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100 AREA FACILITIES
FACILITY EFFLUENT MONITORING PLAN DETERMINATIONS

ABSTRACT

The determination for Facility Effluent Monitoring Plans arose from
evaluations conducted for the Westinghouse Hanford Company 100 Area facilities
on the Hanford Site. The Facility Effluent Monitoring Plan determinations
have been prepared in accordance with A Guide for Preparing Hanford Site

Facility Effluent Monitoring Plans, WHC-EP-0438 (WHC 1991).

Ten Westinghouse Hanford Company facilities in the 100 Areas were
evaluated: N Reactor, KE/KW Reactors, 1706 KE Laboratory, and the Surplus
Reactors (B, C, D, DR, F, and H). The N Reactor, KE/KW Reactors, and
1706 KE Laboratory Facility Effluent Monitoring Plan determinations were
prepared by Columbia Energy and Environmental Services of Richland,
Washington. The determination for the Surplus Reactors was prepared by
Westinghouse Hanford Company. Of the 10 facilities evaluated, two will
require a Facility Effluent Monitoring Plan: N Reactor and the active spent
fuel storage facilities and their contiguous support facilities at 100 KE and

100 KW.
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N REACTOR SHUTDOWN
FACILITY EFFLUENT MONITORING PLAN DETERMINATICN

1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 PURPOSE

This report evaluates the gaseous and liquid effluent emissions from
N Reactor and determines the potential annual radiation exposure to the
maximally exposed individual offsite; this will determine the need for a
Facility Effluent Monitoring Plan (FEMP). This evaluation will determine the
degree fo which Westinghouse Hanford Company (Westinghouse Hanford) must
monitor N Reactor airborne emissions and liquid effluents. A FEMP will be
developed for the normal shutdown condition for N Reactor, as required by
U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) Orders 5400.1 (DOE 1988a), 5400.3 (DOE 1989a),
5400.4 (DOE 1989b), 5400.5 (DOE 1990), 5480.1 (DOE 1982), 5480.11 (DOE 1988b),
and 5484.1 (DOE 1981), and U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
regulations in 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 61 (EPA 1989a).

1.2 STATUS OF OPERATION

N Reactor began operating in December 1963 and operated untiTl
January 1987. At that time DOE-Headquarters (DOE-HQ) directed Westinghouse
Hanford to place N Reactor and associated facilities in a standby condition.
In 1989, DOE-HQ ordered Westinghouse Hanford to put N Reactor in a dry Tayup
mode. It is currently anticipated that DOE-HQ will direct N Reactor to be
shut down in 1991.

To ensure the regulatory compliance for N Reactor, as required by DOE, it
is necessary to determine the type of effluent monitoring system and effluent
monitoring plan that will be required for the shutdown condition.

1.2.1 Radionuclide Effluent Releases

N Reactor releases radionuclides to the environment by way of gaseous and
1iquid discharges. There are 10 monitored airborne effluent release points.
The primary airborne effluent release points are located at the main stack,
105-N Reactor Building, and the 109-N Heat Exchange Building, which _
constitutes nine of the 10 monitored airborne emission points. There are four
liquid effluent release points to the Columbia River. N Springs and the
102-in. Qutfall are the primary sources of radioactive Tiquid effluents
discharged to the Columbia River. Radionucltides also enter the groundwater by
way of N Reactor effluent discharges to the 1325-N Liquid Waste Disposal
Facility (LWDF). The N Reactor effluent stream was evaluated and determined
by Westinghouse Hanford in waste stream-specific report WHC-EP-0342-03
(WHC 1990a) to be nonhazardous pursuant to Washington State Dangerous Waste
Regulations, WAC-173-303 (WAC 1989).

1-1
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N Reactor is a source of hazardous air pollutants due to the release of
radionuclides to the atmosphere at the various airborne effluent release
points; therefore, N Reactor is subject to 40 CFR 61, Subpart H (EPA 1989).

N Reacfor also is subject to DOE Orders 5400.1 (DOE 1988a), 5400.3
(DOE 1989a), 5400.4 (DOE 1989b), 5400.5 (DOE 1990), 5480.1 (DOE 1982), 5480.1l
(DOE 1988b), and 5484.1 (DOE 1981) because of its release of radioactivity to
both air and water. These orders require that radicactive effluents to the
environment be as Tow as reasonably achievable and use the best available
control technology to control effluents.

A monitoring plan and procedures must be in place to ensure that
regulatory requirements are implemented and the effluents must be monitored to
ensure that these requirements are met.

1.2.2 Nonradioactive Effluent Releases

The potential nonradioactive hazardous air pollutants that were
considered in this report were those 1isted in 40 CFR 61 (EPA 198%a). It was
determined after a thorough review of N Reactor plant processes that none of
the chemicals Tisted in 40 CFR 61, with the exception of radicnuciides, are
present in the airborne releases from N Reactor. Therefore, radionuclides are
the only hazardous air poliutant considered in this report.

The six potential 1iquid release points of nonradioactive chemicals at
N Reactor were considered in this report. One stream was evaluated and
determined by Westinghouse Hanford to be nonhazardous (WHC 1990b) pursuant to
the Washington State Dangerous Waste Regulations, WAC-173-303 (WAC 1989).

The 009, 005, and 006 Tiquid effluent discharges from N Reactor are the
102-in. Qutfall, the 36-in. OQutfall, and the 42~in. Outfall, respectively,
which are the thermal discharges from N Reactor and the 182-N Highlift Pump
House discharges. These discharges are authorized under a National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)} Permit and do not contain any hazardous
waste components. They do, however, contain radionuclides.

Currently only the 009 NPDES discharge {102-in. Outfall) is in service.
The use of the 005 (36-in. Outfall} and 006 (42-in. Outfall) was discontinued
in October 1990. However, these outfalls are still connected to building
drains and storm drains within the plant and may experience intermittent
discharges due to rainfall runoff.

Included in this evaluation are the plant process chemicals that may be
potentially refeased to either the groundwater or the Columbia River. A list
of the process chemicals currently at N Reactor is given in Table 1-1. The
potential for the release of these chemicals is very low with the plant in dry
layup. The primary hazardous chemical being used in the plant is chlorine for
the potable waste supply.

1-2
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Table 1-1. N Reactor Chemical Inventory.
Maximum inventory
Chemical Location -
Date Quantity (1b)
Aluminum sujfate 183-N 04/26/90 49,638
Ammonium hydroxide 109-N 01/01/90 125,712
Chlorine 163-N 04/26/90 21,943
183-N
Diesel fuel 166-N 01/01/90 1,020,316
182-N
184-N
Helium 105-N 01/01/90 8,161
Hydrazine 163-N 01/01/90 5,543
Morpholine 163-N 01/01/90 2,379
Fuel 01l additive 163-N 01/01/90 5,950
Dispersant 163-N 01/01/90 2,035
Catalyst 163-N 01/01/90 6,695,
Nitrogen 105-N 01/01/90 49,736
No. 6 fuel oil 166-N 01/01/90 3,456,035
‘ 184-N
Separan polyacrylamide 183-N 01/01/90 3,836
(unhydrolized)
Sedium carbonate 1310-N 01/01/90 1,700
183-N
Sodium hydroxide 107-N 01/01/90 74,076
108-N
163-N
Sodium hypochlorite 109-N 11/23/90 948
182-N
Sulfuric acid 107-N 01/01/90 181,168
108-N
163~N

1-3



?

0

%

WHC-EP-0439

1.2.3 Summary of Effluent Release Components

In conclusion, this determination for developing a FEMP with respect to
DOE and EPA requirements demonstrates that only the release of radionuclides
to the environment via the air, water, and groundwater pathways occurs at
N Reactor during shutdown. There are no other hazardous waste materials
released by N Reactor via either the air emissions or liquid effluent
pathways. While the piant is in dry layup there is Tittle potential of
releasing hazardous process chemicals to the environment.

1-4



WHC-EP-0439
2.0 FACILITY DESCRIPTION

2.1 GENERAL FACILITY DESCRIPTION

N Reactor is located on the Hanford Site 30 mi northwest of Richland,
Washington, as shown in Figure 2-1. A photograph of N Reactor, which is
located in the 100 Area, is shown in Figure 2-2. A complete listing of
N Reactor and its support and office facilities is shown in Figure 2-3.

N Reactor began operation in December 1963. The reactor was designed to
produce special nuclear materials (SNM) and byproduct steam for electrical
power generation. The 100 N Area reactor complex consists of 126 buildings
for reactor operations, maintenance, support facilities, and an office
complex. Nine of the more important facilities (in terms of reactor
operations) are as follows:

e 105-N Reactor Building
¢ 109-N Heat Exchange Building

+ Washington Public Power Supply System (Supply System) Turbine
Generator Building

e 183-N Water Filtration Plant
* 163-N Demineralization Plant

« 184-N Plant Service Power House

= 107-N Basin Recirculation Facility
o 181-N Low Lift Pump House (River Intake)
e 182-N High Lift Pump House.

The 105-N Reactor Building contains the nuclear reactor, which is a
pressurized water reactor fueled with slightly enriched uranium. It operates
at 1,600 1b/in® and 271 °C. The reactor process generates heat that is
removed by the primary coolant Toop to the 109-N Heat Exchange Building. This
building transfers the heat from the primary coolant loop to the secondary
Joop via a steam generator. The secondary loop coolant is in the form of
steam when it Teaves the steam generator and is carried to the Supply System
Turbine Generator Building, which drives the turbines to produce electricity.

N Reactor, by nature of its design, uses large quantities of water for
cooling. To support these large water requirements N Reactor has the
183-N Water Filtration Plant and 163-N Demineralization Plant. These
facilities produce the filtered water and demineralized water needed for plant
operations.

Another water treatment facility is the 107-N Basin Recirculation

Facility. This facility filters and demineralizes the water from the N Basin
Fuel Storage Facility, removing radionuclides from the water and reducing

2-1
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Figure 2-1. U.S. Department of Energy's Hanford Site.
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personnel radiation exposure. The N Basin Fuel Storage Facility stores the
irradiated fuel from the reactor until it is ready for transfer to the

200 Area Chemical Processing facility or 100 KE/KW Spent Fuel Basins for
storage. The 181-N Low Lift Pump House provides the pump equipment for
lifting the Columbia River water to the Water Filtration Plant.

The above mentioned facilities are only a few of the 126 buildings that
comprise the N Reactor complex (Figure 2-3). Further details on this facility

are available in the plant nuclear safety analysis report (WHC 1989) and other
DOE documents.

2.2 REACTOR DESCRIPTION FROM THE NUCLEAR
SAFETY ANALYSIS REPORT

N Reactor is a graphite-moderated, light-water-cooled, horizontal-
pressure-tube nuclear reactor designed to produce SNM using slightly enriched
uranium. The heat by-product of this process is used to produce steam, which
drives a Supply System generator, producing electricity.

The reactor core is constructed of interlocking graphite bars. The
graphite bars form a structure weighing 1,800 tons. The stacking pattern
allows for venting from the core in the unlikely event of a pressure tube
failure. This pattern also allows space for 1,072 horizontal channels through
the moderator; 1,003 of these channels contain the pressure tubes which hold
the fuel and primary cooling system. The stacking pattern also allows
channels for the horizontal control rod system and for the vertical shafts of
the ball safety system. The bars also contain the piping for the moderator
cooling system, which runs through piping within the bars themselves.

A moderator atmosphere of dry helium is maintained around this graphite
moderator. This helium is stored, dried, and recirculated through the core at
a_positive pressure, relative to that outside the core. This dry atmosphere
also serves as a medium for detecting water or air leaks in the core.

The fuel elements consist of uranium metal slightly enriched to various
Tevels of *°U (0.94% to 1.25%). The fuel is clad in a zirconium alloy,
zircaloy-2. This alloy is metallurgically bonded to the uranium fuel through
a coextrusion process.

The Tevel of fission in the reactor core is maintained by varying the
amount of insertion of the horizontal control rods. There are 84 horizontal
control rods; 45 enter from one side of the reactor while the remaining
39 enter from the other side. The rods contain boron carbide. The rods are
water cooled and have individual hydraulic drives. These rods can be
controlled individually for fine-controlling the power and flux level in the
core or as a whole group for fast-scramming, or shutting down, the reactor.
Each rod has its own accumulator which, in the event of a power failure, will
depressurize, scramming the rod.

Another control system used for shutting down the reactor is the ball
safety system. This system consists of hoppers of neutron-absorbing balls
above the reactor core. These balls are approximately 1/2 in. in diameter and
made of boron carbide. In the event of an emergency, these hoppers can be
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opened, releasing the balls into 107 channels in the graphite moderator. When
these balls are released, excess neutrons are absorbed and the reactor shuts
down. This system is completely independent of the horizontal control rod
system.

There is a thermal barrier around the graphite moderator. This thermal
barrier is made of 8-in. cast-iron blocks at the front and rear of the core,
and 1-in. boron steel plates on all other sides. This barrier is designed to
reduce the heat load on the biological shielding of the reactor. The
biological shielding prevents activation of equipment and components in
immediately adjacent parts of the reactor facility. The biological shielding
is concrete, between 40 and 102 in. thick.

N Reactor is divided into five air quality zones. Three of these zones,
Zones I, 1I, and III, are used in confining release of radionuclides. The
remaining zones do not contribute to contamination confinement. This
confinement effect is achieved by using atmospheric pressure differences
between zones.

Zone I contains the reactor core and its immediate surrounding area. It
has the highest potential to contain airborne radionuclides. It is kept at
the lowest relative pressure, except for the core. This promotes positive
airflow into this area, which assists in confining any airborne contamination
that may be released into this area. '

Zone II is the area immediately around Zone I. It has the second highest
potential for containing airborne radionuclides. The air pressure in this
zone is slightly higher than Zone I to promote the migration of any airborne
contamination out of Zone II and to prevent airborne contamination migration
from Zone I. The atmospheric pressure is kept lower than Zone IIl to prevent
the migration of any airborne contamination to Zone III.

Zone III is the outermost area to have special atmospheric conditions.
It has the lowest probability of the main confinement zones for becoming
contaminated. It is kept at a Tower pressure than the outside atmosphere to
prevent the loss of any airborne contamination and at a higher pressure than
Zone I1 to prevent migration of airborne contaminants from Zone II.

Zones IV and V are primarily office and nonradioactive support
facilities. There are no special atmospheric conditions on these areas,
These areas have a very slight potential for becoming contaminated by airborne
radionuclides.

Because of these special properties, N Reactor is able to conform to

emergency release requirements using the confinement and available process
systems.
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2.3 CHARACTERIZATION OF POLLUTANTS IN EFFLUENTS

2.3.1 Radioactivity (Radionuclides) in Air

N Reactor, by the very nature of its fission and activation process
during operation, produces radioactive noble gases, radioactive iodines, and
radioactive particulate material. A small fraction of the total fission and
activated products in the planit are released to the air in the plant and
removed by the plant's air filtration system. Some of these radioactive
isotopes not removed by the air filtration system are released into the air
environment. Radionuclides that are released are monitored in the air at the
following effluent release points:

116-N Stack

109-N Heat Exchange Building Zone I Vent

109-N Heat Exchange Building Cell 6 Vent

Zone II Effluent from Exhaust Fans 7 and 8

Zone I1I Effluent from Exhaust Fan 10

Zone IV Effiuent from Exhaust Fans 14 and 15
105-N Transfer Area

105-N Dummy Spacer Decontamination Exhaust Room
105-N Tool and Equipment Decontamination Room
107-N Basin Recirculation Building Exhaust.

The liquid effluent release points are shown in Figure 2-4. A complete
identification and description of the airborne effluent release points to the
air is in Section 3.1 of this report.

2.3.2 Nonradioactive Hazardous Air Pollutants

The 1ist of air pollutants as designated by the EPA in 40 CFR 61.01(a)
and (b) (EPA 1989a) have been reviewed with respect to the airborne effluents
released from N Reactor. From the 1ist of chemicals designated as hazardous
air pollutants in 40 CFR 61.01(a), only radionuclides, via the airborne '
release pathways to the environment, are present at N Reactor. N Reactor does
not emit asbestos, benzene, beryllium, coke, arsenic, mercury, or vinyl :
chloride. WNo processes could be identified as emitting any of the chemicals
from the 1ist designating hazardous air pollutants in 40 CFR 61.01(b). Thus,
the radionuciides are the only hazardous air pollutant released.

2.3.3 Radiocactivity in Liquid Releases
N Reactor fuel is cooled by demineralized water in the primary coolant

system. In the process of coming into direct contact with the nuclear fuel,
small amounts of radicactivity are released to the primary water.
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The radionuclides released to the primary water are noble gases,
radioactive jodines, and radicactive metallic jons (*°Co, *’Fe, ®In, etc.).
The radionuclides are released to the environment by the following effluent
release points:

1301-N LWDF {(until 1985)

1325-N LWDF (1985 to present)
Columbia River via N Springs
Columbia River via 102-in. Quifall*
Columbia River via 36-in. Outfall#*
Columbia River via 42-in. Outfall.*

The air emission points are shown in Figure 2-5. The complete identifi-
cation and description of the 1iquid effluent release points is listed in
Section 3.2 of this report.

2.3.4 Nonradioactive Hazardous Pollutants in Liquid Releases

In August 1990, Westinghouse Hanford completed two stream-specific
reports concerned with the discharge of hazardous materials to the water and
groundwater environment, WHC-EP-0342-03 (WHC 1990a) and WHC-EP-0342-04 '
(WHC 1990b). The two reports concluded that there were no hazardous wastes
being discharged by N Reactor to either 1325-N or 1324-N/NA.

*Minor contributors to the radioactive effluent.
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3.0 FACILITY EFFLUENT RELEASE POINTS
3.1 AIR RELEASE POINTS

3.1.1 117-N Filter Building and 116-N Stack

Exhaust air from N Reactor passes through the 117-N Filter Building and
is released at the 116-N Stack, which is the primary release point for
N Reactor. Currently all of the exhaust air from Reactor Zone I and II fis
discharged through this system. Reactor Zone I is the confinement zone
consisting of the reactor block and reactor coolant system pipe spaces.
Reactor Zone II is the confinement zone that includes the control rod rooms,
the fuel cladding failure monitor rooms, the gas system rooms, and the ball
safety system control room. The filter building and stack also are the
release system for all Reactor Zone III exhaust, with the exception of those
exhausts listed for the 105-N Reactor Building in Section 3.1.2. The Reactor
Zone III confinement zone includes the hot shops, fuel storage area, equipment
rooms, and related support facilities.

The 117-N Building consists primarily of four cells of filters. Two of
these cells are used to filter-Reactor Zone I exhaust air. One is used to
filter Reactor Zone II exhaust air and the exhaust from Reactor Zone III in
the event of an emergency. One filter cell (fourth cell) is used as a standby
or emergency backup. :

The air exhaust from Reactor Zone I passes through two filtration cells
consisting of three filter banks each. The first filter bank in each cell is
a moisture separator consisting of an aluminum mesh screen. This screen is
designed to remove any entrained moisture in the exhaust air. The second
stage is a fire retardant high-efficiency particulate air (HEPA) filter
designed to work at a maximum of 93 °C and a relative humidity of 100%. This
filter minimum adsorption efficiency is 99.9%. The third filter bank is
granular activated charcoal which removes 95% of the halogen radionuciides.
Both of the Zone 1 filter cells have equivalent configurations.

The air exhaust from Reactor Zone II passes through two filters. The
first filter is the HEPA, equivalent to that in the Zone I cell. The second
filter is an activated charcoal absorber cell, also equivalent to that in the
Zone [ cell.

Normally exhaust air from Reactor Zone III does not pass through any
filters. In the event of an emergency or release of airborne radionuclides,
the exhausts from Zones II and III are combined for filtration. After passing
through the normal Zone II filtration process, all of the exhaust air is
released through the 116-N Stack.

The 117-N Filter Building is connected to the 105-N Building by three
ducts which maintain the separation of air from Reactor Zones I, II, and III.
It also is connected to the 116-N Stack by two ducts for transporting the
filtered air for discharge.
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The stack itself is 201 ft tall. It has an inside diameter at the top of
14 ft, and an outside diameter at the top of 15 ft. At the bottom the inside
and outside diameters are 20 ft 1 in. and 22 ft 1 in., respectively. The
normal flowrate for the stack is 230,000 ft3/min. This gives an exit velocity
of approximately 25 ft/s. The discharge temperature varies between 10 °C and
37.7 °C. The stack is equipped with a continuous airborne effluent monitoring
(CAEM) system, which is currently out of service during standby. This monitor
is connected to an alarm system which is activated when the concentration of
airborne radicnuclides passing through the stack becomes too high. This CAEM
is configured to getect beta particulates, ijodine, low-, mid-, and high-range .
noble gases, and 'Ar. The unit is also fitted with a built~in gamma detector
for determining remote exposure rates as well as background compensation data.
It also has a solid state mass flow meter for gathering data to calculate mass
sample flow. '

3.1.2 105-N Reactor Building

There are three Zone III vents exhausting directly to the atmosphere from
the 105-N Building. There are two intermittent use exhaust vents and one vent
that is in continuous operation. The intermittent vents are exhausts for the
Tool and Equipment Decontamination Room and from a hood in the Dummy Spacer
Decontamination Room. These exhausts pass through HEPA filters before being
discharged to the atmosphere. The typical flowrates for these vents are
6,400 ft3/min and 4,800 ft3/min, respectively. The continuous exhaust comes
from the Fuel Transfer Area and is usually vented directly to the atmosphere
at a rate of approximately 28,000 fts/min. In the event of a release of
contamination, these exhausts can be shunted through the Zone II filler system
in the 117-N Filter Building along with the other Zone III exhaust air.

3.1.3 109-N Heat Exchange Building

3.1.3.1 Zone I Vent. The 109-N Heat Exchange Building alse is divided into
confinement zones equivalent to those found in the reactor building. Zone I
is the exhaust from Steam Generator Cells 1 to 5. Normally this area has a
once-through flow that exhausts directly to the atmosphere through this vent
on the roof at a rate of approximately 120,000 ft3/min.

There are eight crossties to the 105-N Zone I exhaust system. In the
event of an emergency or release of airborne contamination, these crossties
are opened and the usual exhausts are closed. This diverts any contaminated
or potentially contaminated air through the 117-N Filter Building for
filtering with the Zone I air from the 105-N Building.

3.1.3.2 Zone IA Vent. This is the vent for Steam Generator Cell 6. It is
normally the exhaust for the unfiltered, once-through air flow through Cell 6
at a rate of approximately 28,000 ft>/min. In the event of an emergency or
radioactive release, this exhaust is also redirected through the 117-N Filter
Building with the exhaust from Cells 1 to 5 and Zone I from the

105-N Building.

3.1.3.3 Zone II Vent. This vent is the exhaust for Zone II of the
109-N Building. This vent originates from exhaust fans (EF) EF-7 and EF-8.
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Zone II of the 109-N Building is primarily Corridor 19. Normally this vent is
the exhaust for a once-through ventilation system, discharging directly to the
atmosphere These vents normally exhaust at a combined rate of

23,000 > /min.  This system functions with both the supply and exhaust fans
0perat1ng at the same flowrate. In the event of a release of radioactive
contaminants, both the supply and exhaust fans are shut off and the area
sealed off from all other areas with no airfiow through the area.

