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TRUWaste Lead Organization-WIPP Project Office

Interface ControlBoard

Semi-Annual Report

INTRODUCTION

The Charterestablishingthe InterfaceControlBoard and the administrative
organizationto manage the interfaceof the TRU Waste Lead Organizationand
the WIPP ProjectOffice also requirespreparationof a sun_naryreport
describing "significantinterfaceactivities". This report includes a
discussionof InterfaceWorking Group (IWG) "recommendationsand resolutions
consideredand implemented"over the reportingperiod October1984 to
March 1g85.

SUMMARY OF ICB ACTIVITIES

InterfaceControl Board. The membership of the ICB is comprised of the TRU
ProgramManager (DOE/AL/WMTDD)and the WIPP OperationsBranch Chief
(DOE/AL/WPO). The TRU ProgramManager chairs the ICB. One representative
from the WIPP TechnicalSupport Contractor(Westinghouse)and two
respresentatlvesfrom the Joint IntegrationOffice (one Rockwell and one
Westinghouse)are non-votlngmembers of the ICB. Each of the four members
has designatedan alternate from within their organization.

The membershipof the ICB is:

M. H. McFadden,TRU ProgramManager, ICB Chairman

A. E. Hunt, WIPP/DOE,Operations & TechnologyDevelopmentBranch Chief

V. F. Llkar,WIPP TechnicalSupportContractor,Westinghouse

K. B. McKinley,Joint IntegrationOffice/RockwellInternational

E. G. Hess, Joint IntegrationOffice/Westinghouse

AlternateMembersare:

D. M. Lund, DOE/AL/WMTDD

T. D. Stroud,DOE/WIPP

J. W. Sadler,WIPP TechnicalSupportContractor,Westinghouse

J. V. Guerrero,Joint IntegrationOffice/RockwellInternational

CurrentActivities. The purposeof the InterfaceManagementorganization
provides a system for exchange of information,establishingbaselinesto
control program changes, and providingfor cooperationin decisions
affectingboth the TRU Waste Lead Organization(TLO) and the WIPP Project
Office (WPO).



Change control issues are raised and discussed by representatives of both
the TLO and WPOat the Interface Control Board (ICB) meetings. The ICB
identifies issues requiring technical coordination and further consideration
of the system impacts resulting from these changes. The ICB appoints
Interface Working Groups (IWG's), as required, to technically address issues
and provide recommendations for change control.

The major Interface issues raised by the ICB over the past six months have
Included:

o WIPP-WACChanges
o Neutron Dose Ltmtt
o Gas Generatt on
o PE-Curie Limit
o Mobt1e NDA-NDE
o Package Testing
o Barcoding
o RH Characterization

INTERFACEWORKING GROUPS

The InterfaceControlBoard establishesand providesguidance to the IWG's.
A summary of the currentmembership and activitiesof the IWG's includes:

Barcoding IWG

Membership: B. Chiquelin,WIPP/TSC (Chairman)
J. Warren, LANL
R. Blauvelt,Mound
M. Neal, JIO/RI
T. Rhyne, ORNL

Activities
Letterswere sent to the IWG members transmittinga guidancememo and
charter. Bill Chiquelin,Chairman,proposes their first meeting be
held mid-May.

Non-DestructiveAssay/Non-DestructiveExaminationIWG

Membership: T.H. Nielsen, JIO/RI (Chairman)
J. CaldwelI, LANL
T. Halverson,TSC, Westinghouse

Activities
Work is continuingon the report addressingtechnicaland operational
impactsof using a mobile NDA/NDE system at waste storage and shipping
sites and WIPP.

ICB Actions
_he ICB isawaiting issuance of the final report before it provides
review and comment.



Operations and Transportation Pl annin_ IWG

Membership: J.A. Detamore, JIO/RI (Co-chairman)
J. E. Johnson, Westinghouse/WIPP (Co-chaiman)
D. M. Krieg, RFP, Rockwell International

Activities
Under the direction of the ICB, the IWG is continuing to revise the
analysis for the waste workoff duration incorporating new data now
available on the workoff rates.

ICB Actions
Based on the preliminary report, the ICB recommendedthe 25 year waste
work-off duration be incorporated in the TRUWaste Program Long Range
Plan. The ICB is awaiting the final report of the analysis.

RH Canister IWG

Membership: G.A. Beitel, RHO (Chairman)
G. D. Pierce,JIO/RI
J. E. Stumbaugh,Westinghouse/WIPP
J. D. Hurley,JIO/W

Activities
The RH Canister baseline has been submittedto the ICB.

ICB Actions
The ICB reviewedand approvedthe RH Canister baseline.

RH TransportationPackage IWG

Membership: J.D. Hurley,JIO/Westinghouse(Chairman)
W. D. Box, ORNL
F. E. Harrington,ORNL
M. M. Warrant, SNLA
J. E. Stumbaugh,Westinghouse/WIPP

Activities
In March the IWG met to complete revisionsof the InterfaceControl
Baselineas requestedby the ICB. Also in response to the ICB, the IWG
is assessingthe technicalfeasibilityof expandingand modifying the
present RH transportationsystem to ship certifiedTRU wastes in 30 and
55 gallon drums in the existing COC cask. The IWG is also working to
revise the interfacecontrol baselineand to develop informationon
high-neutronwastes.

ICB Actions
The ICB invited the IWG chairman to the March meeting to report on
their activities.



RH TRU Waste CharacteristicsIWG

Membership: M.M. Warrant, SNLA (Chairman)
D. A. Peterson,EG&G Idaho
H. M. Batchelder,Westinghouse/WIPP
G. D. Pierce,JIO/RI

Activities
_n complianceto a request from the ICB for a status report on RH TRU
waste characteristics,the IWG generateddata first hand by visiting
ORNL, LANL, and RHO during March. G. D. Pierce was selected as the
replacementfor R. Richardella.

ICB Actions
To develop the RH TRU waste characteristicsreport, the IWG members and
the ICB chairpersonhave visited ORNL, LANL and RHO. The ICB is
currentlywaiting to receive the final report on RH Waste
Characteristicsfrom informationgeneratedfrom the visits to ORNL,
LANL and RHO.

TRUPACT-I IWG

Membership: L.E. Romesberg,SNLA (Chairman)
J. D. Hurley,J!O/Westlnghouse
J. G. Ortiz, Westinghouse,WIPP

Activities
Yhe IWG is developinga baseline.

ICB Actions

The ICB has approved a reviseddeadline of May 30, 1985, for the
completion of a current baseline.

TRU Waste Packaging IWG

Membership- R. Roberts, RHO (Chairman)
J. Johnson, TSC, Westinghouse
T. Nielsen,JIO/RI
D. Edling,Mound

Activities

Letters were sent to the IWG members with a guidance memo and charter.
Randy Roberts held the first meeting of the IWG on April 25, 1985.
Concern that overtestingmay take place was discussed. The guideline
was establishedthat any package that met the Type A requirementswas
sufficient and no further testingwould be required.

FUTURE ACTIVITIES
Future activieswill consist of monthly meetings of the ICB to identifyand
address interfaceissues as they occur.
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Issued: 5/8/85 "' • •

Guidance Memorandum
i i

Interface Worktn 9 Group

TRUWaste Barcodtn9

purpose. This guidance memorandumwhich adheres to requirements established
tn the TLO-WPOInterface ManagementCharter (See Attachment) outlines task
uidance and membership for the TRUWaste Barcoding Interface Working Group
IWG). The ICB establishes this IWGto address the current task and will

determine if the IWGwill continue once the task t_ completed.

IWG Issues. The I1:8 directs the IWGto assess the status of barcoding
activity at the WIPP and at the TRUwaste generation and storage sites.
Once this is accomplished the IWB will evaluate the benefits and costs of
establishing a standardized barcodtng system for transuranic wastes. In
compiling this information, the IWGwill consider the requirements of both
the WIPP and the sites. Whenthe analysis is complete, the IWGwill provide
the ICB with a report recommendingan interface baseline for barcoding
activities and a proposal for coordinating barcoding activities with
system-wide issues.

IWGMembership. The IWGmembership will be comprised of W. Chiquelin,
WIPPITSC;J. Warren, LANL; R. Blauvelt, MF; M. Heal, ChairmanJIO/RI;

IWG Communication. The communicationand reportingrequirementsidentified
in the InterfaceManagementCharterwill be followed during IWG activities.
In addition,the IWG should provide a written final report to the Interface
Control by (June 30, 1985). The IWG chairman will appear before the first
ICB meeting followingcompletionof the task to report on the IWG's
recommendationsand respondto questionsfrom the ICB.
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Issued: 10/9/84

GUIDANCE HZHORAN1)I/H

INTERFACE WOPJt.INGGROUP

I_A/NOE

purpese. _hls Culd•nce Memorandum adheres to requirements establlshed In the
TLC-_P_ lhr•rf•ce Han•gement Charter (see attachment). The purpose of this
memor•ndum i• to _st•bltsh the l;;H membership and initiate the first task.

Interface Issues. The _ _s requested to prep•re • technical and operatlonsl
de•crlptlon of the potential impacts of using alternative NDA/I_DE systems ..
(£ncludlng amoblle system). The primary issue• are (1) technical
consistency vlth NDA/NDE systems lt shipping and receiving sites, and (2)
vhether WIPP NDA/NDE schedules and frequency would permit • single mobile
system to serve both sa_11 shippln_ sites and the WIPP.

;;lth regard to the first issue, the ZWG should concentrate its evaluation on

defining what quantltatlv_ Info_utlon such systems could provide ¢o DOE for
decision making on vast• management issues. The Z;;G should not attempt to
resolve policy issues. The Z$;G evaluation should quantify discussions of
accuracy, uncertainly, reproducibility, end confidence levels. Zn addition,
the discussion should Tevlev the feaslbillty of standardization vlth waste
shipping slte NDA/NDE systems.

;;lth regard ¢o the second issue, the I;;G should dete_ ins whether sn assay
system would be required at the ;;IPP on a full tlme basis, or whether lt would

be available a fraction of the time for use at small shipping sites.

IWG Membersht____pp. The membership for this I',;0 vtll include J. Caldwell, L/_CL;
T. Nielsen, TWSO (chairperson); and T. Halverson, Westinghouse.

