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FUSRAP DESIGNATIONELIMINATION PROTOCOL
SUPPLEMENT TO THE FUSRAP SUMMARY PROTOCOL

INTRODUCTION

THIS SUPPLEMENT TO THE FORMERLY UTILIZED SITES REMEDIAL ACTION

PROGRAM FUSRAP SUNUIIARY PROTOCOL PROVIDES ADDITIONAL DETAIL REGARDING
THE DESIGNATIONELIMINATION PROCESS IT IS INTENDED AS AN

AMPLIFICATION OF THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IN THE FUSRAP SURRUIIARY

PROTOCOL AND RELATES TO THOSE ACTIVITIES CONDUCTED PRIOR TO STEP
FIGURE II OF THAT DOCUMENT THE FINAL DECISION FOR DESIGNATION INTO
OR ELIMINATION FROM FUSRAP THIS SUPPLEMENT IS TO BE USED ALONG WITH
THE GUIDANCE PROVIDED IN THE SUAMIARY PROTOCOL AND NOT IN PLACE OF IT

THE PRIMARY OBJECTIVE OF THE DESIGNATIONELIMINATION ACTIVITY IS
TO DETERMINE IF SPECIFIC SITES ARE IN NEED OF AND ELIGIBLE FOR
REMEDIAL ACTION UNDER FUSRAP BASICALLY THE INVESTIGATIONS MUST

PROVIDE EVIDENCE THAT SITE IS CONTAMINATED ABOVE THE CURRENT FUSRAP
GUIDELINES WITH RADIOACTIVE MATERIAL THAT RESULTED FROM PAST DOE

PREDECESSOR ACTIVITIES AND THAT THERE IS AUTHORITY UNDER THE ATOMIC

ENERGY ACT OF 1954 AS AMENDED AEA TO CONDUCT REMEDIAL ACTION AT THE
SITE IF THESE CRITERIA ARE MET THE SITE IS INCLUDED IN FUSRAP THE
ACTIVITIES INVOLVED IN MAKING THIS DETERMINATION AND THE CRITERIA USED
FOR THE DETERMINATION ARE EXPLAINED IN THIS PROTOCOL BRIEF
DISCUSSION OF THE DATA COLLECTION ACTIVITIES THAT PRECEDE THE

PREPARATION OF THE DESIGNATION OR ELIMINATION REPORT IS ALSO
INCLUDED THE INITIATION OF THE DESIGNATIONELIMINATION ACTIVITY FOR

GIVEN SITE IS TOTALLY DEPENDENT ON THE DATA COLLECTION PROCESS

DESIGNATIONELIMINATION PROTOCOL

DATA COLLECTION

DATA TO SUPPORT THE DESIGNATION OR ELIMINATION ACTIVITIES ARE
DERIVED FROM SEVERAL SOURCES HISTORICAL INFORMATION REQUIRED TO

SUPPORT FINDINGS RELATED TO THE POTENTIAL FOR CONTAMINATION OF THE
SITE CHARACTERIZE THE RADIOLOGICAL CONDITION OF THE SITE AND TO
ESTABLISH IF THE DEPARTMENT HAS AUTHORITY UNDER THE AEA TO CONDUCT ANY
NECESSARY REMEDIAL ACTIONS AT SITE IS PRIMARILY OBTAINED THROUGH
RECORDS SEARCHES AND ALSO THROUGH INTERVIEWS WITH COGNIZANT
INDIVIDUALS SUCH AS FORMER FACILITY OR ATOMIC ENERGY CONUNISSION

EMPLOYEES IN ADDITION AS REQUIRED AND APPROPRIATE NEW

RADIOLOGICAL DATA ANDOR SITE SPECIFIC INFORMATION ARE COLLECTED

THROUGH SITE VISITS OR SURVEYS OR CONTACTS WITH OWNERS

RECORDS SEARCHES AND INTERVIEWS THERE ARE ESSENTIALLY TWO TYPES
OF RECORDS SEARCHES THAT ARE EMPLOYED TO SUPPORT THE DESIGNATION



ELIMINATION ACTIVITY THE FIRST IS THE SYSTEMATIC REVIEW THE
DEPARTMENT AS PART OF ITS SITE IDENTIFICATION AND CHARACTERIZATION
EFFORT HAS INVESTIGATED THE MANHATTAN ENGINEER DISTRICT MED AND
ATOMIC ENERGY CONINISSION AEC RECORDS STORED AT VARIOUS RECORDS
CENTERS AND RECORDS STORAGE LOCATIONS TO IDENTIFY RECORDS THAT ARE OR
MAY BE PERTINENT TO FLJSRAP THE INVESTIGATIONS INVOLVE SEVERAL STAGES
OF SCREENING TO IDENTIFY RECORDS THAT REQUIRE DETAILED REVIEW AS

