
INTEGRATED MATERIALS PERFORMANCE EVALUATION PROGRAM 

QU EST1 ON NAI RE 

GEORGIA 
Reporting Period: August 27, 2004, to September 26, 2008 

Note: 

A. 

B. 

I. 

If there has been no change in the response to a specific question since the last IMPEP 
questionnaire, the State or Region may copy the previous answer, if appropriate. 

GENERAL 

1. Please prepare a summary of the status of the State's or Region's actions taken 
in response to the comments and recommendations following the last review. 

COMMON PERFORMANCE INDICATORS 

Technical Staffing and Training 

2. Please provide the following organization charts, including names and positions: 

(a) A chart showing positions from Governor down to Radiation Control 
Program Director; 

(b) A chart showing positions of current radiation control program including 
management; and 

chart. 

iation 

(c) Equivalent charts for sealed source and device evaluation, low-level 
radioactive waste and uranium recovery programs, if applicable. 

organizational charts. 

3. Please provide a staffing plan, or complete a listing using the suggested format 
below, of the professional (technical) full-time equivalents (FTE) applied to the 
radioactive materials program by individual. Include the name, position, and, for 
Agreement States, the fraction of time spent in the following areas: 
administration, materials licensing & compliance, emergency response, low-level 
radioactive waste, uranium recovery, other. If these regulatory responsibilities 
are divided between offices, the table should be consolidated to include all 
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personnel contributing to the radioactive materials program. Include all 
vacancies and identify all senior personnel assigned to monitor work of junior 
personnel. If consultants were used to carry out the program's radioactive 
materials responsibilities, include their efforts. The table heading should be: 

I Irene   en nett 

I) 
ges for state empioyt s. 

FTE% 

u 

Position F Cynthia Sanders 00% 

6: E n v i r o n ~ e n ~ a ~  

PS: Envi~onmental 

>95% 

5 O/O 

St. Cyr 

Eric J a ~ ~ s o ~  PS : Envi ~ o n ~ e n ~ a !  ate ria 1s ki ce n s i n g 

PS : E n v i ~ o n ~ e n t a i  aterials Licensin 

+: 5 O/O 

Joe Fievet PS: Environ 
Compliance 

E SM e rge n cy 
Response 

PS : E nvi ~ o n ~ e n t a ~  

Response 

>95% ~ ~ n t e n a  Tinson PS : E nvi ro n m e n tai ate ria Is Licensing 
C o in p I i a n ce ; 

Erne rge n cy 
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Response 

E nviro n m e n ~ a ~  
nning Specialist ( 

E nvi ro n m e nta I Ra 
~ r o g r a m  

~ea l th /PrQtec t~o  n 

rn i n istrative 

PS: ~ n v i r o n m ~ n t a l  Liz Seale 

Elizabeth  innon on 

Emergency 

100% PS: Environ I 
Compliance 
( S ~ v a n n ~ h  Office) 

00% 

PS:  environment^^ E merge n cy Sean Hayes 

ichefe Ruiz 

0 0 O/O er 

~ Vacant 4 00% 
Specialist (SP) 

, 

- 3 -  En cI os u re 



4. Please provide a listing of all new professional personnel hired since the last review, 
indicate the degree(s) they received, if applicable, and additional training and years 
of experience in health physics, or other disciplines, as appropriate. 

Kit t am deem was tran 
ree in  Chemistry, h 

Georgia D e p a r t ~ e n t  of 
has 15 years of anaiytic 

into the ~ r o g r a m  on June 11, 2005. 
v i r o ~ i ~ e n t a l  S 

entati ~ r o t e c t ~ o n  5 i v i s ~ o ~ ,  a 
Evate ~ n d u s t r ~ .  

t r a n s ~ e r ~ e d  into the ~ r ~ g r a  

ecialist with Ge 
tection Divisio 

with the state of Louisiana. 

Joe Fievet was transferred into the Pro 
B.S. degree in Chemistry, and has 7.75 
Specialist with Georgia Department of 
Protection Division. 