IWG Comunlcatlon. The communication and reporting requirements identified in
'the Charter will be followed during I;;G activities. In addition, the I$;G _r111
provide • vritten res'ponse ¢o the ICB ab¢ '_ the issues or problems identified
in ¢hls Interface Cuidance HeBorandum. This response rill Include possible
alternatlves for resolving these Lssues or problems vlth • t_-mferred
alternative and, If necessary, any supporting information or dlscusslon
necessary to explain ox document the r-_comendstions.. Copies of the report
vi11 be provided to •II members of the ICB and to any further distribution
identl£ied by the ICB. Pie•s• submit a report on thls task to the ICB by
November 30, 1984.

0057H
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Issued: 3/20/84

GUIDANCEMEMORANDUM

INTERFACEWORKING GROUP

Operationsand TransportationPlannin9

Purpose. This guidancememo adheresto requirementsestablishedin the
TLO-WPO InterfaceManagementCharter (See Attachment). The purpose of
this memo is to outline the boundaryfor InterfaceWorking Group (IWG)
activitiesand to establishthe IWG membership.

InterfaceBoundarj/.The boundaryfor the IWG on Operationsand
TransportationPlanning includesactivitiesrequiringcoordinationof WIPP
startupand operating scheduleswith activitiesand schedulesfor
transportingdefense TRU wastes from the storage and generatingsites to
the WIPP. In addition,the boundaryextends to the followingactivities:

o Coordinationof trafficmanagement participationin planning for
transportingTRU wastes to the WIPP.

o Coordinationof plans for dispatching,maintenanceand inspecting
waste transportationsystemsshipping TRU wastes to the WIPP.

o Identificationand coordinationof potentialroutes availableto
ship TRU wastes from storageand generatingsites to the WIPP.

o Coordinationof the technicalrequirementsfor loading/unloading
the transportationsystemsshipping TRU wastes to the WIPP.

o Identificationand coordinationof the extent and impactsof the
involvementof the State of New Mexico on transportingTRU wastes
to the WIPP.

o Identificationand coordinationof the operationalrestraintsor
potentialrestraintson waste packages to be shippedto the WIPP.

o Identificationand coordinationof the transportationrestraints
or potentialrestraintson waste packages to be shipped to the
WIPP.

o Identificationand coordinationof modificationsto the waste
throughoutrates at the WIPP.

Baseline Requirements. The first activity of each IWG is to identify and
define the specificand existing interfacefeatureswithin the boundary
established by this memorandum. This should be accomplishedthrough
meetings or conferencecalls at the earliest convenienceof the members.
These featureswould include appropriateand applicableparts of the
current design or design criteria;they may also be agreed upon limits,



procedures andmethodsassociated with TRUwaste managementactivities
which affect either TLOor 14PO.

The features wtll be subettted to the %CBfor approval by April 13, 1984
and will becomethe baseline for that particular interface area of
coordination. Oncethe baseline ts estab1|shed and approved, any
conceptualized changewhich affects any of the defined features either
directly or indirectly must be approvedby the ICB before any actions are
taken affecting the baseline. The ICB may request analyses and further
tnfonaatton to determine the technical Impacts and tradeoffs of either
Implementing the changeor not Implementing the change. If requested; this
data will be co_ptied by tje I_ tnto a letter report and transmitted to
the ICB.

I_/GIlode of Operation. An Interface issue requiring IWGreview maybe
either assigned by the ICB, or may be identified by a memberof the I_ and
brought to the attention of the appropriate organization within the ICB.
In general, the IWGts responsible for maintaining the stability of the
baseline and for Identifying any significant issues which mayrequire
charlges to the baseline. The IWGwill report on the status of the baseline
at least once at the end of each FY quarter. In addition, any relevant
documentsused in developing recommendationsfor resolving interface issues
will be madeavailable to the ICB uponrequest.

.Ik_ Membership. Themembershipof this IWG Includes:

o ,1. A. Detamore,TIASO,Co-Chairman
o D. FI. Krieg, RI/RFP
o J. E. Johnson, Westincjhouse/_/IPP,Co-Chairman

The designated chairmen are responsible for joint coordination of the II_G
activities including: scheduling meetings, receiving and coordinating
correspondence incoming to the IWG, and coordinating and sending
documentationoriginating from the IWG. The chairmanship of the IWGwill
be reviewed annually.

!1_ Comunicatton. The comuntcatton and reporting requtreDer_ts identified
in the TI.O-_o Interface _lanagementCharter will be fol10wed during Ik_
activities. In addition, the I_ wtll provide a written response to the
ICB tdenttftng Issues or problems. This response will include alternatives
for resolving the Issues or problems, with a preferred a]ternattve
identified and, if necessary, supporting infor_ation or discussion
necessary to explain or documentreco_endations. Copies of the report
will be provided to a11 meobersof the ICB and to any further distribution
identified by the ICB.

Co_aunicatton within the IWGon Interface issues will be tn addition to the
established lines of coa_aun|cattonwithin each of the organizations
cor,_prtstng the ICB, the TRUWasteLead Organization (TLO) and the _/IPP
Project Office (_0). An interface Issue identified or recommendationsfor
resolving an issue by the I_ membershould be coordinated within the IWG
and then raised to the organization responsible for that activity within
the ICB.

-2-



issued: 4/9/84

_ i i

GUIDANCE MEMOR._........

D TR SPO ^TION..PUWNXZNT RrAC'

To_ic" Inventory tC_'ko£_ Duration

1__ - This guidance memorandumdescribes _Ni_ments for a review
o£ alternatives to the rK_inal 18-_{ear inventory _rko(f pericxl
established as a planning basis in the _b:mg-PanqeMaster Plan for
Defense Transuranic Waste. This memorandtn adheres to Inter(ace H_rklng
Group (IW;) and'otJ_er requir_menU established in the T[O-WI_ Interface
Managemnt Charter, and in the origlnal Operations and _anslx_ration
Planning IWG Guidance Memorandumd_ted March 20, 1984.

Interface Issue - The_.a_ar to be _ting goals in desires to:
(a) min'_ize and levelize program costs over the period 1984 - 2015:
and, (b) desires to d_nonstrate high WIPP emplacement rates and work OfF
stored TWJ inventories rapidly. A policy decision on the inventory
worko£f period will ce_ainly affect stored inventory retrieval,
sorting, processlng, and certification rates; trans;x_cts¢ion
requirements; and WIPP emplacement rates, lt could affect facility and
equipment regui_nts, as well as o_rating schedules, lt could select
both near-term and long-range costa (or individual sites/p_gran_, ard
_or de_ensa TRU waste n_nagement as a whole, lt could a_ect _he
ful_ill_ent of c_.mi_menta to I_r_ies outside of DOE.

The DC; is thus requested to:

1. Assess the extent and nature o_ the issue, and in this pt_ss
establish a b_sellno defining what schedule, performance, and £utuce
cost i_gacts are :_levant to the decision.

2. lden_i£y alternate _)rko_ pa rlOds cn which to focus a
_ative analysis {e.g., 12-_e_r, 18-year, 25-year}, includirg at
least one which dem_s_rates a _ull one-shift capacity WIPP _lacemenc
rate and one which minimizes iteration fleet size.

3. Identit_ ai_rc_riate assumptions or ranges o_ assumptions on
• _ich to base the analysis (e.g., rail/truck tran_tion mode mix).

4." Collectively identil_ TLO and _ _esponsibllitieo _or the
identification and assessment of _cta in the parts of the syst_
under development by TLD and W_, respectively.



-2-

5. P_ach agreement: t_at the _acts and tradeo_s identified by WPO
and _ separately are cot_ct and comprehensive when seen f_m a
_stom-_ide pe_ect irs.

5. Prepare a _port to the Inte:fa:e ConL-_l _:_, des:_.bir_ the
alternatives :ev_eved, _ assu_tions made, the _pact_ and t:adeof£s
identified, and • _nded lnvenCo_ wocko£_ L:_rlod tor future
planning.

A flnal report;is due no later than May 31, 1984.
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Issued: 3/12/84

GUIDANCE MEMORANDUM

INTERFACEWORKItlGGROUP
i lllll

RH Canister
lm

This guidance memoadheres to requirements stabltshed in thee
Interface ManagementCharter (See Attachment). The purpose of this

memois to outline the boundary for Interface Working Group (IWG)
activities and to establish the IWGmembership.

Interface Boundary. The boundary for the II_Gon the RH Canister includes
'interface activities concerning the development of compatible and
consistent waste packaging for acceptance to the WIPP. In addition, the
boundary extendsto the followingactivities:

o Identificationand coordinationof the RH Canister handling
characteristics,especiallythe compatibilityof the TRU waste
packagingwith WIPP handlingcapacity.

o Identificationand coordinationof any changesto the physical
characteristicsof the RH Canister.

BaselineRequirements. The first activityof each IWG is to identifyand
define the specific and existing interfacefeatureswithin the boundary
establishedby this memorandum. This shouldbe accomplishedthrough
meetings or conferencecalls at the earliestconvenienceof the members.
These features would includeeither appropriateand applicableparts of the
currentdesign or design criteria;they may also be agreed upon limits,
procedures or methodsassociatedwith TRU waste management activitieswhich
affect either TLO or WPO.

The features will be submittedto the ICB for approvalby April 13, 1984
•nd will become the baseline for that particularinterfacearea of
coordination. Once the baseline is establishedand approved,any

-conceptualizedchange which affectsany of the defined features directly or
indirectlymust be approvedby the ICB before taking any actions. The ICB
_ay request analyses and furtherinformationto determine the technical
impactsand tradeoffsof either implementingthe change or not implementing
the change. If requested,this data will be compiled by the IWG into a
letterreport and transmittedto the ICB.

