ENGINEERING CHANGE NOTICE

- £ 638714

Pr
Page 1 of X s ggl
2. ECN Category (mark one) |3. O s Name, O MSIN, and Telephone No. 4. USQ Required? | 5. Date
Supplemental O D. L. Scott O Yes @ N
o |5/27/99
Direct Revision @® FDNW, B4-47, 376-7693
Change ECN O 6. Project Title/No./Work Order No. 7. Bldg./Sys./Fac. No. 8. Approval Designator
Temporary ) SX Tank Farm /A
Standby O 5 Heamenumber Changed by this ECN (includes | 10. Related ECN No(s). 11, Related PO No.
Supersedure O sheet no. and rev.)
Cancel/Void O |HNF-4542, Rev. 0 N/A N/A
12a. Modification Work 12b. Work Package No. 12¢. Modification Work Completed 12d. Restored to Orlrglnal Condition (Temp.
or Standby ECNs only]
O Yes (fill out Blk. 12b)
@ No (ABKs. 120, | V/P N/2 N/A
1(25, 12d) ' Design Authomy/cog. Engineer Signature & Design AuthomylcOg. anineer Signature &
ate
13a. Description of Change 13b. Design Baseline Document? es @ No
Corrections incorporated to existing pages. 5_17

14a. Justification (mark one)
Criteria Change
Design Improvement
Envirenmental
Facility Deactivation
As-Found
Facilitate Const.
Const. Error/Omission O
Design Error/Omission O

O®0000

14b. Justification Details

Corrections to text, table and calculations.

15. . Distribution (include name,

MSIN, and no. of coples)

See distribution list.

RELEASE STAMP

K Y m
TN

1 DAYE:

g sta: 15

!

!

§

A-7900-013-2 (10/97)

A-7900-013-1




1. ECN (use no. from pg. 1)
ENGINEERING CHANGE NOTICE
Page 2of _2 638714
16. Design Verification | 17. Cost Impact 18. Schedule Impact (days)
Reqired ENGINEERING CONSTRUCTION
QO Yes Addiional O $ Additionat O $ p O
® No savingg O $ savings O $ Delay O
19. Change Impact Review: Indicate the refated documents (other than the en Ineerl'?g documents identified on Side 1) that will be affected by
the change described in Block 13. Enter the affected document number in Block 20.
SDD/DD ] Seismic/Stress Analysis 4 Tank Calibration Manual O
Functional Design Criteria O Stress/Design Report O Health Physics Procedure O
Operating Specification O Interface Control Drawing J Spares Multiple Unit Listing O
Criticality Specification a Calibration Procedure a Test Procedures/Specification O
Conceptual Design Report O Installation Procedure (] Component Index m}
Equipment Spec. O Maintenance Procedure O ASME Coded Item ]
Const. Spec. O Engineering Procedure a Human Factor Consideration Od
Procurement Spec. a Operating Instruction O Computer Software O
Vendor Information O Operating Procedure O Electric Circuit Schedule O
OM Manual Od Operati Safety Requi D ICRS Procedure ]
FSAR/SAR O IEFD Drawing | Process Control Manual/Plan O
Safety Equipment List O Cell Arrangement Drawing (| Process Flow Chart ]
Radiation Work Permit O Sp O Purchase Requisition O
Environmental Impact Statement | Fac. Proc. Samp. Schedule Oa Tickier File O
Environmental Report Od Inspection Plan ] None X
Environmental Permit O Inventory Adjustment Request O O
20. Other Affected D ts: (NOTE: D listed below will not be revised by this ECN.) Signatures below indicate that the signing
rganization has been notified of other affected documents listed below.
Document Number/Revision Document Number/Revision Document Number/Revision
N/A
21. Approvals
Signature Date Signature Date
Design Authority Design Agent
Cog. Eng. D. L. scott @) L Feokf ga-ar 5/97/77 PE
Cog.Mgr.B. E. Hey 1-a7 S/Q 2/5F QA
QA N/A Safety
Safety N/A Design
Environ. N/A Environ,
< -
Other  J. C. Williaﬁgﬂwﬂdﬂis /2779 Other
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

PP

Signature or a Control Number that tracks the
A Signature

ADDITIONAL

A-7900-013-3 (10/97)




