (1
inch in diameter) are insufficient to provide adequate samples for the horizontal profile of tank waste
characteristics. If sampling methods could be developed to obtain off-riser samples from the available
risers, this would provide the additional confidence in tank waste data that no large anomalies in waste
composition or rheology exists between the below-riser samples. In addition, off-riser samples would
provide a better statistical interpretation of tank waste data.

Path to Solution

» Assess feasibility of off-riser sampling.

* Procure industrial system.

+ Cold test system with simulants. .

» Demonstrate off-riser sampling in a waste tank.

‘FY97-99 Scope
+ Complete assessment of the commercial feasibility of off-riser sampling. This work scope is planned
by the Characterization, Monitoring, and Sensors Technology Crosscutting Program, and will provide
input into TFA funding decisions for FY98.
+ Design and procure an off-riser sampling system from industry..
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» Conduct operations testing in a cold test environment to evaluate system operability and performance
on simulated sludges and saltcake.

« Demonstrate off-riser sampling system in a hot waste tank at Hanford and produce engineering
performance and cost data to support full-scale implementation decision.

Schedule

+ Complete assessment of the feasibility of off-riser sampling (FY97). Engineering Development

+ Complete procurement and cold testing of commercial off-riser sampling system using simulated
saltcake and sludge (FY98). Engineering Development

+ Perform demonstration of off-riser sampling in a Hanford waste tank and develop performance and
cost data to support implementation decisions (FY99). Demonstration

Other Related Work )

+ Off-Riser Sampling Tool (CMST FY97)

« Hanford Tanks Initiative Sampler for Tank Heel (RLO7TWT61-A1)

« Sampler demonstration under TFA TTP SRI6WT51-A, Waste Retrieval and Closure Demonstration
for Salt and Zeolite Heel Removal

Requested Budget
Funding Source FY96 (SK) FY97 (SK) FY98 ($K) FY99 (SK)
EM-50 TFA 0 500 1000
EM-50 Crosscut Programs (CMST) 500 500
Total 500 1000 1000
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Problem Element Title: 1.1.3.3 Analyze Waste

Problem Element Description

Waste samples such as cores, supernate samples, and grab samples require hot-cell analysis to determine
physical characteristics, chemical composition, and radionuclide concentration and speciation. Hot cell
analysis of tank waste samples is expensive and time consuming,.

Priority Site Needs

The FY95/96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem
element. Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are
identified in the table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely
coordinated with the cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely
involve use of actual wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites’
technical and programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect
benefit to related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that
work activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the
site’s technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide
results or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary
needs being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element

include
~

TFA Need . ) ..
Identifying No. Site Need Title/Description
Prima 129 Hanford Rapid Molecular, Elemental, and Radiochemical Analysis (FY95 Need)

Secondary N/A

Problem Statement

The average cost to conduct a complete suite of physical and chemical analyses on a core of tank waste is
about $350K and can take up to 200 days to complete. The high cost and long time periods required are
partly due to the number of core segment subsamples that must be collected, homogenized, and dissolved
before elemental analysis by conventional inductively coupled plasma/mass spectrometer or inductively
coupled plasma/atomic emission spectroscopy methodologies. Development of remote analytical
scanning technologies which can bypass these time and labor intensive steps and interrogate the solid
samples directly are needed to reduce the cost, time, personnel exposure, and generation of secondary
waste when characterizing solid radioactive core segments and samples from tank wastes.

Path to Solution

+ Develop/adapt a commercial laser ablation/mass spectrometer for hot-cell applications.

» Conduct laboratory testing to verify instrument effectiveness.

» Deploy laser ablation/mass spectrometer system in hot cell and test with actual core samples.
+ Improve operating procedures and data analysis software per user’s requirements.

+ Complete technology transfer to Hanford’s analytical laboratory.

FY97-99 Scope

In FY96, the laser ablation/mass spectrometer system was designed and deployed into a hot cell in the
Hanford 222-S Laboratory and used to measure elemental composition of actual tank waste. This was a
collaborative effort in which funding resources from the EM-30 user were combined with the technology
development funding provided by EM-50. Before the deployment: a) the system operating parameters
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including laser wavelength, pulse length, and pulse energy were established, b) initial laser ablation/mass
spectroscopy method validation experiments including tests with cold standard samples and with actual
TWRS waste samples were conducted, c) the laser ablation/mass spectrometer system control and data
analysis operating software to support system assembly, testing, and initial routine operation was
partially developed. (The software will provide necessary functions but it is expected that additional
improvements will be developed based on operating experience) and, d) cold system assembly and testing
.of the new laser ablation/mass spectrometer to verify system operation and readiness for installation to
the hot cell was completed. The technology gate achieved in FY96 was deployment and testing of the
laser ablation/mass spectrometer on actual waste samples in a production facility. Scope of work for
FY97 and 98 includes '

» Continue software development to make the operation and data reduction capability of the laser
ablation/mass spectrometer more compatible to an operator/production environment.

+ Develop and validate a method for monitoring the ablation and feed rate of ablated aerosols to the
inductively coupled torch part of the mass spectrometer.

« Complete technology transfer to the operators in Hanford 222-S Laboratory. This will include
troubleshooting, software upgrade and operation manuals.

Schedule

« Complete software development and validation of the laser ablation/mass spectrometer elemental
analysis methodology (FY97). Demonstration (RL36WT21-A)

» Complete full transfer of the technology to operators in a production environment for routine hot-cell
application (FY98). Implementation (R1L.36WT2]-A)

Other Related Work
» Automation of Hot Cell Analytical Techniques (Robotics FY97)
Requested Budget
Funding Source FY96 (SK) FY97 (8K) FY98 (SK) FY99 ($K)

EM-50 'I'FA 985 380 250

EM-50 Crosscut Prog (Robotics, CMST) 2210 1,400

EM-30 Hanford 550 300

Total | 3,745 680 1,650
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Problem Element Title: 1.1.4.2 Reduce Recycle Streams

Problem Element Description

Secondary wastes such as contaminated water from offgas treatment systems are generated during the
processing of tank wastes. Some of these streams are currently recycled to the tank farms due to their
composition and lack of treatment trains that could allow release to liquid effluent treatment plants.
Treatment of these waste streams would free tank storage spare and reduce life-cycle cost by reducing the
volume of waste re-entering process plants.

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites’ technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that'can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

TFA Need

Identifying No. Site Need Title/Description

Concentrate Waste - Reducing Water Volume of Defense Waste Processing

i 2
Prima 102 SRS Facility

Secondary N/A

Problem Statement .
Start up of treatment processes produces additional recycle and secondary waste streams which must be
additionally treated before release to the wastewater treatment process and discharge. An example is the
2,000,000 gal/yr Defense Waste Processing Facility (DWPF) stream which is recycled to HLW tanks and
hence, added to future volumes to be treated. Technologies are needed to treat this moderately
contaminated stream to prevent recycle to the full treatment process, which requires using expensive tank
space and treatment processes developed for more highly contaminated ‘waste.

Path to Solution )

+ Develop specifications and procure a commercial system for adaptation to the treatment of the DWPF
recycle stream.

» Demonstrate the pilot system at SRS.

* Prepare engineering performance and cost data to support user decisiori on full-scale implementation
potentially using the compact unit processing concept.

FY97-99 Scope .

* Develop performance specifications for a modular treatment process to remove mercury and organics
from the SRS recycle stream. A process will be developed and coordinated with waste treatment
operations at SRS. '
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« Procure from industry the detailed design and fabrication of a pilot-scale treatment system. This
demonstration unit will be modeled on the successful compact processing units demonstrated at ORR
by the TFA in FY96 and FY97.

« Plan a demonstration to treat recycle water contaminated with radionuclides and hazardous wastes
(mercury, organics), resulting in a stream which can be routed to the waste water treatment process.

Schedule
 Develop process specifications and coordinate needs and co-funding with the SRS Waste Operations

team (FY98). Engineering Development
« Initiate procurement of a detailed design for the treatment system (FY98). Engineering

Development
« Complete procurement of the demonstration system and prepare operational procedures (FY99).

Demonstration
« Complete DWPF recycle stream treatment demonstration (94,635.29 L [~25,000 gal]) (FY99).

Demonstration

Requested Budget
Funding Source FY96 (§K) FY97 (§K) FY98 ($K) FY99 SK)
EM-50 TFA 350 0 500 1,000
EM-30/40 (SRS) 1,198
Total 1,548 0 500 1,000

TFA Multiyear Program Plan B.16 Appendix B - Problem Element Descriptions



Problem Element Title: 1.2.1.1 Deploy Equipment

Problem Element Description

Radioactive waste storage tanks offer a significant challenge because of the difficulties in accessing the
tank interior for inspection, waste characterization, retrieval, and closure. Safety issues and technical
challenges drive the access difficulties. This problem element addresses methods for accessing the tank
interior to enable inspection, characterization, retrieval, and closure devices to be deployed and operated.

The description of the multiyear plan for this portion of the tank waste processing system has been
divided into several sub-problem elements:

1.2.1.1.1 Deploy Equipment - Hanford

1.2.1.1.2 Deploy Equipment - ORR Gunite and Associated Tanks
1.2.1.1.3 Deploy Equipment - INEL

1.2.1.1.4 Deploy Equipment - Multi-Site System Development
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Problem Element Title: 1.2.1.1.1 Deploy Equipment - Hanford

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites’ technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary.needs being partially supported within this problem element include

I d;ﬁg‘g‘eeio. Site Need Title/Description

Prima 528 Hanford Tank Closure Demonstration for an Arid Site

Secondary 530 Hanford Off-Riser Sampling
363 INEL Issues with Safe Operation, Decon, and Removal of Tank End Effectors
445 INEL ;I;;Ll\:;’aste Retrieval/Characterization - Light-Duty Utility Arm Deployment
187 ORR Heel Waste Retrieval/Characterization -Light-Duty Utility Arm Deployment

Systems
64 ORR Heel Waste Retrieval - Vehicle

347 ORR Heel Waste Retrieval - Waste Dislodging and Conveyance
364 ORR Issues with Safe Removal, Decon and Insertion of Retrieval Devices
475 ORR Tank System Closure Demonstration
365 SRS Issues with Safe Removal, Decon and Insertion of Retrieval Devices
437 SRS Tank Clean and Closure

Problem Statement

The primary mission of the Hanford Tanks Initiative (HTI) is to demonstrate the process for developing |
retrieval performance objectives with the regulators and stakeholders, demonstrating waste retrieval
methods for hard heel waste, difficult waste forms, and those suitable for use in leaking tanks. This
initiative supports the Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order milestone M-45-00 to
close al Hanford single-shell tanks by 2024 and lays the groundwork for the infrastructure and logistics
to close single-shell tank operable units (tank farms). Tank 104-AX has been selected for the
characterization and assessment of performance objective criteria because the residual waste volume may
approach the Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order compliance target of 10 m*
(about 360 ft*). Tank 106-C has been selected for the waste heel retrieval demonstration. The HTI is an
EM-30 led project with the TFA providing technologies and assisting with the deployment of retrieval,
characterization, and closure technologies, and modifying institutional barriers.
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Tank 104-AX was selected as a prototype for the first single-shell tank closure demonstration because its
waste has been removed by sluicing and the residual waste volume may approximate the Hanford
Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order compliance target of 10 m® (about 360 ft°). The current
historical estimate is that 7000 gal (26.5 m®) remain in the tank. Based on supernate analysis, there may
be large inventories of strontium-90 and cesium-137 (up to SE+05 Ci), and up to 3.7 kg plutonium-239
remaining in the heel. Actual amounts will have to be determined by sampling and radiation surveys.
The supernate samples also had significant amounts of mercury, a Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act metal, Tank 106-C is scheduled for retrieval operations and will have its waste retrieved sufficiently
for closure as part of the HTI. Specific problems and needs associated with retrieval and closure of tanks
104-AX and 106-C include

» Tank 104-AX sampling and survey requirements need to be determined.

 Deployment systems suitable for the sampling and survey tasks for Tank 104-AX need to be prepared

for field use.

» The schedule for developing the sampling and sampling transfer tools is very aggressive. The scope
must address sampling device handling and packaging design, shielding dose analysis review, and
design, fabrication and testing.

+ Hardness of heel is unknown and may challenge sampling.

> The Tank 106-C sampling requirements need to be determined for sample system selection.

* Deployment systems and sample equipment suitable to both chemical samphng and physical property
determination for Tank 106-C need to be prepared for field use.

+ Retrieval processes and deployment methods need to be identified and tested so the feasibility of using
them in retrieving the hard heel in Tank 106-C can be determined. Tank 106-C rheological heel
characterization data must be assessed against current smulants and adjustments in retrieval
performance requirements made if needed.

« Safety analyses and long-term risk assessments have not been completed to provide stakeholders with
background information to evaluate options.

Path to Solution

+ Adapt the Light-Duty Utility Arm to support characterization for Hanford Tanks Initiative.

* Procure additional industry technology (i.e., deployment devices) and adapt, test, and evaluate for use
in supporting characterization and retrieval activities.

+ Deploy characterization tools to support closure of Hanford Tanks Initiative tanks.

» Deploy technology for retrieval of Tank 106-C heel.

FY97-99 Scope

Deployment devices and design support needed to deploy characterization and possnbly retrieval tools in
selected Hanford tanks will be provided. Alternative deployment devices will also be sought that are
simpler than the Light-Duty Utility Arm and that will complement its capabilities.

It is anticipated, that the required end effectors are available for the Light-Duty Utility Arm if it is
selected as a deployment method for the HTI. However, the Light-Duty Utility Arm will require
modification and adaptation for these end effectors and for specific application within Tank 104-AX.
Therefore, this activity will

+ Modify the Light-Duty Utility Arm control system to support deployment in Tank 104-AX

» Procure and integrate sampling end effectors for the Light-Duty Utility Arm and perform integration
tasks such as interface hardware, licensing and safety reviews. The Light-Duty Utility Arm with
existing gripper end effector and appropriate sampling tools can be used to obtain sludge samples.
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Work activities to characterize Tank 104-AX waste will

Identify and procure additional deployment systems (such as a small ROV or reach rod) as necessary
to cover the whole tank floor for visual inspection and extended sampling as well as closure
operations.

Deploy characterization tools using Light-Duty Utility Arm and/or other deployment systems to
obtain residual waste samples and measure waste thickness. Before sampling, gamma mapping of the
waste surface would be done to help develop a sampling strategy. The Tank Waste Remediation
System at Hanford will attempt to establish closure criteria with the State by 1/97 and this criteria will
provide the guidance in sampling and sample analysis strategy. For waste volume measurements,
photographic, topographic mapping, and a penetrating probe for waste thickness will be used.

Work activities to characterize Tank 106-C and retrieve the heel after initial sluicing will involve similar
efforts as defined above for Tank 104-AX. In addition, the Hanford Tanks Initiative will

Characterize the heel rheology and chemistry for retrieval. It is anticipated that no further Light-Duty
Utility Arm end effector development would be required for application in Tank 106-C after
characterization of Tank 104-AX was completed.

Test and demonstrate using industrial partners, retrieval methods from industry and the DOE
complex, to support closure preparations of Hanford Tank 106-C. The TFA will provide support to
HTI in technical design, specification development, and acquisition support in the area of deployment
and retrieval processes. This task complements and enhances Acquire Commercial Technology for
Retrieval activities in developing commercial contacts and performing equipment tests to evaluate
commercial systems that could be used for heel retrieval.

Schedule

Complete characterization of the Tank 104-AX heel to allow State regulators and DOE to reach
agreement on tank retrieval performance requirements (FY97). Implementation

Complete a series of integrated tests of commercial and developed retrieval equipment to evaluate
tools appropriate for the broad range of waste and tank conditions at the Hanford Site (FY97).
Demonstration ) '

Complete evaluation of deployment issues (i.e., hazards analysis, performance requirements) for
characterization of Tank 106-C and deploy waste residue sampling/characterization equipment
(FY97). Demonstration

Complete a series of cold tests on the proposed retrieval systems of the vendors that were selected to
retrieve waste from Tank 106-C. These tests will demonstrate the systems that will be used in
retrieving the hard heel in Tank 106-C (FY98). Demonstration

Complete adaptation of existing sampling and characterization tools for use in heel sampling for
retrieval of Tank 106-C (FY98). Implementation

Complete integration of existing retrieval tools to the new deployment systems procured in FY97 for
use in waste heel retrieval for Tank 106-C (FY98). Implementation

Complete adaptation of existing sampling and characterization tools for use in post-retrieval heel
sampling for closure of Tank 106-C (FY99). Implementation

Deploy heel retrieval equipment in Tank 106-C. Complete retrieval of waste heel (FY99).
Implementation

All of the above attributable to RLO7WTG1-Al, A3, A6, A9

TFA Multiyear Program Plan B.20 Appendix B - Problem Element Descriptions



Requested Budget

Funding Source FY96 (8K) FY97 (8K) FY98 (SK) FY99 (8K)
EM-50 TFA . 3,770 5,200 6,000
EM-30 (Hanford)
Total 3,770 - 5,200 6,000
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Problem Element Title: 1.2.1.1.2 Deploy Equipment - ORR Gunite and Associated Tanks

Priority Site Needs )

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or. technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites’ technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

; d;‘:;?v’:legc‘l{‘o. Site Need Title/Description
Primary 64 ORR Heel Waste Retrieval - Vehicle
187 ORR Heel Waste Retrieval/Characterization - Light-Duty Utility Arm Deployment
Systems .
347 ORR Heel Waste Retrieval - Waste Dislodging and Conveyance
364 ORR Issues with Safe Removal, Decon, and Insertion of Retrieval Devices
Secondary 365 SRS Issues with Safe Removal, Decon, and Insertion of Retrieval Devices
475 ORR Tank System Closure Demonstration
528 Hanford Tank Closure Demonstration for an Arid Site

Problem Statement

Tank Closure Demo

As part of this closure demonstration, there is a need for a Light-Duty Utility Arm system to support the
Gunite and Associated Tanks-Treatability Study. Specific requirements for the Light-Duty Utility Arm
are

+ visual inspection and placement of characterization/retrieval equipment
« retrieval of heels and other hard-to-remove wastes

+ assisting in the removal of in-tank hardware

*» decontamination of empty tank -

» post-retrieval tank inspection and closure activities.

Path to Solution

* Complete development, delivery, and initial deployment of the modified Light-Duty Utility Arm at
ORR.

* Transfer Light-Duty Utility Arm to ORR for full deployment in support of tank waste retrieval and
closure.
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FY97-99 Scope

LDUA Deployment '

The FY97-99 work scope within this problem element will complete efforts begun in 1993 nder the
EM-50 Underground Storage Tank-Integrated Demonstration Program. During FY93-96, three Light-
Duty Utility Arm systems were manufactured and delivered for use by the Hanford Site, INEL, and one
system to remain in a cold test facility to support site users and continued applications development.
Testing of the first unit deployed at Hanford was completed, and transition of this system to site users
was initiated. Results of the baseline system test program (Problem Element 1.2.1.1.4) will be leveraged
by ORR as the first step in qualifying the ORNL-modified Light-Duty Utility Arm for deployment in the
gunite tanks. Work activities under this element will

Complete delivery of the Modified Light-Duty Utility Arm to ORR from Spar Aerospace and provide
technical support for deployment in gunite tanks.

Complete integration and testing of the Modified Light-Duty Utility Arm with waste dislodging and
conveyance technologies, confined sluicing end effector and balance of plant systems.

Demonstrate waste heel retrieval in North Tank Farm gunite tanks.

Produce engineering performance and cost data to support transfer of the Light-Duty Utility Arm
technology for continued application to support remediation of gunite tanks, and to other DOE tank
sites.

Support in-tank industry demonstrations at ORR of candidate end effector technologles selected from
cold testing at Hanford.

Schedule

Deliver Modified Light-Duty Utility Arm to ORR and support initial deployment (FY97).
Implementation (OR16WT51-A and RLO7TWT53-A3)

Complete Light-Duty Utility Arm system integration, cold testing, and in-tank demonstration in gunite
tanks (FY97).. Implementation (OR16WT51-A)

Complete transfer of Light-Duty Utility Arm system to ORNL in support of continued remediation
work (FY98). Implementation (OR16WT51-A)

Complete system upgrades and complete testing and integration of new end effectors as identified to
meet ORR needs (FY98). Implementation (OR16WT51-A)

Complete transfer of Light-Duty Utility Arm system to site user to support continued tank
remediation efforts (FY99). Implementation (OR16WT51-A)

Other Related Work

Houdini Vehicle Procurement (Industry Program FY97)

Houdini Vehicle Testing (Robotics FY97)

Requested Budget
1l
Funding Source . FY96 (SK) FY97 (SK) FY98 (SK) FY99 (§K)
EM-50 TFA 450 900 750 450
EM-50 Crosscut Prog (Multiple) 1,075 2,075 800
EM-40 (ORR) 4,130 2,500 1,750
Total 5,655 5475 3,300 450
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Problem Element Title: 1.2.1.1.3 Deploy Equipment - INEL

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites’ technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

I d;‘:ﬁy’;::io. Site Need Title/Description
Prima 169 INEL Develop “Fly By™ Nondestructive Inspection System
- 363 INEL Issues with Safe Operation, Decon, and Removal of Tank End Effectors
445 INEL ?;;Ll\;l:ste Retrieval/Characterization - Light-Duty Utility Arm Deployment
486 INEL In Situ Characterization Capability (Minilab)
Secondary 530 Hanford Off-Riser Sampling

Problem Statement
At INEL, there is a need for a Light-Duty Utility Arm system to support characterization, safety, and
retrieval functions. These include

+ inspection of tank integrity

« characterization sampling of wastes and in situ waste analysis
« retrieval of heels and other hard-to-remove wastes -

+ retrieval of surveillance coupons

« closure activities.