3.1.3.4 Zone III Vent. The primary fan on this exhaust is EF-10. NormaI]y
this is the exhaust for a once-through air ventilation system for Zone III in
the 109-N Building. This fan normally exhausts at a rate of 130,000 ft° /min.
Zone III in the 109-N Building consists of all the areas listed as Zone III in
Table 3-1. 1In the event of a release of radicactive contamination, trip
switches put this area on 100% recirculation to confine any contaminants and
prevent entry of any others.

3.1.3.5 Zone IV Vent. Zone IV in the 109-N Building is a normal access area
adjacent to Zone III. It is comprised of the decontamination solutions’
mixing area and the pumping equipment enclosure area. Th1s area exhausts
through exhaust fans EF-14 and EF-15 at a rate of 16,000 ft®/min combined
(8,000 ft’/min each). In the event of a release of contam1nat1on, these
exhaust vents are closed and the fans are shut off. Emergency exhaust

fan EF-17 is then used with 1ts radiological filter to remove the air from
Zone IV at the rate of 1,000 ft’ /min.

3.1.4 Liquid Waste Handling Facilities

There are small radionuclide releases to the atmosphere from 1301-N,
1310-N, 1314-N, and 1325-N. These releases result from radionuclides entering
the atmosphere through evaporation of water containing them and the handling

of Tiquids containing them. These are ground releases with negligible
quantities.

3.1.5 107-N Basin Recirculation Building

The exhaust air from this building is passed through a HEPA filter before
being released to the atmosphere. The contaminants here result from the
evaporation of spills and Teaks in the fuel storage basin water treatment
process.

3.2 LIQUID RELEASE POINTS

3.2.1 1325-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facility

The 1325-N facility began receiving effluent from N Reactor in 1983. 1In
September 1985, upon ceasing operation of the 1301-N facility, 1325-N became
the primary Tiquid radioactive waste system for N Reactor. This facility uses
soil filtration properties to treat the effluents in the discharge streams.
These include the natural absorption, precipitation, and ion exchange
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Table 3-1. Air Emission Release Points.

Building Description Location Zone Monitoring
116-N A1l Reactor Zone I, II Stack I, II Alarm
Reactor Zone III* Stack Ii1 Sampling
105-N Tool and Equipment Roof [11 Sampling
Decontamination Room Exhaust
Dummy Decontamination Room Roof 111 Sampling
Hood Exhaust
Transfer Area Exhaust Roof 111 Sampling
109-N Cells 1 to 5, auxiliary Roof I Alarm
cells, pipe gailery
pressurizer
Cell 6, Cell 6 pipe gallery Roof IA Alarm
Hot tool room, hot storage Roof II Sampling
roof
Turbine bay, mechanical and Roof ITI Sampling
electrical equipment rooms,
storage, offices, lunch, and
Tocker rooms
Hot water quality Roof 111 " Sampling
laboratories
Rooms 17, 112, 110, lockers, Roof ITI Sampling
restrooms
Chemical cabinet Room 207 Roof IT1 Sampling
Cell 6 end of turbine bay Roof ITI Sampling
Chemical decontamination Roof ITI Sampiing
Solution preparation area 80 ft II1 Sampling
0 in.
107-N Building exhaust vent Roof ITI Sampling
1301-N Gaseous releases resulting Ground IT1 Not
from transfer of liquids sampled
1310-N Gaseous releases resulting Ground ITI Not
from transfer of ligquids sampled
1314-N Gaseous releases resulting Ground [11 Not
from transfer of 1iquids sampled

*A11 Reactor Zone III exhaust air except for exhaust air for the
release points Tisted for the 105-N Buiiding.
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properties of the soil column. The 1325-N discharge stream comes from the
sources listed in Table 3-2 during N Reactor's dry layup standby
configuration.

The facility currently consists of a concrete header box connected to a
covered rectangular basin, 240 ft by 250 ft and about 15 ft deep, which
compromised the original facility. Attached to this facility is a covered
extension trench which was added to the basin in 1985. The trench is
approximately 3,000 ft long, 55 ft wide, and 7 ft deep. The trench connects
to the northern and eastevrn corners of the basin through a common weir box.

3.2.2 N Springs Liquid Effiuent Release to
the Columbia River

Some constituents of the liquid effluents discharged to the 1301-N/
1325-N LWDF are ultimately discharged to the Columbia River via the N Springs.
The springs lie several feet above the river shoreline and extend for a
downstream distance of 2,000 ft from the 107-N Building.

3.2.3 102-in. Outfall

This is the primary nonradioactive drain for N Reactor. It is a
102-in.-dia. pipe which discharges directly to the Columbia River. Its
discharge currently includes the discharge from the 66-in. raw water return
(RWR) as well. It is regulated as NPDES Discharge 009 on the N Reactor
permit. The sources of the discharge are listed in Table 3-3. This outfall

was part of the original reactor construction. The only modification to this
Outfall was the construction of a dam to divert water from the 66-in. RWR
through the 102-in. Outfall.

3.2.4 42-in. OQutfall

This is a nonradicactive drain from 182-N. The NPDES Permit regulates
this discharge as Qutfall 006. This outfall is also sampled monthly for
radionuclides in addition to NPDES sampling. The sources for this outfall
include the drains from the pumphouse and fog spray pump cooling water
discharge.

3.2.5 36-in. OQutfall

This is also a nonradioactive drain from 182-N. It is regulated under
the NPDES Permit as Discharge 005. 1In addition to NPDES sampling, this
outfall is sampled monthly for radionuclides. The sources for this outfall
include overflow and drainage from the water storage tanks.
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Table 3-2. Sources for Liquid Effluents to 1325-N
During Dry Layup.

Spent Fuel Storage Basin Coolant
Decontamination Sump
1314-N Railroad Car Loadout Facility

Drains: Water Quality Laboratories
Radiation Tool Room
Cask Car and Fuel Transfer Area
Steam Generator Cells
Pipe Gallery
Nuclear Service Sump
Building Equipment Decontamination Tank

Table 3-3. Sources for Liquid Effluents to
102-in. Outfall During Dry Layup.

Equipment Coolant Drains
105-N Drains (non-rad)
109-N Drains

3.2.6 1324-N/NA

This is a surface 1mp0undment/perc61at10n pond for receiving
nonradiocactive discharges from the 183-N Water Filter Plant and the
163-N Demineralization Plant. This discharge contains filter plant backwash
and the demineralizer backwash and regeneration water to recharge the cation
and anion ijon exchange resin beds. This facility was placed in dry layup in
1990. As a result all discharges to this facility have ended.
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4.0 N REACTOR NORMAL SHUTDOWN SOURCE TERM

4.1 N REACTOR RADIOACTIVE SHUTDOWN SOURCE TERM - 1990

The normal shutdown radioactive source term is based on the residual
material left at N Reactor after the irradiated fuel has been removed from
both the reactor and the fuel storage basin. The residual material left at
N Reactor contains both activation and fission products. However, the
remaining radionuclides within the N Reactor 105-N Building are predominately
the activation products deposited on the inner piping surfaces and caught in
the piping crud traps. Most of the radionuclides formed by the fission
process are contained within the nuclear fuel element, which has been removed
from the reactor and fuel storage basin to the 100 K Area Fuel Storage Basins.

The activation and fission products that remain in the facility are
located primari]y in four locations. Residual material is located in the
N Reactor primary coolant system p1p1ng, the graphite reactor core, the N Fuel
Storage Basin, and various _sumps_in the pltant. The radionuclides that remain
are primarily "800, BeEy, 1S5Ey, SMn, 7Cs, and “°Sr. The total number of
curies 1n the N Reactor Bu11d1ng in the shutdown condition is approximately
5.5 x 10° (Table 4-1).

- However, the Targest source of radiocactivity that remains at the
N Reactor site is located in the 1301-N and 1325-N LWDF. These two
facilities, shown in Table 4-2, are soil columns used by the plant to dispose
of 1liquid waste; 1301-N was retlred from service in September 1885. They
cEnta1n a combined total of 8.7 x 10° Ci held primarily in the soil beneath
the cribs.

4.2 N REACTOR SHUTDOWN PROCESS CHEMICAL
INVENTORY - 1990

The N Reactor Process Chemical Inventory is shown in Table 1-1.
N Reactor currently is in dry layup and the only process chemical currently in
use is chlorine for potable water production. The potential for the release
of a process chemical during shutdown is very low. Also, process chemicals
are bheing removed from N Reactor on an ongoing basis.
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Table 4-1. Normal Shutdown Source Term.

N REACTOR PRIMARY COOLANT PIPING SYSTEM (1990 ESTIMATE)

Isotope Haif-1life (yr) Ci
co 5.26 118
*Mn 291 d 36

Subtotal 154
GRAPHITE STACK (1990 ESTIMATE)

Isotope Half-1ife (yr) Ci
Bhey 16 57
53y 1.7 58
0¢o 5.26 9.8
Fa 2.7 250

Subtotal 374.8
N FUEL STORAGE BASINS AND SUMPS (1990 ESTIMATE)

Isotope Half-1ife (yr) Ci
>*Mn 303 d 0.7
o 5.26 18.6
106py 367 0.7
7y 30 | 1.08
Vbce 284 d 1.1

Subtotal 22.2
Total 551
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Table 4~2. Liquid Waste Disposal Facilities Source Term.

1301-N LWDF (1990 ESTIMATEL)

Isotope Half-1ife (yr) Ci
0o 5.27 2,300
el 28 1,900
106Ru 1.0 3.7
134 g 2.19 12
¥7¢cs 30 2,600

239,240py, 2.44 E+04 23

Subtotal 6,838.7
1325-N LWDF (1990 ESTIMATE)

Isotope Haif-life (yr) Ci
co 5.27 1,300
gy 28 200
1%py 1.0 66
Bhes 2.19 14
B 30 320 °

239,240py, 2.44 E+04 2.6

Subtotal 1,902.6
Total 8,741.3
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5.0 REPRESENTATIVE EFFLUENT DATA

This report determines the type of FEMP needed for N Reactor during
normal shutdown condition. Representative effluent data were selected from
the plant historical files for this evaluation.

N Reactor began operating in December 1963 when the first criticality was
achieved. Effluent records concerned with the release of radioactivity from
the piant effluents are readily available from 1971 to 1989.

From 1970 to 1980, N Reactor was operated primarily to produce
electricity and, from 1981 to 1989, for the express purpose of producing SNM.
The last year the plant ran at full power for most of the time was 1986.

N Reactor has been in transition from an operating facility to a shutdown
facility since January 1987, when DOE-HQ ordered the plant to a standby
condition. Since that time N Reactor has been steadily changing from a mode
for operation to shutdown. 1In January 1989, N Reactor began defueling the
reactor core for the last time and, by April 1989, the reactor core was
completely defueled. By December 1989 all fuel had been removed from the
N Fuel Storage Basin, resulting in a decrease of about 4 billion Ci at

N Reactor. By September 1990 the plant was in dry layup, with the reactor
system piping and most of the support systems dry. This eliminated the
primary mechanism for residual radionuclides to be transported to the
environment.

In selecting representative effluent data, it was decided to review the
effluent data from 1981 to 1989 to determine in which year the effluent data
was representative for the N Reactor shutdown configuration. Tables 5-1 and
5-2 show the airborne and liquid effluents discharged from 1981 to 1989. The
discharges of radionuclides were fairly consistent from year to year from the
viewpoint of all being within the same order of magnitude.

From the information §n Tables 5-1 and 5-2 it was decided to use the 1989
effluent release data as the representative effiuent case for the shutdown
evaluation of N Reactor. The amount of potential release of radionuclides by
way of the effluent release points for air is less than 0.001% of the
operating airborne release quantities. However, the shutdown liquid release
potential is still about 33% of the operating liquid release, based on the
comparison of the 1986 Tliquid releases versus the 1989 liquid releases. The
fraction released, however, is becoming smaller each year.

5.1 REPRESENTATIVE AIRBORNE EMISSIONS DATA
DURING SHUTDOWN

The atmospheric releases to the environment from N Reactor in 1989 via
the 10 monitored release points are shown in Table 5-3. The table shows that
the curies released in 1989 to the air when the plant was shut down were
2.3 x 10 Ci as compared to the 1.3 x 10° Ci released in 1986 when the .plant
was operating. The table shows that the air emissions no Tonger contain the
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1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 1989

116-N Stack 6.9 F+04 1.2 E+05 1.2 E+05 7.8 E+04 6.7 E+04 1.1 E+05 3.1 E+03 7.6 E-04 6.7 E-04
%09€N Zone I 7.7 E+03 1.8 E+04 1.7 E+03 7.0 E+03. 5.4 £+03 1.8 E+04 1.4 E+03 5.9 E-04 9.1 E-04
en .

Zone IA Vent 6.7 E+02 1.2 E+03 4.8 E+02 2.3 E+03 9.0 E+02 1.7 E+03 5.7 E401 3.6 E-04 2.8 E-04
Zone 11 7.8 E-04 4.4 E-04 4.3 E-04 2.7 E-04 1.7 £-03 1.2 E-03 7.1 E-04 4.5 E-04 6.5 £-05
Zone III 7.2 E-03 1.6 £-02 6.7 E-03 4.5 E-03 1.2 E-02 3.1 E-03 8.8 E-04 2.0 E-04 3.2 E-04
Zone IV 0.0 E+00 6.6 £-05 2.6 E-04 2.6 E-05 2.0 E-04 2.8 E-04 2.2 E-05 2.1 E-05 1.8 E-05
AOS—N Transfer 1.3 E-03 2.1 E-05 4.9 E-04 1.9 €E-04 1.7 E-04 1.6 E-02 1.3 E-05 4.3 E-06 3.0 E-06
rea

Dummy 3.1 £-03 5.2 E-03 1.0 E-04 2.3 £-05 2.3 F-05 1.2 E-04 1.9 E-06 2.5 E~05 2.4 E-06
Decontamination

Facility

Tool 0.0 F+00 6.8 E-04 1.5 E-04 1.6 E-05. 6.0 E-04 4.8 E-04 2.7 E-04 6.3 E-06 1.1 E-05
Decontamination

Facility

107-N Exhaust NA* NA NA NA 1.7 £-04 2.8 £E-04 1.0 £-04 2.2 E-05 2.8 E-05
Yearly Total 7.7 E+04 1.3 E+05 1.2 E+05 8.7 E+04 7.4 E+04 1.3 £+05 4.6 E+03 2.4 E-03 2.3 E-03

*Release quantities not available.
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1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1586 1987 1988 1989

N Springs 9.0 E+01 3.7 E+02 1.9 E+02 1.6 E+02 2.9 E+02 2.3 E+02 1.0 E+02 6.6 E+01 .6 E+01
1325-N 3.2 E+04 1.5 E+04 2.0 E+04 3.6 E+04 3.5 E+04 6.0 E+04 2.6 E+03 1.1 E+02 .7 E+02
102-in. 6.7 E+00 4.5 E+00 5.4 E+00 1.5 E+01 8.0 E+00 1.1 E+00 4.7 E-01 5.9 E-O1 .1 E-01
Outfall

36-in. NA* NA NA NA NA NA NA NA .3 E-02
OQutfall

42-1in. NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA .5 E-03
Outfall

Yearly 3.2 F+04 1.5 E+04 2.0 E+04 3.6 E+04 3.6 E+04 6.0 E+04 2.7 E+03 1.8 E+02 A4 E+02

Total

*Release quantities not available.
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Table 5-3. Normal Airborne Shutdown Emissions at 100 N--1989.
(sheet 1 of 2)

€Y 1989 DOE Derivgd '
Radionuclide Ref:;sfiiﬁ) conﬁgﬁgiggion cgﬂgggtzggé?n Fg?cségnr
(uCi/mL) {pCi/mbL)
SHUTDOWN EMISSIONS FROM THE 116-N STACK--1989
0¢o 4.7 E-04 1.5 E-13 8.0 E-11 1.9 E-03
Psp 3.7 £-07 1.2 E-16 9.0 E-12 1.3 E-05
37cs 2.0 E-04 6.4 E-14 4.0 E-10 1.6 E-04
238py) 7.1 E-08 2.3 E-17 3.0 E-14 7.7 E-04
239,240p) 1.0 E-07 3.2 E-17 2.0 E-14 1.6 E-03
Subtotal (Ci) 6.7 E-04 Subtotal DCG: 4.4 E-03
SHUTDOWN EMISSIONS FROM THE 109-N ZONE I VENT--1989
*Mn 1.0 E-04 5.9 E-14 2.0 E-09 3.0 E-05
o 5.3 E-04 3.0 E-13 8.0 E-11 3.8 £-03
gy 2.1 E-06 1.2 E-15 9.0 E-12 1.3 E-04
B7cs ~ 1.1 E-04 6.0 £-14 4.0 E-10 1.5 E-04
ey 1.7 E-04 1.0 E-13 3.0 E-10 3.3 E-04
238py) 2.6 £-08 1.4 E-17 3.0 E-14 4.7 £-04
259,240p 5.7 E-08 3.2 E-17 2.0 E-14 1.6 £-03
Subtotal (Ci) 9.1 E-04 Subtotal DCG: 6.5 E-03
SHUTDOWN EMISSIONS FROM THE 109-N CELL 6 VENT--1989

>Mn 1.6 E-05 7.8 E-14 2.0 E-09 3.9 E-05
0co 2.3 E-04 1.1 E-12 8.0 E-11 1.4 £-02
gy 7.2 E-07 3.5 E-15 9.0 E-12 3.9 E-04
B7es 1.5 E-05 7.5 E-14 4.0 E-10 1.9 E-04
3Ey 2.1 E-05 1.1 E-13 3.0 E-10 3.7 E-04
ZBpyy 1.3 E-08 6.3 E-17 3.0 E-14 2.1 E-03
239,240p) 7.8 E-08 3.8 E-16 2.0 £-14 1.9 E-02
Subtotal (Ci) 2.8 E-04
Grand total (Ci) ~» 2.3 E-03 Total 3.6 E-02
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Table 5-3. Normal Airborne Shutdown Emissions at 100 N--1989.
(Sheet 2 of 2)
DOE Derived N
Emission point Radionuclide Refz;;?%%i) czogzgﬁyﬁziggge cgagggt{géégn F;?c;égn
(uci/sml) (uCi/mL)

109-N zore I1 EF 7, 8  “%Co 6.5 E-05 1.9 £-13 8.0 E-11 2.4 E-03

109-N Zone III EF 10 60(:0 3.2 E-D4 1.7 E-13 B.0 E-11 2.1 E-03

109-N Zone 1V & 14, 60¢o 1.8 E-05 7.5 E-14 8.0 E-11 9.4 E-04

105-N Transfer Area 60¢4 3.0 E-06 7.3 E-15 8.0 E-11 9.1 E-05

105-N Spacer 60cq 1.3 E-06 1.8 E-14 8.0 E-11 2.3 E-04

Decontamination 134 5.2 €-07 7.3 E-15 2.0 E-10 3.7 E-05

Facility 157, 5.4 E-07 7.5 £-15 4.0 E-10 1.9 €-05

Facility Subtotal 2.9 E-04

105-N 14-f¢ 60¢q 1.1 E-05 1.1 E-13 8.0 E-11 1.4 £-03
Decontamination

Facility

107-N Exbaust un 6.2 E-06 5.7 E-14 2.0 E-09 2.9 E-05

60¢q 1.5 E-05 1.3 E-13 8.0 E-11 1.6 E-03

137 6.4 E-06 5.9 E-14 4.0 E-10 1.5 E-04

Subtotal (Ci) h.b E-04 Facility Subtotal 1.8 E-03

Total (Ci) 2.3 E-03 TOTAL ) 2.1 E-03

EF = exhaust fan
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fission products of the noble gases or iodines, barium, ceriums, or any of the
short-lived isotopes. The airborne emissions 2 yr after shutdown are
predominately the long-Tived isotopes of cobalt, manganese, strontium, cesium,
and plutonium. .

5.2 REPRESENTATIVE LIQUID EFFLUENT DATA
DURING SHUTDOWN

The radioactive Tiquid effluent released from N Reactor in 1989 to the
1325-N LWDF was 1.7 x 10° Ci as shown in Table 5-4. The radioactivity
discharged to the Columbia River was 76.8 Ci, with 74 Ci of the radioactive
effluent being tritium and 1.8 Ci being str?ntium as_shown in Table 5-5. The
remaining curies consisted of '>Sb, *°Co, "'Cs, and #°Pu.

The Tiquid effluent discharge to the Columbia River via the
36-in. Outfall and 42-in. Outfall was 0.06 Ci and 0.004 Ci, respectively, for
a total of 0.067 Ci as shown in Table 5-6.

The discharge of 76.8 Ci to the Columbia River is a decrease of 33% from
the curie discharges in 1986. However, the nontritium portion of the
discharge has decreased 72%. The greater decrease in the nontritium portion
of the curie discharge is due to absorption of the radioactive cations by the
soil column of the LWDF.

Table 5-4. Shutdown Discharges to the 1325-N Liquid
Waste Disposal Facility--1989.

CcY 1989

Radionuclide Refgg;fi%i) con?;ﬁgigiion C°“°;B?;gt1°“ Eggcg?ggvﬁg
{mCi/mL) (mCi/mL) Dca
*H 7.4 £+01 1.2 E-04 2.0 E-03 6.0 E-02
*4Mn 5.0 E+00 8.0 E-06 5.0 E-05 1.6 E-01
0co 3.3 E+01 5.3 E-05 5.0 E-06 1.1 E+01
s 2.8 E+01 4.5 E-05 1.0 E-06 4.5 E+01
1235h 1.0 E+00 1.6 E-06 5.0 £-05 3.2 E-02
(o 5.2 E-01 8.3 E-07 2.0 E-06 4.2 E-01
Bes 2.3 E+01 3.6 E-05 3.0 E-06 1.2 E£+01
o™ 1.8 E+00 2.9 E-06 7.0 E-06 4.1 E-01
“Bpy 4.6 E-03 7.4 E-09 4.0 E-08 1.9- £-01
2¥py 2.3 E-02 3.7 E-08 3.0 E-08 1.2 E+00
Subtotal (Ci) 1.7 £+02 Total 7.0 E+01

DCG = Derived Concentration Guide

5-6




WHC-EP-0439

Table 5-5. Shutdown Discharges to the Columbia River from
N Springs and the 102-in. Qutfall.

