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.,.REGISTERED MAIL , ,
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED - ' Re: File No. LR:RH

- Mr. Eb’_er-R.‘P'rice,. Assistant Director
Division of Licensing and Regulation
: Un1ted States Atomic Energy Commission

. Dear\er. ‘ Price:

Reference is made to your reglstered letter, in duplicate, d1rected to

Mr, C. P, Whitehead, president of our company, calling attention to-
noncomphance on our part to certain regulations of the AEC's "Standards
for Protection Against Radiation, ' Part 20, and "Radiation Safety Re-
~qu1rements for Radiographic Operations, " Part 31, Title 10. Mr. - Whltehead
has referred this corresporndence to me for: dis‘posnlon.

It is apparent from our analysis of the four citations that eur major difficulty.
has been the proper interpretation of the Atomic Energy Commission's

-'"Rules and Regulations." Coincident with the time we started on our program

. .in.the use of radloactlve materials for radiographic purposes at our facility,

_we retained thg; services of Nuclear Consultants Corporation to advise us of

our: knowledge they are the onlylocal firm licensed by the -AEC to conduct
”thls type of work and we have re11ed heav11y on the1r guldance.

Your inspection was’ made on November 6, 1962 by Mr. J. E. Oparka of the.

- :AAEC and your citations are the result of his survey, Immediately after

“Mr . Oparka's visit, the f0110W1ng steps were taken with specific reference

to the four c1tat10ns contained in your letter,. and we itemize these as follows:

Citation No, 1 ‘ .
"Surveys conducted of the radiographic facility were
adequate, contrary to 10 CFR 20, 201(b), "Surveys.' Npg ('\ N
evaluation was made to determine the quantities of radifg}¥n U\/
existing in the unrestricted area on the roof above the fkaylio ‘LL’ .
graphic facility during use of byproduct material, " 'JAN2 1 1963 f i
1S, Aomic Energy Gommissioa ~~
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B ;Commlssmn 1nsp'7‘ ,to the calculatmn rathe than d1rect meaSurement of
__.radlatlon levels' above: the roof of #6 Bulldlng. ®rig1na11y these calculatlons
- had been'sent to the Atomic Energy Commission:with the. a.ppllcatlon for. . . ,
,;_‘13_‘11cense to use: Atomlc Energy. Comm1ss1on byproduct ma.temal At that me_', L
- the use ‘of these calculatlons was approved by the- ‘Atomic’ Energy Commlssmn
-_L1cens1ng D1v1smn, but Mr. Oparka felt that a- phys1ca1 survey should have
. -,been made of th1s area, We :are- presently arr' ging to get such. a Survey ,
' .-»'-’:{made by a group 11censed by the Atormc Energ : _mnnssmn for such surveys. e

Cltatlon No.. 2 :

. "MThe two cobalt 60 sealed sources were not leak tested at
month 1ntervals as requ1red by 10 CFR 31 105 (b), _ ”Lea_k

1 '. of sealed sources.

' ',':_Th two cobalt 60 sealed sources were tested on’ the followmg dates'

r1‘g_1nal leak testlng at Budd Company ST - Feb 27 1962;:
:'Leak test1ng performed by Nuclearj "Consultants Corp. - Nov. 24 1962’_' "

.'We had been 1nformed that this leak. testmg should be performed twice a year-
‘or at sm—month 1ntervals. Unfortunately, the regulatmns do not allow for ’_-

equlrement we‘were 1n v101at10n.
‘nged tol}have the source leak tested by Nuc

survey 1nstruments.“_, A

;.The above cu:atlon refers to a v1olat10n of th f'-code_whr hT equ1res ‘a cahbratlon.
¢e-month basis of the two-survey meters used to {determlne the pos1tlon
fof the 1sotope PI‘IOI‘ to'an 1nd1v1dua1 enterlng the rad1a.t1on area.‘ The survey
‘T'"__meters were- callbrated on the follow1ng datess

Nuclear Consultants (prlor to recelpt of 1nstrument) -rMay 8 1962
Nuclear Consultants = August 1 1962 g . .




'W.ADocumented in our files" is a letter- attestlng to J.f;flcultle ’ xPeriei“i‘ce ; p

. "Nuclear- Consultants Corporatlon in ca11brat1ng ‘the 1nstrument.. It 1nd1cates

'+ that they had d1f£1cu1ty in cahbratmg the. 1nstrument dur1ng a reas onable
vperlod of t1me due to a malfunctmn of a resistor. .

: Due to thlS we purchased another instrument in.an. attempt to prevent thlS -
from reOCCurrmg. . This 1nstrument was cahbrated on. November 2, 1962 -
prior to.the receipt of the’ 1nstrument. .. Wé then sent the: flrst 1nstrument in

.. to be ca11brated and recelved from Nuclear Consultants Corporatlon a . .
R certl.flcate of cahbratmn dated December 4, 1962 Exammatmn of

.Corporatlon have accordmgly ordered one- fr_
at the time of thls wr1t1ng, arr1ved

A,s can be seen, the 1nterva1s between ca11brat10n on 1nstrurnent #1 Was

=~be conducted quarterly. ¥ ' E0110W1ngvfi
‘are the- dates of the 1nventor1es. ‘ '

. June 7 1962 , c
. September 4, .1962"
' October: 30, 1962

 January 4; 1963 "




v

‘,4.

) These dates glve the f0110w1ng 1nterva15°

: _4-

S

1 month 12 days
-2 months 26:days.
1 month 25 days
2 mo_nths_ 4 d‘afys'-

-Our: d].fflculty on thls c1tat10n appears to be that we. 1nventor1ed this ma.terlal

, materlal rather tha.n Wlthln the: perlods‘;

based upon an ing entory w1th1n every, 3 months, _starting with, recelpt of the
’ anuary 1 to March 31 1nc1us1ve ;

- '~‘spa.c1ng betw "en'the da,tes of the’ 1nventory, ‘we.are: ma.kmg arrangements

.1nventory the“matena.l on hand on the date of Aprll 4 etc, throughout the year




