OCKET CONTROL
WD CENTER

Department of Energy

Chicago Operations Office . -7 P3:26
Salt Repository Project Office 84 NV

505 King Avenue

Columbus, Ohio 43201-2693

November 5, 1984

John J. Linehan, Section Leader

Salt Section . e M Proi ) &
Repository Projects Branch WEM R!ecgordéﬁlew I;\z!):keptmh‘!zd
/ Division of Waste Management, MS 623-SS —_— :

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission PDR—tr

Washington, D.C. 20555 LPDR ="
Distribution:

Dear Mr. Linehan: LA ERBP ! CAQI/J)Q V% -
S HNSo.d | SANRD e - Bcts I

SUBJECT: DOE-NRC TECHNICAL MEETING SUMMARY (Tefura to WM, 62353) T @pene £ =2

Enclosed is a summary of the DOE-NRC meeting held in San Francisco, California
on October 16-18, 1984 at the office of Woodward-Clyde Consultants. The
meeting was a review of geophysical data for the Paradox Basin.

The summary is being sent to all salt states pursuant to the DOE-NRC
Interagency Agreement.

Sincerely,

Theodore J. Taylor

Chief

Socioeconomic, Environmental,
and Institutional Relations

Salt Repository Project Office

SRPO:TJT:max:4635B

Encliosure:
As Stated
cc: Gervers, NGA

Brown, LATIR

Casey, SRPO

Verma, NRC

McCiain, SRPO

. Darrough, SRPO

Williams, SRPO

Gale, DOE-HQ IN# 081-85

8412050390 841
PDR_WASTE 105
WM-16 PDR

UJ('—:EDI"'—H—.::C_:

P
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NRC DATA REVIEW OF GEOPHYSICAL DATA FOR THE PARADOX BASIN
16 to 18 October, 1984

Woodward-Clyde Consultant office

San Francisco, CA

On the 16th, 17th, and 18th of October, 1984 representatives of the NRC
geotechnical staff (WMGT) met in the San Francisco office of Woodward-
Clyde Consultants to review the data utilized in the preparation of the
draft report titled "SEISMIC REFLECTION, GRAVITY AND AEROMAGNETIC STUDIES
OF THE GEOLOGIC STRUCTURE IN THE GIBSON DOME AREA, SOUTHWESTERN PARADOX
BASIN. As the data used to prepare this report is proprietary, it was
the purpose of this meeting to evaluate the quality of the data, how it
was collected, processed and analyzed and then to gather insight into how
the interpretations presented in the above report were made. As this
meeting was to be a data review and not a workshop, questions regarding
geologic interpretations were not part of the agenda.

In attendance at this meeting were, in addition to the NRC and Woodward-
clyde Consultants, representatives of the Department of Energy (DOE),
Battelle Memorial Institute Office of Nuclear Waste Isolation (ONWI), the
US Geologic Survey, as well as Weston Geophysical and Lawrence Livermore
Laboratory. A complete attendance list is included as Attachment 1.

On the morning of the 16th, T. Grant, I. Wong and T. Turcotte of WCC
presented a brief overview of the procedures utilized in processing,
collecting and analyzing the data. For the remainder of the day the NRC
and its consultants conducted a general review of all data available.
During the 17th the NRC performed a detailed review of selected pieces of
data. The results of the NRC review are presented in the three attached
data sheets. On the morning of the 18th a discussion was conducted
between the NRC staff and consultants regarding all information reviewed.

In the afternoon the data review was concluded and results of the review
were discussed between the NRC and all attendees.

General observations by the NRC on the data were as follows:

1) Some seismic data is of variable quality.

2) Seismic data were obtained and processed utilizing standard/
routine petroleum industry methodology.

3) Future seismic surveys should be of high resolution type
designed to provide additional information on the salt and
near surface strata.

4) The gravity and magnetic data appear to be of good quality.
5) The Davis and Lavender Canyon sites are located at the South-
western edge of the gravity survey. No data are included

to the Southwest of the sites.

6) If the Paradox Basin is selected for characterization the
relationship between gravity and magnetic data and geologic
features such as the Northeast trending basement features
and circular features as seen on landsat and orthophotos
may be the subject of a workshop between the NRC and DOE.
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7) Future geophysical surveys including proprietary data should be
available for submission to the NRC.

The NRC representatives at this data review wish to thank DOE, ONWI, and
WCC for the excellent cooperation in conducting this review.

Ll g

s Lt
John S. Trapp

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Division of Waste Management

October 18, 1984

Attachments as stated.