IWG r_odeof Operation. An interfaceissue requiringIWG review may be
either assigned'by'theICB, or may be identifiedby a ,_eraberof the IWG and
brought to the attentionof the appropriateorganizationwithin the ICB.
In (]enera!,the IWG is responsiblefor maintainingthe stabilityof the
ba_e!ine and for identifyingany significantissueswhich may require



RH Canister InterfaceWorking Group (IWG)

D. E. Ball, IWG Chairman,Rockwell Hanford Operations,Richland_WA
J. D. Hurley, Joint IntegrationOffice/Westlnghouse,Albuquerque,_¢t4
Z. W. Stachon, Bechtel National, Inc., San Francisco,CA
J. E. Stumbaugh,TSC, Westinghouse,Carlsbad, NM

Canister RestrictionsReport. lt is importantthat the RH TRU waste
canister restrictionstask report be completedand submittedto the ICB.
If further delay is anticipatedin completing this task, the IWG is
requestedto contact the ICB to discuss the delay.

RH Canister Baseline. Essentially,a baseline is the establishedstarting
point for coordinationand interfaceactivity. This is the point of
planning or activitywhere any new impactsof proposed changes must be
consideredby the IWG and the ICB. lt should be helpful to consider the
major issues before the IWG and to define the baseline initiallyfor these
issues first.

Because of the problemof monitoring too much informationand the fact
that controllingtoo many details is counterproductive,the complete RH
carjisterdesign and manuals are not suitable for the interfacecontrol
baseline. Not everythingin the RH canister design needs interface
control, and to require ICB review and approval of any change in the
design is unnecessarilycumbersome.

An example of a characteristicof the canister suitablefor baselining,
the canister pintle should be baselinedand, once this is done, the design
is not changed without ICB concurrence. The impacts of any proposed
change then would be assessed on the grappling hook interfacebefore the
canister baseline would be changed.

The revision of your baseline,concentrateon those interfacefeatures
that need to be monitoredand baselined. If a portion of the baseline is
best described by referenceto existing documents,use a special sjnnbolin
the document for that feature; do not referencethe entire document.
Please submit a revisedbaseline descriptionto the ICB by Dctober 31,
1984.



_ssued: 3/27/84

• _ldendum Z

GUXDAHCE_RA_

RH Canister XnterEaceworkingGroup

Topic: Caniste= _s_rActions

__se: _._is guidance =:and= deac:ibes :e_l_ments for a review o_
_stricti_ o( .the _ ?_ vae_ canister. ?hie _rar_um m_e_s to
Xn_erface_Ming Group (DC;) and other tequirengntsestablishedin t_e
¢DO-k_O Xntar_aceHanagemantChartereand in the orlginal_I Csnlste:X_
Guidance Hem0candu: [March 12, 1984].

InterfaceI_sue: DOS Headquartershas asked the T_O to revie_ the established
caniste: baseline and consider using a 24-inch diameter canister,

rest.rioted vaste _om (no o:ntx_tibles), and restricted weight (5200 pounds)
in light o( the need _o: shlpplrqcask modi_|catlons. A decision on these
characteristics rill af£ect shipping cask cost, and would ai_ea: to a_£ect
number o_ canisters and shilx, en_s zequired. Xt could a_ect shi_ln_ site and
WIPP £acAlities. lt also could a_£ect personnelexposure. A decisionto
change any chacacter_sticscould also a£_ectcanister develo_nt schedules.

The DC; is thus requested to_

1. Assess the extent and nature o_ the issue, and in this process
establish a baseline _e£inirg the schedule_ per(ormance, and _uture cost
i_cts that are relevan_ to the decision.-

2. _denti_y a_ropriate assumptions or ranges o_ assumptions on _hich to
base the analysis (e. g., transportation n_x_e_volume o_ 1_i v_ste to be
ship_ to WIPP, etc. )

3. Collectively ldenti_F T_O and k_) responsfl)lllties £or _he
identification and hssessmsnt o_ l_pacts In the _rts og the system under

• "." .. • .. e_; ":. •._ -_'_ .

4. l_h __nt that. t.he i._acts_andtr_eo_fs ldent:[_i.ed by I.;FO
TLO separately are co_ ar_ ccn_hensive _4_enseen _rcm a systen, wi_e
perspective.

5. Prepare a report to the lnter_ace C_n_A_I Board _scribin_ the
alternatives _vie_, the assumptions _e. the impacts and tra_£s
Adentifled, and _nded 1_ canister characteristics.

The final reDoct is due no later than HaM31, i984.

Membership=° In addition to the menbership_l_entl_[ed earlier (3. D.
Hurley, G. A. Beitel; a. ¢. Skm_augh, and Z_":W._.;Stachon),.tJw'X_membecship
for this task will also include B. W. Ho_esk PNt.,:and :P. r_ Harrington, (_.



Issued: 3/29/85

fl IA.OCKU[I.II. $093?38054 (UED)03.2?,'OS OOo3? t40.3 PAGE 3

REHOTE-HANDLEDTRANSURANICWASTE

CANISTERBASELINE

Recommendedby the

RH CANISTERINTERFACEWORKINGGROUP

George A. Bettel, Chairman

March 15, 1985

Preparedfor the

Defense Transuran|cWast.eProgram
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RE:HOTE-HN;DLEDTR_SURANICWASTE

Canister Basellne

A Type A container was destgned by Rockwell HanfOrd Operations

for use In packaging re_te handled (RH) Transuran|c (TRU) waste

for d|sposal In the Waste Zso]at|on Pt]ot P|ant (_/]PP). The

container ts known a]ternate]y as the RH-TRUWa_;teContainer,

the RH-TRUCantster or the RH-TP.UWaste Canister. The can|ster ts

described _n detatl _n Rockwell Hanford Operat|ons DocumentRHO-RE-MA-7,

"User's Manual for Remote Handle_ Transuran|c _aste Conta|ner" and

the destgn drawtngs are controlled by Rockwell l;anford Operations

Dravdng HD. H-2-91273.

Thts document establishes a baseltne for the cantster for

the purpose of prov|dtng a stable Interface for other .Interacting

facilities or mechanismssuch as the transport cask or the handltng

grapple. Stnce one of the most complex destgn features of the

canister ts the pint]e, a sketch of the p|ntle ts tncluded |n the base-

]tne. Any change to the design of the canister whtch alters any of

the heretn described base|the parameters requires prtor approval from

the Defense Transurantc Waste Program Interface Control Board.
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Cantster Features Dimensions and Requirements

Shape Right circular cyltnder
O,0Length 121. -O.S tnches

Straightness tn full length 0.125 tnches

Smoothnessof external surface No protrusions except veld beads

Outstde dtameter (bod), of can|star) 26 |riches nomtnal

26.5 tnches maxtmum,|ncludtng
all t_le_ance_

Outstde dtameter (crush rtngs) 25.6 tnches maxtmum

Internal dimension Adequate to accept three stacked
5_0 gallon drums wtth bolted
closure rtngs

Haxtmumweld butld-up 0.125 ',_ches

External ends Beveled 45_ S degrees

Haxtmumgross weight 8.000 pounds

Material Bod), - ASTI4A516
Crush Rings - ASTM/06

Container type Carbon composite. HEPAfilter
that maSntg16s'flo_ and
filtration whtle wet

Top crush rings 24 tnches tnslde dtmeter, (no
obstructions between ring
tns tde surface and plntle)

Ptntle

Outside diameter 9.125 inches
Flange thickness 2.00 inches
Neck: diameter 6.62 inches

height 3.5 tnches

Top surface Flat

•Features See attached sketch

lde6ttflcat|bN nui_bef 2 tnch raised or indented
characters on top closure (1td)
and on the outside, surface of the
upper crush rtngs
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.Issued: 11/26/84

GUIDANCE MEMORANDUM/INTERFACE WORKING GROUP

RH WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

Purpos e. This guidance lemorandum adheres to requirements established in
the TLO-VPO Interface Management Charter (See Attachment). The purpose of
this memorandum is to establish the IVG membership and initiate the first

task. Upon completion of the assigned task and report, the ICB will
determine it the IVG will continue to examine additional issues or whether
it will be discontinued.

Interface Issues. The IWG is requested to prepare a comprehensive report on
stored and projected newly-generated RH TRU waste characteristics. These
data are required to support:

o A basis for RH transportation package system selection.

o The preparation of an RH transportation system SARP.

o Verification of the source of RH waste identified by TVSO for the WIPP

RH storage demonstration.

o To support additional WIPP-related studies.

Analysis and conclusions are not required in this characterization task.

The IWG's emphasi_ should be on expanding the Program's data base and
verifying that existing data are complete. As the IWG defines specific
needs for data, it should review previous compilations (including the DOE
Integrated Data Base, the PNL SC/RH waste tradeoffs task report, Inventory
¥orkoff Plans, RFP 3680, "Remote Handled/Speclal Case TRU Waste

Characterization Summary," and TVSO-SNL correspondence).

The DOE Integrated Data Base (DOE/RE-O017/3) is the official DOE report on

waste volumes, and the IWG should maintain consistency with the latest data
in this report. If the IWG believes it relevant to include data on
projected RH TRU wastes not yet included in the Integrated Data Base, it
should take care 1++ identify characteristics of such waste separate from the
characteristics of waste nov included in the IDB.

IWC Membership. The membership for this IWG will include T. Clements, EGAG,
Idaho; Hank Batchelder, TSC, Westinghouse; R. Richardella, TVSO, Rockwell
International; and M. Warrant, SNLA/TTC {chairperson).

IWG Communication. The communication and reporting requirements identified
in the Interface Management Charter will be followed during IWG activities.
In addition, the IWG should provide a written final report to the Interface
Control Board no later than January 1_85. The IWG report should include as
much unclassified data as possible on the origins and history of these

wastes, lt should carefully distinguish between characteristics of the
waste itself and characteristics of packaged (possibly shielded) waste, and
present both. Copies of the report will be provided to all members of the
ICB and to any further distribution identified by the ICB.

0228T
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Issued: 3/12/84

GUIDANCEHEHORANDUH
| • i i

INTEr'ACE WORKINGGROUP
i • mm

RH Waste,Tr.ansportation Package

_I This guidance memoadheres to requirements established tn thenterface HanagementCharter (See Attachment). The purpose of this
_mo fs to outline the boundary for Interface Morktng Group (IWG)
activities and to establish the IWGmembership.