CY 1989 DOE Derived
Radionuciide Refg;sfﬁﬁﬁ) conﬁ;ﬁziggion ngggztzggé?n Fracgégn of

{(uCi/mL) (£Ci/mL)

DISCHARGES FROM N SPRINGS
* 7.4 E+01* 6.2 E-05 2.0 E-03 3.1 E-02
o 1.2 E-02 3.9 E-08 5.0 E-06 7.8 E-03
05y 1.8 E+00 5.5 E-06 1.0 E-06 5.5 E+00
1233h 1.2 E-02 3.6 E-08 5.0 E-05 7.2 E-04
B7cs 1.6 E-03 4.9 E-09 3.0 E-06 1.6 E-03
28py 5.3 E-06 1.7 E-09 4.0 E-08 4.3 E-02
239,240p 4.5 E-06 1.4 £-09 3.0 E-08 4.7 E-02
Subtotal (Ci) 7.6 E+01 Total 5.6 E+00
DISCHARGES FROM THE 102-IN. OUTFALL

¢co 7.6 E-02 3.2-£-10 . 5.0 E-06 6.4 E-05 .
e 3.1 £-02 1.3 E-10 3.0 E-06 4.3 E-05
Subtotal (Ci) 1.1 E-01 Total 1.1 E-04

*This release value is the same for ®H (tritium) discharged to 1325-N.
Because of its high affinity with water, all 4 discharged to 1325-N is
conservatively assumed to reach the Columbia River, although probably not
within 1 yr from the time of discharge. The average concentration of “H at
the N Springs for 1988 was calculated from analyses of samples routinely
collected using a continuous composite sampling system located there.
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Table 5-6. Discharges to the Columbja River via the
36-in. and 43-in. Outfalls.
CY 1988 DOE Derived
CY 1989 Average Concentration Fraction of

Radionuclide

Release (Ci) concentration Guide (DCG) DCG
(mCi/mL) (mC1/mL)

DISCHARGES FROM THE 36-IN. OUTFALL
“Co 3.4 E-02 3.4 E-10 5.0 E-06 2.8 E-05
B7cs 2.9 E-02 1.3 E-10 3.0 E-06 4.0 E-05
Subtotal (Ci) 6.3 E-02 Total 6.8 E-05

DISCHARGES FROM THE 42-IN. OUTFALL
o 2.1 E-03 1.8 E-10 5.0 E-06 3.6 E-05
137¢s 1.4 E-03 1.1 E-10 3.0 E-06 3.7 E-05
Subtotal (Ci) 3.5 E-03 Total 7.3 E-05
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6.0 MODELS FOR DOSE ASSESSMENT

6.1 BACKGROUND

On October 31, 1989, the EPA issued the final regulations for radioactive
emissions to the air under 40 CFR 61 (EPA 198%a), "National Emission Standards
for Hazardous Air Pollutants."

The regulations require the use of an EPA-approved dose assessment model
to determine compliance of DOE facilities with 40 CFR 61.93(a). The two EPA-
approved models that were considered for use in this assessment were CAP-88
(Beres 1990) and AIRDOS-PC (EPA 1989b).

The EPA dose assessment models are designed to calculate the effective
dose equivalent value to the maximally exposed individual. The model will
also calculate the organ dose equivaients.

Because of the size of this model, CAP-88 was loaded into the Pacific
Northwest Laboratory (PNL) computing system where it was used to ca]culate the
doses resulting from releases on the Hanford Site.

Using the results of theses calculations, PNL developed tables of unit
dose conversion factors for each radionuclide. The unit dose conversion
factors are numbers that give the effective dose equivalent (EDE) for a 1 Ci
release of a specific radionuclide to the maximally exposed individual. These
calculated doses are a 50-yr committed EDE for all internal deposition
pathways. The dose conversion table based on the CAP-88 (Beres 1990) model
and developed by PNL is in Table 6-1.

The CAP-88 model handles the ingrowth of long-lived radioactive daughters
slightly differently than the PNL Generation II (GENII) Hanford Site-specific
model (Napier et al. 1988). It will now calculate activities for ingrowth of
daughter radionuclides following release of the parent, but will estimate the
dose from very short-lived daughters where the parent-to-daughter activity
ratio is effectively 1:1. The Hanford Site-specific GENII model results were
compared to the results from the CAP-88 dose model.

It is important to recegnize that the AIRDOS-PC (EPA 1989b) computer
model was not used due to the number of limitations that may result in the
model having a significant degree of inaccuracy. The lTimitations are
described below.

* The model will only accept data from six release points and then
uses the information as though it were released from one release
point.

* No corrections are made for building wake factors.
« The model can accept data for only 18 radionuclides. The model is
not capable of handling the large number of radionuclides that are

released from nuclear reactors and nuclear chemical processing
plants.
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Table 6-1. CAP-88 Dose Estimates for 1 Ci
Radionuclide Releases--100 Areas (Location
to the Individual: 9,900 m West).

Nuc!ide 10-m Stack dose 89-m Stack dose
equivalent (mrem)* equivalent (mrem)*
M 3.36 E-05 8.85 E-06
™ 2.19 E-04 6.72 E-05
“lar 1.41 E-05 4.38 E-06
e 9.32 E-05 2.80 E-05
Shun 8.11 £-03 2.44 E-03
56mn 3.56 E-05 1.20 E-05
e 4.72 E-03 1.42 £-03
584 4.75 E-03 1.43 £-03
60¢, 4.28 £-02 1.29 E-02
[P 1.81 E-04 5.50 E-05
8my . 2.62 E-06 7.35 E-07
8¢y 7.49 E-08 1.97 £-08
87 7.18 E-06 2.41 E-06
88 3.11 E-0% 9.07 E-06
89 3.11 E-03 9.35 E-04
g 6.45 E-02 1.94 E-02
Nar 5,39 £-05 1.67 £-05
P70 3.90 E-03 1.17 £-03
P 2.60 E-03 7.81 E-04
%40 2.41 E-04 7.28 E-05
10304 2.10 E-03 6.31 E-04
1065 xx 3.08 E-02 9.26 E-03
1245y, 8.90 E-03 2.68 E-03
13270 6.29 E-04 1.0 E-04
131, 1.84 E-D2 1.65 E-02
132, 2.48 E-05 2.54 E-05
133, 1.72 E-04 1.56 E-04
135, 5.99 E-05 5.62 E-05
133ye 7.71 E-07 2.04 £-07
135ye 4.73 £-06 1.28 E-06
V3heg 4.62 E-02 . 1.39 E-02
1370gan 3.53 E-02 1.06 E-02
138¢ 7.20 E-06 3,77 E-06
140, 1.86 E-03 5.60 E-04
140, 4 4.49 E-04 1.36 E-04
11ge 1.21 E-03 3.65 E-04
16bee 2.02 E-02 6.08 E-03
1534, 1.13 E-04 3.42 E-05
154, 2.69 E-02 8.10 E-03
155g, 2.73 E-03 8.20 E~04
238p,, 1.18 E+01 3.56 £+00
%o 1.70 £-04 5.13 £-05
23%,, 1.28 E+01 3.85 E+00

*Doses calcutated with CAP-88 are for the parent nuclide only, and
do not include contributions from long-lived daughter chains.
**Short-1ived daughters are included in dose from parent nuclides.
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There also is a restriction on which radionuclides can be used in
the model.
The meteorological data that are in the model have been preloaded
and may be significantly different than the local meteorclogy in the
immediate area of the facility.

There is no provision for the buildup of the uranium and thorium
decay series in the soil.

The environmental decay constant is a constant 2%/yr.

Based on the above limitations it was decided that AIRDOS-PC is
inappropriate for use with the reactor fission products inventory at N Reactor
for this FEMP determination.
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7.0 ANNUAL DOSE ASSESSMENT FOR
N REACTOR WITH CONTROLS

The total dose was calculated by multiplying the specific radionuciide
release in curies by the appropriate dose conversion factor for that radio-
nuclide. The dose for each radjonuclide was summed to obtain the total

0ffsite dose from the specific release point.

The unit dose conversion factors give the EDE for a 1 Ci release of a
specific radionuclide to the maximally exposed individual. These doses were
calculated as 50-yr committed EDEs for all internal deposition pathways.

The maximally exposed individual for liquid releases was determined to be
located at Ringold, Washington. For airborne releases the maximum individual
was determined to be located 9,900 m west of N Reactor. This Tocation was
determined to be the offsite Tocation with the highest radionuclide concen-
tration due to releases from N Reactor under average atmospheric conditions.

7.1 NORMAL SHUTDOWN AIRBORNE DOSE ASSESSMENT

The N Reactor airborne dose assessment for the 10 airborne release points
was performed using the CAP-88 (Beres 1990) unit dose conversion factors
provided by PNL. The individual radionuclide release quantities were
multiplied by their corresponding unit dose conversion factor and these
results were summed for each release point. The resulting numbers give the
50 yr committed EDE for the maximally exposed individual Tiving 9,900 m weSt
of N Reactor. '

For the purposes of this evaluation environmental controls (HEPA filters)
are assumed to offer a decontamination factor of 3,000. When no controls are
present it can be shown that, based on prior operating data, the potential
release can conservatively increase the release by a factor of 1,000. The
results of the determination are shown in Table 7-1. The results show that
during shutdown the 116-N Stack and the 109-N Zone 1 vent effluents result in
an offsite radiation exposure of 8.8 x 107 and 2.9 x 107° mrem EDE,
respectively. The remaining e1q§t effluent re]ease points result in radiation
exposures ranging from 1.4 x 107”7 to 9.9 x 10" mrem and are on an order of
magnitude less than the 116-N Stack or the 109-N Zone I vent. Dose rates of
this magnitude during shutdown are on the order of 3.0 x 10°® of a percent of
the background radiation of 7.9 x 10 mrem. The number of curies released to
the air from 1986 to 1989 has decreased to 2.3 x 107 Ci/yr (Table 5-1).

7.2 NORMAL SHUTDOWN LIQUID EFFLUENT DOSE ASSESSMENT

The Tiquid effluent dose assessment based on the Tiquid effluent streams
from the 102-in., 42-in., and 36-in. Qutfalls and N Springs was determined
using the PNL GENII (Napier et al. 1988) unit dose conversion factors. The
individual radionuclide release quantities were multiplied by their
corresponding unit dose conversion factor, and these results were summed to
give the 50-yr committed EDE for the maximally exposed individual located at
Ringold, Washington.

7-1
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Table 7-1. Normal Shutdown Airborne Emissions Dose Assessment--1989.
Effective dose equivalent

Release point Curies with control equipment (mrem)
released CAP-88 GEN 11

116-N Stack 6.7 E-04 8.8 E-06 5.0 E-06
109-N Zone I Vent 9.1 E-04 2.9 E-05 1.4 E-05
109-N Zone IA Vent 2.8 E-04 1.2 E-05 5.3 E-06
109-N Zone II Vent 6.5 E-05 2.8 E-06 1.0 E-06
109-N Zone 111 Vent 3.2 E-04 1.4 E-05 5.1 E-06
109-N Zone IV Vent 1.8 E-05 7.7 E-07 2.9 E-07
105-N Transfer 3.0 E-06 1.3 E-07 4.8 E-08
Facility Vent
105-N Tool Decon 1.1 E-05 4.7 E-07 6.8 E-08
Facility Vent
105-N Dummy Decon 2.4 E-06 9.9 E-08 1.8 E-07
Facility Vent
107-N Exhaust 2.8 E-05 9.2 E-07 4.9 E-07

The results of the liquid dose determination for normal shutdown are
shown in Table 7-2. The results show that none of the liquid effluents result
in an annual dose in excess of 0.1 mrem. The N Springs discharge during
shutdown results in an annual dose of 1.2 x 10 mrem. The 102-in. Outfall,
36-in. Outfall, and 42-in. Outfall discharges also result in an annual dose of
1.0 x 1072, 9.3 x 107>, and 4.5 x 107%, respectively. None of the liquid
effluent discharges during normal shutdown conditions result in an annual dose
of 0.1 mrem/yr.

Table 7-2. Normal Shutdown Liquid Effluents
Dose Assessment--1989.

Effective dose equivalent

Release point rg?g;g:d with con%;glmiquipment
N Springs 7.6 £+01 1.2 E-02
102-in. Outfall 1.1 E-01 1.0 E-02
36-in. Outfalil 6.3 £E-02 9.4 E-03
42-in. Outfall 3.5 E-03 4.5 £E-04

7-2
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8.0 ANNUAL DOSE ASSESSMENT WITHOUT CONTROLS

The DOE (1991) document requires a dose assessment without controls to
determine the need for effluent monitoring. For the purpose of this
evaluation the 1989 effluent release report (Rokkan 1991) with its subsequent
dose assessment, was used to determine the normal shutdown dose assessment
without controls.

Two additional Hanford Site-specific effluent monitoring practices are
also applicable in determining effluent monitoring requirements. These
criteria are listed below.

» If an effluent release point emits radioactive material or has the
potential to em1t radioactive material that is greater than or
exceeds 1.0 x 107 Ci/yr, then effluent monitoring should be
required.

» If an effluent release point emits less than detectable quantities
of radioactivity, then effluent monitoring is not required. The
minimum detectable concentrations for this study are assumed to be:

1.0 x 1072 pCi/m® for airborne
- 8.0 pCi/L for Tiquids.

8.1 NORMAL SHUTDOWN AIRBORNE DOSE ASSESSMENT
WITHOUT CONTROLS

The DOE (1991) document requires that a dose assessment be conducted on
2ach effluent release point in the absence of control equipment. Because of

the possibility of the various plant conditions, it was assumed for the
purposes of this assessment that air release points at N Reactor that had air
filtration systems operating at a minimum efficiency of 99.97% (3, 000) and
those that did not could have a release rate increase by a factor of 1,000.
For example, the 105-N Transfer Area in 1982 re]eased 2.1 x 107 Ci to the air
and in 1986 the Transfer Area released 1.6 x 107 Ci to the air for an annual
increase of a factor of 762. It is recognized that many of the N Reactor
airborne effluent release points do not have any environmental controls in
operation. However, it is intended that this conservative approach will
encompass any possible effluent increases due to various plant conditions and
activities.

The results of applying these factors to the airborne dose assessment
performed for N Reactor is the shutdown mode with controls as shown in
Table 8-1.

The results in Table 8-1 show that all of the airborne effluent reiease
points during shutdown are below 0.1 mrem and, therefore, do not require
continuous effluent monitoring.
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Table 8-1. Normal Shutdown Dose Assessment Airborne Emissions Without
Control Equipment (1989 EffTuent Discharges).

Effective Dose Equivalent

Actual

Release point r:?:;::d Normal operation (mrem) Potent;;ie;?crease
CAP-88 GENII CAP-88 GENI]
116-N Stack 6.7 £-04 8.8 E-06 5.0 E-06 2.6 E-Q2 1.5 E-02
109-N Zone I Vent 2.1 E-04 2.9 E-05 1.4 E-05 2.9 E-02 1.4 E-02
109-N Zone 1A Vent 2.8 £-04 1.2 E-05 5.3 E-06 1.2 €-02 5.3 £-03 i
109-N Zone 1l Vent 6.5 E-05 2.8 E-06 1.0 E-06 2.8 E-03 1.0 E-03
109-N Zone 11! Vent 3.2 E-04 1.4 E-05 5.1 E-06 1.4 E-02 5.1 €-03 -
109-N Zone IV Vent 1.8 E-05 7.7 E~07 2.9 E-O7 7.7 E-04 2.9 E-04
105-N Transfer Facility Vent 3.0 £-06 1.3 E-07 4.8 £-08 1.3 E-04 4.8 E-05
105-N Tool Degon Facility 1.1 E-05 4,7 E-07 6.8 E-08 4.7 E-D4 6.8 £-05
105-N Dummy Decon Facility 2.4 E-06 2.9 E-08 1.8 E-OF 9.9 E-05 1.8 E-04
107-N Exhaust Vent 2.8 E-05 9.9 E-08 4.9 E-07 3.0 E-04 1.5 E-03

However, the airborne effluent release points still emit measurable
guantities of radionuclides and should be monitored.

It is therefore recommended that airborne effluent monitoring be
continued at the effluent release points until it can be shown that measurable
quantities of radioactivity are no longer emitted.

8.2 NORMAL SHUTDOWN LIQUID EFFLUENT DOSE ASSESSMENT
WITHOUT CONTROLS

The DOE (1991) document requires that a dose assessment be conducted on
each effluent release point in the absence of control equipment. For the
purpose of this assessment it was assumed that the plant liquid effluent o
bypasses the 1325-N LWDF and is discharged directly to the Columbia River.

The results of this evaluation are shown in Table 8-2. The table shows the
annual effective dose to the maximally exposed individual at Ringold from
N Springs discharges is 7.9 mrem and, therefore, requires monitoring.

It should be noted that even when the 1325-N LWDF is conservatively
assumed not to retain radionuclides, which is the worst case, the annual dose
is only 7.9% of the annual limit.

The other three liquid effluent discharges do not have positive
environmental controls on them. For this reason there is no potential for
increase in their release quantities. As shown in Section 7.2, their
discharges result in a downstream dose assessment of less than 0.1 mrem and,
therefore, do not require continuous monitoring in accordance with the
DOE (1991) document. However, these three release points still emit
measurable quantities of radioactivity and should be monitored until they are
no Tonger of any significance (i.e., <8 pCi/L).

g2
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Table 8-2. Normal Shutdown Dose Assessment Liquid Effiuents Without
Control Equipment (1989 Effiuent Discharges).

Effective dose egquivaient

' . Curies
Release point released Normal operation Potential®
(mrem) increase (mrem)
N Springs 1.7 E+02 1.1 E-02 7.9 E+00
102-in. Outfall 1.1 E-01 1.1 E-02 Same as normal
operation
42-in. Outfall® 6.3 £-02 9.3 E-03 Same as normal
operation
36-in. Qutfall® 3.5 E-03 4.5 E-04 Same as normal
operation

dAssumes upset condition.
here are no longer any routine effluents from these outfalls;
therefore, monitoring is Timited to periodic confirmatory measurements.
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9.0 POTENTIAL UPSET~OPERATING CONDITIONS

No potential upset conditions have been jdentified or deemed credible.
No mechanisms were identified for routine release of the N Reactor-contained
radionuclides offsite and, therefore, no analyses were performed for
operational radiclogical impact to the offsite population. Ecological impacts
from this facility are essentially unchanged from present conditions.



t 409

™

!

9

WHC-EP-0439%

This page intentionally left blank.

9-2



9

WHC-EP-0438
10.0 SUMMARY

10.1 PURPOSE

This report evaluates the degree to which N Reactor must monitor plant
effluents during shutdown. The results show that during plant shutdown a much
Tess extensive monitoring plan is needed fo assure the public that N Reactor
is operating within applicable regulatory requirements.

10.2 SOURCE TERM

This evaluation shows the decrease in the radiocactive source term at
N Reactor since it has changed from an operating facility to a shutdown
facility. The number of curies of radiocactivity within the reactor facility
during operation was approximately 4 billion Ci. As the shutdown activities
have progressed, the number of curies remaining at N Reactor in the
105-N Building is approximately 550 Ci.

The evaluation also showed that the largest radiocactive source remaining
at N Reactor is the 1301-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facility (LWDF), with
6,838.7 Ci, followed by the 1325-N LWDF, with 1,902.6 Ci. The dose assessment
was based on 1989 shutdown effluent release data.

The evaluation showed that the airborne emissions have declined from
130,000 Ci/yr in 1986 to 0.002 Ci/yr in 1989. The liquid effluents released
to the Columbia River have declined from 230 Ci/yr to 76 Ci/yr, with 74 Ci
being tritium. 1In 1989, 1.8 Ci of *°Sr were released to the Columbia River.

The evaluation showed that with the plant in dry layup, there is Tittle
potential of the process chemicals being released to either the groundwater or
the Columbia River.

10.3 FACILITY EFFLUENT MONITORING DURING PLANT SHUTDOWN

Using data from the first year of the plant shutdown, a Facility Effluent
Monitoring Plan determination for N Reactor was performed assuming the
effluent controls are not functioning. The determination evaluated the
10 airborne and 7 liquid effluent release points. The results indicated that
none of the airborne effluents have the potential for exposing the maximum
individual to greater that 0.1 mrem. Therefore, according to DOE/EH-0173T
(DOE 1991), continucus airborne effluent monitoring is not required at
N Reactor during shutdown.

It is recommended, however, that as long as they are active, the airborne
emission points be monitored since they emit measurable quantities of
radioactivity.

The evaluation for Tiquid effluents indicated that N Springs should
continue to be monitored during shutdown since the radionuciides discharged to
the Columbia River result in a potential dose of 7.9 mrem. The potential
N Springs evaluation was based on the conservative assumption that the

10-1
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1325 LWDF does not retain radionuclides. Even the use of this conservative
assumption results in an annual dose that is oniy 7.9% of the DOE 5400.5
(DOE 1990) annual 1imit of 100 mrem. It is also recommended that the
102-in. Outfall be monitored periodically because it has the potential to
release measurable quantities of radicactivity to the Columbia River.

Based on the first year of standby effluent data (obtained for 1989), it
was determined that none of the airborne emission release points exceeded
0.1 mrem; therefore, only periodic confirmatory monitoring is required for
airborne radioactivity.

There are also three liquid effluent release points that require
monitoring because of radioactivity release to the groundwater and Columbia
River. These are N Springs, the 102-in. Outfall, and the 1325-N LWDF.

Since N Reactor is a nuclear facility that is progressing toward
shutdown, the conclusions arrived at in this report should be reevaluated
annually as effluents continue to decline and various plant systems are shut

down.
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11.0 CONCLUSIONS OF THE FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN DETERMINATION

The DOE (1991) document requires a determination of dose to the maximally
exposed individual without effluent controls and the dose to the maximum
individual from an upset plant condition to determine the degree to which
effluents must be monitored.

This FEMP evaluation for these conditions was based on actual effluent
release data from 1989 for the normail shutdown case.

11.1 FACILITY EFFLUENT MONITORING PLAN DETERMINATION FOR
NORMAL SHUTDOWN WITHOUT CONTROLS

The dose evaluation in Section 7.1 shows that none of the airborne
effluents during shutdown exceeded 0.1 mrem. The dose to the maximally
exposed individual at Ehe various effluent release points ranges from
5.8 x 1072 to 2.0 x 107 mrem. Therefore continuous airborne effluent
monitoring is not required at N Reactor by the DOE (1991) document.

However, measurable quantities of radionuclides (>1.8 x 107 Ci/yr) are
released by some of the airborne release points as shown in Table 7-1. Thus
effluent monitoring is recommended during shutdown.

Although N Reactor has been in a nearly complete shutdown state since
1989, the airborne effluent monitoring should be maintained until it can be
shown that measurable quantities of radionuclides are no longer emitted.

During plant shutdown the dose assessment for Tiquid effluents shown in
Section 8.2 indicates that only one Tiquid effluent needed to be monitored,
N Springs, with an assessed potential dose of 7.9 mrem.

However, it is recommended that the remaining two liquid effluent release
points continue to be monitored because they emit measurable quantities of
radionuclides. These 1iquid effluent release points are the 102-in. Qutfall
and 1325-N LWDF.

