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UNITED STATES

> ol NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
< g%mi'.,f % WASHINGTON, D. C. 20855
v B NITIC . »
s’ F3R 2 w6
Twin City Testing and Engineering icense o, 22-01378-02
Ladoratory, Inc.
ATTN: Charles W. Britzius
President
€62 Cromwell Avenue
St. Paul, MN 585114
Gentlemen:
A lovarher 15, 1978, as 2 result of 3 failure $5 survey the source
suide tuse of a radiograpnic exposure cevice, one of vour amployeses at 2
tzmporary job site in Wheatland, wyoming, receivac a radiztion dose in
s«c288 of LRC iTimits. In adéiticn, 3 second smpicyes received a radia-
tion dose which, while within regulatary limits, was unnecessary. This
‘gtter refers to the NRC Region III (Chicage) anc Region IV (Dailas)
Offices' investigation of the circumstances surrounding the overexposure.
The investigation identified three apparent items of noncompliance which
are set forth in Appendix A to this letter.
exposure resulted from a failure t0 adegquately survey a
shic expesure device to ensure the full retriction of the source
ragicgraphic exposure. The radiographer survesyed up to the
device but did not survey the source guide tube. 0On a2 previous
..... an, June 12, 1873, one of your empioyees recaiveg irn cversxposure
szlzulated to De between 39-100 rems to the left nand. In tnis gariier
cise, the major contributing factor was also the ragiogracner’'s failure
10 survey %the source guide tube beyornd the exposurs device. Mpreover,
during the semirar on radiography heid on March 7, 1578, in Region [II,
failure to perform adequate surveys was described as a major contributor
=0 perscnnel overexposuyra. This seminar was attenced Sy reprasentatives
of your company.
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Twin City Testing and -2 -
Engineering Laboratory, Inc.

of Proposed Imposition of Civil Penalties. You are recuired to respond
to the Notice of Violation, and in preparing your rescense, you should
follow the instructions in Appendix A.

Your written reply to the Notice of Violation and the findings of our
continuing inspections of your activities will be considered in deter-

mining whether further enforcement action, such as accitional civil
“enal ties or orders to suspend, modify or revoke your license, may be
required to assure future compliance.

In accordance with Section 2.790 of the HRC'
2, Title 10, Code of Federal Regulations, a
encliosures will Se placed in the NRC's Publi

S‘ncereiy,

N7

/Jonn . Davis
/ . e -
' Al ting Director
Office of Inspection
and Enforcement
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