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MEMORANDUM FOR: Myron H. Fliegel, WMGT MJBell

Division of Waste Management MRKnapp
LBHigginbotham

FROM: Michael F. Weber, WMGT MHaisfield
Division of Waste Management MFWeber & r/f

MBlarson
Mark Larson, WMGT GGnugnoli
Division of Waste Management J0 Bunting

WLDam WFord
SUBJECT: NRC/ TAC MEETING ABOUT HYDROGE0 LOGIC CHARACTERIZATION

OF THE MEXICAN HAT AND MONUMENT VALLEY UMTRAP SITES

On Wednesday, June 12, 1985, we met with Bill Mason, John Thackston, and John
Dupuy of D0E's Technical Assistance Contractor (TAC) and Mark Haisfield (NRC)
to discuss proposed hydrogeologic characterization of the Mexican Hat and
Monument Valley UMTRAP sites. Preliminary characterization of the sites
indicated potential contamination of shallow groundwater downgradient of both
sites. The proposed characterization activities are intended to characterize
this contamination and develop the kinds of information necessary to comply
with EPA's guidance in Subpart C of 40 CFR Part 192. Thir; memorandum documents
our response to the TAC representatives at the meeting.

The TAC's specific purpose for the meeting was to present the proposed
characterization activities and ask NRC whether these activities appeared to
be reasonable based on available information. As depicted in the enclosures,
the proposed activities include the installation of approximately 10 additional
wells at Mexican Hat and approximately 15 additional wells at Monument Valley.
Most of the meeting focused on optimal locations for these new wells. The TAC
stated that well locations will be adjusted following our meeting to optimize
the value of information to be collected from the wells.

At the conclusion of the meeting, we stated that the proposed characterization
activities constituted a reasonable approach based on information available to
us at this time, but that additional characterization may be necessary
depending on analyses of results obtained from the new wells or other sources.
The TAC recognized the potential need for an iterative approach for site
characterization and stated that they will make their best effort to prepare a
defensible evaluation for comparison against the EPA standards. The TAC also
agreed to provide NRC with copies of the proposed Statements of Work (S0W's)
and data files consisting of site-specific hydrogeologic information that the
TAC has collected at these sites and the Tuba City UMTRAP site.

As a follow-up activity for internal consideration, the TAC asked for our
coments on their hydrogeologic evaluation of the Lakeview UMTRAP site. They
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consider this evaluation to be a prototype approach for hydrogeologic
evaluations of other UMTRAP sites and asked if URF0's approval of the approach
would constitute generic acceptance. We responded that WMGT had not reviewed
the Lakeview evaluation because the technical reviews were perfonned by URF0
and that URF0's approval of the Lakeview approach would not necessarily
constitute acceptance for other UMTRAP sites reviewed by the technical staff
in WMGT. In light of the TAC's generic interest in NRC's coments on the
Lakeview approach, we should consider performing a technical review of the
approach.

If you have any questions about our meeting with the TAC, please contact us.

Enclosure:
Maps of Existing and Proposed Wells

Enclosures available in DCC.

L
pFC :WMGT :WMGT : : : : :

n____:____________:_____ ___:____________:____________:.._________:____________:.__________
4AME :MW:ber :ML : : : : :

__..:___ ......._:.__ .___:______..____:____________:____________:____________:___________
) ATE :85/06/ :85/06/|1/: : : : :

1
-. - . _



. . - . _-. _ ._-- .- _ - .- - _ - - - _ . _ - -.

-
... .

l
JUN 121985

ENCLOSURE A

l
:

;
|

}f

SAN JUAN RIVER |

)

Il MEXICAN /
i l MT
I 1

,

% _-. _ /
s

'928.1

{ di

. 892433
'
'

919 ,
''

( ."" MEXICANgu e 929
i* HA.T SITE922

, 915

9 TALINGS r *.e j'"PILESg 9
909 MLL {.

& :gBULDINGS
a.

I)83
iHOUSING

AREA {

)l 0 1/2 1 Mi
i

FIGURE 6

* PROPOSED MONITOR WELL LOCATIONS
|

E EXISTING MONITOR WELL LOCATIONS
I
|

;

_ _ _ _ . . _ - _ _ - _ - - - . - . - . _ _ - - - - . . _ _ - _ - . - , _ - _ . . - _ _ . . . - _ , _ . . , - - _ _ _ _ _ _ - . _ _ _ _ .-- . _



- -_--_ .__ -_ _ - _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ .

JUN 1% 198b ENCLOSURE B
-

. ,

e eis e e 17 ;i,\

i \\ t

,

is |it |
11 |

n
||
'{ g S P RING

.ais..

:o
i,\ gs2s

e30 A
\\. eeis

0 |

'0.
-

O seGMwAv 943 AND MEslCAN MAT tis Weiest

..e i .s2, i:
.

5 /
620y22 {

r-
|* 1
fo''' [ cAen vAuse wm

..=''/ .,M,
g -.. . '.,,< * . .a e a e

ease g g ,,

3* ~ :.2 yn::.',4 c~'"'"
| :a

8 '<A. #

:uu ;, { .f,8 ". O
UOaMEn 'W*

, .

: AEA ...

,f* Tan 5/ /
* *

P E n :... e ~At : ,,.

g t.p+*..
,e*

f..
,e** \ *

f ( i;'.--

._:- / . .r '* i :.'

,
* ' "

MONVWENT seO 2 Wiest 0.75 ML *J ( ,

) aoLEaRoss
.' CORR AL / 0d **(

g evoosa cMAmes in ''q ' ) se

,,,7 "
SLOPE (DoWNW ARD) 9

' '
-*-- SW T E R MIT T E N T

STREAM on WAGM e
a

O "a*u s"e *R s o Rim e "n" '''"

' " " " * * ! o 200400 ese een
"

g comenota em 8 SCALE les IEET
sw N ARUMP FORM A. s27Tsom g ogt ,e

O |O conewoLaem os
CMELLY sAmosTont s23g

it
lle APPROXIMATE LOCATION OP

PROPOSEO SOREMOLE IN ALLUvlWW h 020
$ APPROxtu ATE LOCAT ON OF PROPOSED s24

SOREMOLE IN SMIN ARUWP PORM ATION

A APPROEIM ATE LOCATION OF
PROPOSED SOREMOLE IN DE CHELLEY SANOSTONE

'
FIGURE 6

MONUMENT VALLEY SITE MAP WITH EXISTING & PROPOSED
MONITOR WELL LOCATIONS
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