.’

P. Michael Ferrigan
U. S. Department of Energy
Salt Repository Project Office

ar
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la.

1b.

1c.

1d.

1f.

3 T,

Reviewer A XURAxy ; AK.TarHswy , L. Le€

Date /Jo//872¥

GEOLOGY~GEOPHYSICAL DATA REVIEW CHECKLIST

Name/type, identification number, and date of survey? - .
ceismic Reflecrioy Sulvey iy €1dsow Dome /siReA , AHLCRDOX BAsIN

2EC. 1783 ) CATHCRINE KITCHO , locC "Aoogh DEAET™.

What was the overall objective of the survey?
(i.e., What features were to be identified?)

7O [Ipexrity geotogic STRvcTvAC t STRATICR ARy Of EuSon DOAHC
sied

What criteria were used for line or station locations selection?
GAlovp SHooT LROTECTN Dprr- JAnk).

What geologic constraints were used in determining coverage?
7@/0&%#¥MH2. G HovTING COXSTLAINTS.

What was the density of coverage in survey?

(i.e:, seis?ic coverage, gravity station locations, aeromag. flt line
spacing,... . . '

Coos Covegnse /v THE EA4ST (a~0 Arle sptemy). SHRSe corarIc

N THe we.rr(,(efe,e o Ar7c#c) Fl:j- 2~ S#ceT 19F3.),

What features (i.e., structures, anomalies, stratigraphic parameters)
were~determined by the survey?

Seismic PetlecTIioN HoliioNS [2cxTificdD + Colfelrrer To AEE,
DELONIAN, MISSISSIPPIAN , Y HeLIZoNS vP TD TP Of SALT.

Comments on:
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22a.

2b.

2cC.

2d.

2e.

I Te47% .
Reviewers AUy, /K. X231 ) B.L<C
Date so/rr/84

How is the procedure documented? . - . .
AMAP /,(erc;rr#r;tw 0t LiN€ LocATioNS o pAocessen SeiSHic ALefleeriov

svdvey Recokvinss. /HLso Skoww w TITCe “Kovgw DAReT ' RepoAT.

1

Is it a standard {(ASTM) procedure? If yes, provide reference.

Va

If non-"standard", how was the procedure developed, reviewed, documented,
and approved? For example, COE, USBM, USBR, USGS, NBS, or other
{internal) processes. .

//?OCCJ'J'I;V_’ AProceovre IN SC &-8 FoRMANT f5 Skoww ON

ATHACHED HEADCR SHCET exsrple.

Have there been revisions and how and when were the revisions reviewed,
documented, approved, and implemented?

0erl coNfiemarion BY wec of Replocessivg 0+ Some ScisMic
ReflecTienw Svbreys.

Show are any deviations from the established procedures that occur during
survey documented?

Estaslisyen prRocepvRes ALPEAR TO HAVC BCcN Fellsrep
DuliNg ACqUISITION Y pLocessSivs o+f DATA.

Comments on:
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.

3 ﬂeyl'ew: T, Térpe, ¥ MURPRY ,
‘ AKX T2enpint, A le€

opre: 1o/is/rE

3. Hhat instrumentation is used for the survey? S7A~om2p .rel:r»gl'c Aetlecrion
DICITAL AecoRDING SySTermI VICD ) BVISINEC DATA PATAMNCD Feéort

Diffenent SokceS; A4 SHHLL NHHOVNT OFf DATH VSED Anplog 'Ileco,en/'/vj LySTCAMS,
LNchgy Sovece _9e,vex4u7 Vis#oS €IS SYSTEMS j DYNAMITC IN A £t CiseS.

3a. How were the reliabilities* of the instruments specified? ..
uee Reliep vpoN CONTAACTOR whose QC Latel 15 oM Scissic Hefpes

' 3,,¢f¢r(_;ee /)—7-74-4:/}:0). .-

3b. Is there a calibration system and.were calibrations systematically
carried out according to approved procedure?

NONC HRC ARPARCHT. No INFORMAriay [5 Avarindle.

3c. Are the calibration procedures traceable to national or industrial
standards?

yes

3d. Comments on:

o

* Reliability is defined as the probability of an instrument to perform a
stated function under a stated environment for a stated line.
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4a.

4b.

4c.

4d.

e TAAA%, X
Reviewer ¥- MVLPRY ) 4 K- I;”’””’/

Date - Lec
— 19/18/¢¢

What are the data processing and presentation techniques used?

