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SUBJECT: TRIP REPORT: NRC REVIEW OF GEOPHYSICAL DATA FOR THE
‘PARADOX BASIN

On the 16th, 17th and 18th of October, 1984, Richard Lee, Abou-Bakr Ibrahim,
Ben Rice and John Trapp of WMGT, met in the San Francisco offices of Woodward-
Clyde Consultants (wccg to review the data utilized in preparation of the draft
report titled "Seismic Reflection, Gravity, and aeromagnetic studies of the
Geologic Structure in the Gibson Dome Area, Southwestern Paradox Basin".
Representatives of DOE/SRPQO, Battelle/ONWI, USGS, Weston Geophysical and NRC
Research were also present.

Attached to this memo is a copy of the signed meeting minutes, list of
attendees and data review sheets completed during the visit wh1chAdocuments
this review.
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John S. Trapp
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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 résults 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.



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 bOE, ONWI, and
WCC for the excellent cooperation in conducting this review.

sty [l g

ohn S. Trapp P. Michael Ferrigan
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission U. S. Department of Energy
Division of Waste Management Salt Repository Project Office

October 18, 1984

Attachments as stated.
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la.

1b.

1c.

1d.

le.

1f.

3T

Reviewer AXukply ) AX.Tarksy , £ Le€

Date /Jo//&/8

GEOLOGY-GEOPHYSICAL DATA REVIEW CHECKLIST

Name/type, identification number, and date of survey? .
ceisaic Reftecrioy Svlvey i E1dsow Dome ARer , FALrDoX BASIN ;

DEC. 1983 , CATRERINE KITCHO ; locC " Aoogh DEAFT™.

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

7O isextiry geologic STRvCTVRC + STRATICRAPRY of Gusorw Dome
siRest.

What criteria were used for Tine or station locations selection?
Ghovp SkooT FROTCCTL Dpyr- SAnAS.

What geologic constraints were used in determining coverage?
TopoShALHIe & RoUTING  COXSTLAINTS.

What was the density of coverage in survey?

(i.e:, seisr;n'c coverage, gravity station locations, aeromag. flt line
spacing,... .. .

Coon CoveRnge /n THE EA4ST (2~10 Aile Sppecmy), SHMASE CorGAIC

w THe wesT( Aefer IO Ar7scked Fig. 2~ StceT NFJ.).

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

Selsmic RetlecTion HolitoNS [DCnTificd + Collelares To A€,
DELON AN, MISSISSIPPIAN , ¥ HORIZoNS vp TO TP Of SALT.

Comments on:



2.
— 2a
2b.

N\
- 2c.
2d.

2e.

T T,

Reviewers AckMLy, /K. xaspymy, £ Lee

Date ro/r2/8¢/

How is the procedure documented?

MAP PRESCNTATION Of LINE Loah'm/v.: of pRocessen Sersare A’eﬂecrw/
svhvey Recolpin9s. [iHso SHokw Iy TirTCE “"Rovgw DRyeT ' RepoAT.

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

a

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

fRocessivg PRocepvre IN SC€ 6-8B FoRMNT f5 SHowN ON
ATEACHED HEADER SHECT €xprple.

Have there been revisions and how and when were the rev1s1ons reviewed,
documented, approved, and implemented?

gLpC CoNfIRMATION BY W of fe/"’“-“"”é 0t Some Seifmrc
Refteerion Svbreys

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

Estaslisnesr pRocepvrReS ALPCAR To HALE BCeN F&LL:MD
puding ACEUISITION Y plocessivy of DATA.

Comments on:




3a.

3b.

3c.

3d.

\/ -/

¥, TeApR, Vi MVRERY
AKX Toespirt, A (€€

pprer ofis/P¢

3 Review:

What instrumentation is used for the survey? S7#~os&D J’eIJ'MIc Reflecrion
pICIiTAL ARecoRping Sysresms vICD ; BVISTHEC DATA CATAINED FLOM

DILLCReNT SokCES] A4 SAHALL SHMOVNT O DATH vI€h Anjlog RECORDING 2ySTCAMSL
Energy Sovece 9¢/vezﬂ-t7' VI8 EDS €IS SYSTEMS [ DYNAMITE /N A Fei CAses.