PART OF THE SYSTEMATIC REVIEWS THE PERTINENT RECORDS ARE EXAMINED TO
DETERMINE THEIR SUBJECT AREA THE SITES THEY ADDRESS AND TO OBTAIN
COPIES OF MATERIAL THAT WOULD SUPPORT THE DESIGNATIONELIMINATION
REVIEWS THE MATERIAL IS REVIEWED AND COPIED AS APPROPRIATE FOR ALL
SITES ADDRESSED IN ADDITION NOTES ARE TAKEN ON THE PARTICULAR
RECORDS REVIEWED SO THAT IF MATERIALS THAT ARE NOT NEEDED FOR

DESIGNATIONELIMINATION ACTIONS ARE LATER NECESSARY FOR OTHER PURPOSES
LITIGATION OR FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT RESPONSES THEIR LOCATION IS
EASILY DETERMINED AND THE REQUIRED RECORDS CAN BE EASILY RETRIEVED
THE SYSTEMATIC APPROACH IS THE MOST EFFICIENT AND COST EFFECTIVE

BECAUSE THE RECORDS NEED ONLY BE REVIEWED ONCE HOWEVER THE METHOD
DOES NOT ALLOW EASY OR ACCURATE SCHEDULING OF RESULTS BECAUSE THE
RECORDS ARE NOT WELL CATEGORIZED AND ARE NOT GENERALLY FILED BY SITE
ERECORDS ARE IN MOST CASES STORED BY DATE FY43 AND SO FORTH AND BY
DEPARTMENTAL DIVISION FEED MATERIALS DIVISION AND SO FORTH THERE
IS NO WAY OF DETERMINING WHEN OR IF ENOUGH INFORMATION WILL BE
ASSEMBLED ON ANY ONE SITE UNTIL ENOUGH MATERIAL HAS BEEN COLLECTED OR
ALL THE RECORDS HAVE BEEN REVIEWED

THE SECOND TYPE OF SEARCH IS THE SITE SPECIFIC REVIEW UNDER THIS
TYPE OF REVIEW ALL THE RECORDS IDENTIFIED THAT MAY CONTAIN MATERIAL ON

SELECTED SITE ARE SCREENED TO ATTEMPT TO LOCATE THOSE RECORDS THAT
PROBABLY CONTAIN INFORMATION ON THAT SITE THESE HIGH PROBABILITY
RECORDS ARE THEN SCANNED TO IDENTIFY SITE SPECIFIC RECORDS AND ONLY
THE SITE SPECIFIC RECORDS ARE REVIEWED FOR DESIGNATIONELIMINATION
INFORMATION THIS SEARCH METHOD PRODUCES RELATIVELY FAST SITE
SPECIFIC RESULTS WITH REASONABLE PROBABILITY THAT ALL THE IMPORTANT
FACTS PERTAINING TO SPECIFIC SITE ARE IDENTIFIED SEARCHES

COMPLETED IN THIS MANNER CAN ALSO BE SCHEDULED SOMEWHAT MORE PRECISELY
THAN CAN THE RESULTS OF SYSTEMATIC SEARCHES HOWEVER THE SITE
SPECIFIC REVIEWS PRODUCE USEFUL INFORMATION FOR ONLY ONE SITE AT
TIME AND RESULT IN MORE COSTLY AND LESS EFFECTIVE REVIEW BECAUSE THE
SAME RECORDS GROUPS HAVE TO BE VISITED AND REVIEWED SEVERAL TIMES TO
EXTRACT ALL THE USEFUL DATA FROM THEM

THOUGH IT HAS THE SCHEDULING DRAWBACKS THE SYSTEMATIC SEARCH IS

GENERALLY THE FAVORED APPROACH FOR THE SITE IDENTIFICATION AND
CHARACTERIZATION EFFORT THE SITE SPECIFIC SEARCHES ARE ONLY
CONDUCTED WHEN THERE ARE PRIORITY REQUIREMENTS TO COMPLETE
INVESTIGATIONS ON SPECIFIC SITE

INTERVIEWS ARE GENERALLY CONDUCTED TOWARD THE END OF AN INVESTI
GATION ON SPECIFIC SITE OR WHEN IT APPEARS THAT THE RECORDS WILL NOT



BE SUFFICIENT ON THEIR OWN TO SUPPORT DESIGNATION OR ELIMINATION
AS RESULT MOST INTERVIEWS ARE SITE OR SUBJECT SPECIFIC HOWEVER AT
THE TIME OF THE INTERVIEW THE COGNIZANT INDIVIDUALS ARE ALSO

