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Appendix A-10
Response to NDEP Comments on SOP-16 Flux Chamber Source Testing
dated November 3, 2008

I.
 COMMENTS TO PREVIOUS COMMENTS

Previous NDEP comment

10.  Page 27, Table 6, two of the analytes listed in the SIM list (1,2-dichlorobenzene and 1,3-dichlorobenzene) are documented to have sufficient reporting limits in Attachment 4.  Please clarify the SIM selection criteria.

Current Comment November 2008
Table 6 - Please delete the duplicate listing of 1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane (CAS Number 630-20-6) to maintain the correct count of 20 SIM analytes.

Response: The duplicate listing of 1,1,1,2-tetrachloroethane has been deleted from Table 6.
II.
CURRENT COMMENTS

Section 5.2   Sampling for VOCs and Radon in the Dynamic Flux Chamber

It is the understanding of the NDEP that the PTG-7Rn instrument will not be used going forward.  The SOP needs to be revised to reflect this.

Response: Agreed. Reference to the PTG-7Rn instrument has been removed from the SOP. The SOP now only refers to the static flux chamber with activated carbon canisters method for radon.
Section 5.3   Static Flux Chamber Sampling Using a 5-Gallon Bucket

Page 17 -  Please use terminology for this method that is consistent with that used in the radon methodology verification report (i.e., replace “a 5 Gallon Bucket” with “Activated Charcoal Canisters”).

Response: The method uses a 5-gallon bucket as a static flux chamber, with activated charcoal canisters placed inside this chamber. Therefore, the correct terminology is ‘static flux chamber with activated charcoal (AC) canisters.’ This term is now used consistently in both the SOP and the verification study technical memorandum.
Page18, short paragraph before equation – Please replace “24 hours” with “48 hours”.

Response: The wording has been changed in the revised SOP.
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