11 October 16, 2006. r. Fievet has a 
ing as an ~ n v i r o n ~ e n t a l  

esources, ~ n v ~ r o n ~ e n t a ~  

Sara Smiley was hire s. Smiley has a B.S. 
as undergraduate laboratory 
col og y la bo rato ry . [Res i g ne 

Travis C a r t o s ~ i  was hire with the ~ r o g r a ~  0 
otogy, and has cian as an e n ~ i s t ~ e n t  

s t r ~ n s f e r ~ @ ~  into the Pro overnber ,I, 2007. 
n ~ e a l t h  Physics, 17.5 years as an inspector of radiati 
ith Georgia 5 e ~ a r t ~ e n t  of f l ~ ~ a n  Resources, 

ray Program. 

allan ~ h a ~ r a v a r t ~ l a  was ram on J a n u a ~ ~  7, 2008, an 
a B.S. degree an 
offer] 

nical ~ n g i n e e r i n ~ .  [Resigned for new job 

u~ntena Tinson was hire 
.S. degree in Environme 

s. ~~n~~~ has a 
esea rch ~ a ~ o r a t o r y  

experience working with small ~ ~ a n t i t ~ e s  of radioactive material. 

5. Please list all professional staff who have not yet met the qualification requirements 
for a license reviewer or materials inspector. For each, list the courses or equivalent 
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training/experience they need and a tentative schedule for completion of these 
requirements. 

RESPONSE: 

6. 

7. 

8. 

Quintena l i n s o n  (new hire) has not met the ~ u a l j f ~ c a t i o n  r e ~ u i r ~ m e n t s  o f  

Fievet, Travis Cartoski, 
erslmaterial inspectors 

supervision and training by C y ~ t ~ ~ a  San 
staff have a~tended three or more of the 
Quintena. Kit and 
Physics Course at 

Identify any changes to your qualification and training procedure that occurred 
during the review period. 

Device reviewers ~ u a l ~ f ~ c ~ t i o n s .  

Please identify the technical staff that left your program during the review period. 

n February 15, 

on October 21, afian Special isf, 

Liz Seale, ~ n v ~ r o n m e ~ ~ a l  
Envi ronrnental Radiation 

ialist, transferred to  the 

ist, t~ansferred to  the 

List any vacant positions in your program, the length of time each position has 
been vacant, and a brief summary of efforts to fill the vacancy. 

The PS: E n v i r o n ~ e n t a ~  ~ l ~ n n i ~  
Engineer) is a new position in t 
became vacant agai 
now affected by the 

ition is still vacant, and is 
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9. For Agreement States, does your program have an oversight board or committee 
which provides direction to the program and is composed of licensees and/or 
members of the public? If so, please describe the procedures used to avoid any 
potential conflict of interest. 

SE: In the past there was a dvisory Commi 
since the last Ge committee has not bee 

purpose is to a 
are applying fo 
the Program on the review and 
NRC initia~ives in the medicallr 

ram on the a c c e ~ t a ~ i l i t ~  of physicians who 
to use ~adiopharmaceu~j~als and to assist 

vision of the rules an ~@gu~ations,  an 
a ~ ~ a c e ~ t ~ c a ~  are 

II. 

I O .  Please identify individual licensees or categories of licensees the State is 
inspecting less frequently than called for in NRC's Inspection Manual Chapter 
(IMC) 2800 and explain the reason for the difference. The list only needs to 
include the following information: licensee name, license number, your 
inspection interval, and rationale for the difference. 

11. Please provide the number of routine inspections of Priority 1, 2, and 3 licensees, 
as defined in IMC 2800; the number of initial inspections; and the number of 
increased controls inspections that were completed during the review period. 

12. Please submit a table, or a computer printout, that identifies inspections of 
Priority 1, 2, and 3 licensees, increased controls, and initial inspections that were 
conducted overdue per the applicable guidance. Priority 1, 2, and 3 licensees 
and initial inspections must be conducted at least as frequently as the inspection 
intervals established in IMC 2800. Increased controls inspections should be 
conducted at the intervals established in the Staff Requirements Memorandum 
for COMSECY-05-0028. 

