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Appendix A-8
Response to NDEP Comments on SOP-16 Flux Chamber Source Testing
dated March 18, 2008

1.
General comment, please note that the page numbers and line numbers referenced below are based on the  “redlines accepted” printout of the document provided by BRC.

I.
SOP-16, Flux Chamber Source Testing

Section 1.0 - Introduction

1.
Page 1, first paragraph, 5th line, in order to provide a definition for “site”  please insert the word “site” after “Common Areas”.  Please also insert “and off-site areas of interest” after the word “Nevada”.

Response: These changes have been made to the document on page 1.  
2.
Page 1, third paragraph, 6th line, please replace “…conducted on site”  with …”conducted related to the site”.

Response: This change has been made to the document on page 1.  
Section 4.0 – Quality Assurance Objectives

3.
Page 7, Table 1, The table lists 22 target compounds for which SIM analysis will be run, however in Attachment A, only 20 compounds are identified for which risk-based reporting limits are not achieved.  See also Comment below.  Please note that this comment is only provided for clarity regarding documentation of the SIM analyte selection process and revision to the selected analytes is not necessary.

Response: The list of target compounds for SIM analysis has been changed to the 20 compounds identified for which risk-based reporting limits are not achieved with the full scan mode. This number of target compounds has been changed to 20 on page 8, page 29, and Table 6.
4.
Page 10, first full paragraph, line 2, please insert “(if used”) after “radon charcoal sample collection”.

Response: Because the static chamber technique and radon charcoal sample collection method has been re-inserted into the SOP, this text still pertains and has not been revised as suggested by this comment.  
Section 5.2
Sampling for VOCs/Radon in the Flux Chamber

5.
Page 15, top of page (and top of page 16 under “Integrated Sampling”), based on the SAP submittal, some abbreviated method descriptions should be provided for both of the radon methods, either here, in another section of the SOP, or in the SAP (Schmidt, February 2008).  At a minimum, some description of the passive charcoal method should be provided, as the method is still considered to be a candidate method in the current SOP-16 and will be used in the proposed SAP.

Response: Note that SOP-16 has been greatly revised to accommodate the testing that has taken place, and that is proposed to take place.  This includes static flux chamber testing and AC canister sampling from the static chamber, and USEPA dynamic chamber testing and PTG-7Rn sampling from the chamber. These changes have been made throughout the SOP. See the included redline/strikeout version of the text for these changes.
Section 9.3.1
USEPA Method TO-15 Full Scan Analysis, Canister Sampling Gas Chromatography/Mass Spectroscopy (GC/MS) for VOCs

6.
Page 25, first full paragraph, it is requested that BRC include the SRC list for documentation or at a minimum provide a reference.

Response: Reference to the BRC SRC list has been added to Section 9.3.1, page 27.  
7.
Page 25, second paragraph, end of second sentence, please delete the second period.

Response: This change has been made to the document on page 28.
8.
Page 25, third line from bottom of page, please provide the reference for “the USEPA draft scope of work for VOC compounds in ambient air”.

Response: Reference has been provided on page 28.
Section 9.3.2
USEPA Method TO-15 SIM, Canister Sampling Gas Chromatography/Mass Spectroscopy (GC/MS) for VOCs

9.
Page 26, bottom of page, please insert “conservative” before “risk-based target levels” (e.g., while some reporting limits may not meet the 1 x 10-6 risk target, most or all reporting limits meet the 1 x 10-5 risk target).

Response: This change has been made to the document on page 29.  
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.

Response: See response to comment #3 above.
Appendix A-7, Response to NDEP Comments Dated January 25, 2008

11.
Response-to-Comment (RTC) for Comment #6, two compounds included on the SIM list (Table 6) appear to have adequate TO-15 Full Scan reporting limits.  Please clarify.

Response: See response to comment #3 above.
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