INTERROGATED FOR INFORMATION ON OTHER SITES OR SUBJECT FOR FUTURE
REFERENCE

SITE VISITS AND PRELIMINARY SURVEYS VISITS OR PRELIMINARY
SURVEYS ARE NORMALLY ONLY CONDUCTED EN THERE IS SIGNIFICANT
PROBABILITY OF RESIDUAL CONTAMINATION BEING PRESENT AT SITE AND IF
THERE IS AUTHORITY TO CONDUCT REMEDIAL ACTION AT THE SITE IF THE

RADIOLOGICAL CONDITIONS ARE FOUND TO BE UNACCEPTABLE THE PRIMARY
PURPOSE OF THE VISITS OR SURVEYS IS TO OBTAIN INFORMATION NEEDED FOR
THE SITE DESIGNATION OR ELIMINATION WHICH CAN NOT BE OBTAINED THROUGH
THE RECORDS SEARCH ACTIVITY

ADDITIONAL DETAILS REGARDING THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE SITE VISIT
AND SURVEY ACTIVITIES AND THE RECORDS SEARCH ACTIONS ARE PROVIDED IN
THE PRELIMINARY ANALYSES PHASE SECTION OF THE GENERAL FUSRAP PROTOCOL

DESIGNATIONELIMINATION ANALYSES

THE DESIGNATION OR ELIMINATION ANALYSES ARE COMPLETED IN TWO
PARALLEL ANALYSES THE SITE DATA ARE REVIEWED TO DETERMINE IF THE
SITES ARE CONTAMINATED ABOVE DOE GUIDELINES OR IF THERE IS POTENTIAL
CONTAMINATION ON THE SITE DUE TO DOE PREDECESSOR OPERATIONS AND TO
DETERMINE IF THE DEPARTMENT HAS AUTHORITY TO CORRECT ANY UNACCEPTABLE
RADIOLOGICAL CONDITIONS THAT MIGHT BE IDENTIFIED AT THE SITE THE TWO
ANALYSES ARE DIFFERENT AND REQUIRE SOMEWHAT DIFFERENT SUPPORTING DATA
HOWEVER MUCH OF THE ANALYSES IS INTERDEPENDENT AND AS RESULT THE
REVIEWS ARE IMPLEMENTED IN MANNER THAT REQUIRES SIGNIFICANT
INTERACTION

POSITIVE DETERMINATION MUST BE MADE ON BOTH REVIEWS FOR SITE
TO BE INCLUDED OR DESIGNATED INTO FUSRAP THE SITE MUST BE POTENTIALLY
CONTAMINATED ABOVE GUIDELINES WITH RESIDUAL MATERIAL RESULTING FROM
DOE PREDECESSOR OPERATIONS AND THERE MUST BE AUTHORITY FOR DOE TO
CONDUCT ANY REQUIRED REMEDIAL ACTIONS IF EITHER OF THE REVIEWS
PRODUCE NEGATIVE FINDING NO AUTHORITY OR NO POTENTIAL FOR

CONTAMINATION THE SITE IS ELIMINATED FROM CONSIDERATION FOR INCLUSION
IN FUSRAP FIGURE AND FIGURE OUTLINE THE DECISION TREE FOR THE
DESIGNATIONELIMINATION PROCESS FIGURE SHOWS THE PATHS AND OPTIONS
IN CASE WHERE THE AUTHORITY IS DETERMINED FIRST WHILE FIGURE
REPRESENTS THE CASE WHERE THE POTENTIAL FOR CONTAMINATION OR SITE

CHARACTERIZATION IS DETERMINED FIRST

THE POTENTIAL FOR CONTAMINATION IS DETERMINED THROUGH THE REVIEW
OF THE OPERATING HISTORY OF THE SITE AND CONSIDERS SUCH THINGS AS TYPE
OF OPERATION LENGTH OF TIME THE FACILITY OPERATED UNDER AEC CONTRACT
QUANTITY OF MATERIAL PROCESSED METHODS OF DISPOSAL OF WASTES
RADIOLOGICAL DATA AND SO FORTH IT HAS BEEN FOUND THAT SITES AT WHICH



ACTIVITY FINDINGS

AUTHORITY REVIEW DOE HAS REMEDIALRESULTS
SITECHARACTERIZATION SITE IS CONTAMINATED POTENTIAL SITE IS CONTAMINATED POTENTIALREVIEW RESULTS FOR CONTAMINATION