NORAMAL DATH /l(oce.:.r;/v_g vied. See ATTaemep #esped SsKecl
Cxarple Fhor Live 3T dpvis CAwnyoN /sRert. .

How can the raw numerical data be retrieved?

ORIgINAL DIGITAL HecorpiNg THPES #uST 8€ KepuesTed.

Are the data presented in a complete and clear format?
(Comment also on the utility of the presentation.)

yeS, STAnomC> Sizc ¥ QUALITY IN PRESCNTATION:

Are the data keyed to geological, environmental, geographic or other
traceable references?

yes, Lefcf TO TiTle “Aougt DAFT " HepesT

Comments on:



ba.

5b.

5
g TAA7
Reviewer & Mukmy, #.K. Iﬁdﬁfz’éﬂl
Dat .
=L 1001 5/5¢/

What are the acceptance/rejection criteria for the survey data?
c##J/Lny ro me//'r/l-y 390(.03: ceAl Fearvres of INTClesy Fol
lqparzrv#,' SIrmy € oNSipcenTIonS.

Were these criteria established prior to survey performance?

)/CJ'.

How are the criteria implemented? (Data handling, review procedure,
corrective action.)

0 Data Handling
QRIIINHLy REcORDED OATH weke Heviewep YV wrenw IT
proenten FeAudele , beprocessing TooK plicc.

4] Review Procedure
4 consolianT whs vritires ( ToT. RIcHARDS, [NC.) wtto

#lso ,o/herlc/prreﬁ IN Crroosivy Seismic Lines.

0 ~Corrective Action : N

SoMm & WTCIH;Mdlda)' Her exleeredr T
ge Reuviseo.



7.

3 TARAS .
i VoA RPERY, K. LW,
Hines Ly e
1fhofet

General comments (such as, relationship among different surveys, impacts
on interpretation, instrument redundancy, factors resulting in test

closure, accuracy of measurements, limitations, additional uses of data,
computer programs, and other miscellaneous comments).

A) DIFLeReNT SvRyeys KAve diScloscn bifcaenT &valiry 0f Dars
RECORDINGS ¥ INTCRpRETAALE FepTUAeS.

3) Covcern mvg /;-//4«_”— ON INTEAIRE THTIONS, THe velociry D7/ vSed
Affecrs Tre ReSolvTiov porenriat ok SAALL FedTvRes,

- M . - W oy »”
C) CoNcedmW Ing TeST Closvee, AANY Lives H4ve Lirnired of ¥O VTieS
To oTHel LINES.

») CONCERNING ACCVRACY N LiMITAT1oNS Of MCASVACHCNTS, THe DATH 1¥
ITS PRESCNT FORMAT CONSTAAINS (NTCLLETATIONS.

£) Conceaning 420iT1onsl DATA vSes, Seismic Svhity pATH eV B€
ComtAined wiTH GRAvITY, MAIweric ¢ well Le3 bA7x:

Requested Data - (Identify all data and documentation that are needed for
further review). '

SINCe bATA i5 NOTED 48 PROPRICTARy t PReserrly oNly
pusrsstle AT owe loarion (wee ofgices, SAN Fhpweisce),
1T wovly Bc Helprvl 1§ dATHH Cou lp ge Avsritnasle To THe NLC
Mé%qu Fok W /{cb;el« by TV
CONSTRAINTS A5 weccssARy,

W

” d‘DD.ITI.W// FuTvRC SURveyS coolp Be .S/A;/#xly Avpilanie.

) v 19. 2~ 1 oF 3
7S seexy ™ TITLeDp "Aoggy pAAeT " AepoRT , FIF- 2~ Skcer )

THesEe /iR THe Key Lines Review<d: va + 43
35, 36,37, 38, 39, ¥4, g
334, 338, 34, 7 =%

/ saic Lo clvsed:
IN ADDITION , OTH#EL SCISAIC Liwes weke p

Forevrmpte, 1,5 ¥13.



Rt WOODWARDLJLYDE
T PARADOX BASIN
' SAN JUAN CO., UTAH

~

stre, ceomrsion DATE PROCESSED OCTOBER 81

SEIsMIC DATA PROCESSING T | CONTRACT NUMBER 66SS
DENVER COLORADO B

FIELD RECORDING

ACQUISITION BY SEISMIC ENGINEERING CO.