New information recently obtained in the third quarter of 1990 suggests
that the effluent monitoring at the 42-in. Outfall and the 36-in. Outfall may
be eliminated because there are no longer routine discharges at these points
due to completion of dry layup. New information will be evaluated in the FEMP
for N Reactor.
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WHC~EP-0439
ATTACHMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY__N REACTOR DISCHARGE POINT_116-N STACK_
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)
. Radionuclide {Curies) w/o Controls

w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 GENII
1. _Co-60 4 TE-04 1.454-00 1.82F-02 6.6E-03
2. Sr-90 3.7E-07 1.1E-03 2.15BE-05 2.0E-05
3. Cs-137 2.0E-04 _6.08-01 6.361-03 B8.6E-03
4, Pu-238 7.15-08 2.1E-04 7.580-04 6.8E-04
5. Pu-239/240 1.0E-07 3.0E-04 1.16%-03 9.91-04
Total 8. 7E-04 2.068+00 2.65K-02 15E-02

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ
Material (Ibs) Released (1bs)

00 0

Identification of Reference Material

WHC-I'P-0165-2

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge

point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
guantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate
space below.

FEMP is required __ > FEMP is not required _X
EVALUATOR \3&__& : %m\ DATE 9 Séﬁ‘\&

MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL___ A7 Jecyp DATEZ~/5" 7/
2
FACILITY MANAGER ,___;,W_{?‘-/T’w/ DATES 77 2
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ATTACHMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY__N REACTOR DISCHARGE POINT__109-N ZONE I VENT
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)
Radionuclide (Curies) w/o Controls

w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 GENII
1. Mn-54 1.08-04 1.0E-04 8.11E-07 1.8E.07
2. Co-60 5.3E-04 5.98-04 2.27E-05 8.5E-06
3. Sr-90 2.1E-06 2.15-06 1.35E-07 1.2E-07
4, Cs-137 1.1E-04 1.1E-04 3.88E-06 4.2E-06
5. Eu-155 1.7E-04 1.7E-04 4 64F-07 3.4B-07
6. Pu-238 2,6E-08 2.6E-08 3.078-07 2,9E-07
7. Pu-239/240 5.7E-08 5.78-08 7.30E-07 6.0E-07
Total 9.1FE-04 91E-04 2.90E-05 148.05

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ
Material (1bs) Released {(Ibs)
1.
2.
3.

Identification of Reference Material

WHC-EP-0165-2

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge
point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate
space below.

FEMP is required ___ FEMP is not required _X
EVALUATOR, Q»h % m& DA’I'E?’\\"\-\-O\\
~ < Y

MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL /i/ f7d /&:2},0&() DATE3 /5~
< . 4 )
FACILITY MANAGER ,,..:F////? P DATES - /9-c.

Al-4
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ATTACHMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY__N REACTOR DISCHARGE POINT__109-N ZONE JTA VENT
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIJALS

Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)
Radionuclide (Curies) w/o Controls

w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 GENII
1, Mn-54 1.6E-05 1.6E-05 1.30E-07 2.9E-08
2. Co-60 2.38.04 2.30.04 9.84F-06 3.TE-06
3. Sr-90 7.2E-07 7.2E-07 4.64F-08 4 2E-08
4, (Cs-137 1.5F-05 1.5E-05 5.30E-07 5.7E-Q7
5. FEu-155 21805 2.1E-05 5.73K-08 4 27-08
6. Pu-238 1.3E-08 1.3E-08 1.53K-07 1.4E-07
7. Pu-239/240 7.8E-08 7.8E-08 9,98E-07 8.6E-07
Total 2.8E-04 2.8E-04 1.18E-05 54E-06

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity ' Quantity RQ
Material (Ibs) Released (Ibs)

002

Identification of Reference Material

WHC-EP-0165-2

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge

point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate
space below.

FEMP is not required _X

FEMP is required ___
DA*IEQ\‘\&&

EVALUATOR,

MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL A : DATE_Z-/45-%,
- FACILITY MANAGER, T2l o7 DATE 32 ~# 5
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ATTACHMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY__N REACTOR DISCHARGE POINT__109-N ZONE Il VENT
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

Quantity Released Projected Dose {(mrem)
Radionuclide (Curies) w/o Controls

w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 GENII
1. Co-60 6.5E-05 6.58-05 2.78E-08 1.08-06
2.
3.
4. .
Total 6.5E-05 6.5E-05 2.78E-08 1.0E-06

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ
Material (Ibs) Released (Ibs)

Ll A

Identification of Reference Material

WHC-EP-0165-2

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge
point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate
space below.

FEMP is required ___ FEMP is not required _X_

EVALUATOR N\ DATE%&}&“\&
MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL___ A% Vo DATE ?~ 45~ 7/
FACILITY MANAGER, ﬁ%/;; e DATES ¥ %~
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ATTACHMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY__N REACTOR DISCHARGE POINT__109-N ZONE 1[I VENT
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)
Radionuclide (Curies) w/o Controls
w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 GENII
1. Co-60 3.2E-04 3.2E-04 1.37E-05 5.1E-08
2.
3.
4, B
Total 3.2E-04 3.28E-04 1.37E-05 5.1E-06

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ
Material (1bs) Released (Ibs)

ale R S

Identification of Reference Material

WHC-FP-0165-2

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge

point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate
space below.

FEMP is required __ N FEMP is not required _X
EVALUATOR &%}.\;‘*MDATE ‘55\\5;\

MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL AR T DATE_3 -4 -5/
> 70 7 |
FACILITY MANAGER, f’ﬁé /7»”%’// DATE_-S /7-9
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ATTACHMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY_ N REACTOR DISCHARGE POINT__109-N ZONE IV VENT
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)
Radionuclide {(Curies) w/o Controls
w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 GENII
1. Co-60 1.8E-05 1.8E-05 1.70E-07 29E-07
2.
3.
4, )
Total, 1.8E-05 1.8E-05 7.70E-07 2.9E-07

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ
Material (Ibs) Released (Ibs)

el =

Identification of Reference Material

WHC-EP-0165-2

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge
point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate
space below.

FEMP is required _ FEMP is pot required _X_
EVALUATOR, \\\BAM\ : %m\DATEM

MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL AZ T e DATE3 -/5~5/
7 e "
FACILITY MANAGER ,_(n%i/ _élf/..ffge 7 DATE 2 -/5- %

Al-8
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ATTACHMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY NREACTOR DISCHARGE POINT__105-N TRANSFER AREA
EXHAUST
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS
Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)
Radionuclide (Curies) w/o Controls

w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 GENII
1. Co-60 3.0E-08 3.0E-06 1.28E-07 4 8E-08
2. .
3.
4,
Total, 3.0E-06 3.0E-06 1.28E-07 4 8E-08

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ
Material (Ibs) Released (Ibs)

1

2.
3.
4,

Identification of Reference Material

WHC-EP-0165-2

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge

point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate
space below.

FEMP is required ___ &\- MP is ot required _X_
EVALUATOR, \N--. DATE )
MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL A dd’w DATE3 ek /4
FACILITY MANAGER, ;——-‘le///g =Lt DATES +/5-5/

Al-9
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ATTACHMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY_N REACTOR DISCHARGE POINT__105-N DUMMY DECON FAC
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)
Radionuclide (Curies) w/o Controls

w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 GENII

1. Co-60 1.3E-06 3.9E-03 1.67E-04 6.2FE-05

2. Cs-134 5.2E-07 1.6E-03 7.21E-05 8.1E-05

3. Cs-137 54E-07 1.6E-03 5.72E-05 6.2E-05
4, .

Total 2.4E-06 7.18-03 2.96E-04 2.1F.-04

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ
Material (1bs) Released (Ibs)

1

2.
3.
4,

Identification of Reference Material

WHC-EP-0165-2

If the total projected dose from radicnuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge
point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate
space below.

FEMP is required ___ FEMP is not required _X
EVALUATOR ATE S\ S\

MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL AX ) 2o DATE_3~/S~%
FACILITY MANAGER, - @?f;’// DATE3. @ /5-#%/

Al-10
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ATTACHMENT 1

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY__N REACTOR DISCHARGE POINT__105-N TOOL & EQUIP DECON FAC

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)
Radionuclide {(Curies) w/o Controls

w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 GENII

1. Co-60 1.1K-05 3.3E-02 141E-03 5.3E-04
2.
3.
4,

Total 1.1E-05 3.3E-02 1.41K-03 5 3E-04

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ
Material (1bs) Released (Ihs)

Identification of Reference Material

WHC-EP-0165-2

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge
point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate
space below.

FEMP is required ___ %ﬁ- FEMP is not required _X_
EVALUATOR \\M&Aﬁ’o}\ﬁ\;
N

MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL, A <l t DATE3-/5"%
-.-p' 2 - - /74 a—
FACILITY MANAGER B e DATE.Z /82

Al-11
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ATTACHMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY N REACTOR DISCHARGE POINT__107-N EXHAUST
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)

Radionuclide (Curies) w/o Controls
w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 GENII

1. Mn-54 6.2E-06 1.98-02 1.51E-04 3.35-05
2. Co-60 15E-05 4.5E-02 1.93E-03 7.2E-04
3. Cs-137 6 4E-06 1.9E-02 2.04¥-04 2.15-04
4, .
Total 2.88-05 8.3E-02 2.928E-03 9.6E-04

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIJALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ
Material (1bs) Released (Ibs)

1

2.
3.
4.

Identification of Reference Material

WHC-EP-0165-2

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge
point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate

space below.

FEMP is required __ FEMP is not required _X__

. EVALUATOR, ' : DATE SN
MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL Az «{fw DATE 3-75- 7
FACILITY MANAGER_____ /—&/;/’%}///’Jé’/ DATES /S

Al-12
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ATTACHMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY__N REACTOR DISCHARGE POINT__105-N (Non-rad)
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)
Radionuclide (Curies) w/o Controls

w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 GENII
1.
2.
3.
4, L
Total

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ
Material (1bs) Released (1bs)
1. _1.1.2-Trichloro- 1,2,2-trifluoroethanel
2. 900 NR 1
3.
-

Identification of Reference Material

SARA Tier II Emergency and Hazardous Materials Inventory
1 - Classified as F002 Halogenated Solvent

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge

point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate
space below,

FEMP is required ___ > FEMP is not required _X
EVALUATOR k\g»ﬂ_ o '%R,}}S_\_DATE%\;&\}
MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL A ~7s DATE?~/5-7/

FACILITY MANAGER, - C?%é?g/ DATE 2 ~/8-5-

Al-13
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ATTACHMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY__N REACTOR - DISCHARGE POINT_107-N
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS
Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)

Radionuclide (Curies) w/o Controls
w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 GENII

Ll

T-otal
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ
Material (1bs) Released (1bs)
Sodium Hydroxide - 10582 NR 1000
Sulfuric Acid 25881 NR 1000

1
2
3.
4,

Identification of Reference Material

A Ti Emer an zar: Materi Inventor
If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge
point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable

quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate
space below.

FEMP is required ___ FEMP is pot required _X
EVALUATOR \Q»u-\ ' §WDATEM N\

MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL, AZ oy DATE 3 ~/5-7/
_— — . .
FACILITY MANAGER ~ ) VA@// DATE-S /S -

Al-14
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ATTACHMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY__N REACTOR DISCHARGE POINT__108-N
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)
Radionuclide (Curies) wio Controls
w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 GENTI
1.
2.
3.
4,
Total

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ
Material {1bs) Released {Ibs)

. Sodium Hvdroxide 74076 NR 1000
Sulfuric Acid 181168 NR 1000

1
2
3.
4,

Identification of Reference Material
ARA Tier IT Emergen zar ials Inventor

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge
point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate
space below.

FEMP is required ___ %reqﬂred X =
EVALUATOR Q&M X DATE?v\\"\\\
T N A N

MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL AA ) DATE_3 ~#~-%/
FACILITY MANAGER RNy e DATE.Z-/¢ 9
I
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ATTACHMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY__N REACTOR ' DISCHARGE POINT__109-N_(Non-rad)
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)
Radionuclide (Curies) w/o Controls
w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 GENTII
1.
2.
3.
4,
Total

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ

Material (Ibs) Released (lbs) =
Ammonium Hydroxide 12712 ‘NR. 1000 '”
Sodium Hypochlorite 338 NR, 100

e

Identification of Reference Material

SARA Tier II Emergency and Hazardous Materials Inventory

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge

point or if any one regulated material dlscharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate
space below.

FEMP is required ___ FEMP is not required _X
EVALUATOR Q%“.%m DATE_S\WA N\
MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL A »&M __DATE3/5-%/
FACILITY MANAGER _SF ,,/’,9 4 DATER /5 8/
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ATTACHMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY__N REACTOR DISCHARGE POINT__166-N
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)
Radionuclide (Curies) w/o Controls
w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 GENII
1.
2.
3.
4,
Total

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ
Material (1bs) Released (Ibs)
1. Diesel Fuel . 1020316 NR 10000
2. No. 6 Fuel Qil 456035 NR 100
3.
4

Identification of Reference Material

SARA Tier 11 Emergency and Hazardous Materials Inventory

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge
point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate
space below.

FEMP is required ___ : FEMP is not required _X
EVALUATOR, ' % : DA'I'E—M

MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL AT Lo ___ DATES-#5-%
FACILITY MANAGER . (%{{J/V DATEX - /-5

Al1-17



9

WHC-EP-0439
ATTACHMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY__N REACTOR DISCHARGE POINT.__182-N
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)
Radionuclide (Curies) w/o Controls
w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 GENII
1.
2.
3.
4,
Total

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ

Material (1bs) Released (1bs)
. _Diesel Fuel 103032 NR 10000
. Sodium Hypochlorite 948 NR 100

1
2
3.
4

Identification of Reference Material

SARA Tier IT Emergency and Hazardous Materials Inventory

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge
point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate
space below.

FEMP is required ___ FEMP is_not required _X
EVALUATOR, w §'-\DATE3 Al

MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL, A g J2eg DATEZ ~/S~7/
- // / .
FACILITY MANAGER ,<ﬁ{,//€74./ DATE S ~&.£/
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ATTACHMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY N REACTOR DISCHARGE POINT__183-N
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)
Radionuclide (Curies) w/o Controls
w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 GENII
1.
2.
3.
4,
Total

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ
Material (1bs) Released (1bs)

1. Aluminum Sulfate 49638 NR 5000

2. Chlorine 5486 NR 10

3. Separan 3838 NR unknown

4.

{dentification of Reference Material
A Tier 1T reency and Haz ials Inventor

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge
point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility., Check the appropriate
space below.

FEMP is required ___ EMP is nof required _X
EVALUATOR, ' QY - Aﬁé@\‘g

MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL AX e DATE2 /5~
- - 7 ,
FACILITY MANAGER, ~=:%/ DATES-/¥. 5

Al-19
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ATTACHMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY_ N REACTOR DISCHARGE POINT _184-N
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADICACTIVE MATERIALS

Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)
Radionuclide (Curies) w/o Controls
w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 GENII
1.
2.
Total

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ

Material (1bs) Released (Ihs)
. Diese] Fuel 102032 NR, 10000
. No. 6 Fuel Qil 864009 NR 100

1
2
3.
4

Identification of Reference Material

SARA Tier IT Emergency and Hazardous Materials Inveﬂtorv

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge o
point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
guantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate

space below.

FEMP is required ___

EVALUATOR,

MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL, A? Lo DATE 35" 7/
FACILITY MANAGER W7 _DATEZ /¢ 5 -

T \:/LJ ¢
4

Al-20
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ATTACHMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY__N REACTOR DISCHARGE POINT_163-N
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)
Radionuclide (Curies) w/o Controls
w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 GENII
1.
2.
3.
4,
Total

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ
Material (1bs) Released (Ibs)
1. _Chlorine 9 NR 10
2. _Hydrazine - 5543 NR 1
3. Morpholine 2379 NR 10000
4. Nalco 158 5950 NR
5. Nalco 7958-D 2035 NR
6. Nalco 8258 6625 NR
7. Sodium Hydroxide 21165 NR 1000
8. Sulfuric Aad 51762 NR 1000

Identification of Reference Material

SARA Tier 1T Emergency and Hazardous Materials Inventory
If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge
point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate
space below.

FEMP is required _

EVALUATOR
MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL, Ag T3 ) TE3- /5~
FACILITY MANAGER ,{%;m;x DATEZR -/.F. 72~
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GENII Dose Estimates for 1 Ci Radionuclide
Releases--100 Areas; Location to the

Individual: 9,900 m West. (2 sheets)
Ground level

Nuclide dose gg;:;E]ent egﬁiga?Zﬁgk(gg;?*
4 3.5 E-08 1.0 E-08
%Na 1.1 E~07 4.5 E-08
“pr 9.0 E-09 6.9 E-09
e 3.6 E-08 1.1 E-08
*Mn 1.8 E-06 5.5 E-07
*Mn 2.3 E-08 1.1 E-08
7Fe 1.9 E-06 5.8 £-07
*8Co 1.5 E-06 4.5 E-07 .
o 1.6 E-05 4.7 E-06
s 1.6 E-07 5.1 E-08
My 1.9 E-09 (100)* 9.1 E-10 (100)
By 2.7 £-11 1.4 E-11
87 4.4 E-09 2.8 E-09
88 2.4 E-08 1.3 E-08
83r 2.0 E-06 5.8 E-07
gy 5.9 E-05 (94) 1.8 E-05 (94)
Ngp 5.4 £-08 (73) 1.9 E-08 (76)
B7r 1.9 E-06 (75) 5.7 E-07 (75)
*Nb 7.2 E-07 2.2 E-07
Mo 1.4 E-07 (98) 4.4 E-08 (98)
%3gu 8.8 E-07 (100) 2.6 E-07 (100)
1%y 2.4 E-05 7.1 E-06
1%4sh 3.4 E-06 1.0 E-06
21 5.8 E-07 (86) 1.7 E-07 (86)
131y 9.0 E-05 (100) 2.6 E-05 (100)
132y 3.6 E-08 1.7 £-08
331 1.4 E-06 (100) °~ 4.1 E-07 (100)
1331 9.6 E-08 (95) 3.5 E-08 (95)
B3Ye 6.9 E-10 3.0 E-10
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GENII Dose Estimates for 1 Ci Radionuclide
Releases--100 Areas; Location to the
Individual: 9,900 m West. (2 sheets)

Ground level
] . 89-m Stack dose
Nuclijde dose equivalent equivalent (rem)*

(rem)*
b 3.4 E-09 1.5 E-09
B4 5.2 E-05 1.6 E-05
Bes 3.8 E-05 1.1 E-05
138 5.2 E-09 5.0 E-09
14084 1.7 E-06 (50) 5.1 E-07 (51)
140 4 2.2 E-07 7.3 E-08
e 6.9 £-07 2.0 E-07
Ve 1.8 E-05 (100) 5.4 E-06 (100)
535m 9.4 E-08 2.8 E-08
Beey 1.5 E-05 4.3 E-06
ey 2.0 E-06 5.8 E-07
238py) 1.1 E-02 3.2 E-03
ZNp 1.3 E-07 (100) 3.9 E-08 (100)
23%py 1.1 E-02 3.3 E-03

*Doses calculated with GENII include
contributions from the parent nuclide, long-
lived daughter chains, and short-lived
daughters. Numbers in parenthesis indicate
the percent of the total dose attributable to
the parent nuclide in chains with long-1ived
daughters.
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GENII Dose Estimates for 1 Ci Liquid Releases
to the Columbia River. (2 sheets)

100 and 200 Areas 300 Area MI* at

wetige I S Rinecld  River i oees
{rem)** (rem)**

*H 6.4 E-10

%Na 2.7 E-08

32p 2.5 E-04

ser 3.3 E-09

**Mn 6.6 E-07

*Fe 6.1 E~-06

*%Co 5.4 £-07

Co 2.4 E-06

“n 1.6 E-05

Bgr 3.1 E-07

05y 6.1 E-06 6.1 E-06

B 4.6 E-07

Mo 1.7 E-08

97c 3.9 E-07 3.9 E-07

%pu 1.7 E-07

1%Ru 1.6 E-06

1245h 1.1 E-06

125gh 4.0 £-07

129] 1.7 E-05

31 1.8 E-06

1331 1.2 E-07

33y 1.4 E-10

Bhes 4.6 E-04

B7es 3.2 E-04

1404 1.1 E-06

Wee 6.6 E-07

Ve 4.9 E-06

234 8.9 E-07 | 8.9 E-07

25y 9.6 E-07 9.6 E-07
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GENII Dose Estimates for 1 Ci Liquid Releases
to the Columbia River. (2 sheets)

100 and 200 Areas 300 Area MI* at

Nuclide dMoIsz aett:luR'iivnag%Oe]ndt Riz::gii%veggse
(rem)** {rem)**

238 9.5 E-07 9.5 E-07

28py 5.8 E-06

259y 6.0 E-06

#py 9.7 E-08

a1 2.0 E-04

ZMNp 2.8 E-06

*M] = Maximally exposed individual.
**Doses calculated with GENII include
contributions from the parent nuclide, Tong-
lived daughter chains, and short-Tlived

daughters.
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100 AREA SURPLUS REACTORS
FACILITY EFFLUENT MONITORING PLAN DETERMINATION

1.0 INTRODUCTION

The Hanford Restoration Operations department is responsible for
determining Facility Effluent Monitoring Plan (FEMP) applicability fo the
surplus Hanford Site reactors: B, C, D, DR, F, and H. Evaluation for '
determining the need for preparing a FEMP was conducted by Hanford Restoration
Operations using WHC-EP-0438 (WHC 1991).

2.0 STATUS OF OPERATION

The Hanford Site surplus reactors are currently shut down. Decommiss-
ioning activities are scheduled to begin following approval of the
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) which addresses how these activities are
to be performed. The retired reactors are in a surveillance and maintenance
mode until decommissioning activities begin.

3.0 SOURCE TERMS

In the surveillance and maintenance mode, the inactive reactor facilities
do not use, generate, release, or manage significant pollutants of radioactive
or nonradioactive hazardous materials. There are no gaseous or liquid
effluents, nor are there any active effluent monitoring systems associated
with these facilities. They are not identified in WHC-EP-0165-2
(Rokkan 1991), which classifies all 100 Area facilities with gaseous and
1iquid effluents. (See Attachment 1.)

4.0 POTENTIAL UPSET-QPERATING CONDITIONS

No potential upset conditions have been identified or deemed credible.
No mechanisms were identified for routine release of the surplus reactor-
contained radionuclides offsite and, therefore, no analyses were performed for
operational radiological impact to the offsite population. Ecological impacts
from these facilities are essentially unchanged from present conditions.
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5.0 SUMMARY

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Decommissioning of
8 Surplus Production Reactors at the Hanford Site, Richland WA, DOE/EIS-0119D,
supports the decision that there is no inventory at risk requiring a FEMP.
Section 5.2 of the draft EIS briefly discusses the radiological release
potential of the reactors in their current state and concludes there are no
identifiable mechanisms for routine offsite releases of radionuclides and
hazardous materials from the surplus reactors. Therefore, a FEMP is not
required.

6.0 REFERENCES

DOE, 1989, Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Decommissioning of
8 Surplus Production Reactors at the Hanford Site, Richland WA,
DOE/EIS-0199D, U.S. Department of Energy, Washington, D.C.