CONDUCTSITE VISITS
OR

SURVEYS CONTAMINATED CONTAMINATED

FINAL ELIMINATE FROM ELIMINATE FROMDESLGNATION INCLUDE IN

ELIMINATE FROM FUSRAP AND NOTIFY FUSRAP ANDELIMINATION FUSRAP AND EPA AND STATEACTION DOCUMENT FINDINGS DOCUMENT FINDINGS DOCUMENT FINDINGS

FIGURE DECISION TREE FOR THE DSLGNATLONELIMLNATLON PROCESAAFTERNATLVE AUTHORITY REVIEW COMPLETED FIRST



ACTIVITY FINDINGS

CHARACTERIZATION SITE IS CONTAMINATED CONTAMINATION LITTLE OR

NOPOTENTIALREVIEW RESULTS POSSIBLE

REVIEW DOE HAS REMEDIAL DOE HAS NO REMEDIAL DOE HAS REMEDIAL DOE HAS NO REMEDIAL ELIMINATE FROMRESULTS ACTION AUTHORITY ACTION AUTHORITY ACTION AUTHORITY ACTION AUTHORITY FUSRAP ANDDOCUMENT FINDINGS

CONDUCTSITE VISITS SITE SITE NOT

OR

SURVEYS CONTAMINATED CONTAMINATED

FINALDESIGNATION INCLUDE IN ELIMINATE FROM INCLUDE IN ELIMINATE FROM

ELIMINATE FROMELIMINATION FUSRAP RJSRAP AND NOTIFY FUSRAP FUSRAP AND

FUSRAP AND NOTIFYACTION EPA AND STATE EPA AND STATEDOCUMENT FINDINGS DOCUMENT FINDINGS

FIGURE DCISION TREE FOR THE DESLGNATKRNELKNLNATLON PROCESSALTERNATIVE SITE CHARACTERIZATION REVIEW COMPLETED FHST



LITTLE WORK OR ONLY SMALL QUANTITIES OF MATERIAL WERE HANDLED IN

GENERAL HAVE FEWER RECORDS IN THE FILES AND THE LARGER FACILITIES

HANDLING SIGNIFICANT AMOUNTS OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS ARE REFERENCED

FREQUENTLY IN THE RECORDS THEREFORE THE FREQUENCY OF REFERENCE IN
THE OLD RECORDS IS ALSO USED AS AN INDICATOR OF POTENTIAL FOR

CONTAMINATION

THE AUTHORITY REVIEW CONSIDERS THE CONTRACTUAL AGREEMENTS AND
FINAL CLOSEOUT INFORMATION THE DOE PREDECESSORS INVOLVEMENT IN THE
FACILITY AND ITS OPERATION AND HEALTH AND SAFETY RESPONSIBILITIES
OTHER IMPORTANT FACTORS CONSIDERED INCLUDE THE LICENSE STATUS OF THE
SITE TYPES AND AMOUNTS OF COMMERCIAL OR OTHER GOVERNMENTAL WORK
CONDUCTED AT THE SITE AND CURRENT SITE ACTIVITIES THE TYPES OF
RECORDS OR INFORMATION USED IN EACH OF THE AUTHORITY AND SITE

CHARACTERIZATION ANALYSES ARE OUTLINED IN FIGURE ALONG WITH SOME OF
THE REFERENCES NORMALLY SOUGHT DURING THE RECORDS SEARCHES

THE CRITERIA FOR DETERMINING IF DOE WILL HAVE AUTHORITY TO CONDUCT
REMEDIAL ACTION AT GIVEN SITE ARE SERIES OF QUESTIONS DERIVED BY
DIVISION OF FACILITY AND SITE DECORRINISSIONING PROJECTS DFSD AND THE
OFFICE OF GENERAL COUNSEL THE SITE SPECIFIC ANSWERS TO THESE FIVE

GENERIC QUESTIONS AND THE SUPPORTING REFERENCE MATERIAL ARE USED AS
THE BASIS TO DETERMINE IF THERE IS DOE AUTHORITY FOR REMEDIAL ACTION

AND IF THE SITE NEEDS TO BE CONSIDERED FOR FUSRAP THE FIVE QUESTIONS
ARE LISTED IN FIGURE THE FIRST TWO QUESTIONS ARE GENERALLY
ANSWERED SOLELY ON THE BASIS OF HISTORICAL DATA THE LAST THREE

QUESTIONS HOWEVER ASSUME THAT THERE IS CONTAMINATION ON THE SITE
THEREFORE THE REVIEW OF RADIOLOGICAL CONDITIONS MUST BE COMPLETED
BEFORE THE FINAL RESPONSES TO THE AUTHORITY QUESTIONS CAN BE DEVELOPED
AND THE FINAL DESIGNATION DECISION MADE INITIALLY IF THE REVIEW OR
EVALUATION OF RADIOLOGICAL CONDITION IS NOT COMPLETE THE LAST THREE