PARTY - |
.. DATE . AUGUST 1968
Wﬁ%"ﬂ‘wwr&-wvmg. FCIR N
REC(E)RO LENGTH s%gc
\/

ENERGY SOURCE
IYPE DYNAMITE
DEPTH (20 FT,

FIELD GEOMETRY:
NABER OF CHANNELS .24
S.P. INTERVAL . 1320 FT.
GROUP INTERYAL 0 FT.
COVERAGE 4oo PERCENT
SPREAD -$060-220~#-220~5060

DIGI TAL PROCESSING

| REFORMAY TO SEFEL SEG-Y
RESAMPLE TO 4 MS.

2 DISPLAY RAH RECORDS

3 RECORD EDIT

4. CDP GATHER

S DECONVOLUTION ) SPIKING

] OPERATOR LENGTH 76 MSEC.
. PREMHITENING 1 PERCENT

DESIGN RINDOW 300 ~ 1900 MSEC.
APPLICATION TIME 0 - 3000 MSEC,

6 ELEVAHON suncs
ELEY 6000 FT.
REPLACEHENT szocxw 10000 FT./SEC.
7 VELOCITY ANALYSIS
1Y Cvs
VELOCITY RANGE $000 - 18000 FY./SEC.
NORMAL MOVEOUT CORRECTION
9 AUTOMATIC RESIDUAL STATICS
RANGE «/- 25 MSEC.
HINDOH 900-~1600 MSEC
10 FINAL VELOCITY ANALYSIS
11 FINAL NORMAL MOYEOUT CORRECTION
12 FIRST BREAK SUPPRESSION
13 COP STACK

14 FINAL FILTER

FREQUENCY BAND 15-45 HZ,
TIME 0-1800 MSEC.
FREGUENCY BAND 10-35 HZ.
TINE . 1500-1800 MSEC.
IS TRACE EQUALIZATION
16 FILM DISPLAY
SCALE 12 TPI S 1PS

POLARITY ) NORMAL .

PROC, GEOPMYSICIST JPG OATE 11/20/81

A S ran
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ia.

1b.

lc.

1d.

le.

1f.

Reviewer B.KICE, T7 IMSE E. ZURFLVEH

Date ocT. 17, 198Y

GEOLOGY-GEQPHYSICAL DATA REVIEW CHECKLIST

Name/type, identification number, and date of survey?

GRANTY SURVEY; PROSECT BS-2003, GEoTERReX, LIMITED ;1982

thhat was the overall objective of the survey?
(i.e., What features were to be identified?)

RelonAL. GEoLoGIC DATH Fol THE PARADOX RASINM

What criteria were used for line or station locations selection?
ONE MILE GRID Fof STATIOVN LOCATION S

What geologic constraints were used. in determining coverage?

EADOX BASIVN BouvbdAKY

What was the density of coverage in survey? =
(i.e., seismic coverage, gravity station locations, aeromag. flt line
spacing,...)

ONE MILE GRID SPACING ( NORTH-SOUTH AnD EAST-WEST
LINES)

What features (i.e., structures, anomalies, stratigraphic parameters)
were determined by the survey?

GRAVITY ANOMALIES — INTERPRETATIoNS OF STRUCTVRAL AND
SIRATIGRAPHIC FeATUWRES INCUMPLETE AT THIS TiMg,

Comments on:
THE DAVIS ANVD LAVEVDEZ (Avion SIimes ARE LOCATED

ON THE SoutM WESTEEN EDGE OF THE Sulvey, No PATA
TO THE SouTHMEST IS rNCLUWDED IN THE SuRVEY.



2a.

2b.

2c.

2d.

2e.

Reviewer B RICE; T IMSE: E.2VRFL
.., Date ocr._i7,19%Y

How is the procedure documented?
LOGISTICS RERET BY THE Couccrin/G ConiRACTol

Is it a standard (ASTM) procedure? If yes, provide reference.

No, THESE Mle STAVDAED INDUSTRY PRoCeDUEES

If non-"standard", how was the procedure developed, reviewed, documented,
and approved? For example, COE, USBM, USBR, USGS, NBS, or other
(internal) processes.

(see za.)

Have there been revisions and how and when were the revisions reviewed,
documented, approved, and implemented?

NO ReviSIoVS

Show are any deviations from the established procedures that occur during
survey documented?

MO DeviATionS

Comments on:

NoveE



" 3a.

3b.

3c.

3d.

B.RicE ; T. IMSE ; €, BURALET
ocr. 11,1984

-

What instrumentation is used for the survey?

LACOSTE - RomBERG- MoDEL G GRA VIMETER & A
FECRANVTI IveERT/A L SUREY SHSTEM

How were the reliabilities* of the instruments specified?