Site requirements for the performance and design of this arm include

+ The arm must be compatible with a variety of end effectors to perform functions listed above.

« All in-tank components of the system must be capable of operation in atmospheres which are highly
corrosive, contain flammable gases, and have moderate radiation levels.

« The system must be deployed from ground level into underground storage tanks through existing tank
risers with a diameter of 12 in.

+ The system must be portable to allow use in multiple tanks and accommodate varying terrain or
structural features found in the tank farm.

« The arm must provide dexterous manipulation capability to allow flexible positioning of end effector
tools.

« The system must provide a functional operator interface and control modes which can be operated by
trained operators and technicians.
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¢ The system must meet all applicable tank farm operational requirements for personnel safety,
contamination control, and apply as low as reasonably achievable principles.

Path to Solution
+ Conduct acceptance testing and delivery of the Light-Duty Utility Arm to INEL.
* Demonstrate Light-Duty Utility Arm system performance and transfer technology to site operations.

FY97-99 Scope

The FY97-99 work scope within this problem element will complete efforts begun in 1993 under the
EM-50 Underground Storage Tank-Integrated Demonstration Program. During FY93-96, three Light-
Duty Utility Arm systems were manufactured and delivered for use by Hanford, INEL, and one system to
remain in a cold test facility at Hanford to support site users and continued applications development.
Testing of the baseline system deployed at Hanford was completed and transition of this system to the
site user was initiated. Results of the baseline system test program (Problem Element 1.2.1.1.4) will be
leveraged by INEL as the first step in qualifying the INEL Light-Duty Utility Arm for deployment in the
Idaho Chemical Processing Plant high-level liquid waste tanks. Specific work activities within this
problem element will

* Complete system acceptance testing and operator training for the INEL Light-Duty Utility Arm unit
and prepare system for deployment at Idaho Chemical Processing Plant tanks.

« Complete development, fabrication and testing of required balance of plant equipment required to
deploy the Light-Duty Utility Arm in the INEL tanks and complete system integration and testing;
prepare for deployment. ] . '

+ Complete end effector integration and testing for Minilab, Remote Viewing, sampling and
nondestructive examination systems.

* Support industry demonstration at the Hanford cold test facility of candidate technologies for Light-
Duty Utility Arm end effectors to address INEL’s performance requirements.

* Complete in-tank demonstration of the Light-Duty Utility Arm system and transfer technology to site
operations. )

* Support fielded system with evaluation of new applications for Light-Duty Utility Arm and system
upgrades.

Schedule

+ Complete fabrication of Light-Duty Utility Arm and ship system to INEL (FY97) Engineering
Development (RLOTWT53-A4)

+ Complete acceptance testing/training on INEL Light-Duty Utility Arm (FY98). Demonstration
(RLO7WT53-A4) ’

* Complete integration-and testing of Light-Duty Utility Arm subsystems and on-site support systems.
Light-Duty Utility Arm ready to deploy in Idaho Chemical Processing Plant tanks (FY98).
Implementation

+ Complete industry end effector technology demonstrations (FY98). Demonstration

« Complete initial in-tank deployment of Light-Duty Utility Arm in Idaho Chemical Processing Plant
tanks and transfer LDUA to user (FY98). Implementation

* Provide new end effector systems to support inspection and waste heel characterization (FY99).
Demonstration

Other Related Work
* Real-Time Nondestructive Examination End Effector (TFA/Robotics FY98)
+ Minilab End Effector (TFA FY98)
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Requested Budget

" Funding Source FY96 (SK) FY97 (SK) FY98 (SK) FY99 (SK)
EM-50 TFA - 1,210 310 700 450
EM-30 (INEL) 550
Total 1,760 310 700 450
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Problem Element Title: 1.2.1.1.4 Deploy Equipment - Multisite System Development

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, -and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites’ technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions.

Problem Statement

A review of the above extensive llst of site needs points to an entire class of needed technology that must
be obtained from industry, developed, adopted for tank use and implemented at one or more sites to
enable characterization, safety, and retrieval equipment to be deployed within the tanks to meet
operational requirements. These requirements include

+ tank integrity and leak investigations

+ characterization sampling of wastes and in situ waste analysis

» visual waste and tank mspectlon and placement of characterization or retrieval equipment
»  tank mapping

* interim stabilization

+ annulus inspection and cleaning

+ retrieval of heels and other hard-to-remove wastes

+  assisting in the removal of in-tank hardware and other extraneous equipment

» decontamination of empty tank

+ closure activities.

At three of the four HLW tank sites the Light-Duty Utility Arm system has been identified to support
many of the characterization, safety, and retrieval functions. During FY93-96, three Light-Duty Utility
Arm systems were manufactured and are being delivered for use by Hanford and INEL, while one system
will remain in a cold test facility to support site users and continued applications.development. Testing
of the first unit delivered to Hanford was completed and transition of this system to the site user, Tank
Waste Remediation System was initiated for a first deployment in a single-shell tank. Although the first
system has been constructed and delivered, remaining technical needs include

+ completion of technology transfer to operations of the Light-Duty Utility Arm Systems at Hanford,
INEL, and ORR. Training of operators, shake-down testing and troubleshooting, integration of new
end effectors, and testing of new sampling systems are required to support transfer and deployment
of the Light-Duty Utility Arm at the three sites.
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. d;rnl;{?v]:fge‘;o. Site Need Title/Description
Primary 445 INEL ?;;L:Z:ste Retrieval/Characterization - Light-Duty Utility Arm Deployment
486 INEL In Situ Characterization Capability (Minilab)
64 ORR Heel Waste Retrieval - Vehicle
187 ORR Heel Waste Retrieval/Characterization - Light-Duty Utility Arm Deployment
Systems

347 ORR Heel Waste Retrieval - Waste Dislodging and Conveyance
364 ORR Issues with Safe Removal, Decon, and Insertion of Retrieval Devices
475 ORR Tank System closure Demonstration
365 SRS Issues with Safe Removal, Decon, and Insertion of Retrieval Devices
371 © SRS Develop Inspection Technologies for Type I and II Tank Annulus
431 SRS Develop Method to Remove Mixed Salt and Sludge
432 SRS Develop Method to Remove Dry/Hardened Sludge
435 SRS Determine Zeolite Removal Requirements

602* All Develop Strategy, Requirement, and Needs for Deployment in Tanks

Secondary 528 Hanford Tank Closure Demonstration for an Arid Site
530 Hanford Off-Riser Sampling
532 Hanford Ix‘Istrumentz‘ltion to Remotely Monitor Low (<5 wt.%) Waste Moisture
Concentrations
162 INEL Retrieval: Robotics Mixer Pumps, Waste Dislodging and Conveyance
363 INEL Issues with Safe Operation, Decon, and Removal of Tank End Effectors
343 ORR Bulk Sludge Mobilization and SI‘uny Transport - Mix and Mobilize Sludge
87 SRS Manage Disposal of Tank Farm Failed Equipment

365 SRS Issues with Safe Removal, Decon, and Insertion of Retrieval Devices

* Need developed by TFA for program and site benefit.

Supervisory controls architecture and world modeling techniques to provide for safe operation and
monitoring of the in-tank Light-Duty Utility Arm systems. Operating end effectors and data
gathering require a fully functional operator interface and data archiving and display capability.
Technical support and transfer of these systems to operations is required to fully implement
supervisory control and data acquisition technologies.

In addition to the Light-Duty Utility Arm, discussions with site representatives confirmed the need for
deployment tools that are more capable than present tank farm operational practice while less costly or
complex than the Light-Duty Utility Arm. The functions that the sites need performed by this new class
of deployment technology include
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« insertion, removal and decontamination of retrieval, characterization and inspection tools
« technologies to inspect and retrieve tank annuli
+  vehicles to supplement or replace other retrieval technologies.

Path to Solution

Light-Duty Utilitv Arm Deplovment
o Complete transfer of the Light-Duty Utility Arm to Hanford, INEL, and ORR through shakedown

testing, operator training, and troubleshooting as required.
» Integrate and test sampling and inspection end effectors and control systems to support site missions.

Deployment Systems ) .
»  Conduct mission studies to determine the varied site deployment technology needs and performance
requirements.

»  Review available industry technologies relative to the sites’ performance requirements.
»  Design development and test programs to evaluate commercial technology performance.
»  Support site deployments of selected technologies that meet performance requirements.

FY97-99 Scope

Light-Duty Utility Arm Deplovment

This technical task brings to fruition efforts begun in 1993 under the EM-50 Underground Storage Tank-
Integrated Demonstration Program. -During FY97 through FY98, efforts will be focused on transfer of
the Light-Duty Utility Arm for implementation. Specific work activities will include

»  Complete transfer to operations of the Light-Duty Utility Arm system at the Hanford and support
operational use in co-funded arrangement with Tank Waste Remediation System.

»  Sponsor series of industry demonstration of candidate technologies for Light-Duty Utility Arm end
effectors to address above requirements.

»  Support development of off-riser sampling system for Light-Duty Utility Arm to support the
Hanford Tanks Initiative and other customers (jointly funded by Hanford Tanks Initiative/Tank
Waste Remediation System).

»  Provide technical support to Hanford and INEL in support of transferring Sandia National
Laboratories provided supervisory control and data acquisition system technologies to site users.
Support troubleshooting of fielded systems and system upgrades, including integration of new end
effector systems.

+  Provide technical support for improving operator interfaces, implementation of graphical control
features, and improved capabilities for building and displaying the world model. '

«  Support interface to Robotics and Characterization, Monitoring, and Sensors Technology
Crosscutting Programs to identify opportunities for demonstrating work in progress at the Light-
Duty Utility Arm Cold Test Facility.

+  Evaluate new applications for Light-Duty Utility Arm and system upgrades; support transfer of
technology to new sites.

Deplovment Systems

The TFA will prepare a detailed statement of work to cover this task and submit a call for proposals.
The primary work activities will include ,

+  Development of a formal, site coordinated strategy, requirements and needs for deployment in tanks.
« Development of a database of deployment technologies that exist in the industrial base.
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»  Conduct mission studies at each site citing deployment needs.
+ Plan and conduct a series of deployment technology site demonstrations.

An initial assessment of site requirements and industry technology resulted in the identification of the
borehole miner technology for specific application to retrieval of heels and other hard to remove wastes.
This retrieval method incorporates an extendible nozzle that directs water to the waste in a similar
fashion to past practice sluicing, but at higher pressures (up to 3,000 Ib/in® as opposed to 300 Ib/in?) and
at lower flow rates (150 gal/min as opposed to 300 gal/min). The nozzle can be deployed, extended over
10 ft, raised and lowered in elevation, as well as rotate about the vertical axis. This deployment
capability allows operators to direct the energy of the waterjet more directly to break up waste. Specific
work scope for the borehole miner will be performed by the Robotics Crosscutting Program in
collaboration with the TFA and include

+ Development of an elementary control system
+ Investigating scaling parameters and costs for increasing the length of the nozzle extension.
» Assessing the ability to use the extendible nozzle for the SRS Tank 19 zeolite heel.

Schedule

Light-Duty Utility Arm Deplovment

»  Complete transfer of first Light-Duty Utility Arm to Hanford Operations (FY97). Implementation
(RLO7TWT53-A)

»  Complete testing and integration the topographic mapping system and nondestructive examination
systems end effectors (FY97). Implementation (RLO7TWTS3-A)

+  Demonstrate enhanced operator interface and graphical controls (FY97). Demonstration
(AL26WT51-B)

Deployment Systems

»  Complete strategy for addressing site needs for new deployment systems (FY97). Engineering
Development (RLOGWTS51-A)

+ Complete initial testing and demonstration of new deployment systems (FY98). Demonstration
(RLO6WTS1-A)

+  Complete demonstration of deployment system improvements and selected full-scale equipment.
(FY99) Demonstration (RLOGWTS51-A)

Other Related Work

+ Deployment Tools/Systems (e.g., extendible nozzle) (Robotics FY97)
+  Control System Upgrades for Light-Duty Utility Arm (Robotics FY98)
+ In-Tank Survey of Metal Obstructions (CMST FY97)

Requested Budget
Funding Source FY96 (S§K) FY97 (SK) FY98 (8K) FY99 (SK)
EM-50 TFA 6,540 2,290 3,050 3,200
Total 6,540 2,290 3,050 3,200
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Problem Element Title: 1.2.1.2 Mobilize Bulk and Heel Wastes

Problem Element Description

Mobilizing bulk and heel wastes within a tank is required to remove materials for tank closure, for
treatment, and for ultimate immobilization and disposal of the hazardous waste components. Mobilizing
dense sludge, saltcake, and dry/hardened materials is particularly challenging and important for retrieval
operations. Baseline methods for waste mobilization are mixer pumps and long-range, high water
volume sluicing.

Priority Site Needs .

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites’ technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

TFA Necd . . ..
Identifying No. Site Need Title/Description
Prima 534 Hanford Waste Retrieval Methods Needed for Double-Shell Tank Waste Not Amenable

to Advanced Design Mixer Pump Retrieval

535 Hanford Single-Shell Tank Retrieval Equipment/Systems Development

575 Hanford Simulant (Retrieval Process Test Material) Development

162 INEL Retrieval: Robotics Mixer Pumps, Waste Dislodging and Conveyance

445 INEL Heel Waste Retrieval/Characterization - Light-Duty Utility Arm Deployment

. Systems

185 ORR Bulk Sludge Mobilization and Slurry Transport - Slurry Transport Studies

343 ORR Bulk Sludge Mobilization and Slurry Transport - Mix and Mobilize Sludge
Bulk Sludge Mobilization and Slurry Transport - Alternative Mechanical

346 ORR ae
Mobilization Systems

347 ORR Heel' Waste Removal - Waste Dislodging and Conveyance

375 ORR Develop Simulants

421 SRS QOutline Mix Requirements and Pump Configuration for Salt Dissolution/Sludge

- * Removal -

422 SRS Improve Salt Mining Equipment and Techniques

430 SRS Develop Method to Address Insoluble Solids in Salt Tanks

431 SRS Develop Method to Remove Mixed Salt and Sludge
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I d;rrlFt%Afvglee(]{lo. Site Need Title/Description
432 SRS Develop Methed to Remove Dry/Hardened Sludge
439 SRS Develop Improved Slurry Pumps to Minimize Addition of Inhibited Water
487 SRS Develop Simulants
Secondary 448 INEL Retrieve Calcine from Bins

Problem Statement

The DOE complex has horizontal and vertical cylindrical waste storage tanks that require remediation.
Removal of bulk saltcake and sludge, saltcake heels, hard sludge heels, and possibly debris will be
required. In addition, at ORR, the gunite tanks have concrete linings that may require selective removal
of contaminated concrete layers. Although the baseline means of mobilizing the sludges and other hard
waste will be through hydraulic mining methods like sluicing or mixer pumps, alternative approaches are
required for retrieval of the hard sludges, or bulk waste retrieval in leaking tanks where water use is
restricted, as well as removal of debris and contaminated floor and wall segments.

Baseline retrieval process technologies (long-range sluicing or water monitors and mixer pumps) used at
Hanford, SRS, and ORR have shortcomings that require improvement. For example, specific problems
with mixer pumps include leaking seals that add too much water to tanks, high life-cycle costs, limited
ability to mobilize heel wastes, creation of excessively dilute waste streams, and problems with operation
in leaking tanks. Long-range sluicing, while effective, is still associated with large risks in terms of
effectiveness for heel removal and safe use in leaking tanks. There is a strong need at all four sites
(including INEL) to reduce retrieval activity programmatic risks by

 Improving overall processes to dislodge and convey a variety of wastes

- Developing or adapting locally deployed end effectors for site-specific application that can dislodge a
variety of wastes, including hard sludge heels

» Developing or adapting better conveyance technologies to remove wastes from retrieved tanks

» Qualifying a suite of waste simulants and pedigrees for various retrieval processes

« Developing needed process instrumentation.

There is also a strong need for technical support at the tank sites for producing functions and
requirements documents and prototypic hardware to allow sites to procure the right equipment for their
retrieval operations. Extensive testing of recently developed end effectors and retrieval techniques is
needed to verify processes under near-real retrieval conditions before actual site operations begin.
Further, specific technical support is needed at SRS for the execution of the alternate retrieval technology
selection of Phase III of the SRS retrieval and closure demonstration.

Path to Solution

« Deliver, deploy, and evaluate performance of the Confined Sluicing End Effector for waste retrieval at
ORR. '

« Demonstrate the light-weight scarifier for use at ORR as required for gunite tank wall
cleaning/retrieval, and produce engineering performance data to support decisions at other sites.

+ Develop, produce, and validate waste simulants for use in developing, testing, and qualifying waste
retrieval processes.

+ Conduct a waste removal and closure demonstration at SRS to assess alternatives for salt and zeolite
heel removal (e.g., modified density gradient and sluicing via borehole miner).
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FY97-99 Scope

Confined Sluicing

The overall scope of this work in FY97-99 is to provide Confined Sluicing End Effector equipment,
based upon prototypic testing and detailed design to the site users. Specifically,

+ The Confined Sluicing End Effector will be deployed in the ORR gunite tanks during FY97 after
undergoing significant cold testing. During both the cold testing and the subsequent hot deployment,
data will be gathered and used to determine the performance of the Confined Sluicing End Effector.
These data will be used to improve the Confined Sluicing End Effector design, thereby improving the
technical performance and reducing costs, and provided to the rest of the complex via a retrieval
analysis tool. Some of the considered improvements include a nonrotating shroud, thus eliminating
many operational challenges, nonrotating waterjets, eliminating the need for several seals and the
electrical motor, thus significantly reducing cost.

+ The testing and development of the INEL Confined Sluicing End Effector delivered in FY96 will be
completed and closed out, and performance documented.

Light-Weight Scarifier

Baseline retrieval process technologies can be improved by adapting and enhancing proven processes like
the light-weight scarifier to meet site needs in cases where hard heels and low water addition systems are
beneficial. This technology is based on a ultrahigh pressure, low-volume waterjet cutter with a close
coupled water scavenging system. Scope for this work activity will include

+ Integrate and demonstrate the light-weight scarifier at ORR or another site to determine performance
characteristics in a real tank environment.

* Develop retrieval models to predict the cost and efficiency of the light-weight scarifier as potential
applications at Hanford and INEL and as compared to the Confined Sluicing End Effector.

Industry Technology Evaluation

In conjunction with DOE’s international technology exchange program, the TFA will procure and
evaluate additional industry and international technology to support the site needs in retrieval and mixing
of tank wastes. Specific work activities will

+ Continue to prepare and provide waste simulants to the sites and testing programs for evaluation of
retrieval and mixing technologies. Evaluation of results of actual retrieval equipment performance
will be compared to waste simulant tests to assess the validity of the simulant development efforts.

* Design, develop, and perform nonradioactive verification tests of Russian hydro monitor, hydro
elevator, and pulsating pump on U.S. sludge simulants and actual wastes. Emphasis of testing will be
on Hanford sludges. | 4

+ Facilitate integration and coordination of mixer pump technology improvements through planning,
test plan development, and technical forums to ensure better pump designs for Hanford, INEL, and
SRS.

* Provide technical support as needed to joint Hanford and SRS mixer pump development project.

» Demonstrate pulsed air technology in a real tank environment.

+ Conduct enhanced sluicing tests on simulants to provide options to all tank sites and provide a
possible option for SRS in-tank demonstration.

+ Develop retrieval models to predict the cost and efficiency of retrieval process operations as validated
by testing and major demonstrations.

+ Develop enhanced sluicing technologies in coordination with end user efforts.
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Waste Retrieval and Closure Demonstration

The salt and zeolite heel removal demonstration at SRS will continue the demonstration and closure
efforts associated with Tanks 41 and 19. In Tanks 41 and 19 in conjunction with EM-30 at SRS, the
TFA will

+ Complete the density gradient demonstration, single pump salt removal demonstration, and the
modified density gradient methdd at SRS. The Phase I density gradient method demonstration will
remove saltcake from its present 353-in. level to approximately the 293-in. level. At that point, the
single pump salt removal demonstration will start which will carry the waste down the 155-in. level.
The third phase of this demonstration will be the true modified density gradient method removing the
salt from 155-in. level to approximately 36-in. level. The final 3 ft of salt and any residues on tank
intervals will be removed by a waterjet. Data on cost and method efficiency will be developed and
compared to the FY96 salt dissolution studies at Savannah River Technology Center.

