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Re: Docket No. 40-8064
Request for Amendment
License No. SUA-1064
(Solution Mine R&D)

Or. Ray Cooperstein

Fuel Processing and Fabrication Branch
Division of Fuel Cycle & Material Safety
U. S. Nuclear Regulatury Commission
Washington, D. C. 20555

Dear Dr. Cooperstein:

The differences in the monitor well excursion parameters we discussed the
other day are due to the different methods specified by NRC and Wyoming

DEQ for calculating these parameters. The NRC limit is calculated by

adding a specified percentage to the baseline value whereas the DEQ value

is calculated by adding & specified ppm to the baseline value. As shown

in the data submitted, approval of a common method for calculating the values
would result in some of the NRC values increasing wnile others would de-
crease; however, the changes are not very significant and would not reduce
the effectiveness of the monitoring program,

An alternate program would be to specify 2 single value for each excursion
parameter as long as this value is based cn the wells with the higher baseline
values. If this method were implemented, the excursion parameters for the

R&D Project would be as follows: bicarbcnate = 252 mg/1, carbonate = 63 mg/1,
chloride = 128 mg/1, and uranium = 5 mg/!.

The table of Cxcursion Parameters for Monitor bells, Table 1.17, which we
were discussing was prepared for the DEQ. This table was revised in April and
a copy of the new table is attached for your use.

If you have any questions on the attached or would like to discuss it in more
detail, please call me.
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