At a minimum, the list should include the following information for each inspection 
that was conducted overdue during the review period: 

(1) Licensee Name 
(2) License Number 
(3) Priority (IMC 2800) 
(4) Last inspection date or license issuance date, if initial inspection 
(5) Date Due 
(6) Date Performed 
(7) Amount of Time Overdue 
(8) Date inspection findings issued 

13. Please submit a table or computer printout that identifies any Priority 1, 2, and 3 
licensees, increased controls, and initial inspections that are currently overdue, 
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per the applicable guidance. At a minimum, the list should include the same 
information for each overdue inspection provided for Question 12 plus your 
action plan for completing the inspection. 

14. Please provide the number of reciprocity licensees that were candidates for 
inspection per year as described in IMC 1220 and the number of candidate 
licensee reciprocity inspections that were completed each year during the review 
period. 

Ill. Technical Qualitv of Inspections 

15. What, if any, changes were made to your written inspection procedures during 
the reporting period? 

SE: Section P I - I  of the  ~ n s ~ e c t i o n  ioactive rials 

u e  dates. Table 1 ~ a n u a i  lists the  license 
Program manual has been revi 

category, license co 

ension o 

16. Prepare a table showing the number and types of supervisory accompaniments 
made during the review period. Include: 

Inspector Supervisor 

Eric Jameson  6.  Sander s  
Kit Ramdeen 
Liz Seale 

e n e  Bennett  
eith St. Cyr 

Laurer! P a h e r  
Irene  enn nett 
Eric J ameson  

Travis Cartoski 

C. Sanders  

6. Sanders  

License Category 

I Inst. 12/13/05 
cai 10/10/06 

ical 01/17/07 

rivate Practice 
ii c lea r P h a rrn a 
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17. Describe or provide an update on your instrumentation, methods of calibration 
and laboratory capabilities. Are all instruments properly calibrated at the present 
time? Were there sufficient calibrated instruments available throughout the 
review period? 

P currently possesses and uses the foi~owing survey 
i nstrum e nts : 

r 2000E w/ECPG 

All ins t ru~~ents  are either within c a ~ i ~ ~ a t ~ o n ,  or are currently in the 
of being ca i ib ra te~,  ~ n c l ~ d ~ n g  w a i t ~ n ~  for issuance of  w part mental 
Purchase Order. For FY2009, starting 0~/01/2008, r e s p o n s i ~ ~ l i t y  for 
r n ~ i ~ t ~ i n i ~ g  survey ~nstrumentation was assi ned to Travis Cartoski an 
Quintena Tinson. The res onsibility is rotat a n n ua i I y am on g spec ia I ists. 

~ d d j t i o n a l i ~ ,  the ~ ~ o g r a ~  possesses the ~ o ~ l o w i n g  i n s t r u ~ e n t s ,  but only 
calibrates them on an “as nee 

bes, i t i c l u ~ ~ n g  alp 

detector (1 total) 

m sends the ~ n s t r i g ~ ~ n t s  to t 
d c a l i ~ r a t ~ ~ n  (intervals not to  
ram sends s5me i n s t r ~ ~ e n ~ s  to L u ~ ~ ~ m  

facturer for 
12 ~ ~ o n t h s ) .  

the ~ n v i r o n m e n t a ~  
staff whenever 

easurernents (~weetwater ,  TX). The Pro 
adiation Program’s mobile ~ a ~ ~ r a t ~ r y ,  r 

needed, for instance, analysis of wipe samples. 

IV. Technical Qualitv of Licensinq Actions 

18. How many specific radioactive material licenses does the Program regulate at 
this time? 
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19. Please identify any major, unusual, or complex licenses which were issued, 
received a major amendment, were terminated, decommissioned, submitted a 
bankruptcy notification or renewed in this period. 