Interface Boundary. The boundary for the IWG on the RH l_aste
Transportation Package tnvolves Interface activities concerning the
development of compatible and consistent waste transportation packages for
acceptance at the WIPP. In addition, the boundary extends to the following
activities:

o Identification and coordination of the RH Waste Transporatlon
Package hand1in_] characterist tcs, especta 1ly the compattbt 1tty of
the TRUwaste packaging with WIPPhandling capacity.

o Identification and coordination of any changes to the physical
characteristics of the RH Waste Transportation Package.

Baseline Requirements. The first activity of each IWG fs to identify and
define the specific and existing interface features wtthtn the boundary
estab|tshed by this memorandum. This should be accomp|tshed through
meetings or conference calls at the earliest convenience of the members.
These features would include appropriate and app|tcable parts of either the
current design or design criteria; they may a|so be agreed upon limits,
procedures or methods associated with TRUwaste managementactivities which
affect either TLO or i_PO.

The features will be submitted to the ICB for approval by Aprf1 13, 1984
and wtll becomethe baseline for that particular interface area of
coordination. Once the baseline ts established and approved, any
conceptualized change which affects any of the defined features dtrectly or
Indirectly must be approved by the ICB before taking any actions. The ]CB
may request analyses and further information to determine the technical
impacts and tradeoffs of either implementing the change or not .Implementing
the change. If requested, this data wtll be compiled by the IWG into a
letter report and transmitted to the ICB.

IWG Hode of Operation. An Interface tssue requiring IWGreview may be
eitr_er assigned by the ICB, or may be identified by a memberof the IWG and
brought to the attention of the appropriate organization within the ICB.
In general, the IWG fs responsible for matntafnfn 9 the stability o6 the

-I-



baseline and for identifying any significant issues which mayrequire
changesto the baseline. The IWGwill report on the status of the baseline
at least onceat the endof each FY quarter. In addition, any relevant
documentsused in develo_,i_ recomendations for resolving interface issues
will be madeavailab]_ tu tl_e ICB upon request:

IWGMembership. Themembershipof this IWGinclude:

o J. O. Hurley, JIO/',l, Chairman
o J. E. 5tumbaugh_We-stinghouse/WIPP
o Z. W.'Stachon,, Bechtel/WIPP

The designated chatman is responsible for coordination of the IWG
activities Including:: scheduling meetings, receiving and coordinating
correspondenceincomi_g to the IWG, andcoordinating and sending
documentationoriginating from the IWG.

IWGComuntcatton. _,e communication.andreporting requirements identified
in the TLO-WPO'Interface ManagementCharter wtll be followed during IWG
activities. In addition,- the IWGwill provide a written response to the
ICB tdentiftng issues or problems. This responsewill include alternatives
for resolving the issues or problems, with a preferred alternative
identified and, if necessary, supporting tnfomation or discussion
necessary to explatn or documentrecomendattons. Copies of the report
will be provided to all membersof the ICB and to any further distribution
identified by the ICB.

Communicationwithin the IWGon interface issues wt11 be in addition to the
established lines of communicationwith each of the organizations
comprising the ICB, the TRUWasteLead Organization (TLO) and the WIPP
Project Office (WPO). An interface issue identified or recommendationsfor
resolving an issue by the IWGmembershouldbe coordinated within the IWG
and then raised to the organization responsible for that activity within
the [CB.



Tssued: 8/7/84

AOdenclumI

GUIDANCEHF.J_ORANDUN
I II

Waste Transportatlon Package Interface Horklng Group

Toplc: Transportatlon Package Develol_ent Strategy

purpose: _Is gulda_e memorandum descrlbes requlrements for preparatlon of
a strategy for develo_nt of the RJITRU transportatlon package. _|s
m_noranaum aaheres to Interface Worklng Group (I1dG)and other requlrements
establlshea in the TLO-HPO Interface Management Darter, and In the orlglnal
RH Haste Transportatlon Package IHG _Idance _morandum (_ta_h 12, 1984).

Interface Issue: _nslder three alt_rnatlves: (I) use the exlstlng DIILH
cask for shipping _11 RH TRU to HIPP (_Is would 11mlt the RH waste form and
the canlster slze); (Z) use the exlstlng I)IILHcask for shlpplng ten
canlsters of waste to be used In the RH demonstratlon, but modlfy a cask for
routine shipments to WIPP beginning tn 1994 (Cask modifications would add
cost; thts cou|d also requtre mid-stream changes to handltng and emplacement
procedures/equipment. ); and (3) use a modlfted cask for a|l shipments (Cask
moaiflcatton scheoules may be difficult to meet.). The tradeoffs need to be
better understood, and an RH waste transportation package development
strategy ls neeoea to provide direction for FY85 work.

The IWG Is thus requested to:

1. Revte,:
(a) conclusions available from the PNL SC/RH strategy traaeoffs
task on volumes of RH waste 11ke1.v to be shipped to WIPP,
(b) the 1/84 EG_Greport "Evaluation of Alternatives for a
Second-Generation Transportation System for Department of Energy
Transurantc Waste,"
(c) conc]us'tons avaJlab|e from 11dSOon strategies and schedules
for sht pment of RH TRU waste to _/IPP, and
(d) conclusions from the RH Canlster ]IdG analysts of cantster
restrictions.

2. Assess the extent ana nature of the Jssue, and In this process
establish a baseltne deflnJng the schedu]e, performance, and future
cost tmpacts that are re|evant to the decision.

3. Iaentlfy alternative RH transportation package development and
operation strategies.

4. Collectively l aentlfy TLO and _/PO responslbt|JtJes for the
Identification and assessment of tmpacts tn the parts of the sjfstem
unaer oeve|opment by TLO ad t/PO, respectlve]_.

5. Reach agreement that the Jmpacts and tradeoffs identified by _PO
ana TLO separatel_ are correct an_ comprehensive _hen seen from a
system-_ioe perspectl ve.



6. Agree on a recommencleoDOE:(levelopment strategy (beginning tn FY85)
for the RH TRUtransportation package.

7. Preparea report to the Interface Control Board describing the
alternatives reviewed, the assumptions made, the tmpacts and tradeoffs
ldenttflea (Including 11le c.,vcle cost for each alternative), and the
recommendeaRH transportation package development strategy. The final
report Is due no later than August 31, 1984.

: In addttton to the membership Identified earlterD. Hurle_, Z. W. Stachon, J. E. $tumbaugh, M. M. Warrant,
Sandta Nattonal Laboratories, Albuquerque, NM), the IWGmembership for thts_ i

task wtll also tnclude B. ;/. Howes, PNL, and N. Anderson, RHO.m



Issued: 11/21/84

Addendum II
)

Guidance Memorandum

RH Transportation Package Interface Working Croup

The IWG ie requested to identify and assess the technical teeuee and
technical feasibility of expanding or modifying the present RH
transportation system to ship certified RH TRU wastes in _)and _5 gallon
drums to the ¥IPP in the existing COC cask for the RH storage demonstration
beginning in 1/89 and for routine emplacement beginning in 1/94.

In addition, the IVG will identify and assess the technical issues and
feasibility of loading and final certification of the RH canisters at the
VIPP site for emplacement in the WIPP either during the RH TRU waste storage
demonstration or during routinue emplacement of RH TRU vastes. This

assessment will be made in the context of existing or modified operations of
the VlPP.

The I_C will consider the qualification and availability of the commercial
cask currently being used for shipping drums of RH TRU wastes, or other
potential commercially available casks which are or could be qualified for
these shipments. However, the IVG rill not attempt to assess the
institutional or administrative issues associated with loading RH canisters
at the VIPP site.

The IVG will also develop ROM estimates comparing the costs of development,

transportation, fabrication and support facilities of the current RH
transportation planning to the RH waste transportation and packaging
alternative examined in this task.

The IWG will compile a report of its findings, documenting £t
recommendations with jupporttng information, and provide the report to the
ICB by February 1985.
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_:ssued: 3/12/84

GUIDANCEHEHORANDUH
i ii hill

INTERFACEWORKINGGROUP
i | iili ii

TRUPACT

_I Thts guidance memoadheres to requirements established fn thenterface HanagementCharter (See Attachment). The purpose of this
memots to out.line the boundary for Interface 14orktngGroup (IWG)
act|vtttes and to establish the IWGmembership.

Interface Boundary. The boundary for the [I_G on TRUPACTinvolves Interface
activities affecting the development of compatible and consistent waste
transportation packages for acceptance at the I_IPP. In addition, the
boundary extends to the following activities:

o Identification and coordination of TRUPACThandltng
characteristics, especially the compatibility o! TRUwaste
packaging with I_]PPhandling capacity.

o Identification and coordination of any changes to the physical
character i stics of the TRUPACT.

Baseline Requirements. The first activity of each ]_/G Is to Identify and
define the specific and existing interface features within the boundary
established by this memorandum. This should be accomplished through
meetings or conference calls at the earliest convenience of the members.
These features would include appropriate and applicable parts of either the
current design or desi9n criteria; they may also be agreed upon limits,
procedures and methods associated with TRUwaste managementactivities
which affect either TLO _r _0.

The features w111 be submitted to the ICB for approval by Aprf1 13, 1984
and w111 becomethe baseline for that particular Interface area of
coordination. Once the baseltne ts established and approved, any
conceptualized change whtch affects any of the defined features dtrectly or
Indirectly must be approved by the ICB before taktn9 any actions. The !CB
ma), request analyses and further information to determine the technical
impacts and tradeoffs of either Implementing the change or not implementing
the change. If requested, thts data wt11 be comptled Oy the IWG into a
letter report and transmitted to the ICB.

IWG Hode of Operation. An Interface issue requiring IWG review may be
either assigned by tile ICB, or may be identified by a memberof the IWG and
brought to the attention of the appropriate organization within the ICB.
In general, the IIqG is responsible for maintaining the stability of the
baseline and for identifying any significant issues which may require
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changesto the baseline. The IWGwill report on the status of the baseline
at ]east once at the end of eachFY quarter. ]n addition, any relevant
documentsused in developing recommendationsfor resolving interface issues
wi]] be madeavailable to the ICB uponrequest.

IWGHembership. Themembershipof this ]HG includes:

o ,1. O. Hurley, JIO/_
o L. E. Romesberg,S]qL/TTC,Chatman
o J. G. Orttz, Westtnghouse/WIPP
o Z. H. S.tachon,Bechtel/WIPP

The designated chairman is responsible for coordination of the I_
activities Including: scheduling meetings, receiving and coordinating
correspondence|ncomtngto the ]HG, and coordinating and sending
documentationoriginating from the IHG.