DISTRIBUTION SHEET

To From Page 1 of 2
Distribution D. L. Scott
Project Title/Work Order Date 5/27/99
Calculation of Unmitigated Release from Reverse Circulation Drilling EDT No. N/A
of a Borehole 3 m South of Borehole 41-15-09 near SST 241-SX-115 ECN No. 638714
Name MSIN Win Al | Text only A?)t;t;%x EDT/ECN
Attach. Only Only
W. H. Grams R1-49
C. Haass R2-89 X
B. E. Hey B4-47 X
T. E. Jones H0-22 X
D. A. Myers HO0-22 X
D. L. Scott (2) B4-47 X
J. C. Williams B4-45 X
Central Files (Orig. + 2) B1-07 X
Docket Files (2 copies) A3-02 X
DOE/RL Reading Room Hz-53 X

A-6000-135 (10/97)




HNF-4542,Rev. 1

Calculation of Unmitigated Release From Reverse
Circulation Drilling of a Borehole Three Meters
South of Borehole 41-15-09 Near SST 241-SX-115

D. L. Scott

Fluor Daniel Northwest, Inc.

Richland, WA 99352

U.8. Department of Energy Contract DE-AC06-96RL13200

EDT/ECN: 638714 UcC: 510
Org Code: 403 Charge Code: 813230CA40 HN920601
B&R Code: gy3120071 Total Pages: yf,gja

Key Words: drilling, TWRS, tank farms, dose calculations, unmitigated
release, vadose zone, soil sampling

Abstract: To more fully characterize the vadose zone near Single Shell
Tank 241-5%-115, another borehole will be drilled and sampled by using
reverse circulation drilling equipment. Compressed air propels the
drill and sweeps out cuttings. Dose calculations in this document are
performed for an unmitigated airborne release from the drill string.
Doses were found not to exceed TWRS risk guideline values.

TRADEMARK DISCLAIMER Reference herein to any speclﬁc commercial product, process, or service by trade name
or otherwise, does not itute or imply its end dati
favoring by the United Sbates Govemment or any agency thereof or its contractors or subcontractors.

Printed in the United States of America. To obtain copies of this d t, contact: it Control Services,
P.O. Box 950, Mailstop H6-08, Richland WA 99352, Phone (509) 372-2420; Fax (509) 376-4989.

frica anolel 5-27-99

Reféése Approval Date Release Stamp

Approved For Public Release

A-6400-073.1 (10/97)

=

(oo,




@) Tile

RECORD OF REVISION

(1) Document Number
HNF-4542, Rev. 1

Page _1

Calculation of Unmitigated Release from Reverse Circulation Drilling of a Borehole Three
Meters South of Borehole 41-15-09 near SST 241-8X-115

Change Control Record
(3) Revision (4) Description of Change - Replace, Add, and Delete Pages Authorized for Release
esl - Replace, Add, and Delete Pa
P g6 - Rep 98 (5) Cog.Engr. | (6) Cog.Mgr.  Date
@
0 Initial release, EDT 619980, dated 5/21/99 D.L. Scott |B.E. Hey
s Document revised completely by ECN 638714. D.L. Scott |B.E. Hey
R Replace all pages. oL .4 5;{?7

A-7320-005 (10/97)




HNF-4542 Rev. 1

CALCULATION OF UNMITIGATED RELEASE FROM REVERSE
CIRCULATION DRILLING OF A BOREHOLE THREE METERS

SOUTH OF BOREHOLE 41-15-09 NEAR SST 241-SX-115

Prepared by:
Fluor Daniel Northwest, Inc.

For:

Lockheed Martin Hanford Co.

Date Published
May 1999

iof iv May 1999




HNF-4542 Rev. 1

This page intentionally left blank.