ONSE: Georgia Institute of Technology [Lice 
licensee, submitted a Letter of  Intent 
the Cobalt 60 Pool Irradiator, hot cell, and Neeley 

sources were removed, the lic 
, 2006 re~ i i es t i ng  to  pi i t  intent 
g ~ u r ~ h e r  follow u by the licensee. 

Irnery’s [License # G 
dated June 2006, later 
Program, and resub 

ommi~s ion ing  of their 
lication review is curre 

rson, Georgia. This 

20. Identify any licensees or groups of licensees that were issued increased controls 
during the review period. Those licensees that were initially identified during the 
initial implementation of increased controls need not be listed. 

RE 

21. Discuss any variances in licensing policies and procedures or exemptions from 
the regulations granted during the review period. 

SE: No e ~ e r n ~ t ~ o n s  or variances were  ranted during. the review perio 

22. What, if any, changes were made in your written licensing procedures (new 
procedures, updates, policy memoranda, etc.) during the reporting period? 

the review period: 

e for  ort table Gauges [ o v e m ~ e r  2005, 

Guide for Installed Gauges an arch 2007, Rev. 

iation Survey an 

eterinary [June 2007, Rev. 31 
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23. Identify by licensee name and license number any renewal applications that have 
been pending for one year or more. Please indicate why these reviews have 
been delayed and describe your action plan to reduce the backlog. 

SE: Theragenic Corporatio 'I -51 renewal application received 
of performance study on possible 05/09/07. Review were 

erational issue with 
this license by Septem 

uSt rotating. Program intends to issue 

03-11 initial d e c o m ~ i s s ~ ~ n i ~ ~  submission 
(kaolin plant). ~ e s u b ~ i t ~ @ d  a second dec 
ted February 2008 that superce ed the initial submission. 

endment request to 
additioflal i n f o r ~ ~ a t j o ~  for t 
submitte a renewal appiica 

V. Technical Qualitv of Incident and Allegation Activities 

24. For Agreement States, please provide a list of any reportable incidents not 
previously submitted to NRC (See Procedure SA-300, Reporfing Material Events, 
for additional guidance, OMB clearance number 3150-0178). The list should be 
in the following format: 

Licensee Name License # Date of Incident/Report Tvpe of 
Incident 

le inc~dents leve~ts have een S L ~ b ~ ~ ~ t t e d  to USt 
2008. 

25. During this review period, did any incidents occur that involved equipment or 
source failure or approved operating procedures that were deficient? If so, how 
and when were other State/NRC licensees who might be affected notified? For 
States, was timely notification made to NRC? For Regions, was an appropriate 
and timely PN generated? For Agreement States, was information on the incident 
provided to the agency responsible for evaluation of the device for an 
assessment of possible generic design deficiency? Please provide details for 
each case. 

artment has not been notified andlor i 
devices or sources failures authoriz 

aware of any incidents 
ma~ufac ture  and/or 

~ i s t r i bu t i on  by Geor 

26. Identify any changes to your procedures for responding to incidents and 
allegations that occurred during the period of this review. 
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~iegations was estab~jshed and implemente 

C. NON-COMMON PERFORMANCE INDICATORS 

I. Compatibility Requirements 

27. Please list all currently effective legislation that affects the radiation control 
program. Denote any legislation that was enacted or amended during the review 
period. 

o legislation was enacted or amende r the review period. O.C. 

, on April 22, 20 
1990. Howev reement was sig 

r. Carol Couch 

28. Are your regulations subject to a “Sunset” or equivalent law? If so, explain and 
include the next expiration date for your regulations. 

