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Department of Energy |
Albuquerque Operations Office
P. O. Box 5400
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87115

MAR 1 3 1989

Vicinity Property No. SL-628S
Address: 4500 South Street
Salt Lake City, Utah

Mr. Edward Hawkins R M 1, Y \
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission/ & 1389 3 |
Uranium Recovery Field Office - A?Q? ) 5
P.0. Box 25325 C /V[ﬁ \ a b
Denver, Colorado 80225 3 R |
Dear Mr. Hawkins: NEppy —\ED b

e o o~

In accordance with Uranium Mill Tailings Radiation Control Act of 1978
(Public Law 95-604), Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Standards (40
CFR Part 192), and the Memorandum of Understanding between U.S. Department
of Energy (DOE) and U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC)
(GMOO04-85AL26037), two copies of the Vicinity Property Completion Report
for the above property are submitted for NRC certification concurrence.
Please note the NRC has previously concurred in the application of
supplemental standards as presented within the Radiological Engineering
Assessment. Also enclosed for review is a copy of the Vicinity Property
Certification Summary and Decision.

Should you have any questions, contact Gaeton Falance of my staff at (505)
846-1206 or FTS 846-1206.

Sincerely,

Wm 0 a&w

Mark L. Matthews ﬁ')

Acting Project Manager
Uranium Mill Tailings Project Office

cc:
Larry Anderson, DEH, UT
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Based on the NRC's evaluation, this property:

[ i should be certiried
needs additional data to make the certification decision.

Addittonal Data Required:

NRC Designated Official fate

DOE Response to Data Request:

DOE Project Officer Date

Based on the NRC's evaluation of the additional date, the NRC concurs in
the certification of this property.

NRC Designated Official Date



VICINITY PROPERTY CERTIFICATION SUMMARY AND DECISION

Location No,: ‘o - 0o Date: & |/ B

e r————e e sandypedinii——.

The data presented in the certification folder indicate:

TAC DOE
Evaluation Evaluation
Yes No N/A Yes No N/A
1. The Ra-226 concentration in ¥l () [) (3 ) [)
the top 15 cm ot sofl averages
<5 pCi/g above batkground pver
100 m“ inesitu [) Tlab [7.
2. The Ra-226 concentration in any £ [) [) () ) ()
15 ¢m layer of soil below the
top 15 cm surface layer averages
<15 pCi/g above background over
100 m* inesitu [] lab 7.
3. The indoor gamma readings are (1 0 VI (3 [J ()
€20 ufi/hr above background in
every habitable room,
4, The radon daughter concentratior (] [(J W (3 () ()
in any habitable room is <0,02
working levels, or at most 0,03
wi .
6. Supplementa) standards were 1 () [) (] ) [)
applied in accordance with EPA
standards 192.21.
TAC Pe"‘"‘"'("'“a'lor L} (Eft‘f‘LBf’(" . [_) k(mg._"ey.,, RDC results
Tdete rs p'eu\w‘%‘y'1fsla leg) [) Additional Measurements, [J) Close-Out,
z {ly‘%«‘ ‘: :\?‘ ' / . < A /// - . a A
gical p T Eﬁ”szau XTEWTT{T?J@TK{VESEQTLE" F
DOE Decision: [] C tify, [J) Long-term RDC results (detectors
previously installed ] Additiona) Measurements, [) Close-Out
’ ] »

Comments .
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DOE Evaluator Date
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CERTIFICATION REVIEW SUMMARY

‘ (- f :
Property No.! ) CSL o Reviewed byt i Date: [/ 2/ FBF
” Z? ‘7"2 al vl
Address: Y500 Sou Sl Approved by: (miﬁ/’”? ¥ Date: 2 /7Y
™1 S 2 { % ! { g i
‘L’-_\._i '.J‘.L P . M Mark Miller

¥ Manager, Radiological Services
Property Cotegory: Sl il o adedle ) 0. Jecobs-Weston Team

v

The recommendation for certification 1s based on & review of the Completior
Report and other available dats describing remedial actions and resulting
radiologice) conditions ot this property. Mepsurement .methoos and data are
compared to the reguirements provided in the Vicinity Properties Management and
Implementation Manual, and in 40 CFR 192. The following recommencations are
made according to the intent of those requirements:

1.0 CERTIFICATION

This property complies with the EPA standards and 1s recommended
Certification,

This property 1{s recommended for Certification only after
conditions 1isted in 3.0, below, are met,

Remedia) actions were refused by the property owner, and the propert)
cannot be Certified.

SUPPLEMENTAL ST NDARDS
Supplementa) Standards were not applied at this property.

Supplemental Standaros were applied as described in the Completior
Reoort,

The following agencies concurred 1in the applicetion of Supplemental
Standards at this property.

LR -y AL

CONDITIONS
Annual average RDC results are required,

The following additional measurements are required:

The following aoditional actions must be completed:




VICINITY PROPERTY CERTIFICATION REVIEW
FOR COMPLIANCE WiTH RADIOLOGICAL STANJARDS

s >

Qty. of sail removed: _ (o5 {yd ) RA Comtractor

—_—

Reviewer 7 4 Subcontractors

-

Dale:

COMPLIANCE
CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENT Yes No N/A

SOIL EXCAVAT ION

were soil samples collected/analyzed?
(LISt Quanlity of surface and Sub-
surface samples.)

014 grid imlervals equal 10 rteet or
less? (List grid size and Quantily

samp led. )

Mere adequale spatial averaging
technigues clearly demouslraled?