CALLUWATED ERF0R gF *+0,3 M&a{

Is there a calibration system and were calibrations systematically
carried out according to approved procedure?

Yes, StATIoNV BeocCuiATion AnD LaoPING Benwerv
Esm&/SHED CRANITY BASE STATIONVS AT MOAR,VH AVD MNTICEWD, UH

Are the calibration procedures traceable to national or industrial
standards?

Yes, see 3b.

Comments on:

Nowve

o
-’

Reliability is defined as the probability of an instrument to perform a
stated function under a stated environment for a stated line.



4a.

4b.

4c.

4d.

ReviewerB‘?{Cé'}' J. ’MSE; E. 2uervel
Date CeT. 7, mgq

What are the data processing and presentation techniques used?

STAMOARD BOUGUER REDUCTIoN SING THRSE DENSITIER ( z.2 gfem’,
2.4 &/cM‘, AD 2673Jcn1‘). 2™ VeXTicAL DERIVATIVE AND LIMTED
PRoFiLe MODELLING DWE BY 3-D GRAVITY, INC. - 1983 . PR=SeviED
IN 248,000 SCALE MAPS,

How can the raw numerical data be retrieved?
ComPurel TRAPE AMD PAPER TABLES WITH WoOwWARD - CLY0E
LovSULTANVTS AVD 3-D G4y, 1vC.

Are the data presented in a complete and clear format?
(Comment also on the utility of the presentation.)

No, ONLY THE BovGuer MAP AT 2.61 }/em3 AnD DaAVRTIVE
MAP AT 24 ;JCln? OVEWZE—'/4©04(L/11§LE?.

Are the data keyed to geological, environmental, geographic or other
traceable references?

DATA Al GRGRAPAICALLY TRACEABLE T TouwNSHIP LINES.

Comments on:

/VOA/ e

-’



B 5.

5a.

5b.

Reviewer J, MSE; B. EicE ; €. BulALvE
.-, Date 117,198y

What are the acceptance/rejection criteria for the survey data?

STATION BEQCLUAATION RESULTS ARE USED FoR ACCEPTANCE [
ReTecrion CaretiA Rl GRAUTY VALLES. INECTIAL SuevEY
CamPAREY) TO EXISTING ToPo GRAPH|C, MARPS Fo ACLEPTANMCE [RETECTIoN.

Were these criteria established prior to survey performance?

YES

How are the criteria implemented? (Data handling, review procedure,
corrective action.)

[MPLEMEVTED By FROCEDRSR SrowN v S. — FROFESSIoVAL
JUDGEMENT CALLS WerRE USed Fot CoCEECTIVE ACTIonS .

0 Data Handling

o Review Procedure

o €orrective Action



Reviewer B.RiCE ; J. IMse E. BLFRLVEY
. Bate ocr, 17,19¢4

6. General comments (such as, relationship among different surveys, impacts
on interpretation, instrument redundancy, factors resulting in test
closure, accuracy of measurements, limitations, additional uses of data,
computer programs, and other miscellaneous comments). .

) THeee 1S Mo RAMED DME e THE mMT DRAFT OF THE
Kittho Rerorer (DT. 1983), CoprhiniNG A ComPeTE ATUD
INTEGRATED  INTEEPRETATION, YTILIRING NPARORIATE
Bz DevSITIES AS IDENTIFIED IV THAT REPOCT.

7. Requested Data - (Identify all data and documentation that are needed for
further review). .

~ CoPy OF THE LOGISTICS REPORT ANO AVAILABLE MAPS
(eg. Bovouare AMD vecrichL PeeWATIVE MAPS)



ia.

ib.

lc.

ld.

le.

1f.

ReviewerB.£ICE ; T, WMSE; E. ZUEFLVEH
Date OcCT. 17,198Y

GEOLOGY-GEOPHYSICAL DATA REVIEW CHECKLIST

Name/type, identification number, and date of SU}vey?
AcRoMAGVETIC SURVEY ; o8 81-206 , GEDTERKEX umTeD; 1961-70.

What was the overall objective of the survey?
(i.e., What features were to be identified?)

UNComPAHGKE PLATEAY |, PARADOX FoLd AND FAULT BRI, MowMenT
UPwARP, BLANMDING BASIN, AND AREAS OF IGMVEOVS INTRUSIVES.

What criteria were used for line or station locations selection?
NORTHEAST FUGHT LIAES FLOMV TO |IDENTIFY ARTHWEST

TRNOING FEATULES IN THE BASEMENVT STRUCTUCZES AVD INTRUSIVES.