* Install a borehole miner type extendible nozzle in SRS Tank 19 and mobilize the zeolite heel and
waste heel, as necessary, for tank closure. With the support of Sandia National Laboratories, SRS
will continue development of closure criteria and options in conjunction with their regulators and
stakeholders (see Problem Element 1.3.1.3).

Schedule

Confined Sluicing
* Complete prototype testing of INEL’s retrieval end effector and close out development efforts

(FY97). Demonstration (RL36WT51-A)

* Assess engineering performance of ORR’s Confined Sluicing End Effector after initial deployment
(FY98). Demonstration (RL36WT51-A)

* Complete design and fabrication of a Modified Confined Sluicing End Effector for ORR after initial
implementation of the Confined Sluicing End Effector in FY97 (FY98). Engineering Development
(RL36WT51-D)

* Assess engineering performance of INEL's retrieval end effector after actual tank deployment (FY99).
Implementation (RL36WT51-A)

Light-Weight: Scarifier

+ Complete preparation of the light-weight scarifier for integration at ORR (FY98). Demonstration

* Assess engineering performance of the light-weight scarifier for continued use at ORR and other sites
(FY99). Implementation

Industry Technology Evaluation

* Complete simulant development and validation (i.e., “Pedigree”) for the DOE complex (FY97).
Engineering Development (RL36WT51-C)

+ Complete initial Russian simulant tests and deliver equipment to U.S. for actual sludge testing
(FY97). Engineering Development (RLOGWT51-B)

« Complete pulsed air system testing and deployment recommendations (FY97). Demonstration
(RL36WT51-B)

+ Complete hot demonstration of Russian sludge retrieval equipment and evaluate engineering
performance (FY98). Demonstration

* Demonstrate commercial technologies for improved mixing and produce engineering performance
data to support site decisions. ( FY98). Demonstration
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Waste Retrieval and Closure Demonstration

+ Complete salt removal in SRS Tank 41 and prepare engineering performance and cost analysis for
alternatives evaluation (FY97). Implementation (SR16WT51-A)

» Complete removal of zeolite heel in SRS Tank 19 as needed. Demonstrate use of extendible nozzle
technology for waste characterization (FY97). Implementation (SR16WT51-A)

Other Related Work

» Demonstration of Fluidic Diode Pump for Transferring Tank 41 Waste (International Program/AEA
Technologies FY97)

+ Mixing of Compacted Sludge in Horizontal Storage Tanks Using Fluidic Pulse Jets (International
Program/AEA Technologies FY97)

* Controlled Recovery and Pumping of Sludge (International Program/AEA Technologies FY97)

+ Technical Exchange Meeting (Infernational Program/MINATOM FY97)

» Acquire Commercial Technologies for Retrieval (EM-30, Hanford)

Requested Budget
Funding Source FY96 (SK) FY97 (§K) FY98 (SK) FY99 (§K)

EM-50 TFA 5,050 4,850 2300

EM-50 Industry Program 1,400

EM-30/40 (Hanford) 1,320 1,000

EM-30/40 (ORR) 3,000 1,000

Total 1,320 9,050 7,250 2,300
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Problem Element Title: 1.2.1.5 Detect and Mitigate Leaks

Problem Element Description

Tank leakage is a critical concern during long- and short-term waste storage, as well as during retrieval
operations. This problem element covers the detection of leaks from storage tanks and the mitigation or
repair of those leaks to prevent widespread contaminant migration. Baseline leak detection includes the
use of dry wells, radiation sensors below tanks, and tank liquid level measurement. No baseline methods
exist for leak repair or leak mitigation. Subsurface barrier technologies are an example of the types of
mitigation methods that would fit within this problem element.

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites’ technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

TFA Need

Il 1dentifving No. Site Need Title/Description
Primaj 347 ORR Heel Waste Retrieval - Waste Dislodging and Conveyance
384 SRS Develop Leak Repair Techniques

544 Hanford Tank Leak Mitigation Systems

Secondary N/A

Problem Statement

Both leak detection and mitigation or repair during retrieval operations was identified as high-priority
needs for ORR, Hanford, and SRS. These needs are associated with both the near-term retrieval
activities and the longer-term retrieval and storage of tank wastes that will occur over the next 10 to 15
years. .
Leak Detection ,

Tank leakage during sluicing is possible for a number of reasons and could occur in the single-shell tanks
at Hanford. The primary method for leak detection at Hanford will be a liquid level measure inside the
tank, which has an accuracy on the order of thousands of gallons. Improved methods for leak detection
are needed to prevent unplanned release of thousands of gallons of radioactive waste if a tank leak
occurs during retrieval.
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Leak Repair
' Leakage during sluicing and other types of waste removal will be an issue with states, regulatory

. agencies, stakeholders, and sites. Two general types of leak prevention technologies exist: repair and
mitigation, Both technologies need to be investigated and alternatives evaluated for support to future
retrieval efforts. Success in this area could provide potentially large cost savings, meet agreements and
improve relations with the states.

Path to Solution

Leak Detection

» Demonstrate the electrical resnstance tomography technology for leak detection at Hanford.

« Deploy electrical resistance tomography leak detection systems in conjunction with near-term retrieval
operations at Hanford.

Leak Repair
+ Evaluate state-of-the-art in leak mitigation and repair within DOE, U.S. industry, and internationally.

« Develop multiyear program to develop, test, and demonstrate systems for leak mitigation and repair
based on user input on performance requirements and the current technology status.

» Prepare engineering performance and cost data to support sites” decisions on deployment of leak
mitigation and repair technology.

FY97-99 Scope

Leak Detection

The TFA in conjunction with the Characterization, Monitoring, and Senors Technology Crosscutting
Program has adapted a subsurface plume remediation monitoring technology to leak detection for
radioactive storage tanks. By combining the electrical resistance tomography technique with the push-
mode cone penetrometer technology, rapid and low cost deployment of leak detection systems is possible.
The technology was cold tested in FY95 and FY96 at Hanford. Work activities in FY97 through FY99
will focus on deployment and adaptation of the electrical resistance tomography technology to meet
Hanford and ORR needs. Specific work scope will include

» Develop a strategy for lcak detection and monitoring during retrieval of potentially leaking tanks.
» Deploy the electrical resistance tomography around a selected Hanford tank to support potential leak

determination during sluicing operations. Electrical resistance tomography would serve as the backup

system for the in-tank liquid level measurements. Engineering performance and cost evaluation will
be performed to support future deployment decisions on Hanford tanks.

Leak Repair
« Review and status the current state-of-the-art in leak mitigation technology within the DOE complex.

For example, Westinghouse Hanford Company is currently investigating several leak mitigation .
technologies such as sheet barriers, close-coupled grout injection barriers, dry-air containment
barriers; and leak minimization retrieval techniques. Status the tank waste site activities in this area
and assess their needs and performance objectives.

« Investigate U.S. and foreign commercial leak repair and mitigation technologies and develop a
technical panel to evaluate the technologies relative to the sites performance objectives

+ Develop a program plan to address all of the site needs through development, testing, demonstration,
and implementation. This plan and subsequent development and testing efforts will be coordinated
with industry programs, the other focus areas, and the site users that have been involved in
development, demonstration, and evaluation of subsurface barriers.
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Schedule
Leak Detection

Prepare leak detection and monitoring strategy for the Hanford Tanks Initiative (FY97). Engineering
Development (RLOTWTG1-A4)

Complete initial deployment of electrical resistance tomography technology for leak detection around
a selected Hanford tank (FY98). Demonstration (RLOTWTG1-A4)

Decision point on deployment of electrical resistance tomography in support of other Hanford tanks
based on safety analysis and initial deployment of the technology (FY98). Gate 6 (RLO7WTG61-A4)
Deploy electrical resistance tomography technology at Hanford as appropriate (FY99)
Implementation (RLOTWTG1-A4)

Leak Repair

-

Complete initial assessment of DOE’s past and current leak mitigation and repair activities (FY98).
Engineering Development

Prepare program plan for leak mitigation and repair development and testing to meet site needs
(FY98). Enginecering Development

Initiate development and testing program for leak mitigation and repair (FY99). Demonstration
Provide site users with engineering performance and cost analysis to support decisions on deployment
of leak mitigation and repair technology (FY 01). Implementation

Other Related Work
* Electrical Resistance Tomography (CMST FY97)
Requested Budget
Funding Source FY96 (§K) FY97 (SK) FY98 (SK) FY99 (SK)

EM-50 TFA 500 1,100 1,200

EM-50 Crosscut Prog (CMST) 500 490

EM-50 Industry Program 600

EM-30/40 (Multiple Sites) 494

Total 994 990 1,700 1,200

TFA Multiyear Program Plan B.38 Appendix B - Problem Element Descriptions




Problem Element Title: 1.2.1.6 Monitor and Control Retrieval Process

Problem Element Description
Retrieval of tank wastes and transfer of the wastes between tanks and to processing facilities requires

movement of highly variable mixes of solids and liquids through transfer piping. Monitoring and control
of the wastes being transferred is necessary to ensure that pipeline flow is maintained. Solids settling,
precipitation, or rheological property changes could result in pipeline plugging or failure if not monitored
closely.

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites’ technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

I d;’;;?v':f“'{lo. Site Need Title/Description
Primary | 528 Hanford Tank Closure Demonstration for an Arid Site
555 Hanford Real Time Waste Property Measurement System for Waste Transfer
345 ORR Bulk Sludge Mobilization ’and Slurry Transport - In-Line Solids Monitoring
482 ORR On-line Monitoring Waste Retrieval Proce;ss
Secondary N/A

Problem Statement

Measurement of slurry density, viscosity, volume percent solids, and flow are required before and during
transport of retrieved tank wastes to assure that the transport lines will not plug. The estimated cost to
replace a plugged transport line at Hanford is $47M. Crucial parameters for maintaining a turbulent
slurry flow and avoiding plugging due to excessive solids are a Reynolds number > 22,000, a specific
gravity < 1.5, a viscosity < 30 cP, a volume percent solids <30, particle sizes of 0.5-4000 microns (with
95% of the total under 50 microns), and a design velocity of 6 ft/s. In situ tank and transport line sensors
to measure slurry density, mass flow, viscosity, volume percent solids, and particle size distribution are
needed.

Retrieval and transfer activities in need of near-term slurry monitoring include the gunite and associated
tanks at ORR, and the Hanford tanks undergoing retrieval as part of the Hanford Tanks Initiative. For
example, heel retrieval from Hanford Tank 106-C is planned in FY98 and the slurry will be transported
over 1600 ft in a pipeline. ORR plans to conduct a cross-site slurry transfer of about 145,000 gallons of
low radioactivity tank waste in FY98 through a 2-in. diameter transfer line. A downselect of the
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appropriate monitors, installment, and field testing of monitors is needed before FY98 to provide
validated on-line slurry monitoring.

Path to Solution

+ Develop and procure slurry monitors.

» Test and evaluate performance of slurry monitors relative to user-defined specifications.

» Deploy appropriate slurry monitors at ORR and Hanford to support users” retrieval schedules.

FY97-99 Scope -

Under a current Westinghouse Hanford Company project W211, commercial slurry monitors are being
tested for their ability to measure slurry transport parameters in-line to avoid plugging. The TFA and
Characterization, Monitoring, and Sensors Technology are also sponsoring the development of slurry
“-ansport monitors.

In FY 96, research and development on an ultrasonic probe for monitoring volume percent solids and

particle size distribution was conducted. Follow-on work scope will include:

» Comparative testing of the prototype ultrasonic slurry monitor against other commercial and
noncommercial sensors. A test loop used for setting up standard slurry mixes and test conditions will
be used to evaluate the relative performance of these sensors. This will be performed in conjunction
with the Characterization, Monitoring, and Sensors Technology Program.

* Selection and deployment of the most appropriate sensors for ORR and Hanford will be made based
on comparative testing. At ORR, a slurry monitor will be used during the cross-site transfer of gunite
tank waste. At the Hanford Site, the slurry monitor would be installed for the heel removal project on
the transport line from Tank 106-C.

* Validation of the slurry monitors will be made based on actual deployment at ORR and Hanford.

Schedule

+ Complete function and requirements document for heel slurry transport monitors (FY97).
Engineering Development (RLOTWT61-A8)

* Evaluate and select slurry monitors for ORR and Hanford transfer and retrieval activities (FY97).
Demonstration (RLOTWT61-A8)

* Complete engineering modifications, as required, and deploy slurry monitors for heel retrieval and
transfer monitoring (FY98). Implementation

Other Related Work

* In-Tank or In-Line Sampling Device (International Programs/AEA Technologies FY97)

* In Situ Ultrasonic Reflection Coefficient Sensor to Measure Shurry Density In Tank and During
Pipeline Transport (CMST FY97)

* In Situ Viscosity and Density Monitoring Using Quartz Resonators (CMST FY97)

* Ultrasonic Sensors for In Situ Monitoring of Physical Properties (CMST FY97)

* Neural Network Raman Cone Penetrometer Signal Extraction and Enhancement (CMST FY97)

* Ammonia Measurements in the Offgases (CMST FY97)

+ Conduct Comparative Studies for Online Slurry Monitors (CMST FY97)
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Requested Budget

Funding Source FY96 (SK) FY97 (SK) FY98 (SK) FY99 (SK)
EM-50 TFA 200 200 9OOA 0
EM-50 Crosscut (CMST) . 775 1,240 800
Total 975 1,440 1,700 0
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" Problem Element Title: 1.2.1.7 Integrate Retrieval and Pretreatment Technology Systems

Problem Element Description

Waste retrieval and transfer operations are responsible for delivering a feed stream to the pretreatment
operations that is of appropriate specifications to be processed effectively. Because waste characteristics,
such as composition, volume, chemistry, rheology, vary significantly from tank to tank and site to site,
the retrieval and transfer operations must be able to adjust retrieval processes to meet the specific tank
requirements, and understand how these adjustments will impact the waste characteristics and
pretreatment’s feed specifications. This “interface” with pretreatment may include tools that predict the
waste characteristics that will be achieved given tank waste data and the retrieval options available.

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites’ technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

TFA Need

Identifving No. Site Need Title/Description

Primary 594* Hanford Develop Strategy and Method for Managing Interface Between Functions

597+ Hanford Waste Handling at the Interface with Retrieval and Immobilization
594% ORR Develop Strategy and Method for Managing Interface Between Functions
597* ORR Waste Handling at the Interface with Retrieval and Immobilization

Secondary N/A
* Need developed by TFA for program and site benefit.

Problem Statement

Each site will be selecting retrieval and pretreatment technologies appropriate for their tanks’
composition, volume, schedule, and regulatory environment. Tank waste characteristics are unique from
site to site and tank to tank. A variety of processes and technologies might be applied to retrieval and
treatment of these wastes. The TFA is compiling characterization data and developing and
demonstrating retrieval, treatment, and immobilization technologies. However, a comprehensive
methodology for matching the combination of technologies for a particular tank waste or blend of tank
wastes is not available. Evaluation of alternative treatment options for a particular waste tank must
consider the characteristics of the wastes (e.g., composition, volume, chemistry, physical properties, etc),
the performance of available technology (e.g., cost, effectiveness), and the uncertainty in all of these
factors. Moreover, closure criteria and the associated cost to meet these criteria must be considered as
retrieval tools are selected. An integrated tool is needed to ensure users can reliably evaluate alternative
processing approaches and system configurations and compare them based on multiple criteria.
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Path to Solution ,

« Develop performance and cost tools for retrieval pretreatment processing to aid users in developing
process flowsheets and to aid DOE in evaluation of proposals as privatization proceeds.

« Deploy process analysis tools on user-defined priority tanks to directly support decisions on the
highest priority tanks.

FY97-99 Scope
Compile data on tank waste characteristics and pretreatment processing performance. Chemical and
performance data will be compiled and organized to ensure that the significant quantity of
experimental data currently being obtained throughout the DOE complex on chemical processing
(e.g., leaching/dissolution of tanks sludges) can be readily accessed.

« Assemble retrieval tool performance, tank geometry, and waste characteristic data needed for retrieval
system selection in a database format.

+ Model major pretreatment processes to allow performance predictions to be made under a variety of
tank waste scenarios. A signification effort will be made to model aspects of the waste chemistry,
such as solubility data, which needs to be made available to the process designers in a user-friendly
form.

« Develop and prototype process analysis tool for selected site problems.

+ Deploy process analysis tools on user-defined priority tanks.

Schedule

+ Compile tank characteristics database and experimental and process demonstration performance data
(FY97). Engineering Development (RL36WT51-E and RLO6WT41-B)

» Develop initial technology models and initial prototype tool. Demonstrate on critical stream(s)
identified by users (FY97). Demonstration (RL36WT51-E and RLO6WT41-B)

+ Complete prototype tool based on results of initial testing. Test tool with users on several priority
tank waste streams (FY98). Demonstration

» Deploy process analysis tools for user-defined priority waste tanks. Update tool based on processing
advancements from the TFA (FY99). Implementation

Other Related Work
+ Acquire Commercial Technologies for Retrieval Program at Hanford (EM-30 FY96/97)
+ Development of a Cesium Removal Technology Handbook (ESP FY97)

Requested Budget

Funding Source FY96 (§K) FY97 (§K) FY98 (SK) FY99 (SK)

EM-50 TFA ) 300 600 600 <200

Total 300 600 600 200
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Problem Element Title: 1.2.2.1 Calcine Waste

Problem Element Description

Calcination is the baseline technology for solidifying liquid HLW and storing it as a granular solid in
underground stainless steel bins within concrete vaults at INEL. This problem element addresses
technology development to modify the calcination operating parameters to make them compatible for
calcining radioactive liquid waste high in sodium and development of a particle analyzer to monitor
elemental composition of fines in the calciner offgas.

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified 51te b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites’ technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

1 d:::gv]:ne:l{lo. Site Need Title/Description
Primary 501 INEL Alternative Calcination Process Flowsheet
502 INEL On-Line Process Monitor for Elemental Analysis of Calcine Product
Secondary N/A

Problem Statement

Based on a Settlement Agreement with the State of Idaho, the INEL must “cease use” of all HLW tanks
by 2012. About 1.5 million gallons of existing and an additional 1.4 million gallons (projected) of
sodium-bearing radioactive waste must be converted to calcined waste particles and pneumatlcally
transported to the underground storage facilities before compliance with the “cease use” agreement is
obtained. The sodium-bearing waste is not compatible with the current fluidized bed calcination
flowsheet at 500°C because of incomplete conversion of the nitrates to oxides and the formation of
agglomerated particles in the calcine. Alternative flowsheets that use sugar and/or higher calcination
temperatures are under development with an objective to provide full-scale calciner operating parameters
by September 1999 and begin equipment modifications on the calciner in January 2001. The process
monitor will be used to assure offgas calciner fines and the calciner product does not exceed safety limit
criteria for total organic carbon content and to monitor the product consistency of other elements.

Processing
The alternatives to be considered include high temperature processing and sugar additive calcination to

improve denitration, thereby eliminating agglomeration problems caused by excessive sodium and
potassium nitrates. A thermal denitration method has been developed and tested in the laboratory using
waste simulants. The resulting solid materials have been incorporated into acceptable grout forms. This
high-temperature (650°C) process generates a large volume of corrosive (acidic) offgas, with ahigh
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concentration of NO,. The resulting solid may vary from a free-flowing powder to a caked solid. Further
process development is needed to ensure that there is an adequate basis for the required plan and
schedule.

Process Monitoring

Process control monitoring to detect process upset conditions or out-of-specification combinations of
compounds will be needed. Development of real-time process control monitoring will be needed to 1)
measure hydrocarbons (as elemental carbon) in calcine offgas fines and 2) measure elemental species in
the calcine product (sodium, aluminum, iron, calcium, fluoride, potassium, and Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act metals).

Path to Solution

« Develop methods to denitrate sodium-bearing waste before calcination to reduce gas load and NOx
release.

« Adapt and demonstrate a laser-induced breakdown spectrometer for on-line process monitoring.

FY97-99 Scope

Processing

- Develop a process flowsheet, specifications for process equipment, and test prototype system for
thermal denitration.

«  Perform demonstration testing based on the FY97 results to support the full-scale design team with
engineering performance and cost data.

Process Monitoring
The laser-induced breakdown spectrometer has been identified by the user as a potential on-line real time

instrument capable of monitoring elemental and carbon composition of fines and calcine at high

temperature. Development of laser-induced breakdown spectrometer has been sponsored by the DOE at

Mississippi State University and at Sandia National Laboratories. Specific work scope would include

+  Adapt existing laser-induced breakdown spectrometer instrument for testing with the high-
temperature fluidized bed calcination process.