0. The ~ e ~ a r t m e n t  
not subject to  “Sunset” laws. 

29. Please review and verify that the information in the enclosed State Regulation 
Status (SRS) sheet is correct. For those regulations that have not been adopted 
by the State, explain why they were not adopted, and discuss actions being 
taken to adopt them. If legally binding requirements were used in lieu of 
regulations, please describe their use. 

elow a l ist of revision 
egulations for 

July 1, 2008. The En mental Protection D 
atural Resources (D 

vailable for public comments thr 

proposed rules in July 2008 with 
taking the proposed rules to 

ats ID Title State Section 

2002-1 Revision to Skin Dose Limits - Part 20 Chapter 391 -3-1 7-.01, 
Definitions. Amended 
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Chapter 391-3-1 7-.03, 
Standards for Protection 
Against Radiation. Amended 

2003-1 

2004-1 

2005-1 

2005-2 

2006-1 

2006-2 

2006-3 

2007-1 

Financial Assurance for Materials 
Licensees - Parts 30,40, 70 

Compatibility with IAEA Transportation 
Safety Standards and Other 
T r a n s po rt a t i o n S a f e t y Am e n d ni e n t s - 
Part 71 

Security Requirements for Portable 
Gauges Containing Byproduct Material - 
Part 30 

Medical Use of Byproduct Material - 
Recognition of Specialty Boards, Part 35 

Minor Amendments - Parts 20, 30, 32, 
35, 40, 70 

National Source Tracking System - 
Serialization Requirements -Parts 32 
(with reference to Part 20 Appendix E) 

Chapter 391-3-1 7-.02, 
Licensing of Radioactive 
Materials. Amended 

Chapter 391-3-17-.06! 
Transportation of Radioactive 
Materials. Amended 

Chapter 391-3-17-.02, 
Licensing of Radioactive 
Materia Is. Arne tided 

Chapter 391-3-1 7-.05, 
Use of Radionuclides in 
the Healing Arts. Amended 

Chapters 391-3-17-.02., .03 
and .05. Amended 

Chapter 391-3-17-.03 
Standards for Protection 
Against Radiation. Amended 
(Previously Issued a License 
C o nd it ion) 

National Source Tracking System - Part 20 Chpater391-3-17-.03, 
Standards for Protection 
Against Radiation. Amended 

Chapter 391 -3-1 7-.05, 
Use of Radionuclides in 
the Healing Arts. Amended 

Medical Use of Byproduct Material - 

30. If you have not adopted all amendments within three years from the date of NRC 
rule promulgation, briefly describe your State's procedures for amending 
regulations in order to maintain compatibility with the NRC, showing the normal 
length of time anticipated to complete each step. 

Ts ID that went beyon 
been included with 2008 G e  
are  p e n d ~ n g  final approval by the Georgia 

~ ~ @ ~ ~ n t ~ ~ i o n  t i ~ e l i n ~  has 
erials rule revisions, whic 
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I I .  Sealed Source and Device (SS&D) Evaluation Program 

Registry 
Number 

31. Prepare a table listing new and amended (including transfers to inactive status) 
SS&D registrations of devices issued during the review period. The table 
heading should be: 

Product Type 
or Use 

Manufacturer, 
Distributor, or 
Custom User 

SS&D Manufacturer, 
Registry Distributor or Product Type Date Type of 
Number Custom User or Use Issued Action 

-” 6-D-’ 06-‘ Scan  lndu~t r ia l  
Technolo 

-269-0-102-S Stereotactic 
device Elekta, Inc. 

GA-269-S-103-5 edical Eiiekta, iiic. source 

-269-0-104-S Stereotactic 
device Efekta, inc. 

ONSE: During tki PEP review perio , t he  P r o g r a ~  iss a total of 27 SS 
di t~onal  review perform 

Date 
Issued Type of Action 

rial -71 6-0-1 10-S 2/4/200 

com parable 
source  

3/26/2007 a ~ e n d ~ e n t  - 
a te  source  info 

3/26/200? 