QUESTIONS ARE ANSWERED TENTATIVELY ASSUMING THE SITE WAS CONTAMINATED
WITH MATERIALS ASSOCIATED WITH PAST AECMED OPERATIONS THEN

PRELIMINARY AUTHORITY DETERMINATION IS MADE WITH THE CONDITION THAT IT
WOULD HAVE TO BE SHOWN THAT THE SITE WAS CONTAMINATED WITH RESIDUES
FROM DOE PREDECESSOR OPERATIONS BEFORE FINAL DECISION SUPPORTING
AUTHORITY CAN BE MADE NEGATIVE AUTHORITY FINDING AT THE INITIAL

STAGE PRIOR TO FINAL DETERMINATION REGARDING SITE CONTAMINATION
WILL GENERALLY RESULT IN THE SITE BEING ELIMINATED FROM THE PROGRAM
HOWEVER IF ON THE BASIS OF THIS DRAFT AUTHORITY REVIEW THE ANSWERS TO
THE QUESTIONS INDICATE THAT DOE MIGHT HAVE AUTHORITY FOR REMEDIAL

ACTION AT THE SITE ADDITIONAL INVESTIGATIONS WHICH MAY INCLUDE SITE
VISITS ANDOR SURVEYS AND CONTACTS WITH THE OWNER ARE IMPLEMENTED AS

REQUIRED TO PROVIDE ADDITIONAL MATERIAL TO SUPPORT THE REVIEW THE
FINAL AUTHORITY DETERMINATION IS THEN MADE ON THE BASIS OF THE FINAL
ANSWERS DEVELOPED USING THE ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

THE AUTHORITY REVIEW IS AN ITERATIVE PROCESS IDEALLY THE

AUTHORITY DETERMINATION IS DONE WITH THE MINIMAL AMOUNT OF RECORDS
REVIEW AS IS POSSIBLE AND PRACTICAL AS SOON AS THERE APPEARS TO BE
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SITE DESCRIPTION

LOCATION ADDRESS AND MPS
FACILITY SIZE

ENTIRE SITE

MEDAEC PORTION
AREA AROUND THE SITE POPULATION AND ENVIRONS

CONTRACTUAL INFORUATION MEDARC
SIZE OF CONTRACT AREAS UTILIZED FOR CONTRACTUAL ACTIVITIES
LENGTH OF CONTRACT HEALTH AND SAFETY PROVISIONS
TYPE OF CONTRACT CLOSEOUT PROVISIONS
PRODUCTS SPECIAL PROVISIONS

CONTRACTING DIVISION OR ORGANIZATION

CONTRACTUAL INFORMATION NONDOE PREDECESSORS
SAME AS ABOVE INCLUDING ESTIMATES OF FRACTION OF FACILITY AND
WORK THAT WAS NOT MEDAEC RELATED

LICENSE INFORMATION

TYPE OF LICENSE VIOLATIONS

LENGTH OF LICENSE CURRENT STATUS
AREAS AND WORK COVERED UNDER LICENSE

HISTORY OF MEDARC OPERATIONS

TYPE OF OPERATION MATERIALS PROCESSED QUANTITIES WASTE
DISPOSAL PRACTICES AND SO FORTH

DOE PREDECESSOR CONTROL AND INVOLVUNENT AT THE SITE
OWNERSHIP OF LANDS BUILDINGS OR EQUIPMENT
PARSONNEL STATIONED AT THE SITE

FREQUENCY OF VISITS TO MONITOR OR MANAGE OPERATIONS
HEALTH AND SAFETY INSPECTIONS AND SO FORTH
PERIODS OF OOERATIONS AND STANDBY STATUS
SIZE OF STAFF PRODUCTION RESEARCH ENGINEERING HEALTH
AND SAFETY AND SO FORTH AND PORTION OF TIME SPENT ON
NONMEDARC OPERATIONS
FINAL CLOSEOUT

SURVEYS

PROPERTY TRANSFER

STATUS AND FINAL RELEASES

CURRENT STATUS OF SITE

RADIOLOGICAL STATUS

CURRENT AND PLANNED OR FUTURE USES
PROXIMITY OF ACTIVE AREAS AND SWMMRY OF OPERATIONS

TYPICAL REFERENCES

CONTRACTS

PROCESSING RECORDS

SURVEYS AND HEALTH AND SAFETY REPORTS
CORRESPONDENCE WITH MEDAEC MANAGERS ON PERTINENT ISSUES
CLOSEOUT RECORDS
LICENSES AND INSPECTIONS
INTERVIEWS

