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VICINITY PROPERTY CERTIFICATION RY AN

socation No,: CA - fg‘ﬂ Date: “w ] e

The data presented in the cc-tification folder indicate:

TAC DOE
Evaluation Evaluation
Yes No N/A Yes No N/A
), The Ra«226 concentration in .00 & T & I ()00
the top 15 ¢m of soil averages
<5 pC}/? above baciground over o
100 m* fnesity [ Tab (], A
2. The Ra-226 concentration in any () ﬁidf)t] (3 0 0]

15 ¢m layer of soil below the
top 15 cm surface layer averages
<1% pst/g sbove background over
100 m* fnesitu [ lab [).

3. The indoor gamma readings are o0y (3 07 1)
<20 uR/hr above background in
ev v habitable room,

4, The radon daughter concentration 0nny (3 3 0]
in any habitable room is <0,02
working levels, or at most 0,03
W

§., Supplemental standards were 05, (3 0) (3 13 0

applied in accordance with EPA
standards 192.21.

TAC Recommendation: UU/Eortificntion. [) Long=term RDC results

{detectors previously installed) () Additional Measyrements, [] Close-Qut.
;E/F'\‘ 4;‘% 7/,;/f6 g ’

adiological Services Manager/late

DOE gggi*ign: (3 Certify, [ Long-term RDC results (detectors
previously installed), [) Additional Measurements, [] Close-Out,

Comments:

’;zgizalfay.J;P ;;%;jé::z:! (?&4;.{5;

ROE Evaluator "TDate



CERTIFICATION EVIEW SUMMARY

Property No.: ( S Reviewed by:

Address: /A 7 LATI M| J § Approved by:

N B s g ‘ 556 3 Mark Miller
Manager, Raciologica) Services
Property Coategory: Fo 4 Jacobs-wWeston Team

e e e e e et mao

The recommendation for certification 9s based on & review of the Completior
Report and other aveilable dates describing remedial actions and resulting
radiological conditions at this property. Measurement methods and cats @
compared to the regquirements provided in the Vicinily Properties Management @
Implementation Manual, and in &0 CFR 192. The following recommencations @
made according to the intent of thoste requirements:

r

¥

1.0 CERTIEICATION

This property complies with the EPA standards and s recommendec
Certification,

This property s recommended for (Certificetion only after
cunditions listed in 3.0, belnw, are met,

Remedia)l actions were refused by 'he property owner, and the prog
cennpt be Certified,

SUPPLEMENTAL STANDARD!

Supplementa) Standards were not

Supplemental Standaros were 1{ed gescribed

b

eport,

The following agencies concurred the applicat
Standards at this property,

'F and FEL A Y VINILA

CONDITIONS
Annual average RDC resultls are required.

The following additiona)l measurements are required:

The following acditional) actions must be completed:




VICINITY PROPERTY CERTIFICATION REVIEW
FOR COMPLIANCE WITH RADIOLO:'CAL STANDARDS

Property No. gﬂL— f;O( S Qty. of soil removed: dd (y‘]) RA Comtractor M -~
AQUress: 27 (AT (el AlE. Reviewer: D (. HAave < Subcuatractors
PoeTe cvestgie P4 153243 Date: s — (P -89
COMPLIANCE
CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENT Yes No N/A COMMENTS (Reference page in completior report)
- > + ,
. SOIL EZTAVATION e Sl M. Seil meple:
N l/‘ wesr talbe- wwdees N e pevrmneT
1. Were soil samples collected/analyzed? el - _
(List quantity of surface and sub- e h,' VG Appedi A 3 PP eass
surface samples.) Tt 2¢ v Seempire weue Tubeg
“Tr e b 0‘* C e c—*«.w ..'F k'~ll‘
2. Did grid intervals equal 10 teet or memsiv el ies UPe Pt
less? (List grid size and quantity v 9
samp led. )
3. vere adequate spatial averaging Va
technigues clearly demonstirated?
- - ~ 16 -1
4. Was an ouldoor gamma survey comoucted o 3¢ 3 comp. ort- g e e "'Q/"
(List results.) Bre ~ 13 B
5. Were alternate measurements per - !
formed? (List types of measure- /
menls. range, and average of
results.)
6. Were all contaminated areas sampled

af ter excavation?