WHC, 1991, A Guide for Preparing Hanford Site Facility Effluent Monitoring
Plans, WHC-EP-0438, Westinghouse Hanford Company, Richland, Washington.

Rokkan, D. J., 1991, Westinghouse Hanford Company 100 Area Environmental
Releases for 1989, WHC-EP-0165-2, Westinghouse Hanford Company, Richland,
Washington.
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DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY _ 100-8 Reactor DISCHARGE POINT _ None

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

Radionuclide Physical/Chemical Quantity Quantity Projected Dose
Form (Curies) Released {mrem)

No radioactive material "at risk."

1.
2.
3.
4.

Total

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity Reportabie % of Reportable
Material (1bs) ‘Released Quantity (1bs) Quantity/Year

No nonradioactive hazardous material "at risk."

[ T I N
. & & ®

Identification of Reference Material
DOE/EIS-0119D, "Decommissioning of Eight Surplus Production Reactors at

the Hanford Site, Richland, Washington, DEIS."

-

If the total projected dose from radionuctides exceeds (.1 mrem ede from any
one discharge point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility
exceeds 100% of a reportable quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is
required for that facility. Check the appropriate space below.

FEMP is required FEMP is not required

EVALUATOR J. R. Brehm %ﬂfw\ DATE /-25-9]

. MANAGER, ENVIRONMENTAL  / - Ze-DATE /271

FACILITY MANAGER B

Al-3
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DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY 100-C Reactor DISCHARGE POINT _ None
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

Radionuclide Physical/Chemical Quantity Quantity Projected Dose
Form (Curies) Released (mrem)

No radioactive material "at risk."

1
2.
3.
4

Total

FACILITY INVENTORY A1 RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity Reportable % of Reportable
Material (1bs) Released Quantity {1bs) Quantity/Year

No nonradiocactive hazardous material "at risk."

e N

Identification of Reference Material
DOE/EIS~0119D, "Decommissioning of Eight Surplus Production Reactors at

the Hanford Site, Richland, Washington, DEIS."

If the total projected dose from radionuciides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any
one discharge point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility
exceeds 100% of a reportable quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is
required for that facility. Check the appropriate space below.

X

FEMP is required FEMP is not required

EVALUATOR J. R. Brehg DATE _ /-Q.5 -9

MANAGER, ENVIRONMENTA /”Z,!é ), e S

FACILITY MANAGER . F. NeavW pate /-2 7]

Al-4



9

WHC-EP-0439

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
WONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY  100-D Reactor DISCHARGE POINT __ None

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

Radionuclide Physical/Chemical Quantity Quantity Projected Dose y

Form (Curies) Released (mrem)
1. No radioactive material "at risk."
2.
3.
4,
Total

FACILITY INVENTORY AfyRISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity Reportable % of Reportable
Material (1bs) Released Quantity (1bs) Quantity/Year

No nonradiocactive hazardous material "at risk."

I 7S I

ldentification of Reference Material ‘
DOE/EIS-0119D, "Decommissioning of Eight Surplus Production Reactors at

the Hanford Site, Richland, Washington, DEIS."

1f the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any
one discharge point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facitity
exceeds 100% of a reportable quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is
required for that facility. Check the appropriate space below.

FEMP is required FEMP is not required X
EVALUATOR Y- R. Brehm %uﬁ/m DATE___ 1-25-9]
MANAGER, ENVIRONMENTAL ' :
FACILITY MANAGER

=x]
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DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

EACILITY __ 100-DR Reactor DISCHARGE POINT __ None

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS
Radionuclide Physical/Chemical Quantity Quantity

Projected Dose

Form (Curies) Released (mrem)
1. No radioactive material] "at risk.”
2.
3.
4.
Total

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity Reportabie
Material (1bs) Released Quantity (1bs}

No nonradicactive hazardous material "at risk."

% of Reportable

Quantity/Year

= W N
P

Identification of Reference Material

DOE/EIS5-0119D, "Decommissioning of Eight Surp]hs Production Reactors at

the Hanford Site, Richland, Washington, DEIS."

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any
one discharge point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility
exceeds 100% of a reportable quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is

required for that facility. Check the appropriate space below.

FEMP is required
EVALUATOR J. R, Brehm

FEMP is not required X
DATE__ /-25-9/]

. DATE 229/

MANAGER, ENVIRONMENTA
FACILITY MANAGER

paTe /=25 7/

Al-6
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DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY _ 100-F Reactor DISCHARGE POINT _ None

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS
Radionuclide Physical/Chemical Quantity Quantity Projected Dose

Form {Curies) Released (mrem)
1. No radicactive material "at risk."
2.
3.
4.
Total.

FACILITY INVENTORY KijISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated  Quantity Quantity Reportable % of Reportable
Material {1bs) Released Quantity (1bs) Quantity/Year

No nonradioactive hazardous material "at risk."

Identification of Reference Material .
DOE/EIS-0119D, “Decommissioning of Eight Surplus Production Reactors at

the Hanford Site, Richland, Washington, DEIS."

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any
one discharge point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility
exceeds 100% of a reportable quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is
required for that facility. Check the appropriate space below.

X

FEMP is required FEMP is not required

EVALUATOR J. R. Brehm %’Loﬁm’l DATE |~ 59 [

e DATE T2/
oate /=23= 7/

MANAGER, ENVIRONMENTA
FACILITY MANAGER
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DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREHENT

FACILITY _ 100-H Reactor DISCHARGE POINT _ None

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE KATERIALS
Radionuclide Physical/Chemical Quantity Quantity Projected Dose

Form (Curies) Released (mrem)
1. No radioactive material "at risk."
2.
3.
4.
Total

FACILITY INVENTORY Af#§ISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity Reportable % of Reportable
Material {1bs) Released Quantity (1bs) - Quantity/Year

No nonradiocactive hazardous material "at risk."”

Identification of Reference Material
DOE/ELIS-0719D, “"Decommissioning of Eight Surplus Production Reactors at

the Hanford Site, Richland, Washington, DEIS."

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any
one discharge point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility
exceeds 100% of a reportable quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is
required for that facility. Check the appropriate space below.

FEMP is required FEMP is not required _ X

EVALUATOR J. R. Brehm O@W DATE [~ 59/

2— DATEI 723/

oate. /=2I= %)

MANAGER, ENVIRONMENTAL
FACILITY MANAGER . F. Weaver,
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Table 1.

Radignuclide Releases -~ 100 Areas.
the Individuail:

WHC-EP-0439

GENII Dose Estimates for 1 Ci

9,900 m West.

Location to
{2 sheets)

Ground level
Nuclide domafﬁggﬁf1ent eggiga?éﬁgk(igéi*
*H 3.5 E-08 1.0 E-08
“Na 1.1 E-07 4.5 E-08
“"Ar 9.0 E-09 6.9 E-09
iCr 3.6 E-08 1.1 E-08
>*Mn 1.8 E-06 5.5 E-07
“Mn 2.3 E-08 1.1 E-08
PFe 1.9 E-06 5.8 E-07
*8Co 1.5 E-06 4.5 E-07
o 1.6 E-05 4.7 E-06
ps 1.6 E-07 5.1 E-08
Sy e 1.9 E-09 (100)* 9.1 E-10 (100)
| Br 2.7 E-11 1.4 E-11
K 4.4 E-09 2.8 E-09
Br 2.4 E-08 1.3 E-08
sy 2.0 E-06 5.8 E-07
gy 5.9 E-05 (94} 1.8 E-05 (94)
7'Sr 5.4 E-08 (73) 1.9 E-08 (76)
2 1.9 E-06 (75) 5.7 E-07 (75)
»Nb 7.2 E-07 2.2 E-07
Mo 1.4 E-07 (98) 4.4 E-08 (98)
Ry 8.8 E-07 (100) 2.6 E-07 (100)
1%Ru 2.4 E-05 7.1 £-06
124sp 3.4 E-06 1.0 E-06
321q 5.8 E-07 (86) 1.7 E-07 (86)
Rl 9.0 E-05 (100) 2.6 ,E-05 (100)
521 3.6 £-08 1.7 £-08
531 1.4 E-06 (100) 4.1 E-07 (100)
1237 9.6 E-08 (95) 3.5 E-08 (95)
3% 6.9 E-10 3.0 E-10
133¥%e 3.4 E-09 1.5 E-09
34 5.2 E-05 1.6 E-05
s 3.8 E-05 1.1 E-05
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WHC-EP-0439

GENII Dose Estimates for 1 Ci
Radionuclide Releases - 100 Areas.

9,900 m West.

Location to

(2 sheets)

Ground Tevel
Nuclide dose ﬁg;%i?1ent egﬁiTafgigk(ggéi*
8cs 5.2 E-09 5.0 E-09
14083 1.7 E-06 (50) 5.1 E-07 (51)
Ot a 2.2 E-07 7.3 E-08
*1ca 6.9 E-07 2.0 E-07
%4¢Ca 1.8 E-05 (100) 5.4 E-06 (100)
>2Sm 9.4 E-08 2.8 E-08
eEy 1.5 E-05 4.3 E-06
gy 2.0 £-06 5.8 E-07
238py 1.1 E-02 3.2 £-03
=Np 1.3 E-07 (100) 3.9 £-08 {100)
=9py 1.1 E-02 3.3 E-03

*Doses calculated with GENII include
contributions from the parent nuclide, Tong-lived
daughter chains, and short-lived daughters.
Numbers in parenthesis indicate percent of the
total dose attributable to the parent nuclide in
chains with long-Tived daughters.
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Table 2. CAP-88 Dose Estimates for 1 Ci Radionuclide
Releases - 100 Areas. Locatijon to the Individual:
9,900 m West. (2 sheets)

Nuclide 10;m Stack dose 89;m Stack dose
equivalent (mrem)* equivalent (mrem)*

°H 3.36 E-05 8.85 E-06

“Na 2.19 E-04 6.72 E-05

“ar 1.41 E-05 4.38 E-06

ey 9.32 E-05 2.80 E-05

*Mn 8.11 E-03 2.44 £-03

>Mn 3.56 E-05 1.20 E-05

*Fe 4.72 E-03 1.42 E-03

*8Co 4.75 E-03 1.43 E-03

“co 4.28 E-02 1.29 £-02

s 1.81 £-04 5.50 E-05

oMy 2.62 E-06 7.35 E-07 .
B 7.49 E-08 1.97 E-08

8y 7.18 E-06 2.41 E-06

By 3.11 E-05 9.07 E-06

s 3.11 E-03 9.35 E-04

05y 6.45 £-02 1.94 E-02

sy 5.39 E-05 1.67 E-05

P 3.90 E-03 1.17 E-03

“Nb 2.60 E-03 7.81 E-04

Mo 2.41 E-04 7.28 E-05 e
%Ry 2.10 E-03 6.31 E-04 ' —_—
"Rur 3.08 E-02 9.26 E-03 .
1245h 8.90 E-03 2.68 E-03

3e1e 6.29 E-04 1.90 E-04

¥y 1.84 E-02 1.65 E-02

132 2.48 E-05 2.54 E-05

1331 1.72 E-04 1.56 E-04

1351 5.99 E-05 5.62 E-05

133%e 7.71 E-07 2.04 E-07

135%e 4.73 E-06 1.28 E-06

¥es 4.62 E-02 1.39 E-02

1370 gww 3.53 E-02 1.06 E-02

138 7.20 E-06 3.77 E-06
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Table 2.

Releases - 100 Areas.

WHC-EP-0439

CAP-88 Dose Estimates for 1 Ci Radionuclide
Location to the Individual:

9,900 m West. (2 sheets)

10-m Stack dose

89-m Stack dose

Nuclide equivalent (mrem)* equivalent (mrem)*
1498, 1.86 E-03 5.60 E-04
1494 a 4.49 E-04 1.36 E-04
%ice 1.21 E-03 3.65 E-04
4ce 2.02 E-02 6.08 £-03
335 1.13 E-04 3.42 E-05
BeEy 2.69 E-02 8.10 E-03
) 2.73 E-03 8.20 E-04
28py 1.18 E+01 3.56 E+00
“Np 1.70 E-04 5.13 E-05
&y 1.28 E+01 3.85 E+00

*Doses calculated with CAP-88 are for the pareni

nuclide only and do not include contributions from long-

1ived daughter chains.
*%Short-1ived daughters are included in dose from
. parent nuclides.
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GENII Dose Estimates for 1 Ci Liquid

Releases to the Columbia River.

100 and 200 Areas MI*

300 Area MI* at

Nuclide at Ringold dose Riverview dose
equivalent (rem)** equivalent (rem)**
*H 6.4 £-10
%Na 2.7 E-08
32p 2.5 E-04
ey 3.3 E-09
>*Mn 6.6 E-07
*Fe 6.1 E-06
8ro 5.4 E-07
0co 2.4 E-06
®Zn 1.6 E-05
85y 3.1 E-07
5y 6.1 E-06 6.1 E-06
SZr 4.6 E-07
*Ma 1.7 E-08
PTc 3.9 E-07 3.9 E-07
%30 1.7 E-07
106y 1.6 £-06
1243k 1.1 E-06
[ 25 4.0 E-07
1291 1.7 E-05
B 1.8 E-06
1531 1.2 E-07
133Ye 1.4 E-10
B4 4.6 E-04
¥es 3.2 E-04
14084 1.1 E-06
%ice 6.6 E-07
e 4.9 E-06
Bhy 8.9 £-07 8.9 E-07
25y 9.6 E-07 9.6 E-07
238)) 9.5 E-07 9.5 E-07
28py 5.8 E-06
<9py 6.0 E-06
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Table 3.

WHC~EP-0439

GENII Dose Estimates for 1 Ci Liquid
Releases to the Columbia River.

100 and 200 Areas MI*

300 Area MI* at
Riverview dose

Nuclide at Ringold dose
equivalent (rem)** equivalent (rem)**
#py 9.7 E-08
“pm 2.0 E-04
2Np 2.8 E-06

*MI = maximally exposed individual
**Doses calculated with GENII include contributions
from the parent nuclide, long-l1ived daughter chains, and

short-Tived daughters.
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PART 3
K AREA FUEL STORAGE BASINS
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K AREA FUEL STORAGE BASINS
AND ENGINEERING LABORATORY

FACILITY EFFLUENT MONITORING PLAN DETERMINATION

1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is to evaluate the gaseous emissions and
Tiquid effluent of KE/KW Fuel Storage Basins, KE Environmental and Engineering
Demonstration Laboratory (hereinafter referred to as the engineering
taboratory), and the KE Water Studies Recirculation Building to determine the
potential annual radiation exposure to the maximally exposed individual
offsite. This evaiuation will determine the degree to which Westinghouse
Hanford Company (Westinghouse Hanford) must monitor the KE/KW airborne
emissions and liquid effluents. A Facility Effluent Monitoring Plan (FEMP)
will be developed for the normal operating condition of the basins and the
engineering laboratory as required by the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE)
Orders 5400.1 (DOE 1988a), 5400.3 (DOE 1989a), 5400.4 (DOE 1989b), 5400.5
(DOE 1990), 5480.1 (DOE 1982), 5480.11 (DOE 1988b), and 5484.1 (DOE 1981), and
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) regulation 40 Code of Federal
Reguiations (CFR) &1 (EPA 1989h).

1.2 STATUS OF OPERATION

1,2.1 Radionuclide Effluent Releases

Radionuclides are emitted from KE/KW at four locations for air emissions
and one liquid effluent discharge. Radionuclides are discharged to the air
from the 105-KE Fuel Storage Basin, the 105-KW Fuel Storage Basin, the
engineering laboratory, and the 1706-KE Water Studies Recirculation Building.
Radionuclides are discharged to the Columbia River from one discharge point
located at the 1908-KE Qutfall, also known as National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) Qutfall 004. The radionuclides emitted from the
effluent release points via the_air pathway and_the 1iquid effluent pathway
are H, ®co, sr, s, Bcs, 2Ppu, 2Pu, and *%pu.

Due to the release of these radioisotopes to the air environment, the
KE/KW Fuel Storage Basins, 1706-KE, and 1706-KER effluents are subject to
40 CFR 61, Subpart H (EPA 198%9b).

The KE/KW operating facilities alse are subject to DOE Orders 5400.1
(DOE 1988a), 5400.3 (DOE 198%a), 5400.4 (DOE 1989b), 5400.5 (DOE 1990},
5480.1 (DOE 1982), 5480.11 (DOE 1988hb), and 5484.1 (DOE 1981) because of their
release of radiocactivity to both air and water. These orders require that
radioactive effluents to the environment be as Tow as reasonably achievable
and use the best available control technology to control effluents. The

1-1
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effluents must be monitored to ensure that regulatory requirements are met,
and a monitoring plan and procedures must be in place to ensure they are
impiemented.

1.2.2 Nonradioactive Chemical Effluent Releases

The potential nonradioactive hazardous air pollutants that were
considered in this report were those listed in 40 CFR 61.01{a) and (b)
(EPA 1989b). It was determined, after a thorough review of the KE/KW
operating facilities, that none of the chemicals listed in either
40 CFR 61.01(a) or (b), with the exception of radionuclides, are present in
the airborne releases from KE or KW. Therefore, radionucliides are the only
hazardous air poliutant considered in this report.

For the KE and KW operating facilities, the single 1iquid release point
to the Columbia River was reviewed to determine the potential to release
hazardous waste. The 1908-KE Outfall is a permitted NPDES outfall and the
analysis performed on this outfall for the permit does not indicate any
presence of hazardous waste.

Hazardous process chemicals currently stored onsite at the 100 K Area are
listed in Table 1-1 and Attachment 1. The potential for their release via the
airborne or liquid effluent pathway has been reviewed. This review has
determined that there is very 1ittle potential for these chemicals to be
released via any of the effluent release points. The process chemicals that
may be discharged are shown in Table 1-1 and Attachment 1. :

1.2.3 Summary of Effluent Release Components
In conclusion, this determination for developing a FEMP, with respect to
DOE orders and 40 CFR 61 (EPA 1989b), demonstrates that only the release of

radionuclides to the environment via the air, water, and groundwater pathways
occurs at KE and KW operating facilities. There are no other hazardous waste

Table 1-1. Process Chemicals Stored at KE/KW.

Chemical stored  (g0S releassd  Tocation
Sodijum hypochlorite 120 NR* 165-KW
Chlorine 6,000 NR 183-KE
Polyacrylamide 50 NR 183-KE
Sodium hydroxide 18,970 NR 1706-KE
Sulfuric acid 31,681 NR 1706-KE

*None Released.

1-2
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materials released by KE and KW operating facilities via either the air
emissions pathway or the liquid effluent pathway. Hazardous materials are
stored at 100 K Area; however, there is very little potential for their
release to the effiuents from KE or KW.

1.3 SCOPE

The KE/KW Reactor Facilities were built in the 1950's and shut down in
1971; however, the fuel storage basins and the engineering laboratory
continued to operate. 1In 1975 the KE/KW basins were modified to provide
temporary storage for the irradiated fuel from N Reactor until it could be
processed at the Plutonium-Uranium Extraction Plant. Since the 1970's the air
emissions and liquid effluents emitted from KE/KW originated from only the
Fuel Storage Basins and the engineering laboratory. Effluents from the
KE/KW Reactor facilities ended in the early 1970's (refer to the retired
reactor FEMP determination, Part 2 of this document, for details); therefore,
this FEMP determination is limited to the effluents from the Fuel Storage
Basins at KE and KW and the engineering laboratory at KE.

1-3
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2.0 FACILITY DESCRIPTION

The 100 K Area is Tocated on the Hanford Site approximately 25 mi
northwest of Richland, Washington, as shown in Figure 2-1. The 100 K Area
itself is shown in Figure 2-2.

The KE and KW reactors are two of nine water-cooled, graphite-moderated

- plutonium production reactors built along the Columbia River between 1943

and 1963. ATl of these reactors, with the exception of N Reactor, have been
retired and are inactive.

The KE and KW reactors were identical reactors built approximately
0.25 mi apart. They were graphite-moderated, plutonium-producing reactors
using once-through cooling. The reactors and their support facilities were
constructed between 1952 and 1954, Both reactors began service in 1955 with
KW ceasing operation in February 1970 and KE in February 1971. The reactors
share a few ancillary structures; however, major support facilities were
exactly duplicated.

After they were shut down the KE and KW reactor systems were deactivated
and decontaminated. When the initial decontamination was completed,
approximately 1 yr was spent cleaning and modifying the 105-KE and -
105-KW Basins for storing N Reactor irradiated fuel. Additional modifications
and repairs of the fuel storage basin system included modification to the
basin cooling systems to closed system, and a leak repair in the 105-KE Basin.
Actual storage of N Reactor irradiated fuel began in 1975 and currently
continues. Shipment of this fuel to the basins for storage ceased in 1989.

Current operations at the 100 K Facilities include N Reactor irradiated
fuel storage in the 105-KE and 105-KW Fuel Storage Basins and environmental
laboratory work being performed in the 1706-KE Facility. Work is currently
being planned for re-encapsulating the fuel in the 105-KE and 105-KW Basins.

2.1 FUEL STORAGE BASINS

The 105-KE and 105-KW Fuel Storage Basins were constructed identically.
Since then, minor modifications have resulted in slight differences. The
basins are both constructed of reinforced concrete. They are rectangular,
125 ft long by 67 ft wide by 21 ft deep. A depth of 16 ft of water is
maintained in each basin. Modifications were performed on both basins to
allow storage of spent N fuels. Each basin was modified to include a
recirculation system for the basin water including in-1ine filters, an ion
exchange system, a sand filter system, heat exchangers, and instrumentation to
monitor radiation levels, heat generation rate, and basin water level. This
included a remote alarm system. Both basins have racks installed on their
floors for storing the N Reactor fuel canisters,

The minor differences in the two basins result from later modifications.
The KE Basin is equipped with the equipment for segregation of the N Reactor
fuel. Some fuel stored in the KE Basin is in open containers. Presently
there is only fuel segregation equipment in the KE Basin; thus, fuel
segregation activities can only be performed in the KE Basin.

2-1
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Figure 2-1. U.S. Department of Energy's Hanford Site.
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100 K Area.

Figure 2-2.
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The 105-KW Basin was coated with a pliable epoxy sealant and only
encapsulated fuel canisters are stored in the basin.

In an effort to increase fuel storage capacity both basins were modified
to provide the capability to hang fuel canisters over those canisters stored
on the floor of the basin. This increased the fuel storage capacity of each
basin by a potential 375 metric tons (MT). Additionally, water chillers were
installed in both basins to increase the heat exchange capacity. This was in
an effort to lower the basin water temperature and reduce the dose rate to the
personnel in the basin areas.

2.2 1706-KE FACILITY

The engineering laboratory was designed as a testing complex for single
pass and recirculating in-reactor test loops and prototype out-of-test reactor
Toops. The loops were used for studying the effects of water quality and
decontamination solvents on the corrosion characteristics of reactor hardware
and fuei element material.

o The facility was used to perform testing for operational support for

— N Reactor startup in 1963 and KE reactor shutdown in 1971. Among the testing
programs performed were water quality control, corrosion, decontamination,

€ procedure development, waste treatment systems development, ion exchange,
evaluations, and materials testing.