FIGURE INFORMATION COLLECTED AND UTILIZED IN THE
DESIGNATIONELIMINATION PROCESS
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FIVE QUESTIONS USED TO EVALUATE

AUTHORITY FOR REMEDIAL ACTION

WAS THE SITEOPERATION OWNED BY DOE PREDECESSOR OR DID DOE

PREDECESSOR HAVE SIGNIFICANT CONTROL OVER THE OPERATIONS OR SITE

WAS DOE PREDECESSOR AGENCY RESPONSIBLE FOR MAINTAINING OR

ENSURING THE HEALTH SAFETY AND ENVIRONMENT OF THE SITE IE
WERE THEY RESPONSIBLE FOR CLEANUP

IS THE WASTE RESIDUAL OR RADIOACTIVE MATERIAL ON THE SITE THE
RESULT OF DOE PREDECESSOR RELATED OPERATIONS

IS THE SITE IN NEED OF FURTHER CLEANUP AND WAS THE SITE LEFT IN

UNACCEPTABLE CONDITION AS RESULT OF DOE PREDECESSOR RELATED
ACTIVITIES

DID THE PRESENT OWNER ACCEPT RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE SITE WITH

KNOWLEDGE OF ITS CONTAMINATED CONDITION AND THAT ADDITIONAL
REMEDIAL MEASURES ARE NECESSARY BEFORE THE SITE IS ACCEPTABLE
FOR UNRESTRICTED USE BY THE GENERAL PUBLIC

FIGURE FACTORS CONSIDERED IN AUTHORITY REVIEWS



SUFFICIENT DATA TO ANSWER THE FIVE QUESTIONS AT LEAST TENTATIVELY
AND TO MAKE DETERMINATION DRAFT AUTHORITY REVIEW PACKAGE IS

PREPARED AND SUBMITTED TO THE OFFICE OF GENERAL COUNSEL GC THE
AUTHORITY REVIEW PACKAGE CONTAINS

SUNINARY OF THE SITES OPERATION

AVAILABLE INFORMATION ON THE CURRENT CONDITION OF THE SITE

SPECIFIC ANSWERS TO THE QUESTIONS IN FIGURE AND

COPIES OF PERTINENT DOCUMENTS SUPPORTING THE ANSWERS

IF GC RECOMMENDS THAT THERE IS INSUFFICIENT DATA TOII
DETERMINATION EFFORTS ARE MADE TO IDENTIFY AND COLLECT THE REQUIRED
MATERIALS HOWEVER IF THE SEARCHES PROVE UNSUCCESSFUL AND IT IS

UNLIKELY THAT ANY ADDITIONAL USEFUL INFORMATION WILL BE DERIVED FROM
FUTURE RECORDS SEARCHES THE AUTHORITY REVIEW AND DETERMINATION ARE
COMPLETED ON THE BASIS OF THE AVAILABLE INFORMATION IN GENERAL
INSUFFICIENT DATA WILL RESULT IN NO AUTHORITY DETERMINATION

IF GC RECOMMENDS THAT THE DATA PROVIDED IS SUFFICIENT TO MAKE AN

AUTHORITY DETERMINATION THEN THE AUTHORITY FINDING IS MADE THE

AUTHORITY REVIEW IS FINALIZED AND THE NEXT STEP IN THE PROCESS IS

IMPLEMENTED THE NEXT STEP DEPENDS ON THE STATUS OF THE SITE

RADIOLOGICAL EVALUATION EFFORT IF THE POTENTIAL FOR CONTAMINATION
HAS BEEN ESTABLISHED THROUGH HISTORICAL DATA OR SURVEY DATA THEN THE
ELIMINATION OR DESIGNATION PACKAGE IS PREPARED IF IT HAS NOT THEN
ADDITIONAL INVESTIGATIONS ARE CONDUCTED

IF THE FINDING IS FOR NO AUTHORITY AND THERE IS OR IS POTENTIAL
FOR CONTAMINATION AT THE SITE AN ELIMINATION REPORT IS ISSUED THE
SITE OWNER APPROPRIATE STATE AGENCIES EPA AND OTHER APPROPRIATE
FEDERAL AGENCIES ARE NOTIFIED THAT THERE IS OR IS POTENTIAL FOR
CONTAMINATION AT THE SITE AND THAT DOE HAS NO AUTHORITY UNDER THE AEA
TO CONDUCT ANY REMEDIAL ACTIONS AT THE PARTICULAR SITE IF THEY ARE
FOUND NECESSARY THE ELIMINATION REPORT IS MADE AVAILABLE TO THE
OWNER STATE AGENCIES EPA AND THE OTHER APPROPRIATE FEDERAL

