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WD . FROM:
.

.

k iv , Pete .J. Garcia, Jr. , ; Project Manager
n.

'

SUBJECT:. ' ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING REPORT FOR THE MILAN MILL'
'

~.,

0' $
-

# 1

.
,

'ByletterdatedFebruary).23fl990s.HomestakeMiningCompanysubmitteda
~

, :& = semiannual environmental monitoring-rapcrt for the Milan Mill. Thetreport:
q,, covers:the period:Julycthrough. December 1989. The submittal-was inc.accordance
I with Condition No.' 15 of Source Material License SUA-1471.
U

..

'
, . ,,

-

; Env.ironmental monitoring requirements for the-Milan Mill' areispecifiedlinu
: Condition No'.i10 ofESUA-1471. :The staff review of the; environmental monitoring-

,

| program implemented'by the: licensee: indicates the program was'in accordance
[7 with license requi_rements. The staff review.of the' data isidiscussed below.
M'

. Stack Emissions-
*

h
.,

:

y >

J' Data from the sampling of the yellowcake and: ore crusher =st'acks was comparable'

1 , with pastfdata.4

- Air' Particulate
: . .

|All: net results (gross value minus background) were less than 10 percent of
'

LMPC.
*

ci@ ,
,

' S Radon-
y

' " -The highest net value was 1.8 pCi/1, or 60 percent of MPC, at Site HMC-5 for
the* fourth' quarter of 1989...

sc
$ Direct-Radiation'

The highest | net:value was 1.9 mrem / week at Site HMC-2.
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Ground Water-'

Ground water results are reviewed separately by the staff to verify compliance
's with Criterion 5.of Appendix A to 10 CFR 40.-,

r

' Soil and Vegetation'
x

c) . Vegetation' sampling data were consistent with past results. - Soii sampl'ng data-
~p were alm consistent _with past results with two exceptions. The Pa-226-

concentration at . Site HMC-2 increased from 9.6 to 11.4 pCi/g, while th.! value<

at Sd.te HMC-3 increased'from 3.9 to 5.6 pCi/g. No other trends.were evident.
p

*

'Conclu1Lon5o.

. .. .
.

.

The staff concludes that liomestake ha:, implemented an environmental monitoringm
#

. program and- submitted;the' data in- acrudance with-license requirements. No '
"

,,
-

4

areas of> concern.were noted during:the staff review:of the data with the'.
exception of the two'Ra-226 soil concentrations ' discussed above. :Homestake-is ~

" ' ' required by Condition No,;19 of SUA-1471 to perform an extensive gamma survey
'and! soil? sampling program' annually to verify that actions being taken to<

minimize blowing of tailings are effective and to determine the need for -
; corrective actions such;as cleanup-of windblown contaminations The data from ,

~ the program is; required to be submitted to the NRC by October 1 ofreach . year.
:A determination of-the need for corrective actions'will.be based on the' staff

J review of;the submittal. No further action is therefore necessary at'this-
time.

s

u. .

4te J. Garcia, Jr.
,- g Project Manager

Approved by:[Rasfon E. Hal'i
~

'

Director

' Case' Closed: '04008903330E, ,
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