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- - BSULVSPipeCrawler-002 
Revision 5 

Pipc Interior Radiological Suwey Form - 
Date: \ O - % d  - u7  Time: \ b V  

P i p e m :  LYLT - 7 Pipe Diameter: 4, ,5 " Access Point Area: Sh\o f,L YTI 

Building: C \I Elevation: - 3 l  ' System: Vm Af dl-! .O 0 

Type of Survey Investigation Characterization  id survey ,A ouler d 
Gross Co60 J Cs 

~ e t e d o r ~ # / ~ l e d ~ ~ #  \ M h \  / L V S - \  J' J*  sLJ 
Detector Cal Date: \ -  \\47 Detector Cal Due Date: \ -  \ \  -0% 

hstrument: 2 3 s 0 - \  ~n~tnmmt  ID #: I v r  W h !  

InstrumentCalDate: I - \ \  -07 Instrument Cal Due Date: 1 - \ I -  ox 
From the Daily Pipe Survey ~etoctor Control Form for the Selected Detector 

Backgroundvalue 3,q cpm 

M.Ck,,Ci, 1 b  "P" 
EfficiencyFactorfoxPjpeDiameter 0 (from detector efficiency determination) 

MDCstatiti, zq 27 d p d  I &  cm2 
Is the ~ ~ ~ , L a c c e ~ r a b 1 e ?  @ NO (Xno, ad j~s t  sample count time and recalculate h T D C R 4  

Comments: pp %+ \ O V %  L d L  

Technician Signature A - 
Pipe Interior ~ad io lo~ ica l  Survey 
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DQA Check Shed 

Design # 

Survey Unit # 

Original EP CRT-7 

Pmliminary Data Review' 

EP-CRT-7 

Revision # 

Answers to the foilowing questions should be fully documented in the Survey Unit 
Release Record 

1. Have surveys h e n  performed in accordance with survey inshctions In the Survey Design? 

2. Is the instrumentation MDC for structure static measurements below the DCGLW for Class I and 2 
survey units, or below 0.5 D C G h  for Class 3 sunrey units? 

3. Is the Instrumentation M I X  for embedded/buried piping M e  measurements below the DCGLW 7 

4. Was the instrumentation MM: for structure scan measurements, sol scan measurements, and 
ernbeddedlburied piping scan measurements bdow the DCGLh: or, if not was the need for additional 
static measurements or soil samples addressed in the survey design? 

5. Was the instrumentation ME€ for volumetric measurements and smear analysis c 10% DCGCw 7 

6. Were the MDCs and assumptions used to develop them appropriate for the instruments and techniques 
used to perform the survey? 

7. Were the survey methods used to collect data proper for the types of radiation involved and fw the 
media being surveyed? 

8. WereUSpecial Methods' for data collection properly applied for the survey unit under r w l M  

Q. Is the data set comprised of qualified measurement results collected in accordance with the suwey 
design, which accurately refteds the radiologicaf status of the facil'rty? 

Yes 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Graphical Data Review 

No 

'I. Has a posting plat been created? 

2. Has n hls4ogram (or other frequency plot) been created? 

3. Have other graphical data tools been created to assist in analyzing the data? 

N/A 

X 

X 

X 

- 

X 

X 

X 

Data Analysis 

I. Are all sample measurements betow the DCGLw (Class f & 2), or 0.5 DCGLw (Class 311 

2. Is the mean of the sample data < DCGLw7 

3. If elevated areas Rave been identied by scans andlor sampling, is the average activity in ~ c h  
elevated area < D C G k  (Uass I), < DCGLw (Class 2), or <0.5 OCGLw (Class 3)? 

4. IstheresuRoftheElevatedMeasurmentsTest~1.0? 

5. Is the result of the statistical test (S+ for Sign Test or Wr for WRS Test) 2 the cfitical value? 

Comments: 

cs-09n 

X 

X 
--- 

X 

X 

X 
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