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In addition, your activities in respomse to telephone conversations

January 7, 1974, were reviewed.

wviolaticws brought to your attention inm our letters dated April 23, 1973

. they failed to include provisions to cover beta and gamma radiation..

to this office within 20 days of your receipt of this notice, a written
statement of explanaticn in reply, fncluding: (1) steps which»have
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FEB 15 1974 | |
Zuclear Hetals, Inc. = T License No. S§H~6S
Attention: Mr., W. B. Tuffin . SMBE~179
Prestident - o - Iuspection No. 70-52/73-05
2229 Main Street ' o ' 4Q-672,73-02

Con;ord Massachusatts 0174?
Centlemen:

This refers to the {mspection conducted by Mr. Jerman of this office
on December 27«28, 1973 and Jznuary 8~9, 1574 of activities authorized
by AEC License HWos. Si¥M-65 and 5MB-179 and to the discussions of our
£*rdi1bs held by Mr. Jerman with Mr. Tuffin and to subsequent telephone
discussions between Mr, Knapp snd Mr. Gilwman on January 18, 1974 and
betiween r, Jerwan and Mr. Tuffin on January 21, 1974.

Areas examined during this inapecticn are described in the Regulatory
Operations Inspection Report which is enelosed with this letter. Within
these areas, the inspection consisted of selective examinations of
procedures and representative records, interviews with personmnel,
measuremernts wade by the inspector, and observations by the inspector.

on January 4 and 7 as confirmed by our letter to you dated

Gur inspector also verified the steps you had taken to correct the

and Decewbar 12, 1973. Ue have no further questions regardimg Items .
l.2, 1.b, l.¢, and l.e of Enclosure 1 and Items l.e, 2, 3, and 4 of
Enclosure 2 to the April 23, 1973 letter; and Item 2 of the Enclosure

to the December 12, 1973 letter. With regard to Items l.b, l.ec, 1.d and

2 of Enclosura 1 to this letter, we note that you had taken steps to
correct these violations but your evalustions were inadequate in that

During this inspection, it was found that certain of your activities -
appearad to be im vielation of AEC requirements, &nd another activity
appeared to raise a question concerning the safety of operations.

The {tems and references to the pertinent requirements and te penerally
zsceepted puidance are listed in the enclosure to this letter. This
letter constitutes & notice sent to you pursuant to the proviasious

of Section 2,201 of the AEC's “"Rules of Practice:, Part 2, Title 10,
Code of Federal Regilatioms. Section 2.201 requires you to submit
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This 1s .an ameorrec sted violation.
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To' assure an acceptable contamination control program, obe must:
1. Zstablish an area of control.
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FEB 15 1974

P. J. Knapp, Senior, Facilities Radiation Protection Section, RO:I

' INSPECTOR EVALUATION

Nuclear Metals, Inc.

2229 Main Street

Concord, Massachusetts 01742
License Nos. SNM-65 and SMB-179:

The licensee's SNM program is being deactivated. It may be reactivated
in about seven years.  No significant problems were apparent..

An inspection conducted in March 1973 indicated a beta-gamma contamination
problem in association with the depleted uranium program. Apparently,

we failed to impress the licensee concerning the problem and it was not
‘brought under control. Consequently, the licensee is again being cited
for the whole gamet of survey violations. ‘

"I blame the safety office (Franks) primarily for the deplorable situation
of this plant.” He was made well aware of beta-gamma contamination
problems on the previous inspection. Either he ignored it or he didn't

- get the message. Until about a year ago he was. a technician with no

knowledge of health physics and he doesn't appear to have improved his

knowledge since he was made Safety Officer. A. Gilman appears to be
quite knowledgeable but was not directly involved in the previous -
inspection. He is now Manager, Health and Safety and also Manager,

Quality Contrel. I get the impression he doesn't want to be bothered

with radiation safety. Both he and Sam Levin, Consultant from MIT,

- were aware that uranium-238 daughter products were concentrated in the

impurities resulting from melting the uranium.

It will take more than Franks to straighten out this operation. He
can't conduct a decent survey. Let's give the licensee a-month to
straighten things out and then inspect them again to see how well they
have done.’ » '

" Phillip
Radiati




