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Section 4.1.82: The GM detector does not have a detection
sensitivity capable of monitoring depleted uranium
contamination in water

Section 6.2.2.1: What are the estabiished regulatory limits
referred to in this section.

Table 6.1-1 and 6.1-1A: The LLD's reported are rather high,
They are greater than the sample concentration levels reported
in Mmost cases. raising a question about the usefulness of this
data. The LLD levels are also substantial, compared to the EFA
interim drinking water standards any the proposed EPA limits
for uranium in public water systems

Section 7.1.1: A review of the data provided in this section
identified a number of inconsistencies with the data as
raported in the text and as reported in the tables. Some data
reported in the text could not be found in the tables

Section 7.1.2, paragraph 3. In reviewing figure 7.1-2, it is not
clear as to where the gnd locations are on the map that are
referred to in the text.

Section 7.1.2, paragraph 6: The decimal points in the
uncertainty values should be moved one decimal place to the
right.

Section 7.1.2, paragraph 11. What is the explanation for the
difference between the concentrations in the first and second
round sampling from location SEDO0S?

Section 7.1.3, paragraph 2: It has been ESSAP's experience that
the detection sensitivity of gamma spectroscopy is not
adequately sensitive for analyzing vegetation samples. Were
the vegetation samples ashed or dryed and was the ash/wet or
dry/wet ratio determined?

Figures 7 1-6 to 7.1-13: Change p/gram to pCiigram
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15. Table 7.1-7: What do the results indicate? Are these
concentrations compared with the NRC 10CFR20 Appendix B for
derived air concentrations? The LLD's are a factor of about
107 times higher than the sample values in the table

16. Appendix C and E provide gridblock numbers for identifi ;ation,
however, these numbers cannot be related to locations on the
figures.

The comments that have been provided are not all inclusive. Because of a
limited review time, ORAU focused on those sections of the
Characterization Report that would have a significant impact in tha design
and .mplernentation of any future remedial actions at either of the sites

Sincorely,

Phyllis Cotten

Senior Project Leacer

Environmental Survey and
Site Assessment Program

ce. A Huffert (NRC/LLW)
T Mo (NRC/NMSS)
J. Swift/F. Brown (NRC/NMSS)
D. Tiktingky (NRC/NMSS)
Berger, ORAL
File #CMC/112
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