How were the reliabilities* of the instruments specified?
wec Relrep vpeN CONTAACTOR wihose HC trtel 15 0N Seisaic Hesfpes

srreeT (See prThcsed).

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

NONC HRC NALHRENKT. N © INFORMATIOY |S 4-1«4-/&/}4&(
Are the calibration procedures traceab]e to national or industrial

standards?

yes

Comments on:

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.

5 TAAAY) )
Reviewer ¥ MURARY, K K. TERERIN ,

A lee

What are the data processing and presentation techm‘q‘ue‘s used?

NOAMAL DATH }foce:fhj viep. See ATTaepep pesped Stecl
erAample Fhos Linve 37 Dpuvis CAwyoN AReH.

How can the raw numerical data be retrieved?

OR191aAL DIGITAL Recorp/ng THPES MuST 8€ KLepvesTed. -

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

yes, STAwomeD Sizc ¥ §UALITY IN pRESCHTATION:

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

yes, Letct TO TiTle “Aovgtt DEAET" MepolT.

Comments on:




ba.

Sb.

o/ NS
5
5, TAA4#
Reviewer# MukMly , #-K. Ij?dfzﬂféﬂ,
Date 10/15/84/

What are the acceptance/rejection criteria for the survey data?
C#;ofh!l(—'rr ad /be»/T/Fy ﬂeﬂtﬂgl el FeATuRes of INTCResT FoR
t’gﬁanmr SUFINY  CONSIDCANTIONS.

Were these criteria established prior to survey performance?

yes.

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

0 Data Handling
QRIIINHULY RecoRDED O4TH wneke Aepiewep Y wrew (T
/Arrenrtep FeAidsle 7 IC/.eoce.r_rwg ToeK plrcc.

0 Review Procedure
4 conSoLTANT wis ovTitizes (TS5 RICHARDS, INC.) wito

Also ,a/her;c//vrre) IN Ctoosive Selsmic Lives.

o} Corrective Action

SomE WTexﬁwﬂoeym exoeerer TO
ge Reusep.



o/

7.

Y 770?/’/’/

Reviewer ¥-A1ekPRY,) A K. 24!4:2/;/,
Date AN

=== 11 5/P¥

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).

/%) DIFLERENT SvRLeyS HAVe dISclosen »DHECReNT 0w’-tn~7 of DATH

LECORDINGS + INTCR pReTAABLE FeAruvRes.

B) concernms Imppers oKX 1XTeOR € AT IONS, THE velociry bA7A vI€D
Affeers THE pesoluTion poTenTiaL fob SaALL FedTeRes, - -

11
C) CoNcedM INg TEST CLaSvEC, FINY Lines Have Lvtired of xo “Ties”
o oTHEA LINES.

D) CONCERNING AeCORrACY +- Limizarions of MEASVREMENTS, THe DATAH o
ITS PRESCNT FORMAT CONSTAAINS (NTEL PACTATIONS.

£) chce.éﬂl&ﬂ ADDITIONAL DATHA USes, Seisaic Svdvey pAT# cAv 8¢
conhives with EAAviTy, MAINeric ¢ well Le3 04754
Requested Data - (Identify all data and documentation that are needed for
further review). .
Sivce dATH is.NOTED A8 PROPRICTARy + PResexrly only
punitrsle AT one Loc#rmm(wcc- officesS, SN Fapweisce),
T ,,,WL, ge Helprol 1§ oATH covlp ge pvailadlc To THe NMAC

FOR  stmeratl Aevi€ie wITH

CD/VJ'TA’/}M'TJ‘ A wvec c.s‘;‘/ﬁey

W #Dprrrvh’/ FoTvRe SvRveyS coold fe Jlllll#xly Avarlanle.

| v 19 2~ 1oF 3
7S seex W TITCCD "ﬂmtgy DAAET " RepeXT , Flg. 2~ SkeeT A ;.