IHG Communication.Thecommunicationand reporting requirements identified
in tlie TLO-_O Interface ManagementCharter wt]] be followed during IHG
activities. In addition, the IHGwill provide a written responseto the
ICB identtfing issues or pi'oblems. This response wt1] |nc]ude alternatives
for resolving the issues or problems, with a preferred alternative
identified and, if necessary, supporting information or discussion
necessary to explatn or documentrecommendations. Copies of the report
will be prov|ded to all membersof the ICE and to any further distribution
identified by the ICE.

Communicationwithin the IWGon interface tssues will be in addition to the
established ltnes of communicationwithin each of. the organizations
comprising the ICE, the TRUHaste Lead Organization (TLO) and the HIPP
Project Office (HPO).An interface issue identified or recommendationsfor
resolving an issue by the IHGmembershould be coordinated within the IHG
and then raised to the o_anization responsible for that activity within
the ICB.

-2-
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Issued: 3/29/85

Interface Working Group
• Guidance Mawnorandum

L I I I iii ii

.TRUWaste Packa_ltn9 Requirements

. This Guidance Memorandumadheres to requirements established In
WPOInterface ManagementCharter (see attachement). This Memorandum

establishes task guidance and membership for the TRUWaste Packaging
Interface Working Group (IWG). The ZCBestablishes this IWG to address the
current task and wtll determine-if the IWGwtll continue.

IWG Issues. The IWG is requested to prepare a comprehensive report
_ssesslng if compliance testing for Type A packaging is sufficient to
address requirements for transporting CH TRUwastes in currently planned
transportation systems and for disposing of wastes in the WIPP. The IWG
will review test requirements and, if appropriate, recommendadditional
requirements.

IWG Membership. R. Roberts, RHO(Chai_n); J. Johnson, TSC; T. Nielsen,
_}IO/RI;D. gdl'ing,MD.

IWG Communication. The communicationand reportingrequirementsidentified
_n the Inte'faceManagementCharterwill be followedduring IWG activities.
In addition,the IWG should providea written final report to the Interface
Control Board (ICB) by May 15, 1985. In addition,the IWG Chairman will
appear at the first ICB meeting followingcompletionof the task to report
on the IWG's recommendations and respond to questions from the ICB.

3BSIA
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Minutes
Interface Control Board Meeting

April 22, 1985
Denver_ CO

ATTENDING:i

M. H. McFadden,WMTDD, DOE/AL
A. E. Hunt, DOE/WPO

•" Rockwell InternationalJ. V. Guerre_=_-,_,0,
E, G, Hess, JiO, Westinghouse
V. K. Likar, TSC, Westinghouse
K. B. McKinley, JIO, Rockwell International
T. Stroud, DOE/WPO
J. M. Gorton, JIO, Rockwell International

I. AGENDAFOR.APRIL22; 1985

1. Review of Minutes from March 29, 1985
2. General Business
3. IWG Status Report
4. Review of the Semi-AnnualDraft
5. New Activities

II. GENERAL BUSINESS

Action Items. Vince Li{<arreportedon the questionof WIPP operator
exposure limits. He found that a limit less than 1000 mrem has not been
establishedin any WIPP planning standards. The 500 mrem limit established
by INEL is a slte-speclflcllmit. DOE/ALpresentlybelieves the 500 mrem
limit will impactthe sites if it were to be adopted. Likar also reported
that any limit less than 1,000 would not be cost effective. The ICB
-ecommendsthat the exposure llmit for operatorsat the WIPP be set at the
regulatory1,000 mrem, while personnelat WIPP will work toward the
.-s-low-as-reasonably-attainablestandard (ALARA).

Vince Likar reportsthat J. Johnsonwill completeanalysison 25 year
workoff in time to meet the April 30, 1985 deadlineset by the ICB.

III. IWG STATUS
i

_erations and TransportationPlanning

Jack Johnson has formally requestedthe WIPP planningdepartmentto provide
cost analysison projectedworkoff rates. A final reportwill be submitted
to the ICB prior to the April 30, 1985 deadline. The ICB emphasizedthe
urgencyof completingthis report to supportplanningfor the Long Range
Master Plan for TRU Waste.

-I-



ICB Minutes
Page 2
Aprll 22, 1985

TRUPACT-I

Vern Romesberg has started to revise and complete the baseltne for
TRUPACT-I. He has distributed a letter to the IWGmembers requesting their
comments on the revised baseline. The ICB has decided that revisions to the
current baseline, scheduled to be completed by June 28, 1985, should also
incorporate recommendations from the TRUPACT-Ivalue analysis. This request
wi'll be communicated to the IWGchairman.

.RHTransportation

The IWG is waitingfor addltlonalInformationfrom the RH TRU Waste
Characteristics IWG to complete a progress report on the IWG's tasks by
mid-May; a final report of both pending tasks will be completed by May 31,
1985.

RH Canister,ill

The ICB has approvedthe final baselinerevisionsfor the RH canister and
has distributedcopies to the other IWG's as an example of how a technical
baseline should be written.

RH TRU Waste Characteristics
m i j ii

The preliminary letterreport on RH waste characteristicsat ORNL, LANL, and
RHO has been distributedto the IWG membersfor review. A final reportwill
be submitted to the ICB once ft is complete.

NDA/NDE

The ICB discussed the issue of using the mobile assay system at the WIPP
site as part of an audit procedure for compliance with the WAC, The ICB
decided that verification of waste compliance should be done at the sites
prior to shipping wastes to the WIPP. The IWGhas planned to meet April 25,
1985 following the Update Meeting to con_lete review of a report on mobile
assay systems requested by the ICB.

Barcodtn9

The IWG gutdance memorandumhas been distributed to IWG members. W.
Chtquelin, IWGchairman, proposes that the first meeting be held mid-May.
The ICB approved the request by ORNLthat Tim Rhyne be added as a memberof
the IWG. Rhyne manages the IntegratedData Base for waste inventory
informationand is familarwith the technicalissuesof barcoding.

IV. OTHER ISSUES"

Semi-AnnualReport. A draft of the Semi-AnnualReport of the TRU Waste Lead
Organization-- WiPP ProjectOffice intefaceManagementwas reviewedand



ICB Minutes
Page 3
April 22, 1985

amended by the ICB. In additionto updated informationon ICB activities,
approved IWG baselineswill be appendedto the report for betterreference.
Olstrlbutlonof the reportwill be expandedto includedthe field offices.

ICB Workshop. Mike McFadden briefly reviewedwlth the ICB the presentation
he will be making at the IC8 workshopscheduledfor Wednesday,April 24.

IWG Issues. The ICB discussedseveral issuesconcerningthe IWG:

I. lt was decided,followinga recommendationfrom an IWG, that IWG
chairpersonand other interestedmembers will meet brieflywith the ICB
to review IWG final reportsand to answer any questionsor comments
about the findings. After a final decision has been made by the ICB on
an IWG action, a copy of the decisionwill be forwardedto the IWG.

2. In recognitionof valuedparticipationon an IWG, the ICB will send
a letter of appreciationto the DOE field office commendingthe work of
individualmembers of the IWG.

3. In requestinga member to serve on an IWG, a letterwill now
directly go to the DOE field office with a carbon copy going to the
prospectivemember'smanager. This will aid in the cooperationbetween
the manager and the field office in coordinatingthe individual's
responsibilitieswith participationwith on tileIWG.

4. The ICl)will announceat the Update Meeting that any information
requestedby the State of New Mexico EEG must be received and responded
to throughthe WIPP ProjectOffice.

ICB Meeting. Betsy Jordan,OOE/HQ,will participatein ICB meetingswhen
she is available. The next meeting of the ICB will be held May 17, 1985 in
Carlsbad,NM.



Minutes
Interface Con"tro] Board 14eettn9

March 29, ]985
A!t_uquerque,'N.'M.

ATTENDING:
i i

14. H. 14cFadden,M4TDD, DOE/AL
A. E. Hunt, DOE/WPO
E. G. Hess, OIO Westinghouse
J. W. Sadler, TSC, Westinghouse
T. Stroud, DOE/WPO
J. 14. Gorton, J lO, Rockwell
International

GENERALBUSINESS:

Arlen Hunt has appointed TomStroud as his alternate to the ICB representing
the WIPP Project Office. It has been confirmed that the Westinghouse
members to the ICB are Vince Ltkar and Ed Hess.

John Sadler ra|sed the problem of WIPP operator exposure limits. WIPP has
an objective to limit exposure to 500 mrem even though DOEregulations are
set at 1000. V]nce L]kar was asked to check the source of the regulatory
limit and report back to the ICB at the next meeting.

IWG STATUS:

Operations and Transportation Plannin 9

The ICB acknowledged that the WIPP workload has hindered the completion of
the waste workoff analysis. However, tt was decided that this is an
internal problem the TSC must solve. John Sadler will return to WIPP and
discuss the problem with Vlnce Ltkar with the goal of ensurtn9 that the
completion date ts met.

TRUPACT-I
|

The ICB has sent a memorandumto the IWGchairman requesting him to delegate
the completion of revisions to the TRIJPACT-I Interface control baseline to
another IWGmember.

RH Transportation

J. D. Hurley,the IWG Chairman,briefed the members of the ICB about the
IWG's work to revise the interfacecontrolbaseline and to developthe
informationon high-neutronwastes. He reported that the RH Transportation
IWG is waiting for additionalinformationfrom the RH TRU Waste
CharacteristicsIWG before lt can submit a progress report to the ICB. The
informationshouldbe availableby mid-May and _ final report of both tasks
completedby May 31, 1985.

-l-



ICB Minutes
Page 2
March 2g, 198S

RH CanJster
ii i

The ICB approved a proposed revision to the RH canister interface controT
baseline submitted by the new chairman, George Settel. A ftnal revision of
the RH Cantster Baseline will be sent to the other IWG's as an example of a
good technical baseline.

