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The inspection was an examination of the activities conducted under your licensa as they relate to radiation safety and to compliance with the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) rules and regulations and the conditions of your license. Tha inspection consisted of selective examinations
of procedures and representative records, interviews with personnel, and cbservations by the inspector. The inspection findings are as follows:

[ﬁ 1. Based on the inspection findings, no violations were identified.
@ 2. Previous violation(s) closed.
3. The viclation(s), specifically described to you by the inspector as non-cited violations, are hot being cited because they were self-identified,

non-repetitive, and corrective action was or is being taken, and the remaining criteria in the NRC Enforcement Policy, NUREG-1600, to
exercise discretion, were satisfied.

Non-Cited Violation{s) was/were discussed invelving the following requirement(s) and Corrective Action(s):

D 4. During this inspection certain of your activities, as described below and/or attached, were in violation of NAC requirements and are being
cited. This form is a NOTICE OF VIQLATION, which may be subject to posting in accordance with 10 CFR 19.11.

(Violations and Corrective Actions})

Licensee’s Statement of Corrective Actions for ltem 4, above.

| hereby state that, within 30 days, the actions described by me 1o ths inspector wili be taken to correct the violations identified. This statement of
corrective actions is made in accordance with the requirements of 10 CFR 2,201 {corrective steps already taken, corrective steps which will be taken,
date when full compliance will be achieved). | understand that no further written response to NRC will be required, unless specifically requested.
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PROGRAM SCOPE

This inspection was to review the licensee's corrective actions resulting from two violations of NRC requirements
identified in an inspection conducted on July 20-21, 2005. The violations identified resulted from the licensee’s
failure to maintain continuous direct visual surveillance to protect against unauthorized entry into a high radiation
area and failure to conduct a survey of the radiographic exposure device and the guide tube. The licensee’s
corrective actions inspected against were submitted to the NRC in a letter dated September 13, 2005.

The inspector interviewed the Corporate Radiation Safety Officer and Director andidentified that the training
described in the licensee’s corrective actions were completed. Training concerning the violations for new
employee’s and refresher for senior radiographers and assistants was to take place in January. The inspector
traveled to a job site where he interviewed a radiographer and assistant radiograher. The inspector noted that each
individual had knowledge of each violation and corrective actions associated with the violations, had conducted
surveys of the guide tube as required, and had knowledge to protect against unauthorized entry into a high radiation
area.
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