Trese fRe THe Key Lives Revlewed: . at ‘/3
' 3, 36,37, 38, 39, %%
334, 338, 34,357 °°%

€
/// AdpiTioN , oTHEA sersmic LINES wele pervS
’

Fa,pemt;'y[e/ /1, S +13.
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?v'“ WOODWARD-_ ,YDE .
" PARADOX BASIN .
SAN JUAN CO., UTAH :

ctrey ceomvsicay - | DATE PROCESSED  OCTOBER 81
SEISMIC DATA PROCESSING S | CONTRACT NUMBER 6658
DENVER coLoraDo - -[-F '

FIELD RECORDING

.. ACQGUISITION BY . SEISMIC ENGINEERING CO.
' PARTY 3
. -~ DATE AUGUST 1968
MM'S‘&;WM r"'k-—'-f' LA DT .»,..,u e e em—— .
TYPE ANALOG
{ , RECORD LENGTH 6 SEC.
-ENERGY SOURCE
. TYPE .~ . DYNAMITE
DEPTH . 20 FI.
. FIELD GEOHETRY . )
NRBER OF CHANNELS T .24
S.P. INTERVAL ’ . ‘320 FT
GROUP INTERVAL :
COVERAGE . 400 P CENT
SPREAD :5060'220‘*'220 5060

DIGITAL PROCESSING

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

2 DISPLAY RAN RECORDS

3 RECORD EDIT

‘4 CDP GATHER
© 5 DECONVOLUTION SPIKING
\_/ OPERATOR LENGTH . - 76 MSEC.

- PRERHITENTNG . 1 PERCENT
DESIGN H]NDOW 300 - 1900 MSEC.
APPLICATION TIME = 0 - 3000 MSEC.

6 ELEVATION STATICS .- )
"DATUM E

ELEVATION 6000 FT.
"REPLACEMENT VELOCITY 10000 FT./SEC.
7 szg$;1v ANALYS1S -

. YELOCITY RANGE o 9ooo - 18000 FT./SEC.
NORMAL MOVEOUT. coaascrxon
AUTOMATIC RESIDUAL STATICS

RANGE +/- 25 MSEC.
900-1600 MSEC
10 FINAL VELOCITY ANALYS!S
11 FINAL NORMAL MOVEOUT CORRECTION
12 FIRST BREAK SUPPRESSION
13 CDP STACX

14 FINAL FILTER
FREQUENCY BAND

15-45 HZ.
TIME ' 0-1800 HSEC.
FREGUENCY BAND a5 HZ,
TIME , 190021860 MSEC.
15 TRACE EGUALIZATION

16 FILM DISPLAY
SCALE

. 12 TPI S IPS
POLARITY NORMAL .
PROC. GEOPHYSICIST JPG DATE 11/20/81

n ¢ awnn
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1a.

1b.

1c.

o/ 1d.

le..

1f.

Reviewer 3. IKICE T)M&:: E.2ZURFLVEH

Date AcT. 17, il

GEOLOGY-GEOPHYSICAL DATA REVIEW CHECKLIST

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

GRAVWTY SURVEY; PROTECT €5 -2003, GEoTerreX, LIMITED 'l%?_

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

BeciovAL. GEowoGIC DATR R THE PARADOX ,BASW

What criteria were used for 1ine or station locations selection?

ONE MILE GBID FoR STATIOVN LOCATION S

What geologic constraints were used in determining coverage?
FhEADOX BASIVN BouwDAKY

What was the density of coverage in survey?
(d. e., seismic coverage, gravity station locations, aeromag. flt 1line
spac1ng,

OME MILE G2ID SPACING ( Noem-som{ IO EAST-pEST
Llh/“Eﬁ

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

GRAVITY ANOMALIES — INTEEPReTATIoNS OF STRUCTVRAL AND
STRATIGRAPHIC FeATUWRES INCOMPLETE AT THIS TWIE

Comments on:

THE DAVIS AMVD LAVEVDER (Ao Sites ARE LOCATED
ON THE SouTHl METEBN EDGE OF THE Sulvey, No PATA
To THE SouTHWEST IS (NCLUDED IN THE SURVEY,




24.