ii of iv May 1999




HNF-4542 Rev. 1

TABLE OF CONTENTS
1.0 INTRODUCTION AND PURPOSE ........cccoetvervemcernnne retrrerenereetesrerenrans 1
2.0 PROCESS DESCRIPTION ....ootoiiiieeiereinicreterestniotrsasssssressscseseesesencssssessssnssesseseseesesesseseosess 1
3.0 METHODOLOGY ..ooooiriirireeieinieieissssssss st seesseseeassseete gt s sassassiosassesassessssssssssnensssosasaes 1
4.0 INPUT DATA AND ASSUMPTIONS .......coviriiirieneimmenieesieitesetstesessaeseesessesenenssnssssssenas 4
4.1 Estimate of Radionuclide Concentration in Soils at Drywell 15-07 in SX Tank Farm .... 5
42 Calculations to Estimate Radionuclide Concentrations in the Soil........c.ccoccieivvencnnnnes 6
4.3 Additional INPUt Data.......c.creveeemrmeereemrcmsminiissiniiissinssmssessssssasssssssse s ssssssseressasens 8
5.0 CALCULATION OF INHALATION UNIT DOSE .......ccocvirmeremreareerrcreneneariesessesnnsennanenne 8
6.0 RESULTS - CALCULATION OF ONSITE AND OFFSITE INHALATION DOSES....... 9
7.0 CONCLUSIONS.......cootrearenccnerinnene ettt s bttt e bbb bbb r et eb e st n et s rees 10
8.0 REFERENCES ...oooeovcteiseceerestetetssasstsessanerssssssassstesasssssansasesseessessnsssesassnsssesssnssanesessonsasses 10
LIST OF TABLES
1 Estimated Radionuclide CONCENtIAtIONS ......covvrvvererniererrenerereeeerreeescesessesaessescssesemsesneencnnenee 8
2 Calculation of Inhalation Unit DOSE .........civeeeeimereereeninienirerteerecriereseeseesssnssrossosssssssssnes 9
LIST OF FIGURES
1 Process FIOwW DIGQIAm ........covciiieiuiinieninicrieninnnnnscinnenseserssese ettt ess st esessnsassnsnases 3

iii of iv May 1999




HNF-4542 Rev. 1

LIST OF TERMS

airborne release fraction
bacquerel

curie

damage ratio

Hanford Environmental Dose Overview Panel
high efficiency particulate air
liter

Los Alamos National Laboratory
leak path factor

material at risk

breathing rate

roentgen equivalent man
respirable fraction

seivert

Tank Waste Remediation System
inhalation unit dose

ivof iv

May 1999




HNF-4542 Rev. 1

Calculation of Unmitigated Release from Reverse Circulation Drilling of a
Borehole Three Meters South of Borehole 41-15-09
Near SST 241-SX-115

1.0 INTRODUCTION AND PURPOSE

It is known that undergound, single shell tank (SST) 241-SX-115 leaked 50,000 gallons
of contaminated liquid to the soil. Now there is a campaign to more fully characterize the plume
from that leak. To determine radionuclide concentrations in the vadose zone, boring into the soil
and collecting samples of it are needed. It was decided to bore a new hole 3 m (9.8 ft) from
existing borehole number 41-15-09, located near the south edge of the tank. Drilling and
sampling will be done with the use of reverse circulation drilling, which uses compressed air to
power the drill bit and sweep out drillings into separation and sampling equipment.

2.0 PROCESS DESCRIPTION

A process flow diagram for reverse circulation drilling is shown in Figure 1. Arrows
show the flow direction of air and air-solids streams. Air supplied by a compressor enters the
drill string through an annulus. The drill bit cuttings are suspended by air and are blown through
the center of the drill string into a cyclone separator and a Torit (a registered trademark of
Donaldson Co., Inc., Minneapolis, MN), which are housed in a containment structure. Solids are
collected in drums and periodically removed. The drums will be labeled to allow correlation of
materjal with the depth from which it was removed in the borehole. A solids sample is collected
in a sample sock for subsequent chemical and radiochemical analyses. With the aid of an
exhaust fan, process air is HEPA filtered before it is exhausted to the atmosphere.

3.0 METHODOLOGY

It was decided that an analysis of an unmitigated release from the drilling operation is the
best way to show upper-bound risk. An unmitigated release is defined here as a release where no
credit is taken for air-solid separation equipment. Aerodynamically entrained contaminated soil
is released directly to the atmosphere as if the piping connection from the drill to the separation
equipment were completely severed or disconnected.

Airborne particles having a diameter of 10 microns or less are considered respirable by
humans. Onsite and offsite individuals inhaling radioactive particles in the respirable size range
would be at risk. As presented in Airborne Release Fractions/Rates and Respirable Fractions for
Nonreactor Nuclear Facilities (DOE 1994), the airborne source term is typically estimated by
the following formula:

Source term (Q) = MAR x DR x ARF x RF x LPF
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Where:
MAR = material at risk,
DR = damage ratio,
ARF = airborne release fraction,
RF  =respirable fraction, and
LPF = leak path factor.

