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(3) receipt of radioactive material by persons
unauthorized to possess it; and

(4) inadegquate security program.

In response to Ms. Fitzpatrick's petition, an
inspection and investigation were conducted at
catholic University on October 29 and 30, 1979.
Also, both petitioner and her attorney were
interviewed. As a result of the investigation
the Director concluded that the allegations by
Mg, Fitzpatrick were either untrue or, in the
ceveral instances where the allegations were
factually correct, the factual circumstances did
not involve any violation of NRC reguirements,
The Director's denial and the attached investi-

-y ____gation reporf are

-

Recommendation:

l" - ———— ~n’,’ -

bl Dlh—

Martin G. Malsch
Deputy General Counsel

Attachments:
1. Director's Decision
2. 1Investigation Report

Commissioners' comments should be provided directly to the Office of the Secretary
by c.0.b. Tuesday, March 11, 1980.