2b.

2c.

2d.

Ze.

C
[

Reviewer B. EICE TIMS(: E.2URFLEH
Date oct. 17,19%4

How is the procedure documented?

LOGISTICS RERKRT BY THE CouecminG ConvTRACTOR

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

No, THESE AMle sTRVDRED INDUSTRY Procebules

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 rev1s1ons and how and when were the rev1s1ons reviewed,
documented, approved, and impliemented?

NO ReVISiIoN S

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

MO DEVIATIoNS

Comments on:

NONE



- 3a.

3b.-

3c.

3d.

) ~

B Rice : T, IMSE | £, BURFLUEH]
oct. 11,1984

What instrumentation is used for the survey?
LACOSTE - RomBeRG- MODEL & GFAVIMETER & A
FeREANT I INEET/IAL SUREY SHSTEMW

How were the reliabilities* of the instruments specified?

CALLWATED ER€oR oF * 0,3 m&a(

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

Yes, STATIONV RBEOCCVFATION AND LOOPING Benween |
ESTHRLISHED GRAVITY BASE STATIoVS AT MOAR,VH AwD MANVTICELO, UH

Are the calibration procedures traceable to national or industrial
standards?

YYes, see 3b.

Comments on:

Nonve

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.

——————— e bemeema

Reviewer B RICE; J. ’MSE,' E. 2uervEl,
. Date cer 17, 198

What are the data processing and presentation techniques used?

STAVOARD BOJGUER ReDULTIoN USING THRSE DEnSITiey (2.2 alem",
2.4 E_ICM.SI AD 2673/m‘). 2" VeTicAL DERWVATIVE AND LIMITED
PRoFiLe MOdELLING DWE BY 3-D GRAVITY, INC. - 1983, PRsSeVviED
IN ):4B,000 SCALE MAPS, :

How can the raw numerical data be retrieved?

QoMPUrER TAPE AMO PAPER TABLES WITH WOOOWARD - CLYDE
CoVSUTANTS ANVD 2-D GAuITY, 1vC.

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

No, ONLY THE BovGwer MAP AT 2.67.g[em? AnD  DegVRTIVE
MAP AT 24 glw’ wele AvAILABLE.

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

DATA Afe GGRAPICALLY TRACEARLE T TowlVSHIP LIMES.

Comments on:

Nowe



5a.

Sb.

Reviewer T, WSS, 5, EICE; £.2ulrLvEty
.- Date et 17,198Y

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

STATION REOMAATION RESUTS AEE USED Fok  ACCEPTANCE [
ReTeCTION CRITECIA Fil GRAVITY VALUES. INEECTIAL Suevey

ComPARED) TO EXISTING TOPo GRAPAHIC. MAPS Fok ALLEPTICE [RETECTION.
Were these criteria established prior to survey performance?

YES

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

[MPLEMENVTED By FRCEDRES Srown v S. — FROFESSIoVAL
JUDCEMENT RS were v8ed Foe ColPecTivE ACTionv S .
o Data Handling

0 Review Procedure

(o} Corrective Action:



Reviewer B.Rics ; J. IMSE E. MFLUEH
. bate pcr 17, :‘i@‘-{

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).

) THELE 1S Mo RMED DATE Rz THE MIAT DRAPT OF THE
KittHo RerorRT (DT 1983), ConfiviNG: A CompLeTe ATVD
INTEGRATED  INTEEPRETATION , UTILIZRING APARAGATE
BeJGerR. DEVSITIES AS  IDENTIFIED IV THAT FREPOCT.,

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

~ CoPy OF THE LOGISTICS REPORT /‘NO AVAILABLE MAPS
(eg.. BovGur AND VECTicAL DEEWATIVE MAPS)



la.

1b.

1c.

1d.

le.