VICINITY PROPERTY CERTIFICATION REVIEW
FOR COMPLIANCE WITH RADIOLOGICAL STANDARDS

(Cont inued)
COMPLIANCE
CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENT Yes No N/A COMMENTS (Reference page in completion report)
I. SOIL EXCAVATION (Continued)
7. Were soil mlr,tim of Ra-226, l/
averaged over 100m~ . less than:
o 5 pCi/g plus background
(surface)? (List range of
results).
o 15 pCi/g plus backgreuna v,
(subsurface)?

8. If excavation was done around struc-
tures or wtility conduits to struc- v
tures, was contamination removed to
background levels?

I1. INDOOR GAMMA SURVEY

1. Were assessment measurements takem in l/
the lowest habitable level of every
habitable building?

2. Were small rooms scanned and laree ¥
rooms (2000 sq.ft. ) gridded at intervals (/
of 1u ft. or smaller?

L

3. Were verification measurements takem at V’J

locations ot prior maximum readings?




VICINITY PROPERTY CERTIFICATION REVIEW
FOR COMPLIARCE WITH RADIOLOGICAL STANDARDS
(Cont inued)

CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENT

COMPL IANCE
Yes No N/A

COMMENTS (Reference page in completion report)

I1. INDOOR GAMMA SURVEY (Continued)

4.

Were instrument readings converted to
indicate microR/hr? (List range and
average of readings.)

After remedial action, was the average
value for each room or 2000 sq.ft. -area
less than 20 microR/hr above backjround?

If any reading exceeded 20 microR/hr
above background, was it satisfactorily
investigated to ensure no tailings
involvement ?

I11.INDOOR RDC MEASUREMENTS

l‘

If RDC meaSurements were performed before
remedial action, and results were above
standards, were they repeated after
remedial action was completed?

It no RDC measurements were performed
before remedial action, were they taken
in every habitable structure after
remedial action?




VICINITY PROPERTY CERTIFICATION REVIEW
FOR COMPLIANCE WITH RADIOLOGICAL STANDARDS

{Cont 1nued)

CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENT

COMPLIANCE
Yes No WN/A

COMMENTS (Reference page in completion repert)

IT1.INDOOR RDC MEASUREMENTS (Continued)

3.

If tailings were excavated wear the

structure, or around utility conduits
into the structure, were RDC measure-
ments performed after remedial action?

If grab samples were used for verification.
were acceptable procedures used?

Were grab sample resuits less tham 0.01
WL? (List range and average of results.)

If annual average measuremenls were used
for verification, were acceptable proce-
dures fol lowed?

Were annual average RDC re:sults less than
EPA WL standards? (List range and
average of results.)

If annual average RDC resulls were between
0.02 WL and 0.03 WL, was appropriate justi-
fication given?

NN NN




VICINITY PROPERTY CERTIFICATION REVIEW
FOR COMPLIANCE WITH RAGIOLOGICAL STANDARDS

(Cont inued)

CERTIF ICATION REQUIREMENT

&

COMPLIANCE
Yes No N/A

COMMENTS (Reference page in completion report)

IV. OTHER VERIFICATION MEASUREMENTS

1€ adequate verification data is
not presented, were additional measurement s
taken?

Were acceplable procedures used?

Were indoor Rn-222 results less than
2.0 pCi/1?

Were surface alpha contamination lewels
less than:

o 20 dpm/100 sq.om. for removabie alpha
activity?

o 100 dpm/100 sq.om. for total alpha
activity?

Was Ra-226 the only radionuclide of concerd
at this property? If mot, explain,

Were additional measurements performed?
(Type, resuits.)




VICINITY PROPERTY CERTIFICATION REVIEN
FOR COMPLIANCE WITH RADIOLOGICAL STANDARDS
(Cont inued)

COMPLIANCE
CERTIF ICATION REQUIREMENT Yes No N/A COMMENTS (Reference page in completion report)

V. SUPPLEMENTAL STANDARDS

1. If numericd] standards were not met, is V
this due to presence of naturael radio-
aclivity? (what data shows this.)

2. If all residual radioactive material
al the property was not cleaned up, /
were supplemental standards (40 CFR 192 v
Subpart C) applied?

3. Mas the application of smléﬁeatal '
standards in accordance with the Plan
for Implementing EPA Stamdards?

4

-

, 2
4. Did appropriate state and Federal pR C & I /J,_" 7’~"- ra Eiiea
agencies concur in this application 4 Pad iafse. Poeberfros comcve
of supplemental standards? v

VI. SITE AUDIT RESULTS

1. If a site audit was performed at %4
this property, were the results satis-
factory?

2. If the contractor's effort's were .
evaluzted at other properties, were v
the results satisfactory?