After the source term has been calculated, the doses from inhalation pathways are
calculated. The dose formula, as provided in Tank Waste Compositions and Atmospheric

Dispersion Coefficients for Use in Safety Analysis Consequence Assessments (Van Keuren
1996), is:

D(Sv) = Q (m®) x 3/Q"(s/m’) x R(m*/s) x UD(Sv/m®)

Where:
D = dose due to inhalation (Sv),
Q = respirable source term (m”) calculated above,
x/Q° = atmospheric dispersion coefficient (s/m>),
R = breathing rate of receptor (3.3E-04 m3/s), and

UD  =inhalation unit dose (Sv/m’).
For the onsite dose, the Hanford Tank Waste Remediation System (TWRS) risk

evaluation guideline value, 0.5 rem, for an anticipated event was used. For offsite dose the risk
evaluation guideline value of 0.1 rem was used (BIO 1999, Table 5.3.1-2).
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4.0 INPUT DATA AND ASSUMPTIONS

The material at risk (MAR) was taken as the volume of contaminated material intersected
by the borehole at its maximum diameter, 10 inches (0.254 m), with an incremental borehole
depth of 5 ft (1.524 m), since this amount is removed each time before sampling. Therefore the
MAR was calculated as follows:

MAR = [(n/4)(max. diameter)z](borehole depth)
= [(n/4)(0.254 m)?](1.524 m)
=0.0772 m’

The damage ratio (DR) is the fraction of the material actually impacted by the accident.
In this case, an unmitigated release is postulated, wherein no credit is taken for containment or
filtration equipment, and all material is effected. Therefore:

DR=1.

The ARF is that part of the material released which would actually become airborne. The
stream of compressed air entrains all the MAR and ejects it in a finely divided state into the
atmosphere at an elevation of at least 10 ft (3.048 m) above ground level; therefore,

ARF=1.

The respirable fraction (RF) is the portion of the MAR that is less than or equal to 10
microns. The drilling process will remove the material small enough to be lifted by the air
stream. Larger particles are broken up until they will be lifted. Even though grinding large
particles by the drilling process would add some to the 10-micron fraction, the respirable
contamination is not expected to be significantly larger because contamination is a surface
phenomenon. For an equivalent mass, the surface area of the larger particles is relatively small
when compared with the surface area of small particles. Analysis of Hanford site soils (Serne
1993) indicates that the sandy material is composed of 89% sand, 7% silt, and 4% clay. The
analysis of this material indicates that 8% of the sandy material is composed of particles 10
microns or less. The drilling process would increase this value somewhat. A conservative
number would be doubling the value; therefore,

RF =0.16

The leak path factor (LPF) is the fraction of the material transported through the leak path
taking into account any confinement deposition or filtration mechanism. In this case, the leak
path will not provide any impedance of the material release; therefore,

LPF=1

The source term Q is calculated as follows:
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Q=MAR x DR x ARF x RF x LPF
=(0.0772 m*)(1)(1)(0.16)(1)
=0.0124 m’

4.1 ESTIMATE OF RADIONUCLIDE CONCENTRATION IN SOILS AT DRYWELL
15-07 IN SX TANK FARM

The radionuclide concentrations in the most contaminated region of the soil column at
Drywell 15-07 were estimated using recent spectral gamma logging results, Agnew’s estimates
of radionuclide concentrations in SX tank farm boiling waste tanks during the time period the
tanks were thought to have leaked, and historical analytical data from the supernatant that leaked
from SX-115. The concentration of Cs-137 in the supernatant that leaked from Tank SX-115 in
March 1965 is reported in Raymond and Shdo (1966) to be 0.763 Ci/gallon. Spectral gamma
logging on Drywell 15-07 in 1996 detected Cs-137 at a concentration of ~10 pCi/g at a depth of
58 feet (DOE-GJO, 1996). Cs-137 contamination was limited to a narrow region between 55
and 60 feet below ground surface. No other radionuclides were identified during the gamma
logging of this drywell.

Steve Agnew, LANL, developed a leak volume estimate for four boiling waste tanks in
the SX tank farm (Agnew 1998). As part of this effort, the chemical and radionuclide contents
of four Tanks (SX-108, -109, -111, and -112) were estimated using the HDW model. The
estimate of Tank SX-108 waste composition was used as a basis for the following calculations.
(The ratios of radionuclides coming out of the Agnew estimates are based on ORIGEN code
calculations for specific fuel batches processed at the REDOX Plant.)

For estimating radionuclide concentrations in soils at Drywell 15-07 the following
assumptions were made:

1) The ratio of radionuclides estimated to be in Tank SX-108 at the time of the leak
would reflect the radionuclide ratios in SX-115 at the time it leaked. Both tanks
received similar REDOX high-level waste.

2) The composition of the supernatant leaked from Tank SX-115 is identical with the
tank composition estimate.

