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General Comment

While the petition has merit, and I support the goal it is trying to achieve, I disagree with some of the 
language presented.

"...there is no rational basis for denying their [multi-meter] use."
One of the purposes of the 3-device rule in 10 CFR 34.47 was the 'defense in depth' approach, whereby the 
failure of a single device (such as a film badge or alarming rate meter) would still allow a dose estimation to 
be completed without attempting to recreate the scene (time consuming and terribly crude). Radiography 
companies are often cited for failure to wear one or more pieces of dosimetry. Having all the dosimetry 
concentrated in a single device will present an all-or-nothing scenario to industrial radiographers that forget 
the device.

Furthermore, the proposed rule under "Proposed Actions" fails to address other questions, such as 
-how the proposed combination device should be calibrated for correct response to radiation? An alarming 
rate meter already has calibration requirements under Part 34, but what of the dosimetry functions? Film 
badges never had to worry about this because they were sent out for processing. How long can a multimeter 
be trusted to function within the required ranges?
-many multimeters can be operated as survey instruments, but dosimetry under 10 CFR 34.47 is required to be 
kept, at all times during operations, on the trunk of the body. I find it extremely likely that the temptation will 
be there for a company or individual to use his multi-meter as a survey meter of sorts. By doing so, he or she 
negates the value of the dosimetry, which will no longer correspond to the exposures experienced by their 
body. In the event of an exposure event, the individual's dosimetry would thus likely report a higher value 
than actually experienced.
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If this rulemaking is accepted, other language will need to be modified, for instance, regarding the recharging 
of pocket dosimeters (10 CFR 34.47(b)), or the requirement of an alarm rate meter to need special means to 
change the preset alarm function (10 CFR 34.47(g)(4) - some multimeters allow the alarm setpoint to be 
locked by the vendor, however, this is not immediately obvious to most users).
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