AGENCIES THE REPORT IS PLACED IN THE DOE PUBLIC READING ROOM FOR AT
LEAST 2YEAR PERIOD AND IS PERMANENTLY ARCHIVED BY DOE IN ACCORDANCE
WITH PROCEDURES DESCRIBED IN APPENDIX OF THE FUSRAP SUMMAY PROTOCOL

IF THE FINDING 9S FOR AUTHORITY THE RADIOLOGICAL AND OPERATING
DATA ARE SUMMARIZED TO DETERMINE IF ADDITIONAL RADIOLOGICAL
CHARACTERIZATIONS ARE NEEDED TO DETERMINE IF THE SITE SHOULD BE
CONSIDERED FOR REMEDIAL ACTION IF ADDITIONAL DATA ARE NEEDED THE
SITE SURVEY IS PLANNED AND IMPLEMENTED AND DESIGNATION PACKAGE OR
ELIMINATION PACKAGE AS APPROPRIATE IS PREPARED AFTER THE SURVEY IS

COMPLETED IF ADEQUATE INFORMATION IS ALREADY AVAILABLE THEN THE
DESIGNATION OR ELIMINATION PACKAGE IS PREPARED THE OWNER AND THE



APPROPRIATE STATE AGENCIES ARE NOTIFIED OF THE DESIGNATION OF THE SITE
FOR REMEDIAL ACTION

IN THOSE SITUATIONS WHERE THE POTENTIAL FOR CONTAMINATION IS LOW
OR NONEXISTENT THE SITES ARE ELIMINATED FROM THE PROGRAM
IRRESPECTIVE OF THE DOE AUTHORITY IF THE AUTHORITY ISSUE HAS NOT
BEEN RESOLVED AT THE TIME THAT THE DETERMINATION OF NO POTENTIAL FOR
REMEDIAL ACTION IS MADE THEN THE AUTHORITY REVIEW IS TERMINATED

DESIGNATIONELIMINATION REPORTS DESIGNATIONELIMINATION REPORTS
ARE PREPARED TO DOCUMENT THE ANALYSIS AND TO SUNXNARIZE THE DATA
AVAILABLE ON SPECIFIC SITE THE DRAFT DESIGNATION REPORT AND
SUPPORTING MATERIAL IS USED AS THE BASIS FOR THE DESIGNATION
DETERMINATION IN ORDER FOR SITE TO BE INCLUDED IN FUSRAP THE
REPORT MUST INDICATE THAT

THE SITE IS POTENTIALLY CONTAMINATED ABOVE FUSRAP CRITERIA
WITH RADIOACTIVE RESIDUES THAT RESULTED FROM DOE PREDECESSOR
OPERATIONS AND

DOE HAS AUTHORITY TO CONDUCT REMEDIAL ACTION AT THE SITE

THE SITE WILL NOT BE INCLUDED IN FUSRAP IF IT IS ALREADY INCLUDED
UNDER SOME OTHER REMEDIAL ACTION PROGRAM OR IS UNDER NRC OR STATE
LICENSE

THE CONTENTS OF THE DESIGNATION REPORTS VARY SLIGHTLY FROM SITE TO
SITE AND MAY INCLUDE THE FOLLOWING TYPES OF MATERIALS

SUMMARY WHICH DISCUSSES THE PAST OPERATIONS AT THE SITE
THE CURRENT STATUS OF THE SITE DISPOSAL PRACTICES
RADIOLOGICAL HISTORY AND SO FORTH

DESCRIPTION OF THE CURRENT STATUS OF THE SITE AND ITS
LOCATION AND SIZE

SUMMARY OF THE AUTHORITY REVIEW COMPLETED ON THE SITE

AN ANALYSIS OF POTENTIAL DOSES THAT MIGHT BE RECEIVED BY
MEMBERS OF THE GENERAL PUBLIC AS RESULT OF EXPOSURE TO
CONTAMINATION ON THE SITE USING AVAILABLE RADIOLOGICAL DATA

COMPARISON OF THE LEVELS OF RESIDUAL RADIOACTIVE MATERIAL
ON THE SITE AND POTENTIAL DOSES TO GUIDELINES AND STANDARDS

PRELIMINARY RANKING OF THE SITE ON THE BASIS OF POTENTIAL
HEALTH EFFECTS USING THE DOEFUSRAP PRIORITIZATION PROCEDURE
ONLY FOR THOSE SITES THAT ARE DESIGNATED AND

