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NRC FORM 591M PART 1 U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

v

{10-2003)
1ocm aam SAFETY INSPECTION REPORT AND COMPLIANCE INSPECTION
‘ 1. LICENSEEA.QCATION INSPECTED: 2. NRC/REGIONAL OFFICE L/
\1’\‘,1699/";!9;3!? rS“eEw rocing TS e A LA COMMISSION
e US NUCLEAR REGQULATORY
Grand Rapids, MI 44507 2443 WARRENVILLE ROAD, SUITE 210
LISLE, ILLINOIS 650832
REPORT 2007-001
3. DOCKET NUMBER(S) 4, LICENSEE NUMBER(S) 5. DATE(S) OF INSPECTION
03037393 21-32640-01 . July 19, 2007

The Inspaction was an examination of the aclivitles conductad under your ficense as they relate to radiation safety and to compllance with the
Nuclaar Regulatory Commission (NRC) rules and regulations and the conditions of your licensa. The inspaction congisted of selactive exam!nations
of procedures and representative records, interviaws with personnel, and observations by the ingpector. The Inspection findings are as foliows:

D 1. Based on tha Ingpection findings, no viclations wers idantified.
771 2. Previous violation(s) cloged.
| S—

3. The viclation(s), specifically dascribed to you by the inspector as non-cited violations, are net being clted because thay wore self-identified,
non-repetitive, and corrective action was or s belng taken, and the remalning criteria In the NRC Enforcement Policy, NUREQ-160D, 1o
axorcise discration, wete satisfied.

Non-Clted Violation(s) was/were diacussed Involving the following requirement(s) and Corrective Action(s):

x| 4. During this inspection certain of your activities, as described beiow and/or attached, were in violation of NAC requirements and are
. being clited. This torm 13 & NOTICE OF VIOLATION, which may be suliject to posgting in accordance with 10 CFR 18.11,
(Violations and Corrective Actlons)

Condition 20 ot NRC license 21-32640-01 states that except as specifically provided otherwlse In
this license, the ticensee shall conduct it:grogram In accordance with the statements,
representations, and ‘prooedures_ comained in'the documents, Inclqdmg any enclosures, fisted
below. Specifically, license application dated November 27, 2006, listed under ltem A of Conditicn
20 states, in part, that the licensee wlil provide documentation demonstrating that unmonitored
indlviduals are not likely to receive a radiation dose in excess of 10 percent of the allowable flimits
in 10 CFR Part 20, or will provide dosimetry processed and evaluated by a NVLAP approved

processor.

Contrary to the above, the licensee did not conduct an evaluation to demonstrate that indlviduals
are not Hkely to receive a radiation dose in excess of 10 percent of the allowable limhts in 10 CFR
Part 20 and did not provide dogimetry to its authorized users from the operations start up date In
March through July 19, 2007.

The licensee agreed to Egrovide dosjmetry for its autharlzed users within two weeks from the date
of thbs-i igtspectuon. The licensee ordered dogimetry Immediately from Troxler, the gauge
manutacturer.

Licensee’s Statement of Corrective Actions for fem 4, above.

| hereby state that, within 30 days, the actions described by me to the inspector will be taken to correct the
violatlans identified. This statement of corrective actions is made in accordance with the rec‘uirements of 10
CFR 2.201 gmrrectlve steps already taken, corrective steps which wil] be taken, date when full compllance will
be agﬂ;lte\ae ). | understand that nofurther written response to NRC will be required, unless specifically
requested.

Title Printed Name A Signature Date

TICENSEE'S
REPRESENTATI | L., 20rm

Vg - ¢/i6(0"
NRC INSPECTOR Ed Kulzer R( P 558@

NRC FORM 591V PART 1 (10-2003) hC4 0_'

i-d €£€BB €42 919 3urjooy PIaTYS Jayaean ds$y:21 40 91 2ny



NRC FORM 591M PART 3 U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
(10-2003)

10 CFR 2.201 Docket File Informati
SAFETYINSPE T|§N RES§ T
AND COMPLIANCE INSPECTION
1. LICENSEE 2. NRC/REGIONAL OFFICE
Weather Shield Roofin .
9 Region Il
REPORT 2007-001
3. DOCKET NUMBER(S) 4. LICENSE NUMBER(S) 5. DATE(S) OF INSPECTION
030-37393 21-32640-01 July ,2007
6. INSPECTION PROCEDURES USED |7. INSPECTION FOCUS AREAS
87124 03.01 - 03.07
SUPPLEMENTAL INSPECTION INFORMATION
1. PROGRAM 2. PRIORITY 3. LICENSEE CONTACT 4. TELEPHONE NUMBER
CODE(S)
03121 5 Andrew Byma 616.243.8833
E) Main Office Inspection Next Inspection Date: July 2012
[] Field -
EJ Temporary Job Site Baptist Community Church, Grand Rapids, Ml
PROGRAM SCOPE

The licensee is a roofing company, making roof repairs, that employs 15 individuals. The licensee
possesses one Troxler moisture density gauge, for use daily/weekly throughout the year for roof repair
projects. The licensee does not perform any service or maintenance activities on its gauges: these
services are performed by the manufacturer. Currently, the licensee employs two authorized gauge
users who have completed manufacturers training. The device is stored in a vault in the licenSee’s
office in Grand Rapids, Michigan.

Performance QObservations

The operator possessed required shipping papers which contained all appropriate information and were
accessible in the transport vehicle. Gaugé/case was locked and chained to the rear of the vehicle
during transport. The operator demonstrated an adequate level of understandnna\of_eme_rgency and
handling ésrocedures during job-site interviews. Security during transport and at the job-site was
describéd and observed respectively with no problems noted. The inspector performed independent
and conflrma(njtory radiation measurements which indicated similar results as noted in the licensee’s
survey records.

During the inspection one violation of NRC requirements was identified. Specifically, the licensee did not conduct
its Frogram in accordance with the statements, representations, and procedures contained in the documents,
including any enclosures, listed below. Specifically, license application dated November 27, 2006, listed under
Item A of Condition 20 states, in part, that the licensee will provide documentation demonstrating that unmonitored
individuals are not likely to receive a radiation dose in excess of 10 percent of the allowable limits in 10 CFR Part
20, or will provide dosimetry processed and evaluated by a NVLAP approved processor.

Contrary to the above, the licensee did not conduct an evaluation to demonstrate that individuals are not likely to
receive a radiation dose in excess of 10 percent of the allowable limits in 10 CFR Part 20 and did not provide
dosimetry to its authorized users from the operations start up date in March through July 19, 2007.

The licensee's corrective actions were to provide dosimetry for its authorized users within two weeks from the date
of this inspection. The licensee ordered dosimetry immediately from Troxler, the gauge manufacturer.