Has an ouldoor gasmma Survey Cconducled
{LisL resalts.)

Were aliernale measurementis per -
formed? (List types of measure-
menls. range., and average of
results.)

Were all contaminated areas sampled
af ter excavatioal




VICINITY PROPERTY CERTIFICATION REVIEW
FOR COMPLIANCE WITH RADIOLOGICAL STANDARDS

(Cont 1nued )

CERTIFICATION REQUIREME NI

COMPLIANCE

Yes

No NA

COMMENTS (Reference page in complelion report)

SOIL EXCAVATION (Continued)

7
.

Were soil couc:uirznoni of Ra-226,
averaged over 100m". less thau:

o 5 pli/g plus bacxground
(surface)? (List range of
results).

15 pli/g plus backgrouna
{subsurface)?

If excavalion was done around Struc-
tures or utility conduits o struc-
tures, was conlaminglion removed to
background levels?

|
|
|
|

I1. INDOOR GAMMA SURVEY

B

Were assessament measurements taken n
the lowest habitable level of every
habitable building?

were small rooms scanned and large
rooms (2000 sq.ft.) gridded at intervals
of 1U ft. or smaller?

Mere verification seasuremenls taken at
locations of prior saximum readings?




VICINITY PROPERTY CERVIFICATION REVIEW
FOR COMPLIANCE WITH RADIOLOGICAL STANDARDS

(Cont inued)

COMPL IANCE
CERTIFICATION RFQUIREMENT Yes N0 N/A

COMMENTS (Reference page in completlion report)

11. INDOOR GAMMA SURVEY (Coatinued)

4. Were instrument readings convertea 1o
indicate microR/ar? (List ran~= and
average of readings.)

After remedial action, was the average
value for each room or 2000 sq.ft.-area
less thaen 20 microk/nr above bDackground?

If any reading exceeded 20 microR/hr
above background, was 1l satisfactorily
iavestigated to easure no lailimes
1avo |l vement 7

[11.INDOOR ROC WMEASUREMENTS

1. If ROC measuremenls were pertormed before
remedial action, and resulitls were above
siandards, were they repeated afler
remedial action was completed?

it no ROC measurements were performed
before remedial action, were they Laken
in every habitable structure after
resedial action?




VICINITY PROPERTY CERTVIFICATION REVIEW

FOR COMPLIANCE WITH RADIOLOGICAL STANDARDS
(Cont inued)

CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENT

Yes No N/A

COMMENTS (Reterence page in completion report)

I11.INDOOR RODC MEASUREMENTS (Continued)

3. If tailings were excavaled wear the
structure, or .ound utility conduils
inlo the structure, were RDC measure-
mentls performed after remedial actioa?

4. If grab samples were used for verification.
were accepiable procedures used?

5. were grab sample results less thaan 0.0l
W7 (List range and average of results.)

6. If annual average measurements were used
for verification, were acceptable proce-
dures fol lowed?

7. were annual average RDC re'sults less than
EPA WL stamdards? (List range and
average of results.)

8. If annual average RDC resulls were bDetween
0.02 WL and 0.U3 WL, was appropriate justi-
fication given?

N O

DTRUCTIRES




VICINITY PROPERTY CERTIFICATION REVIEW
FOR COMPLIANCE WITH RADIOLOGICAL STANDARDS

(Continued)
COMPLIANCE
CERTIF ICATION REQUIREMEN) Yes No N/A COMMENTS (Reference page in completion report)
IV. OTHER VERIFICATION MEASUREMENTS
1. If adequate verification data is 2
nol presenled, were adaitional measurement /
taken?
2. Were acceptable procedures used? i
3. Here indoor Rn-222 results less taan A
2.0 pCv/ 17 /
4. Were surface alpha contamination levels
less thaa:
o 20 dpm/100 sq.om. for removable alpha
activity? -
o 100 dpm/100 sq.om. for total alpha /r
activity?
S. Was Ra-226 the only radionuclide of coacenr
at this property? If wot, explain. o
6. Were additional measuremenls periormed?
(Iype, resuits.) /




VICINITY PROPERTY CERTIFICATION REVIEW
FOR COMPLIANCE WITH RADIOLOGICAL STANDARDS

{(Cont 1nued)

CERTIF ICATION REQUIREMENT

COM LIASCE
Yes No N/A

COMMENTS (Reference page in completion report)

V. SUPPLEMENTAL STANDARDS

1. If nuserical standards were not met, 1S
this due Lo presence of matural radio-
aclivity? (What data shows this.)

2. If all residual radicactive material
al the propertly was not cleaned up,
were supplemental stamdards (40 CFR 192

Subpart ) applied?

3. Was the application of supplemental
standards in accordance with the Plan
for Isplementing EPA Standards?

4. Did appropriate state and Federal
agencies comcur i1n thas application
of supplemental stamdards?
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¥i. SITE AUBIT RESULTS

1. If a site audit was performed at
this properly, were Lhe resulls satis-

factory?

2. If the comtractor's efforl’'s were
evaluated at other properties, were
the results satisfactory?




VICINITY PROPERTY CERTIFICATION REVIEW

FOR COMPLIANCE WITH RADICLOGICAL STANDARDS
{Cont 1nuea)

COMPL IANCE
CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENT Yes No W/A COMMENTS (Reterence paye in completion report)

Vi1 ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS

1. Are there any additional comments
or comsideratioas?

VII1.CERTIF ICAT ION

1. Is this property recommended for certi-
fication as seeting the EPA stamdards ior
residual rasicactive material? ir not, why?