RH TRU Waste Characteristics
- i

To develop the RH TRUwaste characteristics report, the IWG has visited
ORNL, LANL and RHO. A final report ts anticipated at the next ICB meeting.
The Joint Integration Office/Rockwell International has named G. D. Pierce
to replace R. E. Rtchardella on the IWG.

NOA/NDE
mi iii

The ZCBapproved rescheduling completion of the ftnal IWG report addressing
technical and operational impacts of using alternative NDA/NDEs_/stems at
waste storage and shipping sites to May 5, 1985.

Barcodin_

The ICB approved a guidance memoand letter establishing an IWG to develop
an interface baseline for barcoding activities and a proposal for
coordinating barcoding activities with s_vstem-wide issues.

OTHERISSUES:

Seml-AnnualReport. A draft of the Semi-AnnualReportof the TRU Waste Lead
Organization IWIPP ProjectOffice IntefaceManagementwas distributedto
the ICB for review.

The next ICB meetingis scheduledat 2:00 PM, April 22, 1985, at the
Sheraton Tech. Center,Denver,CO.



Hinutes
.Interface Control B'oard Heettng

February 21, 1985
._Ib_querque, N,H.

ATTENDING:

14. H. McFadden, DOE/AL
V. F. Ltkar, TSC, Westinghouse
J_ V. Guerrero, JIO, Rockwell International
A. E. Hunt, WIPP Project Office
E. G. Hess, JI0,1_esttnghouse

GENERALBUSINESS:
A_len Hunt has been appointed to the !CB representing the I_ZPPProject
Off|ce. Westinghouse TSC representation on the ICB will be reviewed wtth
the fomatton of the Joint Integrated Office tn Albuquerque. At this time,
the Westinghouse membership to the ICB is Vince Likar and Ed Hess. Hike
HcFadden and Arlen Hunt will discuss _/estinghouse representation with J.
iicGough and Randy Cooper.

The ICB decided that requests by II_G for delay in schedules for delivering
data and reports must be made in writing, describing the reasons for the
delay and proposing a new deadline for delivery.

The ICB recommendedthat a workshop be prepared on ICB activities for
presentation during the next DTWPContractor Update Heeting. The workshop
would allow IWG's to discuss administrative tssues and problems, and permit
someevaluation of interface management activity.

." ...

IWG STATUS:

Operations and Transportation Plannin 9

To incorporate new data now available on workoff rates, the ICB approved a
request by the IWGto complete the pending WIPP waste workoff analysts until
March 31, 1985, but no further slippage will be allowed.

TRUPACT-!
i

The !CB aproved a memorandumto the IWGchairman requesting him to delegate
the completion of revisions to the TRUPACT-! interface control baseline to
another IWGmember. In addition, the ICB approved a revised deadline of
March 15, 1985 for this work.
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Draft ICB Minutes
February 21, 1985

RH Transportation

The IWGmeeting onMarch 12 and 13 was held to complete work on its
interface control baselt_ revisions and to develop the information on
high-neutron wastes requested by the IC3. The IWG is projecting to complete
both tasks and submit reports to the ICB by Harch 31, 1985. The IWG
chatman has been invited to the _xt ICB ,_eting to brief the ,_mbers on
the findings that the report will include.

RH Cantster

The ICB has approved a proposed revision to the RH canister fnte'r_'ce
control baseline fr_ the new IWGchatrmn, George Bettel. A final copy of
the RH Canister Baseli_ will be sent to the other IWG's.

RH TRUWaste Characteristics
ii

In meeting the ICB's guidance to develop a report for a status report on RH
TRU waste characteristics,the IWG has scheduledvisits to generatedata
first hand at ORNL, LANL, and RHO. The IWG will visit ORNL the firstweek
in March, LANL the secondweek, and RHO the third. The Joint Integration
Office/RockwellInternationalwill select a replacementfor R. Richardella
who transferredto RFP.

.NIDA/NDE

The ICB is still waiting to receivethe final IWG report addressing
technicaland operationalimpactsof using alternativeNDA/NDEsystemsat
waste storageand shippingsites. The IWG has not proposed a deliverydate.

OTHERISSUES:
L l

Barcodlng. The ICB decidedto preparea letter to WIPP requesting
clarificationon plans to use or not use barcodingto identifycertifiedTRU
waste packages. Based on the responsefrom the WIPP, the ICB determinedto
develop an IWG and preparea guidancememo to examine the advantagesand
disadvantages on system _ride Issues.

NEPA Documentation. The ICl)decidedto transmita letter to the WPO
_nforming them 'thatevery change to WAC must be documentated.

New Quarter Activities. A workshopon InterfaceManagementwill be held at
the April TRU Update Meetingto orient other contractorson ICB and IWG
activities.

-_-



Draft ZCBHinutes
February 21, 1985

_e The ZCBsuggested that a sectton entttled "Futured to the draft outltne for the Interface Hanagement
Sem|-Annual Report.

The next ICl{ meeting ts scheduled at 1:30 pm, Harch 29, 1985, tn the Jotnt
Integrated Office Conference Room, Z201 San Pedro N.E., Bldg. 4, Second
Floor.
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Minutes.

Interface Control Board

January 21_ 1985
Albuquerque, N. M.

ATTENDING:
i

M. H. McFadden, DOE/_.L
V, Likar, TSC, Westinghouse
J. Cuerrero, TVSO, Rockwell International

GENERAL BUSINESS:

Arlen Hunt has been appointed to the ICB representing the WIPP Project
Office. The Westinghouse TSC representation on the ICB iB being reevaluated
in relation to formation of the Joint Integrated Office in Albuquerque. At
this time, the Westinghouse membership to the ICB remains the same,
Vinca Likar and his alternate John Sadler.

EC,IC, Idaho, requests that D.A. Peterson replace T. Clemente on the RH TRU
Waste Characteristics Interface Working Croup. The ICB approved the change.

M. H. McFadden proposed that when IWC's submit a report or recommendations
to the ICB that the IWG chairperson attend the next ICB meeting. In this
way, the IWG chairperson could provide background information about the IWG
report and would be available to answer questions from the ICB. The ICB
approved the action.

The ICB decided that requests by IWG for delay in schedules for delivering
data and reports must be made in writing, describing the reasons for the

delay and proposing a new deadline for delivery.

The ICB recommended that a workshop be prepared on ICB activities for

presentation durin_ the next DTVP Contractor Update Meeting. The workshop
would allow I¥C'e to discuss administrative issues and problems, plus permit
some evaluation on how the interface management e[fort is working.

e

IWG STATUS:
, ,m, , ,,

Operations and Transportation Plannin_ IWG. The ICB approved a verbal
request from the IWG to delay submitting a revised baseline until the end of

February 1965.

The revised analysls for 25 year WIPP Vorkoff duration which was promised
for the first part of December 1984 haz not been received from the IWG. The

ICB vill contact J. Johnson to request a statue report on thl8 analysls.
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January 21, 1985

RH Transportation IWC. The ICB received and approved a request from the IWG
to delsy completing revisions to its baseline until the end of February,

1985. The ICB viii ask the IWG for a report on the current status of the
additional guidance (Addendum II). This guidance asked the IYG to assets
the technical feasibility of expanding and modifying the present RH
transportation system to ship certified TRU wastes in _0 and 55 gallon drums
in the existing COC cask.

RH Canister IWC. The ICB received and approved a verbal request from the
IWG to delay completing revisions to its baseline until the end of FebruarT,
1985.

NDA/NDE IVC. The lOB received the IWC draft report addressing technical and
operational impacts of using alternative NDA/NDE systems at waste storage
and shipping sites. The report also considers the impact of shared use of
one mobile NDA/SDE system at WIPP, small generating and shipping sites and
for special case TRU wastes at all sites. The ]CB will await issuance of
the final report before it provides review and comment.

RH TRU Waste Characteristics IWG. The comprehensive report on RH TRU wastes

characteristics is due to the ICB by the end of Januar_ 1985. The ICB will

request a status report on this information from the IWG.

TRUPACT I%'G. The chairman of the IVG reports that, because of present
workload, revisions to the baseline for the TRUPACT cannot_ompleted until
June 1985. The ICB recognized the amount of effort going _nto the TRUPACT
task, but believes that interface control is an important part of this

effort. Therefore, the ICB will request the IWG chairman to deleg/ate
baseline revisions to another member of the IWG and to submit a revised

schedule for completion to the ICB.

OTHER ISSUES:

Barcodin_. The ICB decided to prepare a letter to WIPP requesting
clarification on plans to use or not use barcoding to identify cert'ified TRU
waste packages. Based on the response from the WIPP, the ICB will determine
whether to develop a strategy for evaluating the costa and bemeflts of

barcoding for the ali the TRU waste generating and storage sites.

The next ICB meeting is scheduled at 1:30 pm, February 21, 1985, in the
Joint Integrated Office Conference Room, 2201 San Pedro N.E., Bldg: 4,
Second Floor.
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InterfaceControlBoard
Minutes/November14o 1984

Topic #1 RH TRU Waste Characteristics. The ICll;_(owed and approved the
draft IWG guidancememorandumto preparea comp_nenslve reporton stored
and projectednewly-generatedRH TRU waste characteristics. The IWG will
preparethe reportto supportRH TRU waste managementactivitiesincluding
RH transportationpackagesystem selectlon,preparationof an RH
transportationSARP, verlflcatlonof sourcesof RH TRU wastes for the WIPP
RH Storage Demonstrationand additionalWIPP-relatedstudies. The IWG
membership Is M. Warrent, "SNl:J_rVfC'(ChatrPerson); T. Clements, EG_G, Idaho;
Hank Batchelder, TSC, Westinghouse; and R. Richardella, TWSO,Rockwell
International. The report ts Uue to the XC8 by the end of January 1985.

Toptc #2 WIPP Workoff Analysis. The XC8 reviewed and approved a request by
the Operations and Transportation Planning IWGto extend the deadline from
October 9, 1984, to January 9, ]985, for completion of the analysts of cost
impacts for changing WIPPworkoff durations, specifically the 25-year
workoff duration.