«  Demonstrate the laser-induced breakdown spectrometer system at INEL on the pilot-scale calcination
process and provide performance data to support decision on deployment.

Schedule

Processing ' .

+  Complete laboratory-scale tests with simulated low-activity waste to establish optimum operating
parameters for the high-temperature flowsheets (FY97). Engineering Development (RLO6WT31-
D) .

«  Develop process equipment specifications for thermal denitration (FY97). Engineering
Development (RLOGWT31-D)

«  Complete performance specifications for full-scale thermal denitration based on pilot-scale testing
(FY98). Demonstration

Process Monitoring

. Establish feasibility, sensitivity, accuracy, and calibration of laser-induced breakdown spectrometer
for on-line monitoring (FY97). Engineering Development (RLOGWT21-B)

«  Adapt and demonstrate the laser-induced breakdown spectrometer during pilot-scale process testing
at INEL (FY98). Demonstration (RLO6WT21-B)
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« Complete demonstration of the laser-induced breakdown spectrometer process monitor and report on
engineering performance and cost to enable INEL to decide upon installation into the full-scale hot

facility before the year 2001 (FY99). Demonstration

Requested Budget
Funding Source FY96 (SK) FY97 (§K) FY98 (SK) FY99 (§K)
EM-50 TFA 0 600 650 ‘500
EM-30 INEL 2,835 2,745 2808 2,680
Total 2,835 3,345 3,458 3,180
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Problem Element Title: 1.2.2.3 Prepare Retrieved Waste for Transfer and Pretreatment

Problem Element Description

Between the waste retrieval and transfer operations and the pretreatment operations occurring during tank
waste remediation, a processing step exists in which retrieved materials such as sludge, saltcake, and
supernate will need to be prepared for processing. The pretreatment facilities will require feed streams
that can be adequately transferred through pipelines without plugging and that are compatible (e.g.,
density, solids content, rheology, particle size, blending reactions) with pretreatment unit operations.

This “interface” with retrieval and transfer may include processing to adjust sludge, supernate, or
saltcake properties through blending, additives, dissolution, etc.

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites™technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

TFA Need

Identifying No. Site Need Title/Description

Outline Mix Requirements and Pump Configuration for Salt Dissolution/Sludge

3 o)
Prima 421 SRS Removal

528 Hanford Tank Closure Demonstration for an Arid Site

INEL
185 ORR Bulk Sludge Mobilization and Slurry Transport - Slurry Transport Studies
343 ORR Bulk Sludge Mobilization and Slurry Transport - Mix and Mobilize Sludge
364 ORR Issues with Safe Removal, Decon, and Insertion of Retrieval Devices

Secondary N/A

Problem Statement

Two primary issues exist within this problem element that have the potential to significantly impact
baseline processing at Hanford, SRS, and ORR. These issues include 1) sludge and saltcake chemistry
and its impact on dissolution rates, pipeline transfers, and mixing operations, and 2) sludge physical
properties and their impact on the pipeline transfer and mixing operations.

»  Waste Conditioning Requirements for Heel Transfer of 106-C At Hanford, SRS and ORR, the sludge
and hard heel retrieval rates, which are influenced by the chemistry/speciation of sludges, may be too
slow for the proposed processing schedule. Furthermore, the chemistry of the slurry from the sludge
retrieval process may need to be adjusted to prevent plugging of transfer lines and other operational
problems. In addition, the mixing of the heel from one tank (e.g. 106-C as part of the Hanford Tanks
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Initiative) with the slurry or heel of another tank must be done so that the mixture is compatible. The
influence of the retrieval and transfer processes on downstream waste pretreatment operations, such as
enhanced sludge washing at Hanford, must be understood to avoid adverse impacts on operations and
performance. Information is needed on conditioning requirements, speciation, and design envelopes
of acceptable compositions for processing and mixing. Assistance to the retrieval team in preventing
or solving problems with ﬁetrieval and transport is also needed.

Physical Properties Affecting Waste Transfer Tank waste has aged for several decades, and solids of
various sizes have formed that must be retrieved and treated. How the solids are mobilized, reduced
in size, transferred, and treated will have an impact on the overall cost and viability of the retrieval
and downstream pretreatment processes. There is a need to investigate the impact of large particle
transport, develop performance specifications for acceptable sludge properties, and conduct an
engineering evaluation on potential in-tank size reduction techniques before transport for these
dry/hardened sludges.

Waste Conditioning for Transfer of Drv/Hardened Sludges
+ Contents in several tanks at SRS and Hanford have exposed sludge that has been allowed to dry or see

elevated temperatures. Studies to date have been on sludges that have not dried. The effects of drying
and high temperature on the physical and chemical properties has not been investigated. For example,
does drying and/or high temperature change the rheological properties of sludge such that when water
is added to retrieve the waste it will not disperse? Also, does the crystallinity of the solid phases
change (e.g., gibbsite-to-boehmite ratio which would affect aluminum dissolution)? This information
is necessary to ensure sludge retrieval and washing can proceed as designed. If not, alternate methods
must be developed.

Path to Solution

Establish a testing program on Tank 106-C soft and hard sludges. Obtain critical chemical and
physical properties that influence the bulk waste transport properties. These include viscosity,
particle size, and shape (as measured by fractal dimension), particle density and solids concentration
as well as pH, gel formation potential, ionic strength, and presence of surfactants.

Evaluate sludge physical properties affecting waste transfer and develop performance specifications
for acceptable waste physical properties.

Conduct studies with dry, hardened SRS sludges to evaluate their physical and chemical properties,
and develop alternative approaches as needed for effective sludge processing.

FY97-99 Scope

Conduct tests on Tank 106-C that have been subjected to conditions that simulate the mechanical and
hydraulic mobilization of sludge to determine performance specifications and information for the
Hanford Tanks Initiative user.

Explore conditions which alter critical chemical and physical properties that influence the bulk waste
transport properties. Examine conditions under which waste will precipitate or otherwise change to
plug transport lines.

Collect and characterize samples of tank waste from Hanford for particle size, hardness, and rheology.
Perform simulant studies for rheological properties in transfer lines (Florida International University).
Conduct aging studies on simulated SRS sludges to evaluate physical property changes.

Conduct laboratory-scale sluicing and dissolution studies on actual dry, hardened SRSs sludge
samples.
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Schedule

Complete laboratory tests on Tank 106-C sludge heel transport (FY97). Engmeermg Development
(RLO7TWTG1-A7)

Evaluate potential waste conditioning methods that could be employed for retrieval and develop
performance specifications (FY97). Engineering Development (RLO7TWT61-A7)

Complete bench-scale tests of conditioning methods for Tank 106-C sludges (FY98). Engineering
Development

Select and demonstrate industry technology for size reduction and transport enhancement using
simulants (FY99). Engineering Development

Conduct demonstrations on size reduction and transport enhancement using actual wastes (FY99).
Demonstration

Perform aging studies on simulated SRS sludge and obtain dried sludge sample for hot testing in
FY99 (FY98). Exploratory Development

Complete sluicing and dissolution studies on actual SRS hot wastes (FY99). Advanced Development

Other Related Work

Chemical and Physical Properties Affectmg Slurry Rheology (FIU FY97)
Sludge Storage Modeling (International Programs/MINATOM FY97)
In-tank Grinder for Solids Size Control (Industry Program FY97)

Slurry Processing (ESP FY97)

Requested Budget

Funding Source ) FY96 (SK) FY97 (SK) FY98 (SK) FY99 (SK)

EM-50 TFA 400 1,150 1,700

EM-50 University Programs (FIU)

Total 400 1,150 1,700
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Problem Element Title: 1.2.2.4 Clarify Liquid Stream

Problem Element Description

Liquid wastes retrieved from storage tanks require clarification (i.e., filtration, centrifugation, decanting)
to remove suspended solids such as sludges or precipitates that may interfere with downstream
processing.

Priority Site Needs .

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites’ technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

1 d;l:gvriqnege(lzo. Site Need Title/Description
Primary 97 SRS Late Wash Precipitate - Clarification of Liquid Streams
563 Hanford Demonstrate Filtration for Pretreatment Solid-Liquid Separations
9 INEL Removal of Undissolved Solids from Tank Waste and Dissolved Calcine
176 ORR Liquids-Solids Separations Studies

Problem Statement
The priority need for solid-liquid separation was identified by the four primary tank sites as a critical
problem.

SRS has a decade of experience designing, testing, and operating solid-liquid separation for in-tank
precipitation; however, this technology is not directly applicable to all of the solid-liquid separation
problems at the four sites. For example, at ORR, treatability studies performed indicate that standard
clarification/filtration equipment will not be adequate. Testing of alternative filter systems is required to
support the separation of undissolved solids from the sodium-bearing and dissolved calcine wastes at
INEL, the late wash precipitate at SRS, various liquid LLW streams at ORR including TRU sludges, and
strontium/TRU-bearing retrieval solutions, supernatants and wash solutions for phase I privatization at
Hanford. At INEL, if the undissolved solids are not adequately removed, the solvent extraction and ion-
exchange processes used for TRU, cesium, strontium, and technetium separation will have a high
probability of failure. Separation of fine solids and colloidal particles from Hanford supemates is
required to assure that the low-level waste stream will have acceptably low concentrations of insoluble
radioactive material, principally strontium and TRU radioisotopes. At ORR, solid-liquid separation will
be needed during the gunite and associated tank retrieval demonstration to treat excess sluice water for
disposal, to concentrate tank sludges for feed to a treatment process, or reduce volume of retrieved
sludges before transfer to interim storage tanks in the ORR active waste system.
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Path to Solution

Identify.industrially and internationally available enhanced filtration systems to meet multisite needs.
Perform laboratory- or bench-testing of advanced filters with simulated wastes.

Deliver bench-scale filter systems to the sites for hot testing.

Provide technical support to sites in selection and testing of full-scale filter systems.

Conduct full-scale demonstration on solid-liquid separation at ORR as part of Gunite and Associated
Tanks-Treatability Study.

FY97-99 Scope

Complete testing for Hanford Tank Waste Remediation System of radioactive wastes using the Cells
Unit Filters at Hanford.

Complete demonstration of crossflow filtration unit during Gunite and Associated Tanks-Treatability
Study at ORR.

Construct and test a Cells Unit Filters unit designed for remote radioactive service at INEL.
Demonstrate regeneration options in cold and hot bench-scale testing for acidic wastes.

Continue testing of commercially available filters identified in FY96 on laboratory-scale equipment
with simulated wastes to support filtration of the SRS Defense Waste Processing Facility recycle.
Conduct side-by-side testing of U.S. and Russian separation technology to evaluate merits of
international technology transfer.

_Conduct full-scale solid-liquid separations on retrieved sludges from gunite tanks.

Schedule

Perform filtration benchmark testing in conjunction with the gunite and associated tank heel removal
demonstration, and Hanford Tank Waste Remediation System (FY97). Demonstration
(OR16WT41-A, RL36WT41-D)

Complete gunite and associated tank demonstration of solid-liquid separation technology (FY97).
Demonstration (OR16WT41-A)

Complete radioactive sludge filtration testing on actual Hanford wastes. Support development of the
overall tank waste pretreatment flowsheet (FY97). Demonstration (RL36WT41-D) '

Deliver a Cells Unit Filter to INEL and complete initial testing of calcine and sodium-bearing waste
pretreatment (FY97). Demonstration ID76WT41-A, SR1I6WT41-C)

Complete simulated waste testing of commercial filtration systems in support of Defense Waste
Processing Facility recycle (FY97). Demonstration (SR16WT41-C)

Test Russian technology on U.S. waste streams for improved solid-liquid separation (FY98).
Demonstration -

Complete decommissioning and performance reporting of the gunite and associated tank
demonstration system (FY98). Demonstration

Other Related Work

Engineering Scale Crossflow Filtration Demonstration (International Programs FY97)
Solid-Liquid Technology Demonstration (International Programs/MINATOM FY97)
Reusable Cartridges for Solid-Liquid Separations (Industry Program FY97)

Magnetic Seed Filtration (ESP FY97)
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Requested Budget

Funding Source FY96 (8K) FY97 8K) FY98 (8K) FY99 ($K)
EM-50 TFA 1,183 1,400 250 400
EM-30/40 (Multiple Sites) 1,628 394
Total 2,811 1,794 250 400
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Problem Element Title: 1.2.2.5 Remove Radionuclide

J

Problem Element Description

Radionuclide removal from tank waste supernate is a primary requirement at all of the DOE waste tank
sites because the presence of radionuclides directly impacts the waste immobilization decisions and the
volume and cost of LLW and HLW generated. The primary radionuclides of concern are cesium,
strontium, technetium, and TRU. Removal processes for these radionuclides include in-tank, at-tank
(compact processing), and out-of-tank (processing facility unit operations) which separate and
concentrate the radionuclides of concern. The description of the multiyear plan for this portion of the
tank waste processing step has been divided into several sub-problem elements:

1.2.2.5.1 Cesium Removal from Alkaline Wastes

1.2.2.5.2 Radionuclide Removal from Acid Wastes

1.2.2.5.3 Technetium Removal from Alkaline Wastes
1.2.2.5.4 Other Radionuclides Removal from Alkaline Wastes
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Problem Element Title: 1.2.2.5.1 Cesium Removal from Alkaline Wastes

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites’ technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

I d;F;iAfvl:lcg‘:(Ii‘lo. Site Neced Title/Description
Prima 519 SRS E—Z?Tl,u;li; :]ogolz:;}il:::‘gg z::lt‘sl"recipitation Methods to Selectively Remove Cesium
562 Hanford Demonstrate Cesium Removal for Hanford Supematants
489 ORR Liquid LLW Supematant
Secondary N/A

Problem Statement

Cesium removal from alkaline wastes is a baseline requirement at SRS, ORR, and Hanford to allow the
resulting wastes to meet LLW acceptance criteria, and to reduce the future radiation exposure to
personnel and the environment. Specific problems associated with cesium removal are as follws.

SRS

At the SRS, cesium must be removed from supernates before grouting. In-tank precipitation is the
baseline cesium removal process used at the SRS. The in-tank precipitation involves adding sodium
tetraphenylborate to the supernate in the tank. After the cesium reacts with the sodium tetraphenylborate,
the resulting tetraphenylborate precipitates out of the supernate. Unfortunately, the in-tank precipitation
operations at the SRS have recently been suspended because nearly all of the soluble sodium
tetraphenylborate in Tank 48 decomposed. As a result of this decomposition, hundreds of kilograms of
benzene were released to the head space of the tank, resulting in a safety concern. Flowsheet changes are
being tested at SRS to resolve this issue. Alternative cesium removal technologies are desired for SRS as
a backup to the baseline in-tank precipitation process and to allow potential improvements in efficiency
and life-cycle costs.

ORR

Cesium removal using crystalline silicotitanate has been identified and tested as an improved method for
cesium removal at ORR. However, this method has not yet been demonstrated at a full scale using
radioactive wastes from ORR. Performance and cost data from actual processing is needed to ensure that
deployment of this improved baseline is appropriate.
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Hanford

Hanford is required to treat supernate to remove cesium to ensure that the resultant waste meets waste
.acceptance criteria. Past activities have been focused on Class C waste acceptance criteria. Therefore,
there is a need to ensure that technology can meet the more stringent removal requirements. Flow studies
on various actual Hanford wastes is required to provide cost and performance data on different waste
stream compositions to the privatization contractor. ’

Path to Solution

+ Complete demonstration and transfer the crystalline silicotitanate compact processing system for use
on cesium at ORR.

 Conduct laboratory- and bench-scale tests on a variety of sorbents and waste types at SRS and
Hanford to develop performance and cost data. Leverage with Efficient Separations and Processing
Crosscutting Program.

« Demonstrate an alternative process for cesium removal at SRS to allow efficient and safe operations
while reducing the life-cycle costs.

» Provide engineering performance and cost data on cesium separation alternative to Hanford and SRS
for decisions on baseline cesium separation.

FY97-99 Scope

+ Complete demonstration and reporting on crystalline silicotitanate removal of cesium at ORR. The
demonstration will be continued into FY97 from FY96. The system will be transferred to Waste
Operations at ORR for deployment.

+ Conduct bench-scale tests on six Hanford waste tank supernates with two cesium-removal sorbents to
evaluate the sorbents’ effectiveness at meeting waste acceptance criteria on a range of waste types.

+ Conduct batch tests with granular crystalline silicotitanate from UOP on several SRS supemates. The
amount of crystalline silicotitanate that must be added to the tanks to meet the required cesium
decontamination factors will be determined. The impact of crystalline silicotitanate on the amount of
HLW glass that must be generated will also be evaluated. The task will also determine if the same
procedure and equipment that is used for in-tank precipitation can be used with crystalline
silicotitanate.

« Perform bench-scale column studies with crystalline silicotitanate on SRS supemates to provide the
engineering and cost estimate necessary to allow an evaluation of column treatment for SRS.

+ Demonstrate in-tank or out-of-tank processes (depending on FY98 results) for improved cesium
removal at SRS.

Schedule

» Complete demonstration and transfer of compact processing unit using crystalline silicotitanate
technology to waste operations for implementation at ORR (FY97). Implementation
(OR16WT41-C) :

» Conduct flow tests with wastes from Hanford tanks and report on sorbent performance for cesium
removal (FY97). Engineering Development (RLOTWT42-A)

« Prepare engineering and cost analysis data from Efficient Separations and Processing Crosscutting
Program and TFA results on the performance of in-tank and out-of-tank crystalline silicotitanate
processes with SRS waste streams (FY98). Engineering Development

» Demonstrate a new in-tank or compact processing unit cesium removal technology on actual waste at
the pilot-scale at SRS (FY99). Demonstration

+ Validate cesium removal engineering performance for Hanford wastes (FY99). Demonstration
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Other Related Work
+ Development of a Cesium Removal Technology Handbook (ESP FY97)

Reéuested Budget
Funding Source FY96 ($K) FY97 (SK) FY98 (SK) FY99 (SK)
EM-50 TFA 2,030 1,540 1,900 1,750
EM-50 Crosscut Prog (ESP) 1,484 750 730
EM-30 (ORR) 1,000 1,000
Total 4,514 2290 2,630 1,750
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Problem Element Title: 1.2.2.5.2 Radionuclide Removal from Acid Wastes

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites” technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

TFA Need

Identifving No. Site Need Title/Description

Removal of TRU, Strox'ltium, Technetium, Cesium from Tank Waste and

Prima 24‘7 INEL Dissolved Calcine
Secondary N/A

Problem Statement :

Removal of TRU elements including strontium, technetium, and cesium from INEL waste streams by

solvent extraction has been selected as the baseline approach for liquid tank waste produced after 2015

and the current HLW calcine inventory. Treatment technologies applicable to these radionuclides must

be developed and tested to provide cost and performance data for final baseline technology selection.

Path to Solution

+ Select appropriate separations processes for TRU, technetium, strontium, and cesium removal.

"+ Test and demonstrate methods for TRU, technetium, strontium, and cesium removal over a 3-year
period.

* Produce performance and cost data to support INEL dec151on on their baseline radionuclide separation
unit operations.

FY97-99 Scope

This is a 3-year effort to demonstrate several separation operations. In FY96, TRU solvent extraction

was conducted to remove TRU elements and technetium. Efforts in FY97 and FY98 will include

+ Demonstrate strontium removal on actual tank waste using the countercurrent SR extraction
flowsheet. ’

« Evaluate performance of calcine dissolution at the bench-scale and demonstrate TRU extraction on
dissolved calcine.

+ Demonstrate cesium removal using sorbents and processes identified in FY97, and produce
engineering and cost data to support agreements.

Schedule
« Complete countercurrent testing of strontium extraction process with actual tank waste (FY97).

Demonstration ID76WT41-B)
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» Complete countercurrent testing of TRU extraction process on actual dissolved calcine (FY98).

Demonstration
+ Complete bench-scale calcine dissolution and cesium sorbent testing on actual tank waste (FY98).
Demonstration '
Other Related Work
 This work is cofunded with Efficient Separations and Processing Crosscutting Program.
Requested Budget
Funding Source FY96 (SK) FY97 (SK) FY98 (§K) FY99 (8K)
EM-50 TFA 550 550
EM-50 Crosscut (ESP) 890 450 420
Total 890 1,000 970
B.58 Appendix B - Problem Element Descriptions
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Problem Element Title: 1.2.2.5.3 Technetium Removal from Alkaline Wastes

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites’ technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” ahd indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

TFA Need . ) -
Identifying No. Site Need Title/Description
Primary 533 Hanford Technetium Removal
Secondarv 495 ORR Strontium, Technetium, and Ruthenium Removal

Problem Statement

To meet performance requirements for the LLW form at Hanford, technetium must be removed from the
supernate in select tanks before immobilization. A decontamination factor of 10 will be needed for the
technetium in Tank 101-AZ, which contains neutralized current acid waste. Other types of supernates
that are expected to require technetium removal are double-shell slurry feed, concentrated phosphate
waste, dilute noncomplexed waste, complexant concentrate waste, and dilute complexant concentrate
waste. In addition, the previous assumption that all of the technetium in the superates is in the form of
pertechnetate has been proven to be incorrect. Hence, anion exchanges are less effective if non-
pertechnetate forms of technetium are in solution. Technetium removal technologies and/or procedures
that can address this non-pertechnetate problem must be developed and/or demonstrated on actual waste.