REFERENCES AND SUPPORTING DATA
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ELIMINATION REPORTS MAY ALSO CONTAIN SIMILAR INFORMATION HOWEVER
DEPENDING ON CIRCUMSTANCES WILL GENERALLY BE MUCH BRIEFER THE
ELIMINATION MAY BE BASED ON FINDING FROM HISTORICAL RECORDS OF
LITTLE POTENTIAL FOR CONTAMINATION OR THAT THE SITE IS COVERED UNDER
ANOTHER REMEDIAL ACTION PROGRAM AND SO FORTH IN CASES WHERE THE
AUTHORITY REVIEW IS COMPLETED FIRST AND THE FINDING IS THAT DOE HAS NO
AUTHORITY THE AUTHORITY REVIEW MAY BE USED IN PLACE OF THE
ELIMINATION REPORT

ACTIVITIES FOLLOWING DESIGNATIONELIMINATION

DESIGNATED SITES ONCE DETERMINATION IS MADE THAT SITE
QUALIFIES FOR DESIGNATION UNDER FIJSRAP THE DOE OAK RIDGE OPERATIONS
OFFICE MANAGER AND THE TECHNICAL SERVICES DIVISION ORTSD DIRECTOR
ARE NOTIFIED BY THE DIRECTOR OF THE OFFICE OF REMEDIAL ACTION AND
WASTE TECHNOLOGY THE SUPERIOR OFFICE FOR DFSD THAT REMEDIAL ACTION
IS AUTHORIZED UNDER FUSRAP ORTSD THE FUSRAP PROJECT OFFICE IS
THEN RESPONSIBLE FOR TAKING APPROPRIATE STEPS TO COMPLETE ANY
NECESSARY CHARACTERIZATION OF THE SITE AND REMEDIAL ACTIONS DETERMINED
TO BE REQUIRED THE REMEDIAL ACTION PROCESS IS OUTLINED IN MORE
DETAIL IN THE FUSRAP SUNMARY PROTOCOL FOLLOWING COMPLETION OF THE
REMEDIAL ACTION THE SITE IS CERTIFIED IN ACCORDANCE WITH PROCEDURES
ALSO OUTLINED IN THE FLJSRAP SURMIARY PROTOCOL AND SUPPLEMENT NO TO
THE FUSRAP SUROIIARY PROTOCOL VERIFICATIONCERTIFICATION NOVEMBER 1985

ELIMINATED SITES SITES ELIMINATED FROM CONSIDERATION FOR FUSRAP
ARE IN TWO GENERAL CATEGORIES

SITES THAT HAVE LITTLE OR NO POTENTIAL FOR BEING CONTAMINATED
WITH RADIOACTIVE RESIDUES FOR WHICH DOE EITHER DOES OR DOES
NOT HAVE AUTHORITY FOR REMEDIAL ACTION

SITES FOR WHICH DOE HAS NO AUTHORITY FOR REMEDIAL ACTION THAT
ARE OR ARE POTENTIALLY CONTAMINATED WITH RADIOACTIVE RESIDUES
OR MATERIAL

FOR SITE IN THE FIRST CATEGORY THE ELIMINATION REPORT IS ISSUED
AND FILED AND THE INFORMATION ON THE SITE IS UPDATED IN THE FUSRAP
SITES DATA BASE AT THE END OF EACH YEAR SUMMARY REPORT DOCUMENTING
THE STATUS OF ALL THE SITES REVIEWED DURING THE PAST YEAR IS
PREPARED THIS REPORT ALONG WITH THE SUPPORTING ELIMINATION
INFORMATION ARE EVENTUALLY ARCHIVED TO ENSURE THAT RECORD OF THE
INVESTIGATIONS WILL BE PERMANENTLY AVAILABLE

SIMILAR REPORTS ARE PREPARED FOR THE SITES IN THE SECOND CATEGORY
AND THE INFORMATION IS DOCUMENTED IN SIMILAR MANNER HOWEVER IN
ORDER TO ENSURE THE ATTENTION OF APPROPRIATE GOVERNMENT AGENCIES TO
CONDITIONS THAT MAY IMPACT NEGATIVELY ON THE GENERAL PUBLIC OR THE
ENVIRONMENT DOE NOTIFIES EPA AND OTHER APPROPRIATE FEDERAL ANDOR
STATE AGENCIES OF THE FINDINGS AND POTENTIAL HAZARDS ASSOCIATED WITH
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THE SITE DOE IS AVAILABLE TO ASSIST THESE AGENCIES IN THE STATE IN

INTERPRETING RESULTS OR IN ASSESSING DATA ON THE SITES HOWEVER
UNLESS DOE IS PROVIDED AUTHORITY FOR THE SITE THROUGH ANOTHER

MECHANISM SUCH AS LEGISLATIVE MANDATE ALL ACTIVITIES EXCEPTING
ASSISTANCE TO OTHER AGENCIES ARE TERMINATED
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