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Deasz Sir:

The Delaware Cffice of Radiation Saiet has noted occasionally
a considerable variatiun, in one instance, an orders cIi magnitude
difference, in the radiation doses reportec for diiferent people in

the same institution cduring t&e same tixe ,eriad being reported oy
commercial personnel dosinmetry nliess. e Jo not lLinow, whether
these are actual va:ia:-ons in .“e saélation dose raceived or simolr
aberations in the reliability of the resules shid SauBed S0Te Saus

on the results ceportad 5v all supnliers <l hesz sexrvises,

The University of Hichizan's pilos study aas clearly demonsizate
that assurance of reliability can bDe jiven. T2 supporc this ellor:s :

that the occupationally exposed persons ma;, have scme confidencz2 in,
the range of the doses, and the doses that are reported to them. Wwe
commend the NRC in their actions to have an RC certified laboracory
with continual monitoring by the National 3urcau of Standards

We are glad to see that the position advancec dy The Personnel

Dosimetry Task Force chaired by !Ir., Larry L. Lloyd (of llontana) of the

Conferance of Radiation Control Program Directors, Inc. for tha past
five (5) years in addressing this problem and sugzesting a plan of

action is cominz about. Thers.iors, the raesults oI personnel radiation
-

monitoring will be reported, in the near lutur:, with some assurancea
that the results are reliable.

Thank you f.- this cpzorsunicy to comment on the advance actisc
of rulemaking
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