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FACT S1[E!:T

S11flJEC’1’: Ellj-’hisubsu L”fdc(2Cmltalllillatloll

PURPOSE: To pro~-iclecurre.tltstatus of Enjebi (Janet)”subsurface contamina-
tion.

MCKGMNND :

a. On 27 Sep 77, DOE-ERSP outlined to CJTG a ground zero (Ensy - X Ray
and Itcm sites) sub~urfacc exploration plan for Enjebi. Tlicplan was to veri-
fy NVO-140 data by backhoe soil profile ~a~t]i>ling.

On 5 Ott 77, CJTG directed soil sampling priority to tiajor,Uoken,
.

b.
Aomon znd Runit. It was implied by CJTG that the Enjebi subsurface W~S SCC-

ondary to characterizing surface TRU contamin~tion. This prioritization was
IAN t}lerni~sionand per~onnol safety considerations inwmuch as subsurface
contamination presents less of an immediate hazard than s~~rfacecontamination.

,

c. On 16 Aug 78, alnmst one year latel-,DOC-I{R3Pcxtractccl740 soil<
sdmples in the Easy - X Ray and Item Ground Zero sites, using sidewall sam-

, pllllgin Lxlcklluctrcllcllcsto a dcpt!]of 120 C:l (fI ft).
.1

d. On 30 Sep 78, DOE-ERSI?reported to CJiG that two areas in the NW
cluadrantof Enjcbi h:d subsurface ‘1’RUCrcatcr than 160 pCi/g, thereby exceed-

(
ing Condition D. The assumecldepth of”cut to cxcisc the approxinmte 1307 cy
of subsurface TRU contamination was 100 cm (3.3 ft).

DISCLISSION: None

smms: Tl]c l?njehisubsurface excisicn is schcclult’dto bc@n o/a 27 t!ov 78.
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