Path to Solution
 Perform batch tests and flow studies using sorbents (i.e., anion exchange) for pertechnetate and a
variety of supernate streams from Hanford to evaluate the efficiency of separation.
 Develop and test methods for separating reduced technetium (i.e., non-pertechnetate) that cannot be
" effectively removed using anion exchange. Methods may include oxidizing reduced technetium to the
pertechnetate form, thereby allowing previously tested anionic exchange to be effective, or use of
alternative materials or processes for directly separating non-pertechnetate.

FY97-99 Scope

« Perform small batch tests with sorbents, which are designed to remove pertechnetate, on a variety of
supernates to determine the efficiency of separation and fraction of pertechnetate for each waste
stream.

+ Comoplete continuous flow.studies with appropriate pertechnetate sorbents on the supernates with a
high technetium concentration and high percentage of pertechnetate.

« Survey available technologies for removal of reduced forms of technetium (i.e., non-pertechnetate). In
supernates with high technetium concentration and a low percentage of pertechnetate, alternative
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technologies such as reduction, electrolytic deposition, and procedures such as oxidation of the
technetium species will be explored.

+ Scale chemical concepts continuous system to provide engineering data useful for design of treatment
processes for both pertechnetate and non-pertechnetate forms of technetium.

Schedule

+ Complete batch tests with technetium sorbents to evaluate performance for pertechnetate removal
(FY97). Engineering Development (RL36WT41-C)

 Complete evaluation and reporting on removal processes for non-pertechnetate using real waste and
novel sorbents, electrodeposition and oxidation processes identified by the Efficient Separations and
Processing Crosscutting Program or AEA Technologies (FY98). Engineering Development

« Demonstrate technetium removal technologies at the laboratory scale, in a continuous system, with
actual waste samples (FY99). Demonstration

Other Related Work
Requested Budget
Funding Source FY96 (SK) FY97 (SK) FY98 (8K) FY99 (§K)
EM-50 TFA 400 1,000 700
EM-50 Crosscut Program (ESP) 1.385 700 670
Total 1,385 1,100 1,670 700
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Problem Element Title: 1.2.2.5.4 Other Radionuclides Removal from Alkaline Wastes

Priority Site Needs ‘

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites” technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as“‘secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially suppoxl'ted within this problem element include

TFA Need . . . e
Identifying No. Site Need Title/Description
Primary 539 Hanford Demonstration of TRU/Strontium-90 Removal
' 498 ORR Source Treatment

Secondary "N/A

Problem Statement

In addition to the needs for removal of cesium and technetium from supernates at ORR, INEL, Hanford,
and SRS, needs also exist for improvements to or alternatives to the baseline removal processes for other
radionuclides, especially strontium. The primary needs identified for other radionuclides came from
Hanford and ORR.

Hanford

To meet performance requirements for the LLW form at Hanford, strontium and TRU must be removed
from the supernate in select tanks before immobilization. Decontamination factors of 1000 are needed
for the TRUs in Tanks 104-AN and 105-AN, which contain double-shell slurry feed. Decontamination
factors of 10,000 are needed for the strontium in the most of the Hanford tanks, which contain
complexant concentrate waste and dilute complexant concentrate waste. The Plutonium Finishing Plant
waste in Tank 102-SY requires an even higher strontium decontamination factor of 1,000,000. Four
other Hanford tanks, which contain neutralized current acid waste or dilute noncomplexed waste, require
strontium decontamination factors of a minimum of 1000.®> The decontamination factors are debated by
several sources Improved methods for strontium removal, especially from organic complexant-rich
wastes, may be required. In addition, recent sampling of Tank 106-C sludge has identified free-phase
organics. The presence of free organics may seriously impede the effectiveness of radionuclide.
separation processes through both fouling and possible complexation or preferential concentration of
specific radionuclides. Methods for addressing problems with free-phase organics are needed.

(a) Colton, NG. 1994. Tank waste processing analysis: database development, tank-by-tank processing
requirements, and examples of pretreatment sequences and schedules as applied to Hanford double-
shell tanks supernatant waste - FY 1993. PNL-10134, Pacific Northwest Laboratory, Richland,
Washington. )

’

TFA Muliiyear Program Plan B.61 . Appendix B - Problem Element Descriptions

e

W T MO pAAYE WA, R WY WK AL f AT ) S S Campeg e gy S o g g, gy e g T WY, e T R e e e YT T T N R W ¢ mre Sy e e



ORR

The High-Flux Isotope Reactor continues to operate, generating waste with significant concentrations of
the intermediate half-life isotope ruthenium. Removal of ruthenium is required to allow adequate source
treatment, thereby decreasing the radionuclide load on waste processing and the radiation in the waste
storage tanks.

Path to Solution

+ Demonstrate alternative methods for strontium removal, using a variety of available and newly
developed sorbents, or a simpler solvent extraction method for alkaline waste that was developed by
the Efficient Separations and Processing Crosscutting Program Test most promising methods on
Hanford tanks wastes.

« Investigate and develop processes for treatment of free-phase organics from sludges in Hanford’s
Tank 106-C. Results will be applicable to other Hanford tanks containing organics.

« Evaluate sorption processes to preferentially remove ruthenium from actual High-Flux Isotope
Reactor wastes at ORR. Results will benefit ATR at INEL.

FY97-99 Scope

Hanford

+ Complete technology screening by performing small batch tests with actual complexant concentrate
and double-shell slurry feed waste from Hanford with various strontium removal processes and with
waste from Tanks 104-AN and 105-Anfor TRU removal processes. Technology will be provided by
the national laboratories, private industry, or universities.

« Complete larger scale tests on key waste types using the best strontium and TRU removal
technologies identified from the batch test results.

« Conduct laboratory studies with Tank 106-C sludge samples to characterize the free-phase organics
present. Studies will be conducted to determine the impact, if any, of the organics on the several
baseline processing steps during treatment and solidification.

+ Complete an engineering report detailing expected operating impacts and necessary process
modifications that are recommended to adequately address the potential problems associated with
free-phase organics.

+ Complete scale up of the Sr-Talk process previously tested by the Efficient Separations and
Processing Crosscutting Program, thereby allowing continuous multistage contact testing with
simulated and spiked Hanford supernates.

+ Demonstrate the Sr-Talk process on selected Hanford wastes and prepare engineering and cost data to
users.

ORR

» Perform small-scale batch contacts in hot cells for ruthenium removal from High-Flux Isotope Reactor
at ORR and/or ATR at INEL.

+ Scale up the most suitable sorbents to allow continuous flow studies in Columbus.

+ Provide engineering and cost data and process recommendations to ORR waste management on the
most appropriate treatment options.

Schedule

Hanford

+ Complete technology screening tests for strontium and TRU removal processes with tank waste from
Hanford (FY98). Engineering Development

» Complete bench-scale tests with the most appropriate strontium and TRU removal processes for
lower concentration streams based on FY98 results (FY99). Engineering Development
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+ Determine organic characteristics; investigate and report on impacts of free-orgamcs on the baseline
treatment processes (FY98). Engineering Development

* Incorporate user in demonstration of process equipment to address free-organics problems in Tank
106-C sludge washing equipment and process demonstration (see Problem Element 1.2.2.7) (FY99).
Engineering Development

+ Conduct solvent extraction countercurrent testing (Sr-Talk) with spiked surrogate wastes (FY98).
Engineering Development

+ Complete solvent extraction demonstration tests with Hanford wastes to assess the performance and
cost of the Sr-Talk alternative for Sr removal (FY99). Demonstration

ORR

+ Complete investigation of potential sorbents using batch laboratory testing (FY98). Engineering
Development

+ Conduct continuous column tests with actual High-Flux Isotope Reactor waste and recommend a
treatment process with engineering and performance data to waste management (FY99).
Demonstration

Other Related Work )
Requested Budget
Funding Source FY96 (SK) FY97 (8K) FY98 (SK) FY99 (8K)
EM-50 TFA "0 0 1,750 2,050
EM-50 Crosscut Program (ESP) 2,075 1,050 980
Total 2,075 1,050 2,730 2,050
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Problem Element Title: 1.2.2.7 Process Sludge

Problem Element Description

Retrieved sludges from tank waste require processing to remove entrained radionuclides for downstream
separation and processing, and to remove salts and minerals that may impact downstream vitrification.
Processing of sludges primarily involves washing and separations.

Priority Site Needs
The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites’ technical and

- programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

TFA Need

| Identifving No. Site Need Title/Description
Prima 518 SRS Develop Counter-currerit Decantation Process for Sludge Washing

553 Hanford Pretreatiment Demonstration for Phase I HLW Sludges

574 Hanford Continuous Sludge -Lcaching and Processing Reactors
INEL
178 ORR Sludge Separations
Secondary 538 Hanford Pretreatment Demonstration for Phase I Sludges

Problem Statement

Sludges at SRS, Hanford, and ORR will require processing to remove nonradioactive constituents which
either adds to the volume of the resulting HLW (e.g., aluminum) for impacts immobilization processing

(e.g. chromium, technetium, or phosphate). Technical problems and issues exist in three areas of sludge
processing.

Performance Data on the Baseline Enhanced Sludge Washing System
The current baseline pretreatment option for Hanford tank sludges is caustic leaching followed by

washing with dilute sodium hydroxide. Testing of the baseline pretreatment process with actual tank
sludges is required to confirm (or amend) the assumptions made in the development of the process
flowsheet. Collection of these data are essential to reducing the technical risks associated with the
baseline tank waste disposal flowsheet and in fulfilling the Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and
Consent Order target milestone M-50-03,
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Sludge Washing Chemistry

Separation techniques cannot be performed on sludge leachates if material to be separated is not in
solution or if the leachates contain gels or colloids. Several specific problems exists which need to be
addressed. :

« Several tanks at Hanford do not meet the enhanced sludge washing targets for aluminum, phosphate,
chromium, and other metal oxides removal.

* Gelation and colloid formation has been observed in caustic leachates, which will impede downstream
separations.

These problems point to two aspects of sludge treatment and subsequent separations that need to be well-
delineated and predictable: 1) the distribution of chemical species between aqueous solutions and solids -
and 2) potential problems due to chemical interactions that could result in process difficulties or safety
concerns.

Continuous Sludge Processing

Baseline flowsheets for SRS and Hanford are based on batch-wise sludge processing in large vessels or
in-tank. Although batch processes offer some advantages, e.g. simplicity, they also present potential
problems, especially when applied on a large scale. Potential drawbacks include: poor efficiency
because of heterogeneity and poor mixing and less ability to control mixing, mass transfer, heat transfer,
and chemical Kinetics. Continuous processing on the other hand, trades some additional complexity, for
significant benefits. Because the continuous process can be designed to maximize rate limiting
processes, equipment sized to process an equivalent amount of waste in the same time can be processed
in much smaller equipment than the corresponding batch vessels. Smaller equipment may result in
reduced capital costs, less risk, better control, faster start-ups and shutdowns, and less impact and faster
recovery from process upsets. However, continuous processing of sludge has not been adequately
developed or tested.

Path to Solution

Baseline Enhanced Sludge Washing

* Conduct laboratory-scale testing of the baseline enhanced sludge washing flowsheets to evaluate
separation efficiency.

* Perform an enginecring-scale demonstration of enhanced sludge washing to confirm operating
performance (i.e., baseline batch processing).

4

Sludge Washing Chemistry

+ Evaluate methods to remove chromium, iron, and other problem metals from wastes to meet
performance requirements.

» Test enhancements to sludge washing such as physical methods to increase leachmg (e.g.,
sonification).

» Demonstrate improved sludge washing methods on Hanford and ORR waste streams.

Continuous Sludge Processing
* Test and demonstrate continuous-flow sludge processing equipment as a higher efficiency alternative
to the baseline batch processes.
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FY97-99 Scope
Baseline Enhanced Sludge Washing

Conduct small-scale laboratory tests (5-20 g) on actual sludge waste from Hanford tanks to determine
the effectiveness of enhanced sludge washing for separating the key, glass-limiting components of the
tank sludges from the bulk of the radionuclides. This is a continuation of work performed in FY95
and FY96.

Demonstrate at an engineering-scale, the batch processes of the Hanford baseline flowsheet. Sluiced
material from Tank 106-C or another tank will be collected in FY97 for subsequent engineering-scale
tests. Equipment to test enhanced sludge washing process will be built and installed. The technique
will be demonstrated in cold and hot tests.

Sludge Washing Chemistry

Evaluate methods to remove chromium from waste by oxidizing the insoluble Cr*? to soluble Cr*,
while retaining plutonium in the sludge.

Conduct chemical tests on Fe removal by acetohydroxamate or oxalic acid.

Conduct alkaline processing tests to identify materials and conditions important to the distribution of
aluminum, phosphorous, chromium, silicon, and radionuclides sludge components. The influence of
silica on caustic dissolution of sludge components is to be evaluated.

Evaluate gelation and colloid formation during caustic leachate testing.

Evaluate sonification to physically enhance siudge leaching.

Continuous Sludge Processing

Demonstrate at the pilot scale (approx. 1/10th to full scale) continuous flow sludge pretreatment
technologies from industry and other programs (e.g., Efficient Separations and Processing) which are
ready for scale-up and hot demonstration.

Design, fabricate, and operate a pilot-scale countercurrent decantation system with simulants and hot
wastes to support SRS processing.

Schedule
Baseline Enhanced Sludge Washing

Complete laboratory-scale enhanced sludge washing studies on actual tank wastes (FY98).
Engineering Development (RL36WT41-A, ALI6WT41-A)

Complete design of engineering-scale test equipment based on previous years’ enhanced sludge
washing test results and initiate procurement for sludge washing demonstration (FY97).
Demonstration (RLOGWT41-A) )

Complete cold demonstration of process equipment, and initiate hot testing on Hanford sludge
(FY98). Demonstration

Complete hot testing and reporting of batch enhanced sludge washing on Hanford waste (FY99).
Demonstration

Sludge Washing Chemistrv

Complete acid treatment, caustic dissolution, and caustic leaching tests on four Hanford sludges to
evaluate alternative sludge washing chemistries and evaluate methods to contro! solids formation
(FY97). Engineering Development (OR16WT41-B&D)

Complete caustic leaching tests to optimize enhanced sludge washing for Hanford sludges (FY98).
Engineering Development

Complete laboratory testing of chromium and critical evaluation of sonification enhancements for
improved sludge washing (FY97). Engineering Development (RL36WT41-B)
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+ Complete scale-up of improved sludge washing and test additional chemistries for Fe removal
(FY98). Engineering Development

Continuous Sludge Processing
* Design, fabricate and install pilot-scale countercurrent decant system at SRS. Initiate simulant testing

(FY97). Demonstration (SR1I6WT41-B)
+ Complete testing of the pilot-scale countercurrent decant circuit at SRS using sludge simulants and

flocculants identified during FY96 (FY98). Demonstration
+ Design continuous flow sludge separation system and initiate procurement for Hanford (FY98).

Demonstration
* Install and demonstrate a continuous sludge treatment system using hot wastes at Hanford (FY99).

Demonstration

Other Related Work
+ Continuous Sludge Processing System (Industry Program FY97)
+ Monitor for Sludge Washing Process (CMST FY97)

Requested Budget
Funding Source FY96 (SK) FY97 (SK) FY98 (SK) FY99 (SK)
EM-50 TFA 2225 2,750 3,700 2,400
EM-30/40 (Multiple Sites) 2412 250
Total 4,637 3,000 3,700 2,400
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Problem Element Title: 1.2.2.8 Prepare Pretreated Waste for Immobilization

Problem Element Description

Following pretreatment operations, supernate and sludge waste streams are transferred to HLW and
LLW immobilization operations. A processing step may be required immediately following the
radionuclide separation or sludge processing operations to ensure that the waste streams are acceptable
for the immobilization unit operations. Processing may include additional volume reduction such as
recycling, evaporation, or concentration to produce a stream more amenable to immobilization, or of
reduced volume to decrease the quantity of waste requiring immobilization. The description of the
multiyear plan for this portion of the tank waste processing step has been divided into sub-problem
elements covering the supernate and sludge waste streams:

1.2.2.8.1 Supernate Stream to LLW Immobilization
1.2.2.8.2 Sludge HLW Stream to HLW Immobilization
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Problem Element Title: 1.2.2.8.1 Supernate Stream to LLW Immobilization

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites” technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions, The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

I d:ﬁgvl:)e;ll‘lo Site Need Title/Description
Prima 517 SRS Develop Electrochemical Treatment of Salt Solutions for Caustic Recovery and

Recycle

585 Hanford Cost Effective Caustic Recycle

Secondary N/A

Problem Statement

Significant quantities of sodium hydroxide (caustic) will be required to store and retrieve HLW and leach
sludges at the Hanford and SRS. Addition of fresh caustic for these operations will significantly increase
the quantity of waste requiring disposal. HLW solutions contains large quantities of caustic that could be
used for these operations if separated from other saits present in the waste thus reducing life-cycle costs.

Path to Solution

+ Conduct bench-scale tests of salt splitting and membrane separation methods for caustic recycle.

* Perform long-term bench testing to determine process equipment longevity.

» Conduct a pilot-scale demonstration of caustic recycle using the preferred process(es) identified
during bench-scale testing, .

+ Provide engineering performance and cost data to Hanford and SRS users for decisions on flowsheet
revision.

FY97-99 Scope ‘

Electrochemical salt splitting is a possible method to recover caustic from HLW solutions. During FY95,
scoping tests funded by the Efficient Separations and Processing Crosscutting Program demonstrated the
feasibility of electrochemical salt splitting processes for the recovery of caustic from simulants of SRS
and Hanford wastes. During FY96, additional bench-scale tests were conducted to evaluate key
operating parameters on the recovery of sodium hydroxide using an organic based ion-selective
membrane. Factors investigated included current density, temperature and the concentrations of
nitrate/nitrite, hydroxide, and aluminate. A preliminary conceptual design for caustic recovery is being
initiated in FY96. The design will provide a capital and operating cost estimate for a treatment facility
that will electrochemically destroy nitrate and recover caustic from the SRS decontaminated salt solution
that is currently disposed in saltstone. Work was also conducted to evaluate an inorganic ceramic
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membrane for salt splitting funded by the Efficient Separations and Processing Crosscutting Program. In
FY97-99, the TFA will

« Conduct bench-scale demonstrations of caustic recovery using radioactive liquid waste obtained from
Tank 50H or the saltstone. The testing will include the use of both the organic based membrane and
the ceramic stream membrane. Operating conditions will be selected based on results of simulant
work completed in FY96. The caustic product from the radioactive test will be evaporated to
demonstrate a method for increasing caustic concentration to meet customer requirements.
Concentrations of impurities, if any, and formation of solid phases will be determined.

+ Conduct a long-term bench-scale test (minimum of 1000 hours) to established membrane and other
cell component durability.

« Perform pilot-scale test with testing equipment located at Savannah River Technology Center using
the preferred membrane to demonstrate scale-up of the caustic recovery process.

« Provide engineering performance and cost data to SRS and Hanford waste operations with
recommendations on flowsheet revisions for the preferred caustic recovery process.

Schedule

+ Initiate radioactive testing at Savannah River Technology Center with SRS decontaminated salt
solution (FY97). Engineering Development (SR16WT41-A)

«  Conduct pilot-scale test for caustic recovery from simulated SRS waste solution and select
appropriate membranes for demonstration-scale testing (FY97). Engineering Development
(SR16WT41-A)

- Procure, install, and cold-test the caustic recycle demonstration unit based on specifications developed
from FY97 testing (FY98). Demonstration

+ Complete demonstration and reporting of engineering performance and cost data on the caustic recycle
process (FY99). Demonstration

Other Related Work
+ Electrochemical Destruction of Nitrates and Organics (ESP FY97)
+ Caustic Recycle Systems (Industry Program FY97)

Requested Budget
Funding Source FY96 (SK) FY97 (8K) '| FY98 (SK) FY99 (§K)
EM-50 TFA 100 500 500 1,000
EM-50 Crosscut Program (ESP) 825 875 400
Total 925 1,375 900 1,000
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Problem Element Title: 1.2.2.8.2 Sludge HLW Stream to HLW Immobilization

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites’ technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

TFA Need

Ydentifving No. Site Need Title/Description
ima 599* SRS Concentration of Sludge Prior to Immobilization
599* Hanford Concentration of Sludge Prior to Iminobilization

Secondary N/A
* Need developed by TFA for program and site benefit.

