EPRI/NPD

EPRI HLW Project Objectives

« To develop an integrated methodology for early site
performance assessment and to identify and prioritize
crucial issues

» To involve DOE in this methodology development and
its implementation
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Meetings
7/24-25/89 Brainstorming
11/28/89 Qualification check
12/19-20/89 Problem definition
1/15-17/90 Model formulation
4/24-26/90 Model presentation
7/30-8/1/90 Model compiletion

Methodology Development Team
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BQ = BEARTHQUAKE
AWT = GHANGE IN WATER TABLE
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Figure 10-2. Cumulative curies released vs. time for 10.000 vears.
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Conclusions

g

The use of multi-disciplinary scientific and engmeermg expertise to |
netct a risk-based evaluation of a HLW repository is achievable. =
with current knowledge and technoiogy

A structured approach is required; the workshop format is
suited to this approache

+ The use of logic trees |s a convemem.andcred:ble formaf .

» Results of the methodology should be obtamed durmg the
| process of model development, i.e., the process should be
iterative.

A methodology of this( type can be applied on a larger scale, in
which a larger body of expertise participates. This apy lication wili
lead to realistic (rather than simple demonstrative) results.
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