
Steven Paris 
t 

From: David J Mcinroy [mcinroy@lanl.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, May 22,20081:33 PM 
To: Cobraln, Dave, NMENV; Steven Paris 
Cc: Worth, Edwin; Searzi, James, NMENV 
Subject: RE: Clarification NMED Letter Re: MDA L Subsurface V-M Plan Approval wi Mods 

Thanks Dave, We'll proceed. 

Have a great holiday weekend! 

Dave 


At 10:23 AM 5/22/2008, Cobrain, Dave, NMENV wrote: 

>Dave, 

> 

>You are correct. Samples should be collected at the locations of the 

>highest concentration in each stratigraphic unit. The sample ports 

>that most closely correspond to the base of disposal units are likely 

>the ports with the highest detected contaminant concentrations in that 

>stratigraphic unit. 

> 
>Dave 
> 
>Main HWB Phone: 505-476-6000 

>Direct Office Phone: 505-476-6055 

>Fax: 505-476-6030 or 505-476-6060 

> 
>-----Original Message----
>From: David J McInroy [mailto:mcinroy@lanl.gov] 

>Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2008 9:02 AM 

>To: Cobrain, Dave, NMENVi Roberts, Kathryn, NMENVi Steven Paris 

>Cc: Worth, Edwin; Bearzi, James, NMENV 

>Subject: RE: Clarification NMED Letter Re: MDA L Subsurface V-M Plan 

>Approval w/ Mods 

> 
>Dave, 
>Not trying to beat a dead horse. The issue that is yet unresolved is 
>within your Sept 25, 2007 NOD, which states within specific comment # 
>1 "samples will be collected from the port that most closely 
>corresponds to the base of the disposal unit (pit or 
>shaft) OR the area which historically has had the highest hit 
>of contamination". Is this our discretion to pick which port depth we 
>want to monitor or is one port depth more important than the other to 
>the state (what if base of disposal unit is not the highest 
>concentration?) The table which Steve generated and sent for your 
>review defaulted to the location of highest concentration. Is this the 
>right logic? 
>Dave 
> 
> 
>At 03:28 PM 5/20/2008, Cobrain, Dave, NMENV wrote: 
> > 
> > 
> >Dave, 
> > 
> >To clarify my earlier email, which probably added to the confusion, 
> >the highlighted portions of the attached letters should make our 
> >position clear with regard to vapor monitoring at MDA L. We also 
> >agree with the proposal to monitor percent oxygen and C02 at each 
> >location. The wells are listed in the November 8th letter. Hope 
> >this clears up the confusion. 
> > 
> >Dave 31271 
> > 
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