Problem Statement

The current flowsheet at Hanford and SRS transports dilute and variable sludge directly to the

vitrification system. The vitrification system must be over sized to handle the excessive water and heat-

load requirements. Commercially available techniques are available for moisture and organic extraction,

but this has not been evaluated for potential application on tank sludge. .

Path to Solution

* Identify and down-select promising commercially-available sludge conditioning equipment.

+ Demonstrate most promising methods on surrogate sludge wastes.

» Provide engineering performance and cost data, and recommendations to Hanford and SRS for
decisions on process flowsheet revision.

FY97-99 Scope \

* Compile chemical and physical properties of treated sludges and identify industrial sludge
conditioning equipment potentially applicable to Hanford and SRS wastes. This task will be closely
linked to the sludge treatment laboratory studies and demonstrations (Problem Element 1.2.2.7,
Process Sludge). ‘

+ Conduct surrogate waste testing of sludge conditioning equipment. After evaluation and down-
selection, testing on sludge conditioning will be done on surrogate waste at vendor sites. Results from
this testing will be incorporated into an engineering recommendations document.

Schedule

+ Compile chemical and physical properties of treated sludge system-wide and obtain sludge simulants
(other TFA task) for later testing (FY98). Engineering Development

+ Complete evaluation and selection of vendor(s) and processes for testing (FY98). Demonstration
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« Complete vendor testing on surrogate wastes and provide engineering performance and cost data to
users (FY99). Demonstration

Requested Budget
Funding Source FY96 (SK) FY97 (SK) FY98 (SK) FY99 (8K)
EM-50 TFA 0 100 400
Total 0 100 400
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Problem Element Title: 1.2.3.1.1 Monitor and Control LLW Immobilization Process

Problem Element Description

The LLW stream from the pretreatment operations will require processing to produce an acceptable LLW
form. Process monitoring and process control methods are critical to the production of an acceptable
waste form, regardless of the specific waste form selected by the site for use.

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites’ technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs beirig partially supported within this problem element include

. d:;“;gvzcgc‘]{‘o. Site Need Title/Description
Prima 529 Hanford | Waste Acceptance Testing
549 Hanford LLW - On-Line Analysis
Secondary 492 ORR Waste Form Acceptance

Problem Statement

Radionuclide monitoring of feed solutions to a grouting or vitrification facility and products produced
from the facility is crucial to avoid exceeding product specifications for LLW, especially if the highly
restrictive Class A LLW is required. In particular, a faster and cheaper method than neutron activation
for technetium-99 analysis is needed for process control. On-line analysis would be needed to avoid
producing TRU waste and analysis of Resource Conservation and Recovery Act metals would be needed
to maintain metal concentrations below levels which would be considered a mixed waste.

Several sites in the DOE complex are interested in privatizing the immobilization function for tank

- wastes. For example, product acceptance monitoring is needed to support Phase I privatization at
Hanford which has a goal of hot startup of a 20 metric ton/day LLW glass plant by July 2002. In
general, the operator of the waste immobilization facility will return a waste form to the site, for eventual
disposal. This waste form will have to meet product specifications ensuring its handling and suitability
for disposal. Test methods currently defined in many cases are not suitable for radioactive materials.
Many of the specified test methods were not developed for testing of glass. In most cases, there are no -
standards which can be used to verify the accuracy of reported results. Methods are needed to verify
conformance with specifications prior to DOE taking custody of the products from the private sector.
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Path to Solution

« Evaluate waste form compliance requirements that will drive monitoring and control specifications

+ Evaluate adequacy of existing technology to meet specifications.

+ Develop and demonstrate validated test methods, instrumentation, and standards for waste form
acceptance testing.

FY97-99 Scope :

« Collect and assess waste form compliance requirements to establish baseline performance
specifications for monitoring.

« Identify appropriate test methods. Test methodology, supported by screening experiments, will then
be proposed for each identified need. For each test method developed, a data package will be
provided to interested sites which will include precision and accuracy of the test response, and
assurance of the usefulness of the method for radioactive samples. (It is anticipated that this will
generally be based on testing of radioactive samples.)

« Identify and procure standard materials (assumed to be at least one grout and one glass).
Characterization of standard materials will include both determination of the mean response, and
identification of the imprecision of the mean response, for each material for each test method.

« Develop and demonstrate test methods and on-line instrumentation for monitoring product control
specifications. The instruments would monitor in real time TRUs, cesium, strontium, and technetium,
and Resource Conservation and Recovery Act metals, to avoid generation of TRU or greater than
Class A LLW or mixed hazardous waste. In addition, the instruments would allow for waste form
product acceptance inspection. These methods will be suitable for deployment across the DOE
complex, with radioactive waste forms and allow for quantitative determination of compliance with
product specifications to be made. The standard materials will facilitate verification of the accuracy
of reported results.

+ Deploy waste form acceptance monitors for selected site use. It is anticipated that 3-5 years of
development and/or modification of commercial instrumentation will be required to develop an array
of instruments to monitor all of the required product specifications from the sites. The application
initially would be to support Phase I privatization at Hanford, but could have application to all other
tank sites.

Schedule

+ Identify compliance data needs (FY97). Engineering Development (RLOGWT31-B)

+ Complete identification and evaluation of standard materials, available methods, and the precision and
accuracy of existing methods and instrumentation (FY97). Engineering Development
(RLOGWT31-B)

+ Demonstrate and evaluate available methods for waste acceptance monitoring, and identify -
improvements required for full implementation (FY98). Demonstration '

» Complete improvements to methods and instrumentation, validate performance, and implement for
selected site use (FY99). Implementation :

Other Related Work
»  Waste Forms Initiative (MWFA FY97)
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Requested Budget

Funding Source FY96 (SK) FY97 (SK) FY98 (SK) FY99 SK)
EM-50 TFA 500 1600 1600
EM-30/40 (Multiple Sites) 1318 250 250
Total 1,318 750 1,850 1660
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Problem Element Title: 1.2.3.1.3 Immobilize LLW Stream

Problem Element Description ‘

The LLW streams produced during pretreatment separation operations at each of the tank waste sites will
require immobilization to produce an acceptable waste form for disposal. Each of the DOE tank waste
sites are considering different immobilization and disposal options for LLW, ranging from grout to glass,
and from on-site disposal to off-site transport.

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c¢) result in products that will feed directly into the sites” technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

I d;Ft“i?\::cge(I{lo. Site Need Title/Description
Prima 524 SRS Evaluate LLW Vitrification as an Alternative to Saltstone
252 INEL Develop Grout Process for Sodium Bearing Waste
189 ORR Secondary Waste ﬂnmobilizakion Studies
493 ORR . | Sludge Waste Form Study
‘ 494 ORR Sludge Waste Form Demonstration
Secondary 529 Hanford Waste Acceptance Testing
492 ORR Waste Form Accepta;me

Problem Statement

Disposal of low activity tank wastes 1s being approached very differently at individual DOE sites, and, in
some cases, even within a single site. Specific technical issues and needs exist at the sites for selection of
the most appropriate and acceptable waste forms.

The current strategy for immobilization and disposal of ORR tank wastes is based on privatization.
Expressions of interest and comments on a draft Request for Proposal for treatment of the Melton Valley
Storage Tank waste have been solicited from the private sector. The strategy is predicated on the ability
of private vendors to reliably immobilize the waste into forms suitable for disposal at either the Nevada
Test Site or the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant. It is anticipated that vendors are most likely to propose
either grout or glass forms. Before the awarding of a contract with a private vendor, ORR will put
additional wastes into the Melton Valley Storage Tank, changing the average tank waste composition. In
addition, Oak Ridge National Laboratory has some ability to blend the waste, if desired. The impacts of
these changes in composition on waste processing, waste form acceptability, waste form volume, and
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waste disposal costs have not yet been determined. Once the impacts are known, they can provide crucial
input to waste tank operators making decisions about waste movement and blending. They can also
provide a frame of reference to ORR for use in judging the adequacy of pnvate sector responses to the
request for proposal.

At INEL, the programmatic SNF and INEL Environmental Restoration and Waste Management
Environmental Impact ‘Statement record of decision selected radionuclide partitioning as the preferred
method of treatment for radioactive liquid and calcine waste stored at the Idaho Chemical Processing
Plant. A Settlement Agreement and Consent Order between the state of Idaho, DOE, and the Navy
requires DOE to negotiate a plan and schedule for waste treatment by December 31, 1999, such that all
waste can be immobilized and ready for shipment to a Federal repository by 2035. Technology for
immobilization of the low-activity waste fraction must be identified and evaluated so that a plan and
schedule for the waste treatment facility can be negotiated. This same information is also needed to
support facility design.

In addition to these needs for immobilization technology development and evaluation, Hanford and ORR
also require waste acceptance criteria and testing methods for the selected LLW form. Problem Element
1.2.3.1.1. describes these related monitoring and control needs and their respective paths to solution.

Path to Solution

+ Develop specifications/functional requirements for grout waste formulations for INEL and grout and
glass waste forms for ORR.

+ Test and evaluate grout formations ‘for INEL’s high aluminum, zirconium, and sodium wastes.

» Develop, test, and evaluate grout and glass waste forms for ORR.

+ Provide engineering performance and cost data which can be used across the DOE system to judge the
suitability of glass and grout as the waste forms for the LLW fraction contained in the tanks at ORR,
Hanford, and INEL.

FY97-99 Scope ' ‘
Work activities within the TFA are intended to provide processing data and product data (short-term
acceptance testing and long-term performance testing) to allow the tank sites to reach well-thought out
decisions on waste forms for these types of waste.

Specific work activities will

+ Define the range of waste compositions representing the varxety of ORR waste types and blends likely
to be encountered.

+ Develop and test acceptable grout and glass formulations using simulated wastes.

+ Develop and test grout formulations for the immobilization of INEL’s low-activity waste. In
conjunction with Environmental Management programs funded by INEL, testing will be conducted to
meet key objectives of maximizing waste loading, volume reduction, and process reliability.

 Conduct radioactive waste tests with the grout and glass formulation(s) to produce performance data
needed for ORR processing decisions.

 Obtain engineering performance data for INEL’s low-activity waste immobilization. Results will
include performance on preconditioning processes, mixing requirements, and grout curing and fluid
properties. Product data, including compressive strength, leach resistance, thermal cycling, and
immersion test results will also be developed.

+ Solicit regulatory involvement early in the process so that disposal of the resulting waste forms can be

accomplished.
)
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Schedule

ORR LLW .

« Complete development of specifications/functional requirements for grout and glass forms for ORR
(FY97). Engineering Development (OR17WT31-A, SRIGWT31-A)

+ Complete initial testing of radioactive grout and glass waste forms (FY97). Engineering
Development (OR17TWT31-A, SRIGWT31-A)

« Complete characterization and evaluation of the grout and glass waste form products (FY98).

Engineering Development

INEL Calcine Waste

- Complete testing and evaluation of grout formulations for INEL’s low-activity waste grout from high
aluminum and high zirconium calcine with actual waste (FY98). Demonstration '

» Complete testing and evaluation of grout formulations for INEL’s low-activity waste grout from high
sodium calcine with actual waste (FY99). Demonstration

Other Related Work

+ Performance Assessment for Waste Grouting of LLW for ORR (Intemnational Programs FY97)
* Grouting of LLW for ORR (International Programs FY97)

» Immobilization of Fission Products in Phosphate Ceramics (ESP FY97)

Requested Budget
Funding Source FY96 (SK) FY97 (8K) FY98 (SK) FY99 (SK)
EM-50 TFA 900 1,300 1,350 1,350
EM-30/40 ORR . . 250 1,000 1,125
EM-30/40 Hanford 580
EM.—30/40 INEL 160 371
EM-30/40 SRS 270
Total 2,160 l 2,671 2475 1,350

TFA Multiyear Program Plan B.78 Appendix B - Problem Element Descriptions



Problem Element Title: 1.2.3.2.1 Monitor and Control HLW Immobilization Process

Problem Element Description

The HLW stream from the pretreatment operations will require processing to produce an acceptable
HLW form. Process monitoring and process control methods are critical to the production of an
acceptable waste form. Process monitoring and control may include on-line sensors for measurement of
feed stream concentrations, as well as analysis methods for monitoring the waste form product exiting the
immobilization process equipment.

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high- 1mpact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites’ technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

TFA Need

Identifying No. Site Need Title/Description

Improve Defense Waste Processing Facility Analytical Methods and

Prima 285 SRS Facilities

529 Hanford Waste Acceptance Testing

Sccondarvy  N/A

Problem Statement

Radionuclide monitoring of feed solutions to a vitrification facility and products produced from the
facility is crucial to avoid producing out of specification waste forms for HLW. HLW product
specification criteria place upper limits on chemical species considered detrimental to good glass
formulations. In particular, the weight percent of sulfates, chromates, phosphates, nickel, chlorides and
mercury are limited. :

Under phase I privatization at Hanford, DOE has the option to begin hot startup of a HLW vitrification
plant (one metric ton/day) by July 2002 and hot-startup of a full-scale plant in 2013 (via phase II
privatization). After the immobilized waste form is produced, methods for acceptance inspection and
testing of the waste form are needed to verify conformance with specifications prior to DOE taking
custody of the products from the private sector. Product characteristics that may be measured include
internal cracking, secondary phase formation, void volume, chemical and radiochemical composition,
homogeneity, and container integrity.
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Path to Solution :

« Identify performance specifications for on-line instrumentation.

« Develop instrumentation for process feed and produced waste form analysis.

« Demonstrate on-line instrumentation in support of Hanford’s phase I privatization, and to augment
processing at SRS’s Defense Waste Processing Facility. Three to five years of development and
testing or modification of commercial instrumentation is likely to be required to develop the array of
instruments to monitor all of the required product specifications/parameters. Activities would initially
support Phase I and Phase 11 privatization at Hanford, but could have application to the other tank
sites.

FY97-99 Scope )

« Identify performance specifications and limitations of available technology for on-line monitoring of
immobilization process feed and waste product.

« Develop and demonstrate on-line instrumentation for monitoring product control specifications for the
immobilization process feed streams. The instruments would monitor in real time glass, limiting
species such as sulfates, chromates, phosphates, nickel, chlorides, and mercury.

« Develop and demonstratc instrumentation for product acceptance inspection after the waste form was
produced and include other parameters such as internal cracking, secondary phase formation, void
volume, chemical and radiochemical composition, homogeneity, and container integrity.

Schedule

« Complete survey of an available instrumentation and assessment of user performance specifications
(FY98). Engineering Development

- Initiate engineering development to adapt or develop on-line process monitors to meet user
requirements (FY98). Engineering Development

« Demonstrate on-line instrumentation for immobilization process monitoring, and evaluate
performance relative to user requirements (FY99). Demonstration

Other Related Work

+ NH, Monitor (CMST FY97)

+ Effective Surface of Glass Waste Forms (FIU FY97)

+ Defense Waste Processing Facility Analytical Testing (SRS/EM-30 FY97)

Requested Budget

Funding Source FY96 (8K) FY97 (SK) FY98 (8K) FY99 (SK)

EM-50 TFA 0 600 600

Total 0 600 600
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Problem Element Title: 1.2.3.2.2 Prepare Secondary Waste from Pretreatment

Problem Element Description

Pretreatment operations will generate secondary solid and liquid wastes which may require additional
processing to obtain acceptable final waste forms. For example, large quantities of spent ion exchange
resin will be produced during the radionuclide separation operations within pretreatment. Subsequent
processing and immobilization of these secondary wastes may be required.

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites’ technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

TFA Need . . ..
Identifving No. Site Need Title/Description
Prima 489 ORR Liquid LLW Supernatant
Secondary 567 Hanford Crvstalline Silicotitanate in HLW Glass

Problem Statement

One of the promising new separations technologies being demonstrated within the TFA is removal of
cesium from the soluble fraction of the HLW using, crystalline silicotitanate. This ion exchange resin is
currently being used as part of Melton Valley Storage Tank cesium removal demonstration at ORR. In
addition, crystalline silicotitanate use is being evaluated and/or considered for Hanford and SRS. As with
all ion exchange resins, crystalline silicotitanate resin disposal may require subsequent processing.
Specifically, ORR requires engineering performance and cost data on ion exchange resin vitrification to
support a decision on secondary waste crystalline silicotitanate resin disposal.

A key technical issue with crystalline silicotitanate resin vitrification is the ability to incorporate
significant waste quantity into the glass waste form. This issue is not unique to ion exchange resins or
other secondary wastes. The amount of waste which can be incorporated into any glass is affected by
both the major and minor components in the waste. If a minor component has limited solubility in the
waste glass, then it may determine the amount of glass which must be produced. Titanium is a primary
component of Crystalline silicotitanate resins and has been shown to limit the amount of waste which can
be incorporated into glass. The solubility of components in glass, such as titanium, chromium, iron,
aluminum, silicon, etc., are being addressed as part of other minor component solubility work activities in
problem element 1.2.3.2.4, and are not discussed here.

Path to Solution
+ Demonstrate immobilization of spent ion-exchange resins from a cesium separation process.
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- Provide engineering and cost performance data to users to support implementation of secondary waste
vitrification.

FY97-99 Scope

« Load crystalline silicotitanate resin with cesium as part of the Melton Valley Storage Tank
Demonstration.

« Transport loaded resin from ORR to the Savannah River Technology Center’s Shielded Cells for
immobilization testing.

 Demonstrate two immobilization processes: a sludge-crystalline silicotitanate glass process and a
crystalline silicotitanate-only glass process.

« Characterize important process parameters during immobilization (e.g., slurry rheology, offgas
generation).

« Provide engineering performance to ORR and other sites on the ability of each glass product to satisfy
DOE Environmental Management’s vitreous materials specifications.

+ Dispose of the waste glass product to the Nevada Test Site.

Schedule

- Initiate vitrification of crystalline silicotitanate resins from the ORR Melton Valley Storage Tank
cesium separation demonstration (FY97). Demonstration

« Complete crystalline silicotitanate resin vitrification demonstration and provide engineering
performance and cost data to Environmental Management users. Document results of demonstration
(characterizing process behavior and product performance) and compatibility of crystalline
silicotitanate with various flowsheets (FY98). Demonstration

Other Related Work

« Cement Solidification of Spent lon-Exchange Materials (International Programs/AEA Technologies
FY97)

Requested Budget

Funding Source FY96 (SK) FY97 (SK) FY98 (SK) FY99 (8K)

EM-50 TFA 755 2,000 200

Totat 755 2,000 200
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Problem Element Title: 1.2.3.2.3 Prepare Sludge Feed

Problem Element Description

Following pretreatment, high-activity waste supernate and sludge is stored awaiting transfer to the HLW
immobilization process. The waste requires preparation such as blending, mixing, or composition
adjustment prior to transfer to the immobilization process. This problem element encompasses the
necessary processing required to prepare the post-pretreatment high-activity wastes for immobilization.

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites’ technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

TFA Need . . .
Identifying No. Site Need Title/Description
Prima 66 SRS Prepare Melter Feed - Enhance Pumping/Mixing
Secondary N/A .

Problem Statement

Issues with mobilization and transfer of waste sludge to the HLW melters were raised as the primary
problem affecting SRS within this problem element. Sludge mobilization and transfer are directly
impacted by the selection of sludge feed processing operations.

In vitrification facilities such as the Defense Waste Processing Facility at SRS, the process is controlled
through control of the feed composition. If melter feed is not well-mixed, it will affect process and
equipment reliability, and in extreme cases may jeopardize the life of the melter. Analysis of feed
samples which are not representative of the feed, may have the same consequences. While Defense
Waste Processing Facility agitation and sampling systems were found to be adequate, this was based on
necessarily short-term testing. In addition, these systems were designed in the early 1980's. Significant
improvements in the understanding of slurry rheology, and in the design of agitation and sampling
systems has occurred since then. The performance of the sludge feed system needs to be enhanced
through coupling of the improved understanding and equipment designs with the experience from initial
Defense Waste Processing Facility.

Path to Solution
+ Establish requirements for mixing and handling waste sludges.
» Procure and evaluate commercial system that meet functional reqmrements
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FY97-99 Scope _

« Develop functional requirements for agitation and sampling systems. The results of initial Defense
Waste Processing Facility operating experience and of slurry rheology determinations being carried
out by each of the sites and by Florida International University will be used.

« Demonstrate commercial systems and evaluate performance relative to the functional requirements.
The requirements for agitation and sampling will be provided to commercial vendors who will then be
given the opportunity to demonstrate the effectiveness of their equipment to satisfy these
specifications, using representative Defense Waste Processing Facility or Hanford simulants.

Schedule .