- Currently some corrosion testing is performed at this facility in support
e of N Reactor standby. The old Pacific Northwest Laboratory (PNL) is currently
- undergoing modification to become the 242-A Evaporator Pilot Plant. The ion

exchangers in this building supply the demineralized water to the K Area Fuel
i Storage Basins. This facility also performs some testing in support of D&D
activities.
et |
O
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3.0 EFFLUENT RELEASE POINT DESCRIPTION
3.1 AIRBORNE DISCHARGE POINTS

3.1.1 105-KE Exhaust Vent

This exhaust is the vent for the area that contains the fuel storage
basin in }he 105-KE Building. This vent exhausts at a rate of approximately
27,000 ft°/min. This exhaust vents the air directly from the fuel storage
area without treatment. The exhaust vent is located on the north face of the
building approximately 42 ft above the ground. This exhaust is continuously
sampled for radionuclides.

3.1.2 1706-KEL

This exhaust is the vent for the 1706-KE Laboratory This exhaust
releases air at an approximate rate of 12,000 ft? /min. The air from this vent
is first passed through a high-efficiency particulate air (HEPA) filter before
being released to the atmosphere. The release point is located approximately
25 ft above the ground.

3.1.3 1706~KER

This is the exhaust for the basement area of the 1706-KE Laboratory.
This vent is located approx1mate1y 3 ft above the ground and d1scharges at an
approximate rate of 2,500 ft°/min. The'air from this exhaust is passed
through a HEPA filier before being released to the atmosphere.

3.1.4 105-KW Exhaust Vent

This exhaust is the vent for the area that contains the fuel storage
basin in the 105-KW Building. Because the 105-KE and 105-KW Buiidings are of
identical design, the characteristics of this vent are identical to those of
the 105-KE vent. This vent also exhausts at a rate of approximately
27,000 ft3/m1n. This exhaust vents the air directly from the fuel storage
area without treatment. The exhaust vent is located on the north face of the
building approximately 42 ft above the ground. This exhaust is continuously
sampled for radionuclides.

3.2 LIQUID DISCHARGE POINT

The only liquid effluent discharge point at the K Area is the
1908-K Qutfall. This is a permitted NPDES discharge--NPDES Qutfall 004. This
outfall discharges cooling water used in the heat exchangers, which are used
to maintain the fuel storage basin water temperature. It also discharges the
neutralized regeneration waste water from the 1706-KE Building ion exchange
columns and water from the KE and KW clearwell and settling basin. This
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outfalil gischarges liquids to the Columbia River at a rate of approximately
3.7 x 10° gal/yr. This outfall is continuously sampled for radionuclides and
periodically for NPDES requirements.
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4.0 KE/KW FUEL STORAGE BASINS SOURCE TERM

The KE and KW Fuel Storage Basins are located in the 105-KE and
105-KW Reactor Buildings, respectively. These two buildings are identically
constructed and separated by a distance of approximately 0.25 mi. The basins
contain irradiated fuel from N Reactor. The irradiated fuel in each basin was
produced by a different mode of reactor operation during different time
periods. The KE Basin contains recently irradiated fuel produced during the
1980's for weapons production, while the fuel in KW Basin was produced
primarily in the 1970's in the process of producing electricity. Therefore,
the source terms of the basins are similar but not identical. A summary of
the KE/KW Storage Basin inventories is provided in Attachment 1.

4,1 KE FUEL STORAGE BASIN SOURCE TERM

The KE Basin contains approximately 1,150 MT of irradiated fuel. Because
it requires approximately 380 MT of fuel for a full reactor load, this
transiates into approximately 3.0 full reactor Toads. A source term for
KE Basin was calculated using the knowledge of the radionuclide inventory at
the end of the fuel cycle, and the fact that the fuel is at Teast 4 yr old.

As shown in Table 4-1, the inventory in one full reactor load fuel is
approximately 4.11 x 10° Ci. This inventory is a conservative approach to the
number of curies produced by fission in the reactor. It assumes the entire
fuel core is in equilibrium at the end of the fuel cycle; actually, only about
one-third of the core reaches equilibrium.

To calculate the current KE Basin source term, this inventory was broken
down by radionuclide and decayed for 4 yr using standard radioactivity decay
calculations. This inventory was then multiplied by the number of reactor
loads of fuel in the basin, giving a current radionuclide jnventory in
KE Basin which was calculated to be approximately 8.5 x 10° C1, as shown in
Table 4-1.

Because some of the stored fuel contains approximately 7 to 10% failed
fuel cladding and is stored in open canisters, some of the fission products
have migrated into the water environment of the basin. Table 4-2 shows the
inventory in the water is approximately 56 Ci.

4.2 KW FUEL STORAGE BASIN SOURCE TERM

The KW Basin contains approximately 956 MT of fuel, which is
approximately 2.5 full reactor loads of fuel. Using the knowledge of the
N Reactor core fission products inventory for a singie reactor load of fuel at
the end of the fuel cycle, a source term for KW Basin can be calculated by
considering that the fuel at KW has decayed for at least 12 yr and muitiplying
the remaining inventory amounts by 2.5.

4-1
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Table 4-1. Ffission Product Inventory in Fuel
Storage Basins. (2 sheets)

Radio- Rﬁzggggol;?d KE Basin® KW Basin’

nuclide (Ci) (Ci) (Ci)
By 1.113 E+05  2.600 E+05 1.287 E+05
Bmeye 4,271 £+07  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+00
Ky 8.229 E+07  0.000 £+00 0.000 E+00
B 1.164 E+08  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+00
#Rb 8.564 E+03  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+00
Sy 9.672 E+07  5.824 E-01  0.000 E+00
205y 9.170 E+05  2.520 E+06 1.728 E+06
Y 1.927 E+08  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+00
7y 8.906 E+05  3.857 E-01  0.000 E+00
My 1.095 E+08  1.182 E+01  0.000 E+00
PIr 1.138 E+08  4.691 E+01  0.000 E+00
TIr 2.033 E+08  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+00
“Nb 5.865 E+07  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+00
Mo 2.109 E+08  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+00
99 Te 1.820 E+08 0.000 E+00 0.000 E+00
1%pu 8.103 E+07  1.726 E-03  0.000 E+00
3py 4.933 E+07  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+00
106pu 2.431 E+06  4.671 £+05 1.565 E+03
%ph 4.261 E+07  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+Q0
127gp 5.564 E+06  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+00
29sh 2.448 E+07  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+00
277 4.830 E+06  9.550 E+02  0.000 E+00
12774 2.700 E+05  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+00
12974 2.200 E+07  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+00
12907 e 4.607 E+05  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+00
13mrg 1.340 E+07  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+Q0
1327¢ 1.483 E+08  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+00
B3y 9.979 E+07  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+00
1321 1.493 E+08  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+00
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Table 4-1. Fission Product Inventory in Fuel
Storage Basins. (2 sheets)

Radio- R?ﬁﬁiﬂiolo?d KE Basin® KW Basin®
nuclide (c1) J (Ci) (C1)
1331 2.340 E+08  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+00
1341 2.613 £+08  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+00
1357 2.184 E+08  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+00
FBye 2.332 E+08  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+00
¥e 3.641 E+07  0.000 E+00 0.000 E+00
Bhes 3.853 E+04  3.115 E+04  1.848 E+03
36cs 4.710 E+05  0.000 E+00 0.000 E+00
B7es 9.395 E+05  2.592 E+06 1.791 E+06
14083 2.103 E+08  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+00
L IF 2.103 E+08  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+0C
Wice 1.548 E+08  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+00
13ce 2.011 E+08  0.000 E+00  0.000 E+00
1hce” 2.864 E+07  2.458 E+06 1.644 E+03
¥3py. 1.946 E+08  0.000 £+00 0,000 E+00

Y47Nd 6.670 E+07 0.000 E+00  0.000 E+00 °

9y 5.380 E+04  1.628 E+05 1.353 £+05
TOTAL (Ci)  4.110 £+09  8.493 E+06  3.789 E+06

At end of fuel cycle.

KE Basin contains approximately 3.03 reactor
1oadssof fuel aged 4 yr. .

KW Basin contains approximately 2.52 reactor

Toads of fuel aged 12 yr.
Fuel quantities from K Basin accountability

records.
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The methodology used for this calculation was the same as that used for
KE Basin. The resulting inventory obtained for the fuel stored in KW Basin
was 3.79 x 10° Ci as shown in Table 4-1. Some of the fuel in KW Basin is
stored in closed aluminum canisters; therefore, only a very small amount of
fission products has dissolved into the basin water. For the KW Basin, the
amount of radioactivity in the water is about 2.9 Ci as shown in Table 4-2.

Table 4-2. Fission Product Inventory in
KE/KW Storage Basin Water.

KE/KW Basin

raio | KEReein K e
4 2.1 E+01 7.9 E-01
*Mn 6.2 E-02 9.1 E-04
®cg 4.7 E-02 2.2 E-03
gy 1.5 E+01 1.8 E+00
1235 1.5 E-01 NA
Vs 6.8 E-02 5.0 £-03
Hes 1.9 E+01 3.5 E-01
238pyy 1.6 E-02 9.7 E-06
239y 9.1 E-02 5.0 £-05
Total 5.6 E+01 2.9 E+00
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5.0 REPRESENTATIVE KE/KW EFFLUENT RELEASE DATA

The objective of this report was to determine the extent to which a FEMP
is needed for KE/KW operating facilities. Representative effluent data were
selected from the plant historical effluent reports from 1981 to 1989 to make
this determination. This evaluation provides the information for the type of
FEMP needed for piant operation at KE/KW fuel storage basins, 1706-KEL, and
1706-KER.

The 105-KE/KW Reactor facilities were constructed in the 1950's, operated
for 21 yr, and then shut down in 1971. However, the KE/KW Fuel Storage Basins
continued to operate. They were modified in 1975 and 1981 to store N Reactor
irradiated fuel. The source of the KE/KW radiocactive effluents is the
N Reactor fuel stored in the basins since 1975.

Effluent data were reviewed from 1981 to 1989 tc determine if the data
from any one of these years were representative of the 9-yr period. It was
determined from Table 5-1 that the 1989 effluents were representative of the
discharges during the 1980's and newly irradiated fuel had not been added to
the basin since 1987. There is 1ittle potential in the future that newly
irradiated fuel containing short-lived isotopes will be added to the basins at
KE/KW. Therefore, it was decided to use the 1989 effiuent release data to
determine the need for continuous monitoring at each release point.

5.1 KE/KW BASIN AND LABORATORY AIRBORNE EMISSIONS
RELEASE DATA

The K Area operations release radioactivity from the 105-KE and
105-KW Fuel Storage Basins, and the 1706-KEL and 1706-KER laboratories. The
radioactivity is released from the roof vents over the KE/KW fuel storage
basins without the use of envirgnmental control equ1pment The isotopes
released are 60Co 50 °Sy, 134Cs, 13?Cs, 238Pu, 239Pu, and ° gn 1989 the
facilities a1rborne re]eases ranged Tfrom a high of 4.4 x 10 ¢i of ™'Cs at
105-KE to a Tow of 5.5 x 107° Ci of #®Pu at 1706-KER. The total airborne
release in 1989 was 1.9 x 107 Ci. The details of the releases from the
specific release points in 1989 are shown in Table 5-2.

5.2 KE/KW NORMAL OPERATIONS LIQUID EFFLUENT RELEASE DATA

The K Area operations Tiquid releases of radicactivity occur at a single
release point known as the 1908-KE Outfall or NPDES Qutfall 004 The 1sotopes
Eg]eased to the Columbia River via this reiease poini are °H, o, sy, VCs,

Pu, and ?*°Pu. In 1989 the release of rad1oact1v1 Lty from th1s outfa]]
ranged from 2.6 x 107 Ci of 4 to 9. 2 x 10°® Ci of ®Pu and #%Pu. The total
1iquid release in 1989 was 3.4 x 107! Ci. The details of the release are
shown in Table 5-3.
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Table 5-1. K Area Airborne Emissions and Liquid Effiuents 1981 to 1989 (Ci).
1981 1982 1984 1986 1886 1987 1988 1889
AIRBORNE RELEASES
108-KE 6.28 E-03 1.22 E-Q03 1.72 E-03 2.29 E-03 1.3% E-03 2.85 E-04 7.44 E-04 1.64 E-04 1.25 E-04
1086-KW NA* NA 7.39 E-08 4.18 E-04 1.18 E-04 9.64 E-05 6.71 E-05 9,23 E-05 5.74 E-05
1706-KEL 5,64 E-08 6,40 E-08 3.64 E-08 1.38 E-07 5.96 E-07 1.14 E-95 7.30 E-06 3.62 E-086 3.21 E-Q6
1706-KER NA* NA NA NA NA NA NA 1.71 E-06
Tetal 8,26 E-03 1.22 E-03 1.8 E-03 2,71 E-03 1.43 E-03 3.93 E-04 8.18 E-04 2,60 E-04 1.88 E-04
LIQUID RELEASES
1908-KE 7.79 E-02 7.54 E-02 7.72 B-02 3.44 £-02 3.48 E-02 2,43 E-02 4.36 E-02 2,95 E-02 3.4 E-01
*Relaase quantities not available,
Table 5-2. Normal Operations Radioactive

Airborne Emissions from K Area,

1989 Emissions

Release
Refease ;
point qu?gg;ty
105-KE rg 3.70 £-05
90g. 1.90 E-05
134es 2.50 E-05
;:;CS 4.40 E-05
5.70 E-08
259,240p,, 3.20 E-07
Subtotal 1.26 E-04
1706-KEL %o 3.20 E-06
238 2.40 E-09
239,260p,, 3.00 F-09
Subtotal 3.20 E-06
1706-KER  ®°Co 1.00 E-06
O 2.10 E-08
137cs 6.90 E-07
238 5.50 E-10
239,240p,, 1.80 E-09
Subtotal 1.71 E-06
105-Ku 60cq 3.30 E-05
Dy 4.10 E-07
137r g 2.40 E-05
238 6.00 E-09
239,240p, 1.10 E-08
Subtotal §5.74 E-05
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Table 5-3. Normal Operations Radioactive
Liquid Effluents from K Area.

1989 Emissions

Release
Release
point qu?gf;ty
1908-KE 3H 2.6 £-01
9000 6.6 E-02
13§r 1.0 E-03
239(:240 1.0 £-02
“*Pu .2_E-06

Subtotal 3.37 E-01

5.3 KE/KW UNPLANNED-UPSET POTENTIAL EFFLUENT DATA

The unplanned-upset potential effluent data were developed using two
assumptions. For airborne releases, the unplanned-upset condition was a
conservative, hypothetical release of 1.0 x 107 the fission products
inventory from the 10% failed fuel, to the basin water and, subsequently,

1.0 x 10°® the basin water fission products inventory to the atmosphere for an
overall partition coefficient of 1.0 x 107"

For 1iquid releases the unplanned-upset condition was a conservative,
hypothetical release of 1% of the basin water radicactivity assuming the basin
level overflows the basin weirs and the plugs fail to function. Radicactivity
is released directly to the Columbia River by this pathway. These releases
were treated as being emitted over an entire year. The assumption that an
upset condition lasts an entire year is a further conservative assumption
required by DOE Orders 5400.1 (DOE 1988a), 5400.3 (DOE 1989a), 5400.4
(DOE 1989b), 5400.5 (DOE 1990), 5480.1 (DOE 1982), 5480.11 (DOE 1988b), and
5484.1 (DOE 1981) to evaluate the need for continuous effluent mopitoring.

The potential upset airborne emission as shown in Tab]e 5-4 shows the
potential or hypothet1ca1 airborne emission to be 8.5 x 10™* Ci from 105-KE
and 3.8 x 107 °Ci from 105-KW.

Table 5-5 111ustrates that the hypothetical potential Tiquid effluent

release is 5.9 x 10°' Ci from the 1908-KE Outfall to the Columbia River from
the KE and KW fuel storage basins.
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Table 5-4. Normal Operations Airborne Emissions
for K Area Unplanned-Upset Conditions.

Release point Release quantity (Ci)
105-KE 8.5 E-04
105-KHW 3.8 E-04

Note: (8.49 E+06 Ci in KE Basin) x (1.0 E-04 radionuclides to
water) x (1.0 E-06 radionuclides to ajr) = 0.0085 Ci (8.5 E-04 Ci)

Table 5-5. Normal Operations Liquid Effiuent Release
for K Area Unplanned-Upset Condition.

Release point Release guantity (Ci)
1908-KE 5.9 E-01

Note: 1% of the curies in KE and KW basin water are assumed fto be
released to the Columbia River.
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6.0 MODELS FOR DOSE ASSESSMENT

6.1 BACKGROUND

On October 31, 1989, the EPA issued the final regulations for radiocactive
emissions to the air under 40 CFR 61 (EPA 1989b).

The regulations require the use of an EPA-approved dose assessment model
to determine compliance of DOE facilities with 40 CFR 61.93(a) (EPA 1989Db).
The two EPA-approved models that were considered for use in this assessment
were CAP-88 (Beres 1990) and AIRDOS-PC (EPA 1989a).

The EPA dose assessment models are designed to calculate the effective
dose equivalent (EDE) value to the maximally exposed individuals. The model
will also calculate the organ dose equivalent.

Because of the size of the CAP-88 model, it was loaded into the PNL
computing system where it was used to calculate the doses resulting from
releases on the Hanford Site.

Using the results of these calculations PNL developed tables of unit dose
conversion factors for each radionuclide. The unit dose conversion factors
are numbers that give the EDE for a 1 Ci release of a specific radionuciide to
the maximally exposed individual. These doses calculated are a 50-yr
committed EDE for all internal deposition pathways. The dose conversion table
bag$d on the CAP-88 (Beres 1990) model and developed by PNL appears in
Table 6-1.

The CAP-88 model handles the ingrowth of long-Tived radiocactive daughters
slightly differently than the PNL Generation II (GENII) Hanford Site-specific
model (Napier et al. 1988). It will not calculate activities for ingrowth of
daughter radionuclides following release of the parent, but will estimate the
dose from very short-lived daughters where the parent-to-daughter activity
ratio is effectively 1:1. The Hanford Site-specific GENII model results were
compared to the EPA CAP-88 dose model results.

It is important to recognize that the AIRDOS-PC (EPA 1989a) computer
model has a number of limitations that result in the model having a
significant degree of inaccuracy. The limitations are described below.

* The model will only accept data from six release points and then
uses the information as though it were released from one release
point.

« No corrections are made for building wake factors.

e The model can accept data for only 18 radionuclides. The model is
not capable of handling the Targe number of radionuclides that are
released from nuclear reactors and nuclear chemical processing
plants.

» There also is a restriction on which radionuclides can be used in
the model.
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Table 6-1. CAP-88 Dose Estimates for 1 Ci
Radionuclide Releases - 100 Areas;
Location to the Individual:

9,900 m West. (2 sheets)

10-m Stack 89-m Stack
Nuclide dose equivalent (mrem)* dose equivalent (mrem)*

*H 3.36 E-05 8.85 E-06
Na 2.19 E-04 6.72 E-05
“Ar 1.41 E-05 4.38 E-06
ey 9.32 E-05 2.80 E-05
*Mn 8.11 E-03 2.44 E-03
*Mn 3.56 E-05 1.20 E-05
*8Co 4.75 E-03 1.43 E-03
o 4.28 E-02 1.29 E-02
ps 1.81 E-04 5.50 E-05
My 2.62 E-06 7.35 E-07
By 7.49 E-08 1.97 £-08
B 7.18 E-06 2.41 E-06
B 3.11 E-05 9.07 E-06
895y 3.11 E-03 9.35 E-04
5p 6.45 E-02 1.94 £-02
sy 5.39 E-05 1.67 E-05
Bzr 3.90 E-03 1.17 E-03
Nb 2.60 E-03 7.81 E-04
Mo 2.41 E-04 7.28 E-05
%3y 2.10 E-03 6.31 E-04
106p e 3.08 E-02 9.26 E-03
124sh 8.90 E-03 2.68 E-03
321 6.29 E-04 1.90 E-04
31 1.84 E-02 1.65 E-02
132y 2.48 E-05 2.54 E-05
1331 1.72 E-04 1.56 E-04
133y 5.99 E-05 5.62 E-05
B3e 7.71 E-07 2.04 E-07
S 4.73 E-06 1.28 E-06
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Table 6-1. CAP-88 Dose Estimates for 1 Ci
Radionuclide Releases - 100 Areas;
Location to the Individual:

9,900 m West. (2 sheets)

10-m Stack 89-m Stack
Nuclide dose equivalent (mrem)* dose equivalent {(mrem}*

e 4.62 £-02 - 1.39 E-02
1370 g%k 3.53 E-02 1.06 E-02
138cs 7.20 E-06 3.77 E-06
14083 1.86 E-03 5.60 E-04
140 3 4.49 E-04 1.36 E-04
Wiee 1.21 E-03 3.65 E-04
e 2.02 E-02 6.08 E-03
S3gm 1.13 £-04 3.42 E-05
B4ey 2.69 E-02 8.10 E-03
33gy 2.73 E-03 8.20 E-04
Z8pyy 1.18 E+01 3.56 E+00
2 Np 1.70 E-04 5.13 E-05
2%y 1.28 E+01 3.85 E+00

*Doses calculated with CAP-88 (Beres 1990) are for the parent
nuclide only, and do not include contributions from long-Tived
daughter chains.

**Short-Tived daughters are included in dose from parent
nuclide.
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* The meteoroiogical data that is in the model has been preloaded and
may be significantly different than the local meteorology in the
jmmediate area of the facility.

¢« There is no provision for the buildup of the uranium and thorium
decay series products in the soil.

» The environmental decay constant is a constant 2%/yr.
Based on the above 1imitations, it was decided this model is

inappropriate for the reactor fission product inventory in the KE/KW Fuel
Storage Basins and the AIRDOS-PC model was not used in this determination.
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7.0 ANNUAL DOSE ASSESSMENT WITH CONTROLS

The KE/KW dose assessment was performed using the unit dose conversion
factors provided by PNL. The total dose expected from the releases from each
facility were obtained by multiplying the quantity, in curies, for each
radionuclide released from the facility by its corresponding unit dose
conversion factor. The results for all the radionuclides emitted are summed
to get the total dose for that facility.

The maximally exposed individual for the Tiquid releases was determined
to be located at Ringold, Washington. For airborne releases the maximally
exposed individual was determined to be Tocated 9,900 m west of the K Area.
This Tocation was determined to be the offsite Tocation with the highest
offsite radionuclide concentration due to releases from the K Area under
average atmospheric conditions.

7.1 KE/KW NORMAL OPERATIONS AIRBORNE DOSE ASSESSMENT

The KE/KW airborne dose assessment for the four airborne release points,
three in KE and one in KW, was performed using the CAP-88 (Beres 1990) unit
dose conversion factors provided by PNL. The individual radionuclide release
guantities were mulitiplied by their corresponding unit dose conversion factor,
and these results were summed for each release point. The resuiting numbers
give the 50-yr committed EDE for the maximally exposed individual 1iving
9,900 m west of K Area.