3) Except for Tc-99, the ratios of radionuclides in the vadose zone at Drywell 15-07
(near Tank SX-115) are identical with the estimated waste composition in Tank $X-
115 at the time of the leak.

4) The composition of the waste in Tank SX-115 at the time it leaked can be ratioed to
Agnew’s estimate of Tank SX-108 composition and the measured Cs-137
concentration in leaked Tank SX-115 supernatant reported in Raymond and Shdo
(1966).
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5) Agnew Tank SX-108 radionuclide concentrations are decayed to 1/1/94. Raymond
and Shdo’s Cs-137 supernatant analysis data were not decay-corrected.

6) Tc-99 at Drywell 15-07 was assumed to be the same concentration as that in the
original plume resulting from the 50,000-gallon leak from Tank SX-115.

The major assumption associated with these calculations is that all radionuclides, with
the exception of Tc-99, are attenuated to the same extent as Cs-137 through sorption on
the soil. Tc-99 is assumed to be non-sorbed on the soil thus there is no mechanism for
retardation or concentration in the soil. The “worst case” estimate for Tc-99 is that a
plume would be encountered that contained the same concentration as that produced from
the original 50,000 gallon leak. This Tc-99 concentration is based on a soil porosity of
30% and a specific gravity of 1.8 (Raymond and Shdo 1966).

42 CALCULATIONS TO ESTIMATE RADIONUCLIDE CONCENTRATIONS IN

1)

2)

THE SOIL
The Cs-137 curie concentration in Tank SX-115 supernatant is converted from Ci/gal to
Ci/L as follows:

(0.763 Ci/gal) / (3.7854 L/gal) = 0.2016 Ci/L

Please realize that by not decay correcting the Raymond and Shdo Cs-137 data from
Tank SX-115 supernatant, the estimated concentrations of radionuclides in the vadose
zone at Drywell 15-07 are high (conservative) by a factor of approximately 2.

An equation is developed for estimating sorbing radionuclides in the soil column at
Drywell 15-07 as follows:

Rad conc in soil = [SX-108 rad conc. Ci/L, x [ of Cs-137 conc in soil, Ci/g]
[Cs-137 in SX-108 supernatant)]

= (8X-108 rad conc, Ci/L) x (1E-11 Ci/g)
[0.349 Ci/L]

= (SX-108 rad conc, Ci/L) [(2.8648E-11 Ci/g)/(Ci/L)]

Now an example calculation for Sr-90 shows how the equation is used. From Table 1 the
Sr-90 concentration in Tank SX-108 is 7.31E-02 Ci/L. Substituting this value into the
above equation gives:
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St-90 conc in soil = (7.31E-02) (2.8648E-11)
=2.094E-12 Ci/g

Except for Tc-99, similar calculations were used to calculate the curie concentration of
each radionuclide in the soil (see Table 1).
A conservative estimate of the Tc-99 curie concentration in the soil column at Drywell
15-07 is deduced as follows:
Tc-99 lost from Tank SX-115 = 6.18E-05 Ci/L x 50,000 gal x 3.785 L/gal
=11.7 Ci Tc-99
At 30% porosity, 2.24 gallons of liquid saturates 1 cubic foot of soil (Raymond and Shdo

1966); therefore, 50,000 gal / 2.24 gal/ft3 =22.321 ® of soil is saturated by the 50,000
gal leak. The soil volume is converted to units of cm® as follows:

(22,321 f5)[(2.54 em/in)(12 in/fH)]° = 6.32E+8 cm®
Given a soil specific gravity of 1.8, the soil volume is converted to soil mass:
6.32E+08 cm® x 1.8 g/em® = 1.14E+09 g of soil is saturated by the 50,000 gallon leak.

11.7 Ci Te-99 / 1.14E+09 g = 1.03E-08 Ci/g Tc-99 is in the original plume from the Tank
SX-115 leak event.
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Table 1. Estimated Radionuclide Concentrations

Tank SX-108  Tank SX-115 Drywell 15-07
Concentration  Concentration Concentration
Radionuclide (Ci/L) (Ci/L) (Ci/g)
Sr-90 7.31E-02 4.22E-02 2.09E-12
Y-90 7.31E-02 4.22E-02 2.09E-12
Tc-99 1.07E-04 6.18E-05 1.03E-08*
Cs-137 3.49E-01 2.02E-01 1.00E-11
Pu-239 1.90E-05 1.10E-05 5.44E-16
Pu-241 2.28E-05 1.32E-05 6.53E-16
Am-241 3.69E-05 2.13E-05 1.06E-15

*The Tc-99 concentration in Drywell 15-07 was estimated by assuming at a worst case

that the Tc-99 could be the same as the Tc-99 concentration in the soil saturated by the

50,000 gallon leak. As suggested by Raymond and Shdo (1966), a soil porosity of 30%
and a specific gravity of 1.8 was used in the calculation.