+ Complete preparation of functional requirements for vendors (FY98). Engineering Development

+ Initiate demonstration of vendor systems on sludge feed simulants (FY98). Demonstration

» Complete demonstration of vendor system and prepare engineering performance and cost data to
support user decisions (FY99). Demonstration

Other Related Work
+ Comparison of Enhanced Mixing Technology (FIU and Industry Program FY98)
Requested Budget
Funding Source FY96 (SK) FY97 (SK) FY98 (SK) FY99 (SK)

EM-50 TFA 400 200

EM-50 Industry/University Programs 2,250

EM-30/40 SRS 447

EM-30/40 Hanford 1,400 760 50

Total 1.847 760 2,700 200
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Problem Element Title: 1.2.3.2.4 Immobilize HLW Stream

Problem Element Description

Immobilization of the HLW streams at INEL, SRS, and Hanford are required to-produce an acceptable
HLW form for final disposal. Calcine immobilization and vitrification are the baselihe methods for
HLW immobilization. This problem element addresses the calcination and vitrification processing needs
of these sites. ] ‘

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within thls problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites’ technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

TFA Need . . e
Identifying No. Site Need Title/Description
Primary 558 Hanford Process for Inmobilization of Technetium-Rich Waste Stream
561 Hanford Radioactive Small-Scale Vitrification Demonstration

Develop HLW Formulations for the High Activity Fraction of Sodium-Bearing

! INEL Waste and Calcine
5 INEL Integrated Demonstration of Immobilization Equipment
189 ORR Secondary Waste Immobilization Studies
520 SRS Optim.izc Waste Loading for Defense Waste Processing Facility Glass

Secondary 542 Hanford Radioactive HLW Vitrification Tests - Phase I

554 Hanford" | Waste Loading Optimization for HLW

315 SRS Extend Operating Life of Defense Waste Processing Facility Melter )

Problem Statement

The primary needs in immobilization of high-activity wastes were received from Hanford, INEL, and
SRS. At Hanford and SRS extending the operating life of HLW vitrification systems and optimizing the
solubility of components in the waste glass will be important issues. In addition, selection of the most
appropriate immobilization system at Hanford and INEL will be critical issues in the next few years. The
specific problems identified in the HLW immobilization problem element include
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Advanced Materials for Vitrification at Hanford and SRS

As part of the development supporting design of HLW immobilization facilities at Hanford and SRS, and
testing in support or startup of the Defense Waste Processing Facility, corrosion of materials in specific
environments has been observed. In particular, severe corrosion of Inconel 690 in high halide or high
sulfate environments has been observed.

The work supporting the selection of materials for immobilization processes, particularly melters, is
nearly 20 years old. New materials have been developed which should have better service life in specific
environments. Identification of materials which will extend the operating life of process equipment,
particularly in the melter and offgas system (the areas of highest concern) is needed.

Vitrification of INEL High-Activity Waste

A Settlement Agreement and Consent Order between the state of Idaho, DOE, and the Navy requires
DOE to negotiate a plan, and schedule for waste treatment by December 31, 1999, such that all waste can
be immobilized and ready for shipment to a federal repository by 2035. Technology for immobilization
of the high-activity waste fraction must be identified and evaluated so that a plan and schedule for the
waste treatment facility can be negotiated. This same information is also needed to support facility
design.

Advanced Immobilization Systems for Hanford

Hanford has not ye selected the technology to deploy for the high-activity fraction of the tank wastes.
EM-50 has sponsored development of alternative technologies which may offer longer service life, lower
costs, or otherwise more robust designs. Testing of these alternative processes with representative waste
simulants is needed to produce engincering performance and cost data to support final technology
selection.

High-activity wastes derived from tank farm liquid wastes and calcined wastes at the Idaho Chemical
Processing Plant are to be immobilized in glass. The projected high-activity waste potentially contains
halides and other species which are corrosive to melter materials of construction (refractories and metals).
Earlier waste simulants caused severe corrosion in melting tests. Current glass formulation tools do not
include algorithms addressing melter materials corrosion. Materials of construction have not been
identified for the current waste composition projections. The relationships between melt process
variables and corrosion rates are not known for these compositions, nor have optimal materials of
construction been identified.

Optimization of Glass Component Solubility
The amount of glass which must be produced by a vitrification facility is determined by the amount of

waste which can be incorporated in the glass. The amount of glass which must be produced affects the
size and subsequent cost of the facility, and the schedule for final remediation of the waste tanks. The
amount of waste which can be incorporated in the glass is affected by both the major and minor
components in the waste. For SRS tank wastes and much of the Hanford tank waste, the major waste
components (e.g., iron, aluminum, alkali cations, silicon) will determine the waste loading by affecting
important process and product parameters. For example, the amount of Hanford low-activity waste
which can be incorporated in borosilicate glass is limited by the affect of sodium in the waste on the
durability of the glass product. Aluminum limits waste loading through its affect on melt viscosity. Iron
limits waste loading through its effect on the glass liquids temperature. Methods are needed to increase
the levels of these components which can be included in waste glasses.
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Path to Solution
* Identify life-limiting conditions for melter materials, and test promising advanced materials. Test and

evaluate commercial advanced immobilization processes using waste simulants
+ Identify methods to optimize key component solubility in waste glass to support both secondary waste
and improved HLW vitrification

FY97-99 Scope

Advanced Materials

* Define and evaluate the conditions which are life-limiting for the vitrification and offgas process
equipment.

» Identify promising candidate materials for specific service conditions. A workshop will be held with
materials vendors to support this effort.

* Evaluate the performance (i.e., corrosion, degradation, etc.) of selected material samples introduced
into test melters.

+ Disseminate materials testing results to both the vendors and to the site users, so that equipment life
can be extended through incorporation of new materials into the design and change-out of melters.

Vitrification of INEL High-Activity Waste

Testing will be performed on simulated waste, and verified through selectlve testing with actual wastes to
develop appropriate glass formulatxons_, melter construction materials, and to develop and demonstrate a
calcine immobilization process.

Melter Materials
* Test candidate materials under varying simulated waste glass melts
* Develop a quantitative relationship between process variables and material corrosion rates

Glass Formulations ‘

+ Conduct bench-scale experiments to establish near-field and far-field durability of glass formulations
* Determine product characteristics and process capability.

* Qualify the waste form.

Calcine Immobilization Process

+ Define the type of glass melter and offgas treatment process required, based on glass formulation and
melter materials activities (above). )

* Conduct integrated nonradioactive testing on a laboratory scale to verify the selected system.

Advanced Immobilization

* Procure representative waste simulants and establish contracts with commercial vendors to perform
advanced melter testing.

* Evaluate melter systems based on throughput, effluents, and product quality and process reliability.
Tank user personnel will be invited to participate in test planning, test monitoring, and evaluation of
results.

» Provide engineering performance and cost data to site users with recommendations on the advanced
melters with most promise for specific waste streams.

Optimization of Glass Component Solubility

+ Develop methods to maximize the content of minor components in glass. This task will focus on
species contained in SRS, ORR, and Hanford wastes or which will be constituents of products from
pretreatment processes (e.g., titanium from a crystalline silicotitanate ion-exchange process). Initial
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bench-scale studies will be focused on iron, aluminum, silicon, zirconium, and alkali cations,
Additional studies will be performed on chromium, phosphate, halides, technetium, the actinides, and
species in crystalline silicotitanate resins. These studies may include modification of the glass
chemical composition, modification of the chemical form of the species during melter feed
preparation, or varying glass melter operating parameters.

o Test promising methods for maximizing component solubility in small continuous melters with
representative waste simulants to establish their efficacy in increasing waste loading during actual
facility operations. These may include temperature, modification of the chemical form, or varying the
redox state of the glass melt.

« Provide engineering performance and cost data and recommendations on enhancements for optimizing
component solubility to the Hanford and SRS users.

Schedule

Advanced Materials

« Identify life-limiting service conditions, and candidate materials for testing. Initiate candidate material
sample testing (FY98). Engineering Development

« Complete evaluation of test materials and prepare engineering performance data to site users (FY99).
Engineering Development

Vitrification of INEL High-Activity Waste

+ Complete corrosion tests with simulated INEL high-activity waste (FY97). Engineering
Development (RLOGWT31-E)

+ Complete development of relationships between processing variables and melter materials corrosion
rates (FY97). Engineering Development RLOGWT31-E)

« Establish glass compositions for HAW fraction, based on pretreatment processes (FY98).
Engineering Development

+ Complete testing of high-activity waste forms containing actual INEL waste (FY99). Engineering
Development

+ Complete laboratory-scale melter tests with simulated calcine waste (FY98) Engineering
Development

+ Provide specifications for materials of construction for the calcine immobilization facility to site users
(FY99). Enginecering Development

+ Decision point for initiation of testing with actual INEL waste (FY99). Engineering Development

Advanced Immobilization

+ Identify advanced immobilization technologies to be tested (FY98). Engineering Development

» Procure simulants and vendor services for initiation of advanced immobilization testing (FY98).
Engineering Development

+ Complete testing of selected commercial immobilization systems using waste simulants (FY99).
Demonstration

» Prepare engineering performance and cost data from testing results and submit to site users for
support of process selection (FY99). Demonstration

Optimization of Glass Component Solubility

» Complete survey of waste component solubilities and critical experiments to resolve differences in
existing models (FY97). Engineering Development (RLOGWT31-A) '

+ Recommend testing to demonstrate effectiveness of methods to increase solubility (FY97).
Engineering Development (RLOGWT31-A)
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« Test methods for maximizing solubility of minor components such as chromium and titanium in glass
(FY98). Enginecering Development
« Develop and pilot test methods for maximizing the glass waste loading of components evaluated in

FY97 (FY98). Demonstration
« Incorporate waste loading optimization results in process control model for Defense Waste Processing
Facility, and in the Hanford flowsheet (FY99). Implementation

Other Related Work .
+ Optimization of Waste Loading in Glass (SRS/EM-30 FY97)
Requested Budget
Funding Source FY96 (SK) FY97 (8K) FY98 (SK) FY99 (SK)
EM-50 TFA 500 450 2900 2,500
EM-30/40 SRS 78
EM-30/40 INEL 400 : 535
EM-30/40 Hanford ) 980
Total 1958 935 2,900 2,500
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Problem Element Title: 1.2.3.2.5 Treat HLW Offgas

Problem Element Description )

During tank waste immobilization processing, a secondary offgas waste stream is produced. The
immobilization process selected, the waste being treated, and the specific operating conditions of the
process all impact the volume and composition of the offgas stream produced.

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites’ technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

TFA Need . - -
Identifving No. Site Need Title/Description
Primary 282 SRS Cold Cap/Offgas Thermodynamics Model

Secondarv 543 Hanford LLW - Offgas Treatment

Problem Statement

The objective of waste vitrification is to immobilize a wide range of hazardous species in a glass matrix.
Because the waste composition is variable, the composition of the glassy phase, and of species volatilized
from the molten glass will also vary, over at least as wide a range. Effective control of vitrification
processes, and a reliable design of process equipment, require an understanding of the interactions
between feed composition and melter conditions. An understanding of these interactions is also essential
for preventing or remediating corrosion problems in melter vapor space and offgas systems, and for
optimizing waste loading in glass.

Path to Sclution

+ Develop a tool which can be used by process designers to predict offgas compositions, and the
ultimate fate of various species (e.g., technetium) in HLW when fed to a melter.

+ Integrate the model into commercial simulation packages for use by the sites in designing and
optimizing vitrification process equipment selection and operations.

FY97-99 Scope

« Identify test data requirements for model development.

» Adapt existing models to predict the amount and composition of glass and offgas from a given feed
composition and melter operating condition.

« Validate the model with test data from appropriate melting tests. Experiments will utilize simulants
and conditions provided by Hanford users and directly applicable to Hanford LLW. Validation will
occur with results independent of any data used to develop the model.
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+ Integrate the model with commercial process simulation packages. It is anticipated that the model will
be developed so that it is compatible with one or more commercial process simulation codes. It is
highly desirable that the model either be embedded in such a code, or that the model be available in
source code form so that it can be readily embedded in a commercial package.

Schedule ; g

« Complete documented model of cold cap/offgas chemistry (FY97). Engineering Development
(RLO6GWT31-C)

» Validate model with independent vitrification process data (FY98). Demonstration

» Provide model to users in a form compatible with commercial process simulation software (FY98).

Implementation

Other Related Work
¢+ Cold Cap/Thermodynamics Model (SRS/EM-30 FY97)
» Mercury Treatment in Offgas Streams (MWFA FY97)

Requested Budget
Funding Source FY96 (SK) FY97 (SK) FY98 (SK) FY99 (SK)
EM-50 TFA 0 150 150 0
EM-30/40 Hanford 250
Total 250 150 150 0
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Problem Element Title: 1.3.1.3 Define Closure Criteria

Problem Element Description )

Closure of radioactive waste tanks requires close interface with the retrieval operations to ensure that
residual waste volume and constituents meets closure requirements. This problem element addresses the
process step where the requirements for closure are adequately defined relative to the regulatory,
technical, stakeholder, and cost drivers.

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem element.
Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are identified in the
table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely coordinated with the
cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely involve use of actual
wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the sites” technical and
programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also have indirect benefit to
related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as “secondary” and indicate that work
activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and performance data that can aid in the site’s
technical planning and scope development; however, the work activities are not likely to provide results
or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively support technical decisions. The primary needs
being addressed and the secondary needs being partially supported within this problem element include

1 d.el;lFt‘sv]:legc‘rjﬂo. Site : Need Title/Description

Prima 528 Hanford Tank Closure Demonstration for an Arid Site
437 SRS Tank Clean and Closure
455 ORR Establish Clean-up Standard/Criteria

Secondary 165 INEL Determination of a Generalized Risk-Based Closure Criteria
435 SRS Determine Zeolite Removal Requirements
454 SRS Stabilization and Closure Analysis Tools
459 SRS Data for Closure

Problem Statement

Hanford, SRS, and ORR are pursuing closure or preparations for closure of waste tanks during the
FY96-99 time frame. A key issue is the definition of closure criteria and defining “how clean is clean?”
Determining how much waste can be left in the tanks and meet the appropriate regulatory requirements
which protect human health and the environment is of primary importance.

At SRS, tank closure activities in the near-term are focused specifically on Tank 19 and the four-tank
configuration of Tanks 17, 18, 19, 20 in the F Area tank farm. An evaluation of the variety of alternative
closure options (in addition to grout over the waste) needs to be performed and source term conceptual
models need to be developed.

At Hanford, tank closure activities in the near term are focused specifically on the Hanford Tanks
Initiative with Tanks 104-AX and 106-C. Performance and cost-based closure criteria for Hanford’s
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Path to Solution

+ Identify life-limiting conditions for melter materials, and test promising advanced materials. Test

. and evaluate commercial advanced immobilization processes using waste simulants

+ Identify methods to optimize key component solubility in waste glass to support both secondary
waste and improved HLW vitrification "

FY97-99 Scope

Advanced Materials -

* Define and evaluate the conditions which are life-limiting for the vitrification and offgas process
equipment.

* Identify promising candidate materials for specific service conditions. A workshop will be held
with materials vendors to support this effort.

* Evaluate the performance (i.e., corrosion, degradation, etc.) of selected material samples
introduced into test melters.

+ Disseminate materials testing results to both the vendors and to the site users, so that equipment
life can be extended through incorporation of new materials into the design and change-out of
melters. :

Vitrification of INEL High-Activity Waste

Testing will be performed on simulated waste, and verified through selective testing with actual
wastes to develop appropriate glass formulations, melter construction materials, and to develop and
demonstrate a calcine immobilization process.

Melter Materials
+ Test candidate materials under varying simulated waste glass melts
» Develop a quantitative relationship between process variables and material corrosion rates

Glass Formulations

« Conduct bench-scale experiments to establish near-field and far-field durability of glass
formulations : ' :

* Determine product characteristics and process capability.

* Qualify the waste form.

Calcine Immobilization Process

* Define the type of glass melter and offgas treatment process required, based on glass formulation
and melter materials activities (above).

 Conduct integrated nonradioactive testing on a laboratory scale to verify the selected system.

Advanced Immobilization

* Procure representative waste simulants and establish contracts with commercial vendors to
perform advanced melter testing.

* Evaluate melter systems based on throughput, effluents, and product quality and process
reliability. Tank user personnel will be invited to participate in test planning, test monitoring, and
evaluation of results.

» Provide engineering performance and cost data to site users with reccommendations on the
advanced melters with most promise for specific waste streams.
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Optimization of Glass Component Solubility

Develop methods to maximize the content of minor components in glass. This task will focus on
species contained in SRS, ORR, and Hanford wastes or which will be constituents of products
from pretreatment processes (e.g., titanium from a crystalline silicotitanate ion-exchange process).
Initial bench-scale studies will be focused on iron, aluminum, silicon, zirconium, and alkali
cations, Additional studies will be performed on chromium, phosphate, halides, technetium, the
actinides, and species in crystalline silicotitanate resins. These studies may include modification
of the glass chemical composition, modification of the chemical form of the spec1es during melter
feed preparation, or varying glass melter operating parameters.

Test promising methods for maximizing component solubility in small continuous melters with
representative waste simulants to establish their efficacy in increasing waste loading during actual
facility operations. These may include temperature, modification of the chemical form, or
varying the redox state of the glass melt.

Provide engineering performance and cost data and recommendatlons on enhancements for
optimizing component solubility to the Hanford and SRS users.

Schedule
Advanced Materials

Identify life-limiting service conditions, and candidate materials for testing. Initiate candidate
material sample testing (FY98). Engineering Development

Complete evaluation of test materials and prepare engineering performance data to site users
(FY99). Engineering Development

Vitrification of INEL High-Activity Waste

Complete corrosion tests with simulated INEL high-activity waste (FY97).” Engineering
Development (RLO6WT31-E)

Complete development of relationships between processing variables and melter materials
corrosion rates (FY97). Engineering Development RLO6WT31-E)

Establish glass compositions for HAW fraction, based on pretreatment processes (FY98).
Engineering Development

Complete testing of high-activity waste forms containing actual INEL waste (FY99).
Engineering Development

Complete laboratory-scale melter tests with simulated calcine waste (FY98) Engineering
Development

Provide specifications for materials of construction for the calcine immobilization facility to site
users (FY99). Engineering Development

Decision point for initiation of testing with actual INEL waste (FY99). Engineering
Development

Advanced Immobilization

Identify advanced immobilization technologies to be tested (FY98). Engineering Development
Procure simulants and vendor services for initiation of advanced immobilization testing (FY98).
Engineering Development

Complete testing of selected commercial immobilization systems using waste simulants (FY99).
Demonstration

Prepare engineering performance and cost data from testing results and submit to site users for
support of process selection (FY99). Demonstration
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Optimization of Glass Component Solubility

+ Complete survey of waste component solubilities and-critical experiments to resolve differences
in existing models (FY97). Engineering Development (RLO6WT31-A)

* Recommend testing to demonstrate effectiveness of methods to increase solubility (FY97).
Engineering Development (RLO6WT31-A)

« Test methods for maximizing solubility of minor components such as chromium and titanium in
glass (FY98). Engineering Development

* Develop and pilot test methods for maximizing the glass waste loading of components evaluated
in FY97 (FY98). Demonstration _

* Incorporate waste loading optimization results in process control model for Defense Waste
Processing Facility, and in the Hanford flowsheet (FY99). Implementation

Other Related Work
» Optimization of Waste Loading in Glass (SRS/EM-30 FY97)

Requested Budget
Funding Sour}:e FY96 (SK) FY97 (SK) FY98 (SK) FY99 ($K)

EM-50 TFA 500 450 2,900 2,500

EM-30/40 SRS 78

EM-30/40 INEL 400 535

EM-30/40 Hanford ’ 980
Total 1,958 935 2,900 2,500
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Problem Element Title: 1.2.3.2.5 Treat HLW Offgas

Problem Element Description

During tank waste immobilization processing, a secondary offgas waste stream is produced. The
immobilization process selected, the waste being treated, and the specific operating conditions of the
process all impact the volume and composition of the offgas stream produced.

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem
element. Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are
identified in the table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely
coordinated with the cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely
involve use of actual wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the
sites’ technical and programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also
have indirect benefit to related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as
“secondary” and indicate that work activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and
performance data that can aid in the site’s technical planning and scope development; however, the
work activities are not likely to provide results or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively
support technical decisions. The primary needs being addressed and the secondary needs being
partially supported within this problem element include

TFA Need . : . .
Identifying No. Site Need Title/Description
Primary 282 SRS Cold Cap/Offgas Thermodynamics Model

Secondary 543 Hanford LLW - Offgas Treatment

Problem Statement

The objective of waste vitrification is to immobilize a wide range of hazardous species in a glass
matrix. Because the waste composition is variable, the composition of the glassy phase, and of
species volatilized from the molten glass will also vary, over at least as wide a range. Effective
control of vitrification processes, and a reliable design of process equipment, require an
understanding of the interactions between feed composition and melter conditions. An
understanding of these interactions is also essential for preventing or remediating corrosion problems
in melter vapor space and offgas systems, and for optimizing waste loading in glass.