Topic #3 Operationsand TransportatlonPlanningIWG Baseline. The ICD
reviewed the O&T PlanninglIWG baselineIandllr_co(nmended the followlng:

o Identifypotentialroutes for TRU waste shipmentsto the WIPP,
taking under review the routesestablishedfor highwayassistancein
the SupplementStipulatedAgreementbetween DOE and the State of New
Mexico, the route studiesin the PreliminaryTransportationAnalysis
document publishedby the WIPP and routes requirementestablishedby
FU_-164.

o Reorganizethe presentationof the baselineto includethree
categories for each activities: Baselinefeatures,Commentsand
Issues. The ICB will providethe IWG with specificrecomendatlons for
revisingits proposedbaseline.

Topic #4 RH CanisterIWG. The IC8 approveda change in chalmanshlp for
the RH Canister IWG from D. E. Ball to G. A. Beltel and a requestfor
delaying the deadlinefor submissionof the IWG baselineto November21,
1984.

Topic #5 RH TransportationIWG. The ICB agreed that a me_randum will be
send to the I[_Gchai_an requestingan explanationfor delays in submitting
a revisedbaseline (due October31, 1984) and a new date of expected
delivery.

Topic @6 Barcoding. The ICB is consideringthe need for study of the
benefitsof barcodingwastes packagesbefore recoaTnendlngthat thepractice
be include in the WIPP Waste AcceptanceCriteria. An IWG will be
establishedif the ICB determinesa system-_idestudy Is required.

The next ICB meetingwill be on January 21, 1985, in Albuquerque,H.M.



Minutes

Interface Control Board Meeting
_ ,-, ,

October 24, 1984

Albuquerque, N.M.

lettending:
M. H. McFadden, DOE/AL
V. Likar, TSC, Westinghouse
J. Guerrero, TVSO, Rockwell International

Topic #1 Review changes to the ICB Charter:

McFadden pointed out that under the revised charter, the chairmanship of ICB
nov resides with VMTDD, membership on the ICB is now Sdentified by function
instead of individuals and administration of the ICB activities has been

transferred to TW30. The revised cha_ter has been signed off by the VPO and
WMTDD.

Topic #2 IWC Request for Feedback:

Cuerrero raised the concern that some IWC's have requested more Feedback
information on the ICB'8 review of their baselines, recommendations and other

IWG activity.

The ICB agreed to distribute the minutes of ICB meetings to the IWG

chairpersons. The effort will be made to accomplish this within tvo weeks of
each meeting, lt will be the responsibility of individual IWG chairpersons to
distribute the minutes to their membership. In addition, the ICB meeting
minutes will be distributed to a list of other relevent program participants.

Topic #_ IWC Action List

The ICB agreed that a status and action list of pending IWG activities will be

prepared and reviewed at each ICB meeting. The list will be attached to the
mee ring minutes.

Topic #4 IWG on RH Waste Characteristics

The ICB reviewed the first draft of a guidance memorandum establishing an I_G
on RH Waste Characteristics. The IWG is formed to provide RH waste
characterization information for the RH transportation task and for
modification of the SARP. The information would also be used in planning for
the RH TRU waste demonstration at the VIPP. The proposed membership includes
T. Clements, EC&C, Idaho; H. Batchelder, TSC, Vestinghouse; R. Richardella,
TWSO, Rockwell International; and M. Warrant, SNLA/TTC (Chairperson).



ICB Minutes
October 24, 1984

The IWG is requested to cooperate with TWSO in identifying the a_rce for
the 10 canisters of RH TRU wastes to support the RH TRU waste storage

_enonatration at the WIPP. The IWG i8 also requested to cooperate with the
Itttre Corporation in researching the interest of the commercial sector in
proTid_ commercial casks for transporting defense RH TRU wastes for the RH
storage demonstration, the routine shipment of RH TRU wastes, or both. T.
Halverson, TSC, Westinghouse, has provided current information on the type
of commercial radioactive waste casks available.

Topic #5 RH Transportation IVC
The decision to proceed on the RH transportation system is currently based
on a three-phased approach:

In the first phase, if the commercial sector cannot support the
demonstration program, then york will precede on modifying the DHLV cask
SARP to transport 10 canisters irlth 24-inch diameters to the VIPP during the

RH TRU waste storage demonstration.

During the second phase, again a commercial source will be sought to provide
a qualified cask to support the RH waste storage demonstration schedule to
begin in 1/89 and routine shipments of 26-inch canisters in 1/94. This is
consistent with the Reference Integrated Shipping Plan (RISP), requiring the
commercial sector be solicited First for a qualified transportation system

to ship defense RH TRU wastes.

The third phase would occur if a source for qualified commercial cask cannot
be identified. In this case, the the DHLW cask would be modified For the

routine shipping of 26_inch canisters for RH TRU vaste materials.

Topic #6 RH Canister IWG Report

The ICR essentially agrees with the IWG'a recommendations For use of a
26-inch canister, however the board believes that more analysis will be
required when more is known about RH waste characterization. Some questions
needing consideration is whether most RH wastes is in 30 Kallon drums and
how much of this waste requires shielding?

The ICB will examine these issues at the next meeting.

Topic #7 ICB Annual Report

The draft ICB Annual Report was reviewed and approved with revisions for
Final distribution.

The next ICB meeting will be November 14, 1984, in Albuquerque, N.M.
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Minutes

TLO/WPOINTERFACECONTROLBOARD

Meeting 9112184, Albuquerque, NN

Attending: V. F. L£kar, WIPP-Westinghouse
M. H. McFadden, DOE/AL
L. J. Sm£ch, RI/TWSO

Topic: NexC ICB Meeting

The next ICB meeting will be held in Albuquerque aC 1:00 p.m. on 10/24/84.

Topic: ICB Charter

Further changes to the charter were requested, to clarify membership. A
.re-drafted charter, ts to be senC-to'.lCB members,,_.approva_ ss soon as
possible.

Topic: Semiannual Report

The report outline was approved, without change. A draft report is due to _
ICB members by 10/23/84.

Topic: Distribution of IWG reports

Tc will be the policy of the ICB to distribute IWG reports to ali affected
.organ£zations_ but only after review aud approval of the report by the ICB.

Topic: Operations and _ransporcation Planning iWG.

Change the draft guidance memorandum to clarify information needed in the
IWG baseline, Co request the revised baseline by 10/31/84, and Co request
the revised workoff duration analysis by 10/9/84. The revised memo.should.
.be.del£vered Co.McYadden by.9/19/84_
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Topic: RH Transportation Packase I_C

Change the draft 8u£dance me=orandum to request the revised baseline by
I0/31/84,o and to expand the scope of the hlgh-neutron vaste analysis to
Include processlng and hsndllns. The revised memo should be delivered to
HcFaddeu by 9/19/84. Llkar reported a 6/11/84 WPO/Cooper memo directing TSC
not to do a scoplng analysis on handllng RH TRU canisters vlth high-neutron
surface dose rates.

The ICB is Incllned ¢ovard the recommendation of the 8/31/84 IWG letter,
ChaC a modlfled DHLW cask be used for all shipments of RH TRU vaste to the

WIPP, but requests TWSO to provide further Informatlon. A1ternatlve i (all
sh£pments In the exlstln8 DHLW cask) does not sees vorth pursuing, because
of the cost and lI=Itatlons placed on the system. The maln polnts
dlstlngulshln8 betveen A1ternatlve 2 (initial I0 canisters In the exlstlng
DHLW cask; rout£ne shipments in a :odifled cask) and Alternative 3 (the
recomm,:nded aleernatlve) are as follovs:

Alternative 2 Alternatlve 3

$60K Near--teta cost to DTWP _4H

Risk of State clalmlng
demonstration phase
shipments "no c

real represents tlve" none

Problems In Idenclfylng
I0 canlsters of non-

possible combustible vaste for demo none

Risk of being committed
to external cask deslsn
of DHLW program, vlthout

likely TRU Input none

An ][CB declslor ts deferred. A meeting at DOE/HQ to discuss the
recommendaclon is scheduled for 9125184. AddlC£ona1_Informatlon requested
from TWSO before that meeting ts (l,),vhere vould the_-lO canlscer.s of

non-combustlble vaste come from, and (2) vhat is the-posslb111ty, of uslng a
commerclal cask for rouclne shipments. TSC has been lookln8 Into the latter
question.
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Topic: TI_UPACT IWG

Change the draft guidance memorandum co attach the proposed TRUPACT
schedule, and co request the revlsed baseline by 10/31/84. The revised memo
should be delivered co KcFadden by 9/19/8A.

Toplc: RX Canlscer IWO

Change the draft Kulda_ce memorandum to place the request for a final report
on the canister restrictions task first (Note: this till be deleted; the
£inal report has been received - XJs), and co request the revised baseline
by 10131/8A. The revised memo should be delivered =o McFadden by 9119184.

Responding co s letter from J. D. Hurley, the XCB approves I_ canister
design changes requested by WZPP TSC in a 9/7/84 letter..McFadden v111 send
a memo to the XWG.

Toplc: NDA/NDE IWG

Revised the draft guidance memorandum to remove requlremencs to define a

baseline, and to clarify the issues involved, lc ras agreed chac these are
(a) technical consistency from site co sloe, and (b) vhecher an schedule for
inter-site use ras feasible. Ac the end of Chls task, the ICB vlll decide
vhecher co abolish or contlnue chls IWC.

Topic: Baseline Control

lC Is important thac proposed and actual changes co the baseline be
documented, lC is also Important chac the ICB be conslscenc in Inslsclng
chaC lc review and approve basellne changes before they cake piace, lc ras

agreed thac urgent issues presented co the ICB could be presented,
discussed, and approved by fax and/or phone. There should be nn addiClon co

each l_C memo, polncing out the requirement Co gec ICB approval on changes.

Topic: T_UPACT HainCenance Faclllty Data Requirements

The WPO does noc require any further information at thls time. They are
using the draft TRUPACT O&HKanual for their design basis, and rill make
changes as required vhen She O&HHanual Is finalized (12/85).
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CHARTER

TRU WASTE LEAD ORGANIZATION--WIPPPROJECTOFFICE

INTERFACEMANAGEMENT

(AmendedSeptember1984)

I. MISSION AND SCOPE

The purposeof interfacemanagementagreementbetween the TRU Waste

Lead Organization(TLO) and the Waste IsolationPilot Plant (WIPP)

ProjectOffice (WPO) is to provide formal planningand administration

between the two organizations,lt provides a system for exchangeof

information,settingbaselinesfor interfaceareas, and full

cooperationin decisionsaffectingboth organizations. The scope of

this management charterextends to technicaland programmaticareas

affectingboth TLO and WPO in carryingout their respectivemissions.

