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Attention: Docketing and Service Branch

Dear Sir / Madam: L

The following comments are submitted related to the proposed revision to
Regulatory Guide 5.34.

1. p. 2, last paragraph - Suggest charges to read "NDA % scrap consisting of
dense materials using garna . cay spectrone.try can be unreliable . . ..". It

is not gamma-ray spectrometry which is unreliable, but rather its appli-
catica f or assay purposes to scrap containing dense materials.

2. Footg.ote; p. 4 - lt should not be necrocary, nor is it felt to be appro-
priate, to provide two s'ets of coefficients for the equation used to
compute " effective 240". It is stated that an uncertainty of approxi-
mately i 5 % exists. As an alterrAtive, use the equation in the footnote
on page 10.

3. p. 9, next-to-last paragraph - First sentence should read: " Calibration
standards .... with standard reference material of the National ....".
Nuclear SRMs are no longer stored at NBS but at NBL.

4. p. 10, Table 2 - To be complete, the approximate abundance of Pu-238
,

| should be included on Table 2. The indicated values for Pu-240eff are
| not obtained using Table 2 abundances and the foot-noted equation.

5. Appendix, p. 15 - The variance is defined as o Equation (5) should be
*

rewritten as:
' ~

[....] ... [....] ... [....) x M (total Pu)22
o =
p

The next equation should read: c = M (total Pu) {....].p9

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

kSincerely, 9 s
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