3 /~3/200?  a ~ e n ~ ~ e n t  - 
update source info 

rial 

a m e n ~ ~ e n t  - 
update source info 

l n d u s ~ r ~ ~ l  
gauge -71 04-’ 

~ m e n ~ ~ e n t  - 
a te  source  info 

3/23/2007 

3/2/2007 ew 

13/23/2006 ame change (to 

- 13 - Enclosure 



Date 
issued 

SS&S Registry 
Number 

Manufacturer, 
Distributor, or 
Custom User 

Product Type 
or Use Type of Action 

Products) device 

0511 612006 /transfer to Scan 

Polysius 0511 512006 

0 4 1 0 ~ 1 2 0 0 ~  Industrial Scan 

~l2312005 

912212005 

I n s t r  u rn e n ts 

source 

0811 712005 mendment 

eW 

source 

Hopeweli 
Designs 

m e  n d rm e n f 

e n d ~ e n f  

0211 812005 I Bt ew source 

opewell 5211 712005 

0114 312005 Hopeweii 
Designs 

- Gan 
possess 

nder 
road 

license 

review 

The rag en ics Ocular 
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ss8s Registry 
Number 

iator, cat I 0 ~ 1 2 ~ 1 2 ~ ~  ~ o ~ e ~ e i l  
Designs 

Manufacturer, 
Distributor, or 
Custom User 

Product Type Date Type of Action or Use Issued 

32. Please include information on the following questions in Section A, as they apply 
to the SS&D Program: 

Technical Staffing and Traininq - Questions 2-9 

PEP review period, staff ~nvolved in SS&D reviews 

Eric Jameson s initial reviews) 
Elizabeth D r ~ n n o ~  Concurrence 
Rod Marreli 

were as follows: 

eriod, the foliowin 

Lauren Palmer 
Kit Ramdeen , t r ~ ~ n ~ n ~  for ~ ~ i t i a i  review 

PEP review period, the foilowi D review staff left the 

E!izabeth ~ r ~ n n o ~  
Lauren Palmer 

ogram has a vac 
ual who fills this 

because of statewi t constraints, t h i s  ~ o s i t i o n  is frozen. 

In response to a r e m  ram 

Technical Qualitv of Licensing Actions - Questions 18-23 

s of 8/31/2008, Geo 
ng q2 vendors (i 
itionally, there a 

- 1 5 -  Enclosure 



19. 

20. 

21 * 

22. 

23. 

are awaiting inactivation (either requested by the licensee, or the 
licensee has terminated its d ~ s t ~ i b u t i o n  license). 

Elekta, Inc. ~ e ~ f e ~ ~ o r ~  Stereotactic 
Device 

-1 138-D-103-S Hopeweli Designs DI4O series irradia 
-1 4 38-D-I 04-S HO ewell Designs UD794 i~radiator 

5-D-103-S Theragenics, 1 1 - i ~ .  ~he raS igh t  Ocular Brae 
Device 

Refer to Common P e r f o r ~ ~ a n c e  In 
separately 

one issued 

one issued 

D certificates 
renewals. 

Technical Quality of Incident and Allegation Activities - Questions 24-26 

ESPONSE: 24. Refer to Common ~ e r f o ~ m a n c e  l n d i c ~ t o r  section 

“jacket” source train and is no longer in use. 

o incidents Involving devices wit Gegrgia-issued ss 
certificates were re 

23. efer to  Common 

Ill. Low-Level Radioactive Waste Disposal Program 

33. Please include information on the following questions in Section A, as they apply 
to the Low-Level Radioactive Waste Disposal Program: 

Technical Staffing and Training - Questions 2-9 
Status of Materials Inspection Program - Questions 10-14 
Technical Quality of Inspections - Questions 15-17 
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Technical Quality of Licensing Actions - Questions 18-23 
Technical Quality of Incident and Allegation Activities - Questions 24-26 

IV. Uranium Recovery Program 

pplicabfe. 

34. Please include information on the following questions in Section A, as they apply 
to the Uranium Recovery Program: 

Technical Staffing and Training - Questions 2-9 
Status of Materials Inspection Program - Questions 10-14 
Technical Quality of Inspections - Questions 15-1 7 
Technical Quality of Licensing Actions - Questions 18-23 
Technical Quality of Incident and Allegation Activities - Questions 24-26 
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