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/+.Do~l~ind locatf.onson both En-jebj.~nd T.ojwaindicate PU concentrations in
air much ~rcater than found”hy tl~eAEC survey fn 1972 for Enjebi (0.006 fCi/m3
and less) and comparable to what wns found on Yvonne near the Pf~/Quinc~ fyound
ze-ro (1.Q and 2.6 fCi/m3). ‘L’kdifferences could be caused by sampler location,
mechanical activities associated ~ri,ththe s~~regatc operation, or because of
differing weather condit3.on~which prevailed durin~ the tv70mezmurement peri-
ods.

5. l’heair sample data can bc used to determine resuspension factors. Assum-
ins the average Tu concentration for i;njebiis 15.4 pCi/g (based on AEC !3ur-
vey date) for the top 15 cm of scil, with a pro;~ortionateamount in the top
1 cm, and a soil dmsity of 1.5 C/m3, then the “surfac~” Con-tration iS
‘0.23u.Ci/m2.(OncAC.!Idept}lis recommended by EPA in their draft guidelines for
usc ‘asa resusperi~iondepth.) For ~i~ ;~ssumecl averape concentration of 2.2 pCi/g

2. With these surface concen-for Lojwa, tlm ,surfac.cconce’~t.ration~.s0,(k33uCi/m
tr~t:kno and tile down-wind Pu cone.encrat:i.ens,resuspension factors arc as
followfi:
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