What geologic constraints were used in determining coverage?

(sce 1a MO 1b)

What was the density of coverage in survey? =
(i.e., seismic coverage, gravity station locations, aeromag. fit line
spacing,...) .

1 MILE FUGHT LINE SPACING — 3 MiLE TiE LIME SPACING :
FUGHT ELEATIOVS 7500 10,600 12,000 AMD (3 200" BAGIMETRIC
ove. VARIOVS BuockS. ‘

What features (i.e., structures, anomalies, stratigraphic parameters)
were determined by the survey?

SAGNETIC ANVOMALIES - IMTERAZE TATIoS OF STRUCTURAL
FEATUEES INCompPieTe AT THIS TIME,

Comments on:

DATH Co¥AGe /O QUALITY APPERE T0 Be Good



. Reviewer B€ICE ; T IMSE - E.—UCFLAT
. Date ofr. 17, 1489

2. How is the procedure documented?

ST REPUET BY ACGuiSiTions Cavikscrof

N\, 2a. Is it a standard (ASTM) procedure? If yes, provide reference.
NO, THESE AE STANOARD |VDUSTRY PROCEDURES

2b. If non-"standard", how was the procedure developed, reviewed, documented,

and approved? For example, COE, USBM, USBR, USGS, NBS, or other
(internal) processes.

(s 25.)
\_/
2c. Have there been revisions and how and when were the revisions reviewed,
documented, approved, and implemented?
NO ReviSionS
2d.

Show are any deviations from the established procedures that occur during
survey documented?

No DeviATionvS

2e. Comments on:

Monve



© 3a.

3b.

* 3c.

3d.

3 B.BICE; T, IMSE,; E. ZUerLUEH
ocr, 17, 1984

What instrumentation is used for the survey?
CeSIVM VATPOE MAGIETOMETER D FIXED> WING AIRCCAET
( MAGLETOMETER. 1M ToweED BIRD)

How were the reliabilities* of the instruments specified?
INSTRYMENT BEUABILITIES Mo SATUFIED N BEPOLT /va
LOCATIon REUABILIMES AMle AT STATED .

Is there a calibration system and were calibrations systematically
carried out according to approved procedure?

CALIBRATION AT STATED 1IN VWY RERIRT

Are the calibration procedures traceable to national or industrial
standards?

o )

Comments on:

BcroeT 18 MoRe OF AN WTERPRETED EBePoreT RPATHEES THAN
A ST LoGISTICS RefORT,

-’

Reliability is defined as the probability of an instrument to perform a
stated function under a stated environment for a stated line.



4a.

4b.

4c.

4d.

Reviewer B.RICE; J. IMSE; E.2uCrFLVET
.- Date oCr 17,198y

What are the data processing and presentation techniques used?

TorAL FIELD InTErSiTy MAPS

How can the raw numerical data be retrieved?

MAGNETIC TAPES A0 PAPER FueHT LinE ARoFIES

Are the data presented in a complete and clear format?
(Comment also on the utility of the presentation.)

ONLY DATA AVAILABIE ALs 1IN A TorAL FelD 1vmeSITy MAP

Are the data keyed to geological, environmental, geographic or other
traceable references?

DATA ARE TRACEABLE TO GEpGEAPHIC REPERENME'S ( TownSHIP LIeS)

Comments on:

None

o’
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Sb.

Reviewer B. E\CEJ J. IMSE; E. &rLVE
., Date ocr 17,138y

What are the acceptance/rejection criteria for the survey data?
NONE SPECIFIED

Were these criteria established prior to survey performance?
(see s.)

How are the criteria implemented? (Data handling, review procedure,
corrective action.)

(seE s.)

0 Data Handling

o] Review Procedure

o *Corrective Action
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Reviewer B.RICE; T IME! g, AucrLEH
-, Date oot 17, 198y

General comments (such as, relationship among different surveys, impacts
on interpretation, instrument redundancy, factors resulting in test
closure, accuracy of measurements, limitations, additional uses of data,
computer programs, and other miscellaneous comments).

THERE |S NO PLANMNED DATE Fo€ THE MSIXT TRAFT OF YHE

KITTHO REPORT (DEC. 1983) CoMTAINING A COMPLER: ArD
INTEGATED  InTePleTATIoN OF THE AeroMAcneTic. DAT.

Requested Data - (Identify all data and documentation that are needed for
further review).

CoPY OF THE LOGISTICS AMD SuRVEY ePoeTS AND
AVAILABLE MAPS.



