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Please find enclosed a memo about perimeter drifting, but
primarily about possible approaches to try to determine the need for
such drifting. Clearly it is nothing more than a preliminary document
for discussion, and on rereading it, I find that maybe I should have
been more explicit about the specific technical/scientific advantages
that might result from perimeter drifting. I have discussed this
topic very briefly only with Krishan, and obviously I am not fully
aware (it might be more appropriate to say: not aware at all) about
SIlL in-house capabilities in these areas, and what his preferred
approach might be. At present, I only wish to bring the enclosed
considerations to the attention of both of you, and prefer to leave it
wide open with regard to how you find it most appropriate and
productive to proceed further.

Yours very truly,

Jaak J.K. Daemen
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cc: Dr. K. Wahi, SAX
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Dr. Krishan . Wahi
Science Applications. Inc.
505 Marquette Ave., U.w.
Albuquerque. UK 87102

Dear Krishan:

Please find enclosed a memo dealing with perimeter drifting for
HMLW repository site characterization, although primarily with methods
that might pin down whether RC could or should require such drifting.

The memo is written in response to a lengthy phone conversation
with John, during whici he identified a number of very interesting
approaches to the topic. Hence, many of the ideas in the enclosed
memo are his, and I would like to keep them among us unless John is
agreeable to give them wider distribution.

One of my problems is insufficient familiarity with SL
capabilities to adequately address the SL contribution to such a
project and the administrative/contractual arrangements that you would
prefer. I wish to emphasize that the enclosed is wide open for
discussion in all aspects, and has been written very rapidly, so that
it is much easier for me to address manpower requirements, etc., in
University terms. I wish to respond fairly rapidly, because it seems
that products from a study as per enclosed would be most beneficial if
they could be generated as soon as possible.

Your comments will be appreciated.

Yours truly,

Jaak J.I. Daemen

MP

cc: J.J. Peshel, HEG, NRC