Path to Solution

+ Develop a tool which can be used by process designers to predict offgas compositions, and the
ultimate fate of various species (e.g., technetium) in HLW when fed to a melter.

+ Integrate the model into commercial simulation packages for use by the sites in designing and
optimizing vitrification process equipment selection and operations.

FY97-99 Scope

+ Identify test data requirements for model development.

+ Adapt existing models to predict the amount and composition of glass and offgas from a given
feed composition and melter operating condition.
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* Validate the model with test data from appropriate melting tests. Experiments will utilize
simulants and conditions provided by Hanford users and directly applicable to Hanford LLW.
Validation will occur with results independent of any data used to develop the model.

* Integrate the model with commercial process simulation packages. It is anticipated that the model
will be developed so that it is compatible with one or more commercial process simulation codes.
It is highly desirable that the model either be embedded in such a code, or that the model be
available in source code form so that it can be readily embedded in a commercial package.

Schedule

+ Complete documented model of cold cap/offgas chemistry (FY97). Engineering Development
(RLO6WT31-C) )

* Validate model with independent vitrification process data (FY98). Demonstration

* Provide model to users in a form compatible with commercial process simulation software
(FY98). Implementation

Other Related Work
* Cold Cap/Thermodynamics Model (SRS/EM-30 FY97)
* Mercury Treatment in Offgas Streams (MWFA FY97)

Requested Budget
Funding Source FY96 ($K) FY97 ($K) FY98 (SK) FY99 ($K)
EM-50 TFA 0 150 150 0
EM-30/40 Hanford 250
Total 250 150 150 0
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Problem Element Title: 1.3.1.3 Define Closure Criteria

Problem Element Description

Closure of radioactive waste tanks requires close interface with the retrieval operations to ensure that
residual waste volume and constituents meets closure requirements. This problem element addresses
the process step where the requirements for closure are adequately defined relative to the regulatory,
technical, stakeholder, and cost drivers. ‘

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem
element. Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are
identified in the table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely
coordinated with the cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely
involve use of actual wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the
sites’ technical and programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also
have indirect benefit to related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as
“secondary” and indicate that work activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and
performance data that can aid in the site’s technical planning and scope development; however, the
work activities are not likely to provide results or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively
support technical decisions. The primary needs being addressed and the secondary needs being
partially supported within this problem element include

1 d::lisyglege(li\lo. .Site Need Title/Description

Primary 528 Hanford Tank Closure Demonstration for an Arid Site
437 SRS Tank Clean and Closure
455 ORR Establish Clean-up Standard/Criteria

Secondary 165 INEL Determination of a Generalized Risk-Based Closure Criteria
435 SRS Determine Zeolite Removal Requirements
454 SRS Stabilization and Closure Analysis Tools
459 SRS Data for Closure

Problem Statement

Hanford, SRS, and ORR are pursuing closure or preparations for closure of waste tanks during the
FY96-99 time frame. A key issue is the definition of closure criteria and defining "how clean is
clean?” Determining how much waste can be left in the tanks and meet the appropriate regulatory
requirements which protect human health and the environment is of primary importance.

At SRS, tank closure activities in the near-term are focused specifically on Tank 19 and the four-tank
configuration of Tanks 17, 18, 19, 20 in the F Area tank farm. An evaluation of the variety of
alternative closure options (in addition to grout over the waste) needs to be performed and source
term conceptual models need to be developed.
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At Hanford, tank closure activities in the near term are focused specifically on the Hanford Tanks
Initiative with Tanks 104-AX and 106-C. Performance and cost-based closure criteria for Hanford’s
Tanks 104-AX and 106-C are needed that are acceptable to DOE, its regulators and interested
stakeholders.

At ORR, there is a need, as part of the Gunite and Associated Tanks-Treatability Study, to plan,
design, execute and operate a closure demonstration on one of the gunite tanks. This demonstration
would validate strategies, closure criteria, performance, and costs that are associated with this
activity to allow for planning the eventual closure of all the gunite tanks.

Path to Solution

+ Complete performance evaluations of tank closure options for SRS Tank 19 with data on the cost,
risk, and technical performance of preferred options.

* Develop recommendations on post-closure monitoring optlons consistent with the negotiated
performance objectives for SRS.

« Initiate a joint TFA-ORR closure demonstration to transfer the knowledge and lessons learned
from the SRS waste retrieval and closure demonstration.

* Build off of SRS and ORR experience to support the Hanford Tanks Initiative.

* Identify and evaluate closure performance objectives and technical options for Hanford Tanks
104-AX and 106-C, with stakeholder and user input.

* Provide technical, cost, and risk performance evaluation data to user to aid in determination of a
preferred closure strategy for the Hanford Tanks Initiative tanks.

FY97-99 Scope

SRS .

The main focus of these activities is support of Tank 19 in the F-Area tank farm, which is scheduled
for closure by the end of FY97. Specific work scope will

* Evaluate disposal configuration options for tank closure. Specifically, a variety of alternative
closure options for evaluation (in addition to grout over the waste) will be explored and source
term conceptual models will be developed for the closure configurations chosen for evaluation. A
concept study for treatment walls will be performed. Appropriate long-lived radio nuclide
“getters” for inclusion in grout or treatment walls will be evaluated.

* Conduct a performance evaluation for selected preferred disposal options. For each closure
configuration, permissible waste concentrations will be estimated. Permissible waste
concentrations will be directly tied to quantitative regulatory performance objectives. Both the
radionuclide and heavy metal components of the waste inventory will be evaluated for several
different pathways such as groundwater, inadvertent intruder, and all pathways.

+ Conduct a cost-benefit analysis to compare costs and risks of each evaluated preferred closure
configuration.

+ Recommend closure monitoring strategies based on results of the performance evaluation and
cost/benefit analyses. A variety of active and passive monitoring schemes will be evaluated to
develop a cost-effective post-closure monitoring scheme, whlch is focused on monitoring the
appropriate site performance measures.

Hanford
The main focus of this effort is support of closure activities for Tanks 104-AX and 106-C as part of
the Hanford Tanks Initiative. Specific work scope will
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+ Identify likely regulatory requirements and evaluate quantltatwe performance objectives based on
these regulatlons

 Determine various tank closure configurations with the site users and establish a baseline
conceptual model of the near-tank environment, pathways, and receptors of concern, based upon
previous characterization results and site assessments.

« Conduct scoping analyses to evaluate the performance and cost/benefit of various tank closure
configurations and waste retrieval options for Tanks 104-AX and 106-C. Risk and permissible
waste concentrations will be calculated for each preferred closure configuration and waste
treatment/retrieval option.

« Conduct a study of alternatives for clean closure of the tank farms, evaluating options and
technical feasibility of remediation of contaminated soils beneath and around tanks in the AX
Farm, with and without removal of the tanks.

« Conduct a probabilistic assessment of health and safety risk to onsite workers, and to the general
public, as a consequence of normal operations and postulated accidents for alternative closure
assumptions.

« Develop information to support U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission’s determination of residual
waste classification for 104-AX, residual waste in 104-AX, and contaminated soil beneath 104-
AX. Interaction with the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission will also attempt to establish a
definitive basis and process for classification of residual waste for future closure actions for
Hanford’s single-shell tank farms.

A joint TFA/Oak Ridge National Laboratory demonstration similar to the Waste Retrieval and
Closure Demonstration at SRS will be initiated. The TFA will

+ Provide technical expertise in the areas of developing closure criteria, performance objectives,
and closure strategies. ORR will retain overall responsibility for the demonstration. The TFA
will support transfer of the knowledge gained at the SRS (i.e., negotiations with regulators,
closure criteria, and closure strategies).

« Partially support operations at ORR to implement tank closure.

Schedule

+ Complete performance evaluation analysis and cost/benefit and risk analysis of preferred closure
options for SRS Tank 19. Provide results to SRS users in support of closure strategy development
(FY97). Implementation (AL26WT51-A)

» Identify post-closure monitoring strategies for SRS consistent with risk analysis (FY97).
Implementation (AL26WT51-A)

» Complete performance evaluation and cost/benefit analysis of preferred closure preparation
options for 104-AX (FY97). Implementation (RLOTWT61-AS5)

« Complete Assessment of Near-Field and Far-Field Contaminant Transport and Health Effects for
AX Farm (FY97). Implementation (RLOTWT61-A5)

« Complete Probabilistic Assessment of Health and Safety Risk to Workers and the Public for
Postulated Accidents and Releases During Closure Preparation Operations, for Clean Closure and
Landfill Closure Alternatives for 104-AX (FY98). Implementation

+ Complete preliminary performance evaluation and cost/benefit analysis of retrieval required for
106-C (FY98). Implementation

» Complete Assessment of Near-Field and Far-Field Contaminant Transport and Health Effects for
C Farm (FY99). Implementation
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+ Complete recommendations on closure criteria and performance objectives and prepare a
preliminary performance evaluation of recommended closure options to ORR (FY98).
Demonstration ‘

+ Submit detailed closure strategies and their corresponding Performance Evaluations to ORR
(FY98). Demonstration

Other Related Work
+ Multiport Grout Injection (SCFA FY97) '
* In Situ Grouting for GAAT Closure (TFA FY98, EM-30 (ORR) FY97)

Requested Budget
Funding Source FY96 ($K) FY97 ($K) FY98 ($K) FY99 (8K)
EM-50 TFA 450 2,280 1,150
EM-40 (ORR) 305 1,000
Total 755 3,280 1,150
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Problem Element Title: 1.3.1.7 Stabilize Tank for Closure

Problem Element Description

To prevent subsidence of a tank, collapse of the domed top, long-term migration of residual
contaminants, or short-term release of residual waste contents due to catastrophic failure,
stabilization of the tanks and installation of surface or subsurface barriers may be required following
retrieval and post-retrieval characterization, but before final closure. Stabilization may encompass
grout filling to fill and stabilize wastes, or simple gravel fill to prevent tank dome collapse. Barrier
technology may include engineered surface barriers to prevent water, plant, and animal intrusion, or
subsurface barriers that prevent contaminants or moisture from migrating downward to the water
table.

Priority Site Needs

The FY96 site needs assessment process identified high-impact site needs within this problem
element. Work activities have been proposed to directly address these specific need(s). These are
identified in the table below as “primary” needs, and indicate that work activities will a) be closely
coordinated with the cognizant engineers or technical points of contact at the identified site, b) likely
involve use of actual wastes from that site, and c) result in products that will feed directly into the
sites’ technical and programmatic decisions. Work activities addressing a primary need may also
have indirect benefit to related TFA site needs. These are identified in the table below as
“secondary” and indicate that work activities will potentially provide valuable lessons learned and
performance data that can aid in the site’s technical planning and scope development; however, the
work activities are not likely to provide results or data on site-specific wastes that could definitively
support technical decisions. The primary needs being addressed and the secondary needs being
partially supported within this problem element include

TFA Need . . s
Identifying No. Site Need Title/Description
Primary 546 Hanford Testing of Capillary Breaks

547 Hanford Getter Materials

578 Hanford Long-term Testing of Surface Barrier

Secondarv N/A

Problem Statement

The original three site needs statements, as listed above, highlight a generic class of needs for the
closure of HLW tanks. Taken together, these needs state that the Hanford site needs knowledge and
concepts to characterize the soil surrounding the waste tanks and to stabilize the waste tanks, if
required, by .

» Adding materials that preferentially capture and retain out of the environment those radionuclides
that contribute the most to the risk consequences of the waste residue in the tank.

« Developing data on potential barrier performances that can reduce the water recharge rates to the
stabilized tanks. Numerous performance assessments have pomted to the recharge rate to the
stabilized waste form as a major dose consequence driver.

 Developing concepts and designs that divert away any recharge water that penetrates the surface
barrier to the stabilized tank site, to further reduce mobility of residue radionuclides.
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Therefore, concepts, designs, and specific materials need to be developed that allow the tank(s)
closed at Hanford to maximize the performance of its closure strategy to reduce to the maximum
extent possible the eventual dose consequences of residue waste.

Path to Solution

» Assess current state-of-the-art in closure strategies and options.

* Develop new closure strategies based on regulatory performance requirements.
* Test and validate appropriate closure options for Hanford and other sites’ use.
* Characterize the extent of soil contamination around Tank 104-AX.

FY97-99 Scope
This activity will investigate closure strategies that result in better retention of radxonuclldes in the

stabilized waste tank. Specifically, this activity will

. Review state-of-the-art closure strategies, and develop and design new closure strategies and
options based on negotiated closure requirements and performance objectives.

* Develop the validation data for these new strategies. - A data base will be developed of closure
options and their performance parameters will be developed to ensure an adequate decision base
is available for the Hanford Tanks Initiative.

Schedule

* Survey and sample the vadose zone around 104-AX to determine extent of contamination as input
to source term estimates and closure performance objectives (FY97). Implementation
(RLO7TWT61-A2)

* Complete assessment of the state-of-the-art for tank closure (FY98). Engineering Development

» Complete detailed designs and testing of new closure strategies and options (FY99).
Demonstration

Other Related Work

 Barrier Technologies (SCFA FY97)

* Getter Materials (Industry Program FY97)
* Soil/Groundwater Monitors (CMST)

Requested Budget

Funding Source FY96 (3K) FY97 ($K) FY98 (8K) FY99 (8K)

EM-50 TFA 700 600 1,000

Total 700 600 - 1,000
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Appendix C - Acronyms, .Abbr’eviations, and Glossary

This appendix provides a list of acronyms and abbreviations and a glossary of terms that are used
in this Multiyear Program Plan. Both lists are organized alphabetically.

CERCLA
CSEE
DOE
EIS |
EM
EM-30
EM-40
EM-50
FY
HLW
HTI
INEL
LA/MS
LDUA
LLW
MYPP

.ORR

Acronyms and Abbreviations

Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act
Confined Sluicing End Effector

U.S. Department 9f Energy

environmental impact statement

Office of Environmental Restoratio;l and Waste Management (DOE)
Office of Waste'Management (DOE)

Office of Environmental Restoration (DOE)

Office of Science and Technology (DOE)

fiscal year

high-level waste

Hanford Tanks Initiative

Idaho National Eng.ineering Laboratory (Idgho Falils, Idaho) )

laser ablation/mass spectrometry

Light-Duty Utility Arm

low-level waste

"multiyear program plan

Oak Ridge Reservation (Oak Ridge, Tennessee)
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SRS Savannah River Site (Aiken, South Carolina)

STCG Site Technology Coordination Group

TFA Tanks Focus Area

TRU transuranic (waste)

TWRS Tank Waste Remediation System

USG User Steering Group
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Glossary

baseline
A quantitative definition of cost, schedule, and technical performance that serves
as a base or standard for measurement and control during the performance of an
effort; the established plan against which the status of resources and the effort of
the overall program, field programs, projects, tasks, or subtasks are measured,
assessed, and controlled. Once established, baselines are subject to change
control procedures.

coordinate
Work that is informally integrated, where the relevance of related tasks is
acknowledged by sharing data and/or facilities.

crosscutting program
A program that manages common technology needs across the sites.

double-shell tank .
A reinforced concrete underground vessel with two inner steel liners that provide
containment and backup containment of liquid waste; annulus (space between
the two liners) is configured to permit detection of leaks from the inner liner.

fiscal year work plan (FYWP)
A document that describes the planned scope, schedule, and budget for that
fiscal year. For the Tanks Focus Area FYWP, the technical elements will be
described at one level above the work plan level. The FYWP is reviewed and
updated at least annually.

high-impact needs
Needs that 1) have been identified by the sites as high impact, 2) have
application to site baseline in 1 to 3 years, 3) meet fundamental gaps or
uncertainties in the site baseline, and 4) have a multisite benefit.

high-level waste (HLW)

High-level radioactive waste is defined in the Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982
(PL 97-425) as *(A) the highly radioactive material resulting from the
reprocessing of spent nuclear fuel, including liquid waste produced directly in

" reprocessing and any solid material derived from such liquid waste that contains
fission products in sufficient concentrations; and (B) other highly radioactive
material that the [Nuclear Regulatory Commission], consistent with existing law,
determines by rule requires permanent isolation.”
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high-priority items
Technology needs that are deemed essential to the site baselines.

leverage
Work that is formally integrated by linking technical task plans or activity data
sheets across organizations.

low-level waste (LLW)
Low-level radioactive waste is defined in the Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982
(PL 97-425) as “radioactive material that (A) is not high-level radioactive waste,
spent nuclear fuel, transuranic waste, or by-product material...; and (B) the
[Nuclear Regulatory Commission], consistent with existing law, classifies as
low-level radioactive waste.” By-product material is defined in the Aromic
Energy Act of 1954 [42 U.S.C. 2014(e)(2)] as “(1) any radioactive material
(except special nuclear material) yielded in or made radioactive by exposure to
the radiation incident to the process of producing or utilizing special nuclear
material, and (2) the tailings or wastes produced by the extraction or concen-
tration of uranium or thorium from any ore processed primarily for its source
material content.”

multiyear program plan (MYPP)
A document that includes high-level descriptions of planned scope, schedule,
and budget for a period of several years. For the Tanks Focus Area MYPP, the
recommended technical elements are described and preliminary funding
estimates are provided. The MYPP defines the Tanks Focus Area technical
program and provides the basis for requests for proposals. The MYPP is
reviewed at least annually to determine if changes are necessary.

needs breakdown structure
An organized listing of needs that were identified by the four tank sites.

risk
The combined result of the probability and consequences of failure of an'item
expressed in quantitative terms.

saltcake
The crystalline water-soluble solids in waste tanks.

single-shell tank )
One of 149 single-shell carbon steel tanks (ranging in size from 55,000 to
1,000,000 gal) that have been used to store high-level radioactive waste at the
Hanford Site, Richland, Washington.
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Site Technology Coordination Group (STCG)
A group (currently being formed) consisting of stakeholders, users, and U.S. .
Department of Energy representatives at each of the four tank sites. The group
is responsible for coordinating regulatory and stakeholder interfaces at each tank
site and facilitation of the interactions among these groups and the Tanks Focus
Area Technical Team.

sludge .
' A thick layer containing chemicals that have precipitated or settled to the bottom

of a tank. Sludge can be difficult to pump.

stakeholders
People and organizations involved in making decisions about the remediation of
tank waste. Stakeholders may include impacted Native American tribes, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, U.S. Department of Energy, and many others.

supernate

The upper layer of salts in a waste tank dissolved in water.

Tanks Focus Area (TFA) . _
The mission of this U.S. Department of Energy focus area is to manage an
integrated technology development program that results in the application of
technology to safely and efficiently accomplish tank remediation across the
U.S. Department of Energy complex.

technology development
' The process of applying science to achieve commercial objectives and to solve
. technical problems. Technology development includes conceiving of new ideas,
proof-of-principle testing, bench-scale testing, pilot-scale testing, and
technology transfer activities necessary for technology application. Note that
not all of these activities may be performed for the development of a particular
technology and that technology development activities are considered complete
when a technology has been selected for technology application.

TFA Implementation Team
This team develops the implementation plan and directs the Tanks Focus Area
Management Team. This team is led by the U.S. Department of Energy
Richland Operations Office and consists of seven contractors and national
laboratories (of which Pacific Northwest National Laboratory is the lead) and the
User Steering Group.
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TFA Management Team
This team sets policy and provides direction, guidance, and performance
measures to the Tanks Focus Area. This team consists of representatives from
U.S. Department of Energy-Headquarters and operations offices at Idaho, Oak
Ridge, Richland (Hanford), and Savannah River.

TFA Technical Review Group
A group consisting of technical experts in each of the primary program areas
from national laboratories and universities. The group is responsible for
reviewing both processes and products of the Tanks Focus Area.

TFA Technical Team
A group consisting of the Tanks Focus Area Technical Integration Coordinator,
the five Technology Integration Managers, and ad hoc technical experts.

transuranic (TRU) waste
TRU waste is defined in the Atomic Energy of 1954 [42 USC 2014(ee)] as
“material contaminated with elements that have an atomic number greater than
92, including neptunium, plutonium, americium, and curium, and that are in
concentrations greater than 10 nanocuries per gram, or in such other concen-
trations as the Nuclear Regulatory Commission may prescribe to protect the
public health and safety.”

TRU waste is primarily generated by research and development activities,
plutonium recovery, weapons manufacturing, environmental restoration, and
decontamination and decommissioning. Most TRU waste exists in solid form
(e.g., protective clothing, paper trash, rags, glass, miscellaneous tools, and
equipment). Some TRU waste is in liquid form (sludges) resulting from
chemical processing for recovery of plutonium or other TRU elements.

User Steering Group (USG)
A group consisting of senior managers of the four site tank remediation
programs. The USG is responsible for 1) assisting in establishing effective
technical support networks and work locations at the sites, 2) approving this
multiyear program plan and the fiscal year work plan, and 3) actively suppdrting
the transitioning of current site-based technology programs to the Tanks Focus
Area and then transferring demonstrated technologies back to the sites.

users .
Staff and organizations located at the four waste tank sites responsible for
managing the wastes.
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