Interfaceboundaryareas are identifiedand may be supplemented

through processesand proceduresagreed to in this charter.

II. BACKGROUND

Because of the individualand specificnature of many of the technical

and programmaticproblems to date within each organization,

cooperationand coordinationof individualissues has been achieved

largely on a case by case basis. The evolutionof the Defense

TransuranicWaste Program (DTWP)from resolvingessentiallytechnical

and interim storageconcerns toward emphasison preparingand

transportingdefense TRU wastes for demonstrationof disposal in the

WIPP requiresa change in this posture. This document defines the

TLO/WPO InterfaceSystem which will formalizeinterfacesand ensure

successfulcoordinationof efforts.
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III. INTERFACEORGANIZATION

The TLO/WPO InterfaceSystem will be composed of two major interface

levels: technicalinterfacescoveredby the InterfaceWorking Groups

(IWG's)with issues resolved and/or changes ratified,and programmatic

interfacescoveredby the InterfaceControlBoard (ICB). The basis of

the interfacesystem lies with the IWG's responsibilityto address

specificconcerns in the areas of technologyand hardware

development. However, there are items which must be addressedat the

ICB level. These are:

o Impactsof specificchanges on the WIPP and the DTWP as a

whole.

o Impactsof programmaticchanges such as funding levels,

prioritiesand operationalrequirements.

o Communicationand disseminationof informationabout proposed

changes in directives,politicalor institutionalagreements,

or other changes which may impact either organization.

o Documentation,filing,and distributionof interfaceboundary

documents,and proposedchanges, etc. to ensure a reference

and analysiscapability.

These items will be addressed through the ICB which will be the

central point of contact.

Communicationlines establishedthroughthis interfacesystem should

be in addition to present lines of communication.

InterfaceControl Board. The ICB will be comprised of one DOE and one

prime contractorrepresentativefrom the TLO and the WPO. An alternate

member will be identified for each active member of the ICB. The ICB

will identify the specific interfaceareas and interfaceboundaries,

review and approve baselinechanges, and resolve interfaceissues or

recommendsolutionsto the WPO and WMTDD Directors.
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An importantrole of the ICB is communicatingand distributingto both

TLO and WPO any proposed changes in directives,criteria, politicalor

inst-,'tutionalagreements,analyses,plans or other developmentswhich

may impact either WIPP or the DTWP. Proposedchanges affecting

budgets, schedule,or the WIPP-WAC and proposed policicalor

institutionalagreementswill also be distributedto DOE/HQ for

information. Such distributionwill be on an earliest possible basis;

drafts of proposed documentswill be distributedto ensure that timely

input is possible by all ICB members. This communicationsrole is

essentialto the successfulcoordination.

Membership. Membershipof the ICB will be comprisedof the TRU

ProgramManager (DOE/AL/WMTDD)and the WIPP OperationsBranch Chief

(DOE/AL/WPO). The TRU Program_lanagerwill chair the ICB. One

representativefrom the WIPP TechnicalSupport Contractor

(Westinghouse)and one representativefrom the TransuranicWaste

SystemsOffice (Rockwell)will be non-voting ICB members. Each of the

four memberswill designatean alternatefrom within their own

organization.

InterfaceWorkin_ Groups. The interfacesystem will be established

throughdevelopmentof direct lines of communicationand coordination

between the individualsresponsiblefor developmentof

technology/designor hardwarewhere the end product will interface

with WIPP operations.

Interfaceat this level will be through assignmentof cognizant

individualsin each of the interfaceareas defined by each of the

organizationsdevelopingtechnology/designor hardware. The assigned

individualswill be designatedas an InterfaceWorking Group (IWG) for

that particularinterface. The IWG will be qualified to identify the

specificinterfacefeatures and will recommendbaseline revisions,if

required,to the ICB. If required,a chairpersonor co-chairperson,

for the IWG,will be appointedby the ICB.
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Some IWG's will be establishedby this charter on a standing basis. Other

IWG's will be created by the ICB to address specificproblems or concern.

Once the issue is resolved the IWG will be dissolved. This task force

approach will allow administrativefocus and decisivenessto remain with the

ICB.

Becauseof the immediateand extensive importanceof some programactivities,

the followingstanding IWG's are establishedby this charter. A general

descriptionof these IWG's togetherwith a discussionof their general

boundariesthey cover follows. Specific boundarieswill be identifiedby the

ICB.

Operations& TransportationPlanning -- Interfaceactivities

involvingboth the TLO and the WPO which are specific to the

coordinationof schedules,through-putfor permanentdisposal and

other related matters identifiedby the ICB are the functionsof

this IWG. This includesactivities involvingthe transportation

receiptand handling of TRU wastes from storage and generating

sites to the WIPP.

RH Canister -- Interfaceactivitiesconcerningthe developmentof

compatible and consistentwaste packaging for acceptanceto WIPP

are functionsof this IWG. Particularemphasis should be placed

of compatibilityof TRU waste packagingwith WIPP handling

capability.

TRUPACT -- Interfaceactivitiesconcerning the developmentof

compatibleand consistentwaste transportationpackages for

acceptance at WIPP are functionsof this IWG. Particular

emphasis should be placed on compatabilityof TRU waste packaging

with WIPP handling capabiIity.
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RH Waste TransportationPacka9e -- Interfaceactivities

concerningthe developmentof compatibleand consistentwaste

transportationpackages for acceptanceat WIPP are the functions

of this IWG. Particularemphasis should be placed on

compatibilityof TRU waste packagingwith WIPP handling

capability.

Baselines. The IWGwill have responsibility to develop and/or identify

specific interface features for each of the interface areas. These

features will be essentially current design or design criteria or

agreed upon limits or methods. Whatever the nature of the interface

feature, lt will be identified and agreed to by the IWG. The

interface features will be submitted to the ICB for approval and will

becomea baseline. The purpose of baselining is to establish

stability and allow for formal change control. Any changes to the

baseline must be presented to the ICB and mutually agreed to by both

the TLO and the WPOor formally resolved by WPOand WMTDDDirectors

prior to implementation.

Boundaries. The concept of boundariesas used in this charter refers

to establishedlimits of interfaceactivities. The ICB will establish

the appropriateboundariesfor identified IWG's. IWG baselineswill

exist within these boundaries. Revisionsto the boundariesmay be

proposed to the ICB by IWG's or may come from the ICB itself.

INTERFACEADMINISTRATION

InterfaceControl Board. The ICB will act as a change controlboard,

ensuring that changes to the IWG definedbaselinesare properly

coordinatedand approved.The ICB will also serve as an interface

distribution,communicationsand analysis center programmatic,

technical,and other change impacts. In addition,the board will be

the center for documentationand distributionof interfaceboundaries,

changes, and analyses,and coordinationcomment and review.
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A quorum will constitute board attendanceby both DOE members or their

alternate. Full board attendance is preferable. Cost and schedule

thresholds for changes will be establishedby the ICB with WPO and WMTDD

approval beneathwhich the ICB can effect changes as required.

In analyses of interfaceimpacts the ICB will consider:

o Potentialschedulechanges in the DTWP and additionalcosts or

cost-savings.

o Overallbenefits achieved in coordinationand improvementof DTWP

development.

o Compliancewith requirementsimposedby state or federal regula-

tions or agreements.

Administrationof the ICB will be performedby the TLO and will consist of:

I) receiving,logging in, and distributionto ICB members all

documentationwhich is of interest to the ICB including,but not

limited to, IWG recommendationsand reports, special working

group recommendationsand reports, draft political/institutional

agreements,and reports containinganalysis specific

recommendations;

2) typing of documentsprepared by the ICB;

3) distributingICB documentsper a disbributionlist prepared by

the ICB.

4) developinga filing system for all documentationproduced by this

InterfaceSystem (computerized);

S) schedulingof ICB meetings in conjunctionwith WPO;
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6) transmittinganalysis tasks to TSC/TWSO through WMTDD and WPO; and

7) maintainingstatus records for documentationflow and analysisby

coordinationwith WPO and WMTDD.

InterfaceWorkinB Groups. Members oi_ the IWG'swill be identifiedby

the ICB. Interfaceboundariesand IWG task responsibilitieswill be

provided in a IWG guidancememorandum,developedand approved by the

ICB. In the case where an interfaceproblemmust be resolved or

analyzed,the ICB may require that the IWG collect information,

conduct necessaryresearchand present to the ICB a series of proposed

alternativesfor action togetherwith a preferred recommendation. The

ICB will have final approval on all recommendations.

Implementation. In adoptinga recommendationfor resolutionof an

interfaceproblem,expansionof an interfaceboundary,revision to an

interfacebaseline,or for any other action within the scope of the

InterfaceControl Board, the ICB will document its conclusions.

Conclusionsor recommendationsof the ICB will be approvedor

concurred in by both DOE members. The ICB will identify TLO and WPO

responsibilitiesfor implementingthe interfaceaction. Subsequently,

WPO and TLO are required to provide feedback to the ICB on

implementationof the proposed action.

InformationExchange. Informationgeneratedby the IWG or other

sourceswithin either the TLO or the WPO that fall within the inter-

face boundariesor potentiallyaffects the baseline definitionwill be

provided to all members of the ICB for review.

Conflict Resolution. If a change is proposed by an IWG that has

impact on both the WPO and the TLO and the analysis of impact fails to

reach an acceptablerecommendationon how to implementthe change, the

data will be presentedto WPO and TLO Directorsfor action.
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Reporclng Requlremencs. The 1CB v111 document all declslons and

recommendations and dlscrlbute as required. In addition, the ICB rill

provide a semi-annual summary report describing the significant Inter-

face activities during the preceding six months. This report will

Include dlscusslon of the iWG recomendacions and resoluclons consi-

dered and Amplemented durln; the same Clme period.

J. N. HcGough, Director Dace

IJasce Nanage_ent and Transportation

Development Division

• , VJIPP ger• R Cooper Dace
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