1f.

Reviewer B BICE ; T, MSE; E. TUCFLVEH
Date OCT. 1'7,198Y

GEOLOGY-GEOPHYSICAL DATA REVIEW CHECKLIST

Name/type, identification number, and date of survey?
AcROMAGVETIC SURVEY ; TOB 81-206 , GEBTERREX LIMITED ; 1169710,

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

UNCOMPAHMGKE PLATEAU | PARKDOX FoLd VD FAULT BAT, flowMenvt
UPwARP, BUAWDING BASIN, AND AREAS OF IGVEOVS INTRUSIES.,

What criteria were used for line or station locations selection?
NORTHEAST FUGHT LIAES FLOWMV To IDENTIFY MRTHREST
TZenOING FEATULES IN THE BASEMENVT STRUCTUEES AnD INTEUS (VES.

Khat geologic constraints were used in determining coverage?

(sce 1a D 1b)

What was the density of coverage in survey?

(i.e., seismic coverage, gravity station locations, aeromag. fit line
spacing,...) .- )

1 MILE FLIGHT LINE SPACING — 3 Mg TiE LIVE SPACING
FLGHT ELEATIONVS  7,500% 10,6007 12,000, D 13,200" BARUMETRIC
o VARIOVS BrockS.

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

MAGNETIC. ANVOMALIES - IMTERARE TATIONS OF gneucw,éAL
FEATUEES INComPLeTeE AT THIS TIME.

Comments on:

DATH (or@iGe 0 QUALITY APPERE TO B Good




2a.

2b.

2c.

2d.

2e.

Reviewer BEICE ; T IMSE - E. WUEH
Date OCT. 17, 19%Y

How is the procedure documented?

SV REPUET BY ACQuiSiTiony CAVIRACTOL -

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

No, THESE ke STANMOARD |VDUSTRY PROCEDURES

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

(s 2a.)

Have there been revisions and how and when were the rev1s1ons reviewed,
documented, approved, and implemented?

MO ReviSionNS

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

No DeviATionS

Comments on:

MNVE



" 3a.

3b.

- 3¢,

3d.

U N

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

What instrumentation is used for the survey?

CeSIium VAPoE MAGINVETOMETEER D FLED WiNG AIRCCAFT
( MAGNETOMETER. IN TOWED B//?D)

How were the reliabilities* of the instruments specified?
INSTRVMENMT BELABILITIES Nor SATIFIED [N REPOLT ArvD
LoCATIony  ReUABILIMES Me Mo STATED

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

CALIBRATION MST STATED IN SVEVETY RERRT

Are the calibration procedures traceable to national or industrial
standards?

.

Comments on:

RBcroer 18 MORE OF AN WIERPRETED RePoeT FATHEES THAN
A SURET LoGISTICS RETORT,

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.

T et m s mm m Tt s ;e ¢ el s emsemmemn e oo

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

What are the data processing and presentation techniques used?

. TJorAL Fleld ivrersiry MAPS

How can the raw numerical data be retrieved?

MAGNETIC TAPES A0 PAPER FUGHT LINE FROFILES

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

ONLY DATA AVAILABLE AE IN A TorAL FialD 1nmenSiry MAP

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

DA ARE TRACEABLE TO GeoGRAPAIC REFeReMLE'S (TounSAp Lites)

Comments on:

- Nowe



5a.

5b.

Reviewer B.RICE ; T, MSE, B, TFLVE
bate pcrt. 17,192y

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

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

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

(see s.)

) Data Handling

o] Review Procedure

o Corrective Action



Reviewer B.RICE; T IMSE! g ZucreH
. 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 |8 NO PLANNED DATE o€ THE MEXT DRAFT oF YHE

KITCHO REPOET (DEC. 1983) COMAINING A COMPLETE AnD
INTEGATED  INTECPLeTATION OF THE AeroMAcneTic. DATA.

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

Copt oF THE LOGISTICS AnMOD SquEtr {Zm,erg Af\//_)
AVRILARLE MAPS.