43 ADDITIONAL INPUT DATA

Dose conversion factors (EPA 1988) for each radionuclide in the soil are shown in
Table 2, 4™ column.

Drilling out an incremental 5-ft borehole length is not expected to take more than 8 hours.
A release for this duration is considered acute and is used as a basis for selecting atmospheric
dispersion coefficients. The atmospheric dispersion coefficient for a 200-Area Tank Farm onsite
receptor at 100 m is 3.41E-02 s/m* (Van Keuren 1996, Table 4). For the offsite receptor (at the
site boundary) the atmospheric dispersion coefficient is 2.83E-05 s/m® (Van Keuren 1996, Table
5). Both of these values are for an acute release without plume meander.

5.0 CALCULATION OF INHALATION UNIT DOSE

Excel spreadsheet software (version 3.0), a product of Microsoft Corporation, was used
to calculate individual unit doses and the total inhalation unit dose (UD) as shown in Table 2.
The following example calculation for Sr-90 illustrates how the individual unit dose values were
calculated. First, the curie concentration for Sr-90 was converted to the appropriate units by
multiplying by soil density.

(2.09E-12 Ci/g)(1.8E+6 g/m*) = 3.76E-06 Ci/m*
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Next, the Sr-90 unit dose was calculated as follows:

UDsr.00 = (3.76E-06 Ci/m’)(3.7E+10 Bq/Ci)(6.47E-08 Sv/Bq)

= 9.00E-03 Sv/m®

The s;lm of the individual unit doses, of course, gives the total inhalation unit dose, 1.57E+00
Sv/m’.

Table 2. Calculation of Inhalation Unit Dose

Dose

Curie Curie Conversion Unit

Concentration Concentration ~ Factor** Dose
Radionuclide in Soil (Ci/g) in Soil (Ci/m3) (Sv/Ba) (Sv/m*)
Sr-90 2.09E-12 3.76E-06 6.47E-08 9.00E-03
Y-90 2.09E-12 3.76E-06 2.28E-09 3.17E-04
Tc-99 1.03E-08 1.85E-02 2.25E-09 1.54E+00
Cs-137 1.00E-11 1.80E-05 8.63E-09 5.75E-03
Pu-239 5.44E-16 9.80E-10 1.16E-04 4.21E-03
Pu-241 6.53E-16 1.18E-09 2.23E-06 9.74E-05
Am-241 1.06E-15 1.90E-09 1.20E-04 8.45E-03
Total inhalation unit dose UD = 1.57E+00

**These values are taken from reference EPA 1988.

6.0 RESULTS - CALCULATION OF ONSITE AND OFFSITE INHALATION DOSES

The onsite dose is calculated as follows:

Donsie = Q X (’X,/Q’)onsile xRxUD
= (0.0124 m*)(3.41E-02 s/m’)(3.3E-04 m¥/s)(1.57 Sv/m®)
=2.19E-07 Sv or 2.19E-05 rem

The offsite dose is calculated as follows:
Dofssite = Q X (X/Q’)offsiw xRxUD

= (0.0124 m*)(2.83E-05 s/m’)(3.3E-04 m’/s)(1.57 Sv/m’)
= 1.82E-10 Sv or 1.82E-08 rem
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7.0 CONCLUSIONS

For onsite dose, the TWRS risk evaluation guideline value is 0.5 rem for an anticipated
accident. The onsite dose for dispersion of a 5-ft borehole depth increment, 2.18E-05 rem, is
well below the risk guideline value. For offsite dose, the risk evaluation guideline value is 0.1
rem. The offsite dose, 1.81E-08 rem, is well below the risk guideline value. If material from a
20-ft depth of borehole were dispersed, the dose values would be 4 times greater; that is, 8.72E-
05 rem onsite; 7.24E-08 rem offsite, which are also well below the risk evaluation guideline
values. Furthermore, even with a respirable fraction of 1 and a release of a 20-ft borehole depth,
the dose is less than risk evaluation guideline values. It is therefore concluded that no safety
class or safety significant equipment is needed for this accident sequence.
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