The KE/KW fuel storage basins do not have positive environmental
controls; therefore, a decontamination factor of 1.0 was used for the normal
operation of the basins. The results of the dose determination are shown in
Table 7-1. The results show that the primary contributor to the offsite dose
from K Area is 105-KE with an offsite exposure of 1.0 x 107 mrem. A1l four
of the airborne release points, assuming controls, resuited in very low
offsite radiation exposures, ranging from 1.0 X 107 to 9.8 x 10°® mrem.

The evaluation shows that none of the four airborne emission points at
KE/KW during normal operation in 1989 resulted in radiation exposures greater
that 0.1 mrem. However, the number of curies released from 105-KE and 105-KW
is measurable, as discussed in Section 9.0, and shouid be monitored.

7.2 KE/KW NORMAL OPERATIONS LIQUID EFFLUENT DOSE ASSESSMENT

The T1iquid effluent dose assessment based on the one liquid effluent
stream at the 1908-KE Outfall was determined using the PNL GENII
(Napier et al. 1988) unit dose conversion factors. The individual
radionuclide release quantities were multiplied by their corresponding unit
dose conversion factor, and these resulis were summed to give the 50-yr
committed EDE for the maximally exposed individual located at Ringold,
Washington.

7-1



I

9

WHC-EP-0439

Table 7-1. K Area Normal Operations Dose Assessment
for Airborne Emissions - 1989.

Effective dose equivalent (mrem)

Release point Reiease {Ci) CAP-88 GENIT

105-KE 1.25 E-04 1.0 E-05 8.8 E-06
1706-KEL 3.21 E-06 2.0 E-07 1.1 E-Q7
1706-KER 1.71 E-06 9.8 E£-08 6.9 E-08
105-KW 5.74 E-05 2.5 E-06 1.7 E-06

The results of the determination are shown in Table 7-2. The results
show that the dose to the maximally exposed 1nd1V1dua1 from radicactivity
discharged to the Columbia River was 3.4 x 10°° mrem. This dose is below the
0.1 mrem dose requiring continuous monitoring; however, the number of curies
released to the Columbia River from this release point in Table 7-2 is
measurable. It is therefore recommended that this release point be monitored.

Table 7-2. K Area Normal Operations Dose Assessment
for Liquid Effluents - 1989.

Effective dose
Release point Release ({(i equivalent (mrem)

1908-KE QutfaTll 3.4 E-01 3.4 E-03

7.3 KE/KH UNPLANNED-UPSET RELEASE DOSE ASSESSMENT

The unplanned-upset airborne dose assessment is.based on the
conservative, hypothetical release from the failed fuel of 1.0 x 107 of the
curies in the 10% failed fuel being released to the basin water and 1.0 x 10
of the radionuctides in the basin water being reieased to the atmosphere. The
liquid release dose assessment assumed 1% of the basin water radiocactivity
assuming the basin level overflows the basin weirs and the plugs fail to
funﬁtion. Radioactivity was released directly to the Columbia River by this
pathway.

The KE/KW airborne dose assessment for the unplanned-upset release was
performed using the CAP-88 (Beres 1990) unit dose conversien factors provided
by PNL, and the 1iquid dose assessment for the unplanned-upset release was
performed using the PNL GENII {Napier et al. 1988) unit dose conversion
factors. The unit dose conversion factors were used in the same manner as
before. The results give the airborne dose to the maximally exposed
individual Tocated 9,900 m west of K Area, and the liquid dose to the
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maximally exposed individual located at Ringold, Washington. It was further
assumed for the purpose of this evaluation that the release occurred over a
I-yr period with no additional radioactive decay.

7.3.1 KE Unplanned-Upset Airborne and Liquid
Release Dose Assessment

The unplanned-upset dose assessment at KE Fuel Storage Basin was 10%
based on the hypothetical release of 1.0 x 1073 of its fission products in the
failed fuel to the basin water, and 1.0 x 10 of the basin water inventory
being released to the atmosphere over a period of 1 yr (1.0 x 107°). It was
further conservatively assumed that the fuel has been stored at KE for 4 yr,
taking into consideration radioactive decay.

The results of the dose assessment for KE Basin effluents are shown in
Table 7-3. The results show the hypothetical radiation dose from air releases
at 105-KE to the maximally exposed individual was 2.4 x 10°* mrem, which
requires perijodic monitoring.

The radiation dose from the liquid effluent stream from the
1908-KE Outfall was 6.3 x 10" mrem. Potential effluent streams of this
magnitude are required to be monitored by DOE Orders 5400.1 (DOE 1988a),
5400.3 (DOE 1989a), 5400.4 (DOE 1989b), 5400.5 (DOE 1990), 5480.1 (DOE 1982),
5480.11 (DOE 1988b), and 5484.1 (DOE 1981).

The dose assessment for 1706-KEL and 1706-KER is determined in
Section 8.0, which determines the need for effluent monitoring at these
release points. :

7.3.2 KW Unplanned-Upset Airborhe Release Dose Assessment

The unplanned-upset dose assessment at the KW Fue] Storage Basin was
based on the release from the failed fuel of 1.0 x 107 the fission products
in the 10% failed fuel stored in KW Basin to the basin water, and 1.0 x 10°¢
of this subsequent basin water inventory being released to the atmosphere. It
was further conservatively estimated that the fuel has been stored at KW for
12 yr and has undergone radioactive decay.

The results of the dose assessment for KW Basin's potential effluents
also are shown in Table 7-3. The results show that the radiation dose from
105-KW airborne emissions is 1.9 x 107 mrem. Since the potential dose from
this effluent release is less than 0.1 mrem, the 105-KW air release point must
be periodically monitored.
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Normal Operations Unplanned-Upset
Dose Assessment.

Effective dose

Release Release equivalent {(mrem)
point (Ci)
CAP-88 GENII

105-KE 8.5 E-04 2.4 E-04 2.1 E-04
.1706-KEL 9.62 E-03 6.1 E-04 3.3 E-04
1706-KER 5.14 E-03 2.9 E-04 2.1 E-04
105-KW 3.79 E-04 1.9 E-04 1.7 E-04

Release Release Effective dose

point (Ci) equivaient (mrem)
1908-KE 5.80 E-01 6.3 E-02
Qutfail

7-4




€2

9

WHC-EP-0439
8.0 KE/KW BASIN'S DOSE ASSESSMENT WITHOUT CONTROLS

The DOE Orders 5400.1 (DOE 1988a), 5400.3 (DOE 1989a), 5400.4
(DOE 1989b), 5400.5 (DOE 1990), 5480.1 (DOE 1982), 5480.11 (DOE 1988b), and
5484.1 (DOE 1981) and 40 CFR 61 (EPA 1989b) require a dose assessment without
controls to determine the need for effluent monitoring. For this report the
1989 effiuent release report quantities were used to determine the operational
dose assessment without controls.

8.1 KE/KW DOSE FROM AIRBORNE EMISSIONS WITHOUT CONTROLS

The 105-KE and 105-KW Fuel Storage Basins do not have positive
environmental controls: therefore, a decontamination factor of 1.0 would be
used for the dose calculation without controls. However, DOE Orders 5400.1
(DOE 1988a), 5400.3 (DOE 1989a), 5400.4 (DOE 1989b), 5400.5 (DOE 1990), 5480.1
(DOE 1982), 5480.11 (DOE 1988b}), and 5484.1 (DOE 1981) require that the dose
due to potential release be calculated. For this requirement operational data
show there is a potential for the airborne emissions to conservatively
increase by a factor of 1,000 and the 1iquid effluents to increase by a factor
of 100.

A good exampie of this potential is the 1986 1706-KEL annual airborne
release of 1.14 x 107 Ci which was 83 times higher than the 1984 annual
airborne release of 1.3 x 107° Ci as shown in Table 5-1. It can thus be
conservatively estimated for the purpose of monitoring design that the
airborne effluent can increase by a factor of 1,000 on a short-term basis.

To determine the annual dose from the various air emission points at
105-KE without controls, the dose assessment with controls was simply
multiplied by a factor of 1,000 to obtain the annual dose assessment without
controls for airborne effluents. The results of this evaluation are shown in
Table 8-1. The 1706-KEL and 1706-KER airborne effiuent release points have
HEPA filters before release; therefore, a decontamination factor of 3,000 was
used for these determinations.

Table 8-1 shows that none of the three KE air emission effluent points
resulted in an annual, radiation dose in excess of 0.1 mrem. The results
ranged from 1.0 x 10° 2 mrem for 105-KE, which was the highest value, to
2.9 x 107 mrem for 1706- KER, which was the Towest value. However, it should
be recognized that 105-KE sti11 releases measurable quantities of
radioactivity and should be periodically monitored.

The airborne dose assessment for KW Fuel Storage Basin without controls
was calculated in the same manner as the KE Fuel Storage Basin dose assessment
without controls. The annual dose from 105-KW without controls was
determined, as in the case of 105-KE, by multiplying the decontamination
factor, 1,000, by the annual dose assessed with controls at 105-KW. The
results of this evaluation are shown in Table 8-2.

Table 8-2 shows that the annual dose from 105-KW without controls is

2.5 x 10" mrem. The annual dose without controls is well below the 0.1 mrem
that requires continuous effluent monitoring.
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Table 8-1. KE Normal Operations Dose Assessment Without
Controls for Airborne Emissions - 1989.

Effective dose equivalent

Normal operation Potential increase’
{mrem} {mrem)
Release point Release (Ci) CAP-88 GENIT CAP-88 GENITI
105~KE 1.3 E-02 1.0 E-05 8.8 E-06 1.0 E-02 8.8 E-03
1706-KEL 3.2 E-06 2.0 E-07 1.1 E-07 6.0 E-04 3.3 E-04
1706-KER 1.7 E-06 9.8 E-08 6.9 E-08 2.9 E-04 2.1 E-04

Table 8-2. KW Normal Operations Dose Assessment Without
Controls for Airborne Emissions - 1989.

Effective dose equivalent

Normal operation Potential increase
{mrem) {mrem)
Release point Release (Ci) CAP-88 GENIT CAP-88 GENII
105-KW 5.7 E-05 2.5 E-06 1.7 E-06 2.5 E-03 1.7 E-03

8.2 KE/KW DOSE FROM LIQUID EFFLUENTS WITHOUT CONTROLS

The DOE Orders 5400.1 (DOE 1988a), 5400.3 (DOE 1989a), 5400.4 _
(DOE 1989b), 5400.5 (DOE 1990), 5480.1 (DOE 1982), 5480.11 (DOE 1988b), and
5484.1 (DOE 1981) require that a dose assessment be conducted on each effluent
release point in the absence of control equipment. Operational data show the
Tiquid effluents may increase from operational activities; therefore, a factor
of 100 was used to determine the potential dose. The dose assessment with
controls was simply muitiplied by a factor of 100 to obtain the potential dose
assessment. The results of this dose assessment are shown in Table 8-3.

The results show that the EBE without controls from the 1908-KE Qutfall
is 0.34 mrem. The DOE Orders 5400.1 (DOE 1988a), 5400.3 (DOE 1989a), 5400.4
(DOE 1989b), 5400.5 (DOE 1990), 5480.1 (DOE 1982), 5480.11 (DOE 1988b), and
5484.1 (DOE 1981) require that the release of any and all radionuclides to
surface waters be monitored.
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KE Normal Operations Dose Assessment Without

Release point

1908-KE

Controls for Liquid Effluents - 1989.
' Effective dose equivalent

Normal operation Potential increase

Release (Ci) mrem mrem
3.4 E-01 3.4 E-03 3.4 E-01
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9.0 SUMMARY

9.1 PURPOSE

This report evaluates the degree to which the KE and KW Fuel Storage
Basins and the Environmental and Engineering Demonstration Laboratory
effluents must be monitored because of the presence of N Reactor irradiated
fuel in the basins and radicactive and hazardous materials in the engineering
Taboratory.

The results show that the KE and KW Fuel Storage Basin airborne emissions
and Tiquid effluents must be periodically monitored as long as N Reactor fuel
is present. These results indicate a Facility Effluent Monitoring Plan will
be required for the KE and KW Fuel Storage Basins.

9.2 SOURCE TERM

The K Area accountability records indicate that there are 1,150 metric
tons (MT)} of irradiated fuel in the KE Fuel Storage Basin and 956 MT of
irradiated fuel in the KW Fuel Storage Basin. From the probabilistic risk
assessment reactor inventory performed by Westinghouse Hanford Company for
N Reactor, it was calculated that the KE Basin contains approximately 8.5 MCi
and the KW Basin contains approximately 3.8 MCi.

Since some of the fuel at KE is stored in open top canisters and
approximately 7 to 10% of the fuel cladding has failed, the water in the basin

contains approximately 56 Ci of radioisotopes that have migrated from the fuel
to the water. By contrast the KW Basin, which has water-tight containers, has
approximately 2.2 Ci of radioactivity that have migrated from the fuel to the

water in the basin.

9.3 EFFLUENT RELEASE DATA

This report was based on the airborne emissions and 1iquid effluents that
were emitted from the facilities in 1989. The evaluation shows the 105 KE and
105 KW airborne emissions in 1989 were 1.25 x 10°* and 5.74 x 107 Ci,
respectively. The liquid effluent released from the facilities is released
from a single effluent point known as the 1908-KE Outfall. 1In 1989 the
release from this outfall was 3.4 x 107" Ci. The airborne emissions from the
1706-KE Laboratory and the 1706-KE Recirculation Facility were 3.21 x 107 and
1.71 x 107 ¢4, respectively.

9.4 MODELS FOR THE DOSE ASSESSMENT

The models that were used for the dose assessments were the EPA CAP-88
model {Beres 1990) and the Pacific Northwest Laboratory Generation II (GENII)
model (Napier et al. 1988). The EPA AIRDOS-PC model (EPA 1989a) was shown to
be inappropriate for a nuclear reactor and its fission product inventory.
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9.5 KE/KN’POTENTIAL DOSE ASSESSMENT

The evaluation shows that all five of the effluent points (four air
emission points and one Tiquid effluent point) for normal operations were all
less than 0.1 mrem when the actual effluents are considered; however, DOE
orders require the potential release also be assessed.

The potential release evaluation indicated that the 1706~KEL and 1706-KER
release points do not have the potential to result in a dose in excess of
0.1 mrem; therefore, these release points require oniy periodic confirmatory
monitoring. The evaltuation indicated that the airborne re]eases from 105-KE
and 105- Kw have the potential to result in a dose of 2.4 x 107* mrem and
1.9 x 10™* mrem, respectively.

The potential release evaluation indicated the dose resu1t1ng from the
liquid effluent from 1908-KE has the potential to be 6.3 x 10 mrem. This
release point will require monitoring because of potential releases of
radionuclides to the Columbia River.

9.6 KE/KW ANNUAL DOSE ASSESSMENT WITHOUT CONTROLS

The DOE (1991) document and 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) &l
(EPA 1989b) require an annual dose assessment without controls to determine
the need for effluent monitoring. The KE and KW fuel storage basins, however,
do not have positive environmental controls. From releases in prior years it
can be shown that for the purpose of determining the need for monitoring,
there is a potential to increase the effluent emission rate by 1,000 for
airborne emissions from 105-KE and 105-KW, a factor of 100 for liquid
effluents from 1908-KE, and a factor of 3,000 for releases from 1706-KEL and
1796 -KER. For example, the 1986 1706-KEL "annual airborne release of 1 14 x
107 Ci was 83 times higher than the 1984 annual release of 1.38 x 107" Ci as
shown in Table 5-1. The results of this evaluation are below.

Facility Radiation Dose (mrem)
105-KE 1.0 E-02
1705-KEL 6.0 E-04
1706-KER 2.9 E-D4
105-KW 2.5 E-03
1908-KE 3.4 E-01

In this evaluation dose assessment from the airborne emissions points are
less than 0.1 mrem. The effTuent release points will require only periodic
confirmatory monitoring. However, the one liquid effluent point, known as the
1908-KE Qutfall, would have to be monitored because of the release of
radicnuclides to the Columbia River.
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9.7 SUMMARY CONCLUSIONS

Based on the potential radiation release and the release dose, none of
the airborne effluent release points at KE or KW will require continuous
effluent monitoring to comply with the DOE (1991) document.

The 1908-KE Outfall will require effluent monitoring because of the

potential radiation release and the resulting dose of 3.4 x 107" mrem, and
because radicactivity is released to the Columbia River.
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10.0 CONCLUSIONS OF 100-KE/KW FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN DETERMINATION

The DOE Orders 5400.1 (DOE 1988a), 5400.3 (DOE 1989a), 5400.4
(DOE 1989b), 5400.5 (DOE 1990}, 5480.1 (DOE 1982), 5480.11 (DOE 1988b), and
5484.1 (DOE 1981) require a determination of dose to the maximally exposed
individual without effluent controls and the dose to the maximally exposed
individual from an upset plant condition to determine the degree to which
effluents must be monitored.

This FEMP determination was based on the actual effluent release data
from 1989 for the normal operating case potential release, and the
hypothetical release of fission products from the fuel in the KE/KW Fuel
Storage Basins for the upset condition.

10.1 100-KE FACILITY EFFLUENT MONITORING
PLAN DETERMINATION CONCLUSIONS

The airborne dose assessment for 100-KE shows in Table 7-1 that the three
airborne effluent release points during normal operation are well below the
0.1 mrem dose that requires continuous monitoring.

The airborne dose assessment considering potential release shows in
Table 8-1 that none of the three airborne effluent release points,
hypothetically operating without controls, exceed 0.1 mrem. The annual dose
of the three emission points was determined to be as follows:

e 105-KE--1.0 x 1072 mrem
* 1706-KEL--6.0 x 107" mrem
+ 1706~KER~~2.9 x 10" mrem.

The results indicate that none of the airborne emissions at 100-KE
require continuous monitoring as required by DOE Orders 5400.1 (DOE 1988a),
5400.3 (DOE 1989a), 5400.4 (DOE 198%9b), 5400.5 (DOE 1990), 5480.1 (DOE 1982},
5480.11 (DOE 1988b), and 5484.1 (DOE 1981). However, the 105-KE air emission
point still emits measurable quantities of radioactivity as shown in
Table 8-1. It is recommended that the 105-KE air emission point be monitored
periodically.

As shown in Table 7-2, the dose resulting from releases from the
1908-KE Outfall is well below the 0.1 mrem dose that requires continuous
monitoring. However, the 1908-KE Outfall should be monitored as long as there
is a measurable release of radicactivity.

Table 8-3 shows that the potential release for Tliquid effluents will
exceed the 0.1 mrem dose requiring continuous effluent monitoring. Because
there are measurable quantities of radicactivity being released at this point,
as well as this potential for exceeding the minimum dose monitoring Tevel, it
is recommended that the 1908-KE Outfall be continuously monitored.
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10.2 100-KW FACILITY EFFLUENT MONITORING PLAN
DETERMINATION CONCLUSIONS

The airborne dose assessment for 105-KW during normal operation shows in
Table 7-1 tq§t the dose from the single airborne release point with controis
is 2.5 x 107° mrem.

The airborne dose assessment for 105-KW airborne release point potential
release, shown in Table 8-2, is 2.5 x 107> mrem which is well below the
required continuous effluent monitoring tevel of 0.1 mrem required by
DOE Orders 5400.1 (DOE 1988a), 5400.3 (DOt 1989a), 5400.4 (DOE 1989b),

5400.5 (DOE 1990), 5480.1 (DOE 1982), 5480.11 (DOE 1988b), and
5484.1 (DOE 1981).

However, the 105-KW facility still emits measurable quantities of
radioactivity as shown in Table 7-1. It is recommended that the 105-KW air
emission point be monitored.

10.3 KE/KW FACILITY EFFLUENT MONITORING PLAN DETERMINATION
FOR UNPLANNED-UPSET RELEASES

The potential airborne dose assessment for 100 KE/KW airborne emission
without controls is shown in Table 7-3. The table shows the following:

105-KE--2.4 x 10™* mrem
1706-KEL--6.1 x 10™* mrem
1706-KER~-2.9 x 10°* mrem
105-KW-~1.9 x 10™* mrem.

Table 7-3 also shows that the doses from 105-KE and 105-KW are below the
0.1 mrem continuous monitoring requirement limit. Since these airborne
effluent points emit measurable amounts of radicactivity, periodic monitoring
is required.

The dose assessment for the potential liquid release point at the
1908-KE Qutfall, as shown in Table 7-3, indicates a potential dose of
6.3 x 107 mrem. A dose of this magnitude requires that the 1908-KE Outfall
be monitored continuously according to DOE Orders 5400.1 (DOE 1988a), 5400.3
(DOE 198%a), 5400.4 (DOE 1989b), 5400.5 (DOE 1990), 5480.1 (DOE 1982), 5480.11
(DOE 1988b), and 5484.1 (DOE 1981).
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ATTACHMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY_ _K AREA DISCHARGE POINT_105-KE
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)

Radionuclide (Curies) w/o Controls

w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 GENII
1. Co-60 3.78-05 3.7E-02 1.58E-03 5.9E-04
2. Sr-90 1.98-05 1.9E-02 1.23E-03 1.1E-03
3. Cs-134 2.58-05 2.5R-02 1.16E-03 1,3E-03
4. Cs-137 4 4E-05 4 4E-09 1.55E-03 1.7E-03
5, Pu-238 5.7¥-08 5.7E-05 68.73E-04 6.3E-04
6. Pu-239/240 3.2E-07 3.2E-04 4 10E-03 3.5E-03
Total 1.3E-04 1.3E-01 1.03E-02 8.88-03

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ
Material (1bs) Released {(1bs)
1.
2.
3. W
4, i

Identification of Reference Material

WHC-TP-0165-2

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge
point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate
space below.

FEMP is required ___

EVALUATOR A\
MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL NP Javse  DATEZ-/S-%
FACILITY MANAGER - 4 :///:4 prd DATE3~/S -7/
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ATTACHMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

Jl

FACILITY__K AREA DISCHARGE POINT__105-KE UPSET
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS
Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)
Radionuclide (Curies) Upset Condition
Upset Condition CAP-88 GENII
1. Kr-85 2.60 E-05 1.95 E-12 7.0E-12
2, Sr-89 582E-11 181 FE-13 1.2F-13
3. Sr-90 252 E-04 1.63 E-05 1.5 E-05
4. Zr-95 4.69 F-09 183811 89E-12
5. Ru-103 1.73 E-13 3.62 E-06 15E-17
- 6. Ru-106 4.67 E-05 144 E-06 1.1 E-06
7. Te-132 9.55 E-08 6.01 E-11 55E-11
8. Cs-134 3.12 E-06 1,44 £-06 1.6 E-07
9. Cs-137 259 E-04 9,15 E-06 9.8 F-06
10. Ce-144 246 E-04 497 B-06 44 E-06
11. Pu-239 1.63 B-05 208 E-04 1.8E-04
Total . 849E-Q04 240 E-04 21E-04
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ
Material (Ibs) . Released (Ibs)
NONE

Identification of Reference Material
i r n u ateri ventor,

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge

point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate
space below,

FEMP is required ___ FEMP is n@::i—_x_

EVALUATOR Do %%:\\& DA'I‘Eié‘A&\\
MANAGER, EVIRONMENTAL, AR Jowe DATE 3-/5- 9
FACILITY MANAGER L—é@@ 2.7 DATE 3722
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ATTACHMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY_ K AREA DISCHARGE POINT __105-KW
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIJALS g
Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)
Radionuclide (Curies) w/o Controls
w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 GENII
1. Co-60 3.3E-05 3.3E-02 1.41E-03 5.3E-04
2. Sr-90 4 1E-07 4 1E-04 2.64E-05 2.4E-05
3. Cs-137 2.48-05 2 4E-02 8.47E-04 8.1E-04
4. Pu-238 6.0E-09 6.0E-06 7.08E-05 6.6E-05
5. Pu-239/240 1.1E-08 1.1E-05 141504 1.2E-04
Total 5.78-05 57E-02 2.50E-03 1.78-03

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ
Material . (Ibs) Released (Tos)

e 00 B

Identification of Reference Material

WHC-EP-0165-2

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge
point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate

space below.

FEMP is required __ R FEmuired X
EVALUATOR K:M% X5 DATEM

~ ~

MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL AR AT ey DATEZ~/5"— %
> - # .
FACILITY MANAGER L “\;7/’@ G A DATES 75 5
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ATTACHMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

DISCHARGE POINT__105-KW UPSET
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)
Radionuclide (Curies) Upset Condition

Upset Condition CAP-88 GENII
1. Kr.-85 1.29 E-05 9.64 E-13 35E-13
2. Sr-90 1,73 E-04 111 E-05 1.0 E-05
3. Ru-106 1.57 E-07 4.82 ¥-09 3.8 E-09
4. Cs-134 1.85 E-07 8.54 £-09 9.6 E-09
5. Cs-137 1,79 E-Q4 6.32 £-06 6.8 E-06
6. Ce-144 1.64 E-07 3.32 E-09 3.0 E-09
7. Pu-239 1.35 E-05 1.73 E-04 1.5 E-04
Total 379 E-04 191 E-04 1.7 E-04

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated
Material

NONE

Quantity
(Ibs)

Identification of Reference Material

A ier IT r

ncy and Haza

M

ial

Quantity
Released

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge
point of if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that faciltiy. Check the appropriate

space below.

¥

FEMP is required __ FEMP iw )
EVALUATOR X '%MDATEM\
MANAGER,ENVIRONMENTAL, (d’-&’w DATEZ~/5-2/
FACILITY MANAGER (.-E\%’_Z/%—z,/ DATE3 /557
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ATTACHMENT 1

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY_K AREA DISCHARGE POINT_1706-KEL;
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS /
Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)
Radionuclide (Curies) w/o Controls
w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 GENII
1. Co-80 3.2E-06 9.68-03 411F-04 1.5E-04
2. Pu-238 24E-09 7.2E-06 8.49E-05 7.8E-05
3. Pu-239/240 3.0E-09 9.0E-06 1,15E-04 9 9E-05
4,
Total 3.2E-06 9.6E-03 6.12E-04 3.3E-04

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ
Material (1bs) Released {1bs)

S S

Identification of Reference Material

WHC-EP-0165-2

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge

point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate
space below,

FEMP is required ___ FEMP is not reguired _X
EVALUATOR Qm\,g_ %‘%q DATE 320N

~
MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL AN Fae __DATE3-/S~a/
FACILITY MANAGER ,@fi////ﬂ»ﬂ DATE3~/% o

Al-7
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ATTACHMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY__K AREA DISCHARGE POINT_1706-KER
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)
Radionuclide (Curies) w/o Controls

w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 - GENII

1. Co-60 1.0E-06 3.0E-03 1.28E-04 4 8E-05
2. Sr-90 2.1E-08 6.3E-05 4 05E-06 3.6E-06
3. Cs-137 6.9E-07 2.1E-03 7.32E-05 1.8E-05
4. Pu-238 5.5E-10 1.7E-06 1.95E-05 1.8E-05
5. Pu-239/40 1.8E-09 54E-06 6.90E-05 6.0E-05
Total 1,7E-06 5.1E-03 2.94E-04 2.1E-04

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ
Material (Ibs) Released (1bs)

el

Identification of Reference Material

WHC-EP-0165-2

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge

point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate
space below.

FEMP is required ___ FEMP is not required
EVALUATOR MDATE 2080\

MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL L xymva DATEZ-(5=7/
FACILITY MANAGER M(fﬁé 2 et DATES- 775

Al-8
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ATTACHMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY__K AREA DISCHARGE POINT__1908-KE Upset
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)
Radionuclide (Curies) w/o Controls

w/ Controls w/o Controls GENII
1. H-3 2.6 E-01 2.6 B+01 1.6 E-05
2. Co-60 6.6 E-02 6.6 £E+00 1.6 E-02
3. Sr-90 1.0 E-03 1.0 F-01 6.1 E-04
4, Cs-137 1.0 E-02 1.0 E400 3.2E-01
5. Pu-239/240 9.2 E-06 9.2 E-04 5.5 E-08
Total 3.4K-01 3.4 E+01 34 E-01

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ
Material (Ibs) Released (Ibs)

P b0

Identification of Reference Material

WHC-EP-0165-2

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge
point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropnate
space below.

FEMP is required _X MEMP is not required ___
EVALUATOR ' %&DME 3&%0\50\5

~
MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL Aot anp DATES ~/5~ %/
FACILITY MANAGER :—-—"“—--(‘/%’,.[—é;‘?ﬂ A DATE? > /7= V4
N . / -

Al-9
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ATTACHMENT X

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY__K ARFA DISCHARGE POINT__165-KW
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)
Radionuclide (Curies) w/o Controls
w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 GENII
1.
2.
3.
4,
Total

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ
Material (1bs) Released (1bs)
1. Sodivm Hyvpochlorite 120 NR 100
2.
3.
4,

Identification of Reference Material

SARA Tier II Emergency and Hazardous Materials Inventory

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge

point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate
space below.

FEMP is required ___ B MP is notrequired _X__
EVALUATOR DATE_ 3
MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL A Ao __DATEZ-/5-%/
FACILITY MANAGER . ’&% A DATEZ 78 77

AL

Al-10
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ATTACHMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY__K ARFA DISCHARGE POINT_183-KE
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)
Radionuclide {Curies) w/o Controls
w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 GENII
1.
2.
3.
4,
Total

FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ

Material (1bs) Released (Ibs)
Chlorine 6000 NR 10
Polvacrvlamide _ 50 NR : unknown

e

Identification of Reference Material
rgen nd Hazard ials Inventor

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge
point or if any one regulated material discharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate
space below.

FEMP is required __ FEMP is not required _X
EVALUATOR - DATEM

MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL A e __DATEZ—/S-a@/
FACILITY MANAGER _ %’Zp/f DATES 72 2/

Al-11
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ATTACEMENT I

DETERMINATION OF FACILITY EFFLUENT
MONITORING PLAN REQUIREMENT

FACILITY__K AREA DISCHARGE POINT__1706-KE
FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

Quantity Released Projected Dose (mrem)
Radionuclide (Curies) w/o Controls
w/ Controls w/o Controls CAP-88 GENII
1.
2.
3.
4.
Total

' FACILITY INVENTORY AT RISK OF NONRADIOACTIVE HAZARDOUS MATERJIALS

Regulated Quantity Quantity RQ
Material (1bs) Released (lbs)

. Sodium Hydroxide : 18970 NR 1000
Sulfuric Acid 31681 NR . 1000

1
2
3.
4

Identification of Reference Material

SARA Tier IT Emercency and Hazardous Materials Inventory

If the total projected dose from radionuclides exceeds 0.1 mrem ede from any one discharge
point or if any one regulated material d1scharged from a facility exceeds 100% of a reportable
quantity or a permitted quantity, a FEMP is required for that facility. Check the appropriate

space below.

FEMP is required ____ MP is not required X
EVALUATOR DATEBS&‘;A

MANGER, ENVIRONMENTAL A//,&’M - _DATEZ-~/5-r
FACILITY MANAGER . c‘if/—jgé;,gﬁ/ DATE 3 /¢ 5/

Al-12
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ATTACHMENT 2

PACIFIC NORTHWEST LABORATORY GENII
UNIT DOSE CONVERSION FACTORS
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GENIT Dose Estimates for 1 Ci Radionuclide
Releases--100 Areas; Location to the

Individual: 9,900 m West. (2 sheets)
Ground Tevel 89-m Stack dose

Nuclide dose equivalent equivalent

. (rem)* {rem)*
* 3.5 E-08 1.0 E-08
e F 1.1 £-07 4.5 E-08
“ar 9.0 E-09 6.9 E~09
e 3.6 E-08 1.1 E-08
*Mn 1.8 E-06 5.5 E-07
*Mn 2.3 £-08 1.1 €-08
*Fe 1.9 E-06 5.8 E-07
*8Co 1.5 £-06 4.5 E-07
o 1.6 £-05 4.7 E-06
s 1.6 E-07 5.1 E-08
B3mg e 1.9 £-09 (100)* 9.1 E-10 (100)
gy 2.7 E-11 1.4 E-11
8y 4.4 E-09 2.8 E-09
8y p 2.4 E-08 1.3 E-08
sy 2.0 E-06 5.8 E-07
sy 5.9 E-05 (94) 1.8 E-05 (94)
5y 5.4 E-08 (73) 1.9 E-08 (76)
7y 1.9 E-06 (75) 5.7 E-07 (75)
Nb 7.2 £E-07 2.2 E-07
Mo 1.4 £-07 (98) 4.4 E-08 (98)
%2Ry 8.8 E-07 (100) 2.6 E-07(100)
%Ry 2.4 E-05 7.1 E-06
124gh 3.4 E-06 1.0 E-06
1327 5.8 E-07 (86) 1.7 £-07 (86)
1317 9.0 E-05 (100) 2.6 £-05 (100)
32y 3.6 E-08 1.7 E-08
1331 1.4 £-06 (100) 4.1 E-07 (100)
1351 9.6 E-08 (95) 3.5 E-08 (95)
33xe 6.9 E-10 3.0 E-10

A2-3
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GENII Dose Estimates for 1 Ci Radionuclide
Releases--100 Areas; Location to the
9,900 m West.

Individual:

(2 sheets)

Ground level

Nuclide dose equivalent

89-m Stack dose
equivalent

(rem)* (rem)*
33%e 3.4 E-09 1.5 £-09
B 5.2 E-05 1.6 E-05
Yes 3.8 E-05 1.1 E-05
38 5.2 E-09 5.0 E-09
14084 1.7 E-06 (50) 5.1 E-07 (51)
10 a 2.2 E-07 7.3 E-08
Wice 6.9 E-07 2.0 E-07
o 1.8 E-05 (100) 5.4 E-06 (100)
1335 9.4 E-08 2.8 E-08
Bhey 1.5 E-05 4.3 E-06
5y 2.0 E-06 5.8 E-07
S8py 1.1 E-02 3.2 E-03
Z9Np 1.3 E-07 (100) 3.9 E-08 (100)
Z%y 1.1 £-02 3.3 E-03
*Doses calculated with GENII include

contributions from the parent nuclide, long-
1ived daughter chains, and short-Tlived
Numbers in parenthesis indicate
the percent of the total dose attributable
to the parent nuclide in chains with long-
1ived daughters.

daughters.

A2-4
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GENII Dose Estimates for 1 Ci Liquid Releases to the
Columbia River.

(2 sheets)

100 and 200 Areas MI*

300 Area MI* at

Nuclide at Ringold dose Riverview dose
equivaient (rem)** equivalent (rem)**

3 6.4 E-10

%Na 2.7 E-08

32p 2.5 E-04

e 3.3 E-09

*Mn 6.6 E-07

PFe 6.1 E-06

8o 5.4 E-07

8o 2.4 E-06

In 1.6 E-05

sy 3.1 E-07

5y 6.1 E-06 6.1 £-06
S 4.6 E-07

Mo 1.7 E-08

¢ 3.9 E-07 3.9 E-07
1%32u 1.7 £-07

1%Ru 1.6 E-06

12 1.1 E-06

125p 4.0 E-07

1291 1.7 E-05

1311 1.8 E-06

33 1.2 E-07

33xe 1.4 E-10

B4es 4.6 E-04

137cs 3.2 E-04

14984 1.1 E-06

e 6.6 £-07

faaof® 4.9 E-06

24y 8.9 £-07 8.9 E-07
235y 9.6 E-07 9.6 E-07

A2-5
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GENII Dose Estimates for 1 Ci Liquid Releases to the
Columbia River. (2 sheets)

100 and 200 Areas MI* 300 Area MI* at

Nuclide at Ringold dose Riverview dose
equivalent (rem)** equivalent (rem)**

228y 9.5 E-07 9.5 E-07
238py 5.8 E-06
29py 6.0 £E-06
&py 9,7 E-08
24 Am 2.0 E-04
#Np 2.8 £E-06

*MI = Maximally exposed individual.

**Doses calculated with GENII include contributions
from the parent nuclide, long-lived daughter chains, and
short-1ived daughters.

A2-6
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APPENDIX A

UNIT DOSE CONVERSION FACTOR PREPARED BY PACIFIC NORTHWEST LABORATORY
TO BE USED IN OFFSITE DOSE CALCULATIONS
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WHC-EP-0439

UNIT DOSE CALCULATIONS FOR WHC FACILITY EFFLUENT MONITORING PLANS
K. Rhoads January 3, 1991

INTRODUCTION

Dose calculations for unit (1 Ci) radionuclide releases were performed in
support of efforts by Westinghouse Hanford Company (WHC) to develop Effluent
Monitoring Plans for all WHC facilities on the Hanford site. Atmospheric
releases from generic Tocations in the 100, 200 E, 200 W, and 300 areas were
modeled for both elevated and ground-level releases; 400 area releases were
modeted for ground level only. Impacts of liquid releases were evaluated for
individuals at Ringold {100 and 200 area effluents) and Riverview (300 Area
effluents). Both the CAP-88 (Beres 1990) and GENII (Napier et al 1988) code
packages were used to model atmospheric releases in order to satisfy
requirements of the U. S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA 1989) and the
U. S. Department of Energy. The GENII code was used to model liquid releases.

METHODS

Standard parameters for Hanford dose calculations were included in the
calculations where possible (McCormack, et al 1984). Meteorology data were
collected at weather stations in each of the Hanford operating areas and
represent the five-year average of data taken between 1983 and 1987. The
location of the maximally exposed individual for each area is included in the
attached tables with results of the dose calculations. Individual locations
were based on the site boundary Tocation having the greatest radionuclide air
concentration under average atmospheric conditions. Doses were calcutated as
50-year committed effective dose equivalents for all jnternal deposition
pathways using the EPA model specified in 40 CFR 61. Default solubility
classes were used for all radionuclides in these preliminary calculations.
These should be appropriate for most facilities evaluated, except where
plutonium or uranium are released in soluble form and contribute substantially
to the overall dose from a given facility. Default classes for uranium and
plutonium assume these radionuclides are released as insoluble compounds; this
will result in a lower overall dose than would be the case if they were
released in more soluble form.

RESULTS

Results of the evaluation are presented in Tables 1 - 11, and represent the
50-year committed dose equivalent following a chronic annual release of 1 Ci
of each radionuclide. The CAP-88 and GENII codes handle ingrowth of Tong-
lived radioactive daughter products differently, as noted in the tables.
GENII calculates doses for all radionuclides in each decay chain, therefore
the doses reported in Tables 1 -6 include contributions from both parent and
ingrown daughters. CAP-88 does not calculate activities for ingrowth of
daughter radionuclides follewing release of the parent, but will estimate the
dose from very short-lived daughters where the parent-to-daughter activity
ratio is effectively 1:1. CAP-88 doses reported in Tables 7 - 11 are for the
parent nuclide only, except in the case where very short-lived daughters have
been included in the parent dose as noted. CAP-88 doses incTuding
contributions from daughter ingrowth should be estimated using the fractional
contribution from the parent nuclide reported in the GENII results.
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The total dose expected from emissions at a given facility can be obtained by
multiplying the release quantity in Ci for each radionuclide by the
corresponding unit dose factor in the tables, and summing the contributions
for all nuclides in the effluent stream. Please note that doses calculated
using the GENII code are reported as rem to the maximum individual from an
annual release; those from CAP-88 are reported in mrem. Values in the tables
were taken directly from code outputs, and have been left in the units
reported by each code to avoid transcription errors.

REFERENCES
Beres, D. A., 1990. The Clean Air Act Assessment Package -1988 (CAP-88). A

Dose and Risk Assessment Methodology for Radionuclide Emissions to Air. Vols.
1-3, U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Washington, D. C.

McCormack, W. D., J. V. Ramsdell, and B. A. Napier. 1984. Hanford Dose
Overview Program: Standardized Methods and Data for Hanford Environmental
Dose Calculations. PNL-3777, Rev. 1, Pacific Northwest Laboratory, Richland,
Washington.

Napier, B. A., R. A. Peloquin, D. L. Strenge, and J. V. Ramsdell. 1988. GENII
- The Hanford Environmental Radiation Dosimetry Softwars System. PNL-6584,
Vols. 1-3. Pacific Northwest Laboratory, Richland, Washington.

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency. 1989. National Emission Standards for

Hazardous Air Pollutants; Radionuclides; Final Rule and Notice of
Reconsideration. 40 CFR Part 61, Federal Register 54 (240):51654-51715.
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TABLE 1. GENII DOSE ESTIMATES FOR 1 Ci RADIONUCLIDE RELEASES - 100 AREAS
Location to the individual: 9900 METERS WEST

GROUND LEVEL 89 m STACK

NUCLIDE __ DOSE EQUIVALENT (REM)* DOSE_FQUIVALENT (REM)*
H 3 3.5E-08 1.0E-08

NA 24 1.1E-07 4.5E-08

AR 41 9.0E-09 6.9E-09

CR 51 3.6E-08 1.1E-08

MN 54 1.8E-06 5.5E-07

MN 56 2.3E-08 1.1E-08

FE 59 1.9E-06 5.8E-07

€O 58 1.5E-06 4.5E-07

€0 60 1.6E-05 4.7E-06

AS 76 1.6E-07 5.1E-08

KR 85M 1.9E-09 (100)* 9.1E-10 (100)
KR 85 2.7E-11 1.4E-11

KR 87 4.4E-09 2.8E-09

KR 88 2.4E-08 1.3E-08

SR 89 2.0E-06 5.8£-07

SR 90 5.9E-05 (94) 1.8E-05 (94)
SR 91 5.4E-08 (73) 1.9E-08 (76)
ZR 95 1.9E-06 (75) 5.7E-07 (75)
NB 95 7.2E-07 2.2E-07

MO 99 1.4E-07 (98) 4.4E-08 (98)
RU 103 8.8E-07 (100) 2.6E-07 (100)
RU 106 2.4E-05 7.1E-06

SB 124 3.4E-06 1.0E-06

TE 132 5.8E-07 (86) 1.7E-07 (86
I 131 9.0E-05 (100) 2.6E-05 (100)
I 132 3.6£-08 1.7E-08

I 133 1.4E-06 (100) 4.1E-07 (100)
1 135 9.6E-08 (95) 3.5E-08 (95)
XE 133 6.9E-10 3.0E-10

XE 135 3.4E-09 1.5E-09

CS 134 5.2E-05 1.6E-05

cS 137 3.8E-05 1.1E-05

€S 138 5.2E-09 5.0E-09

BA 140 1.7E-06  (50) 5.1E-07 (51)
LA 140 2.2E-07 7.3E-08

CE 141 6.9E-07 2.0E-07

CE 144 1.8E-05 (100) 5.4E-06 (100)
SM 153 9.4E-08 . 2.8E-08

EU 154 1.5E-05 4.3E-06

EU 155 2.0E-06 5.8E-07

PU 238 1.1E-02 3.2E-03

NP 239 1.3E-07 (100) 3.9E-08 (100)
PU 239 1.1E-02 3.3£-03

* Doses calculated with GENII include contributions from the parent
nuciide, Tong-lived daughter chains, and short-lived daughters. Numbers in
parenthesis indicate percent of the total dose attributable to the parent
nuclide in chains with long-lived daughters.
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TABLE 7. CAP-88 DOSE ESTIMATES FOR 1 Ci RADIONUCLIDE RELEASES - 100 AREAS
' Location to the individual: 9900 METERS WEST

10 m STACK 89 m STACK
NUCLIDE DOSE_EQUIVALENT (MREM)* DOSE EQUIVALENT (MREM}*
H-3 3.36E-05 8.85E-06
NA-24 2.19E-04 6.72E-05
AR-41 1.41E-05 4.38E-06
CR-51 9.32E-05 2.80E-05
MN-54 8.11£-03 2.44E-03
MN-56 3.56E-05 1.20E-05
FE-58 4.72€-03 1.42E-03
€0-58 4,75E-03 1.43E-03
€0-60 4,28E-02 1.28E-02
AS-76 1.81E-04 5.50E-05
KR-85M 2.62E-06 7.35E-07
KR-85 7.49E-08 1.97E-08
KR-87 7.18E-06 2.41E-06
KR-88 3.11E-05 9.07E-06
SR-89 3.11E-03 9.35E-04
SR-90 6.45E-02 1.94£-02
SR-91 5.39E-05 1.67E-05
ZR-95 3.90E-03 1.17E-03
NB-95 2.60E-03 7.81E-04
M0-99 2.41E-04 7.28E-05
RU-103 2.10E-03 6.31E-04
RU-106** 3.08E-02 9.26E-03
SB-124 8.90E-03 2.68E-03
TE-132 6.29E-04 1.90E-04
[-131 1.84E-02 1.65E-02
1-132 2.48E-05 2.54E-05
I-133 1.72E-04 1.56E-04
I-135 5.99E-05 5.62E-05
XE-133 7.71E-07 2.04E-07
XE-135 4.73E-06 1.28E-06
CS-134 4.62E-02 1.39€-02
CS-137%* 3.53E-02 1.06E-02
€s-138 7.20E-06 3.77E-06
BA-140 1.86E-03 5.60E-04
LA-140 4.49E-04 1.36E-04
CE-141 1.21E-03 3.65E-04
CE-144 2.02E-02 6.08E-03
SM-153 1.13E-04 3.42E-05
EU-154 2.69E-02 8.10E-03
EU-155 2.73E-03 8.20E-04
PU-238 1.18E+01 3.56E+00
NP-239 1.70E-04 5.13E-05
PU-239 1.28E+01 3.85E+00

* Doses calculated with CAP88 are for the parent nuclide only, and do nc
include contributions from long-Tlived daughter chains.

*%*  Short-Tived daughters are included in dose from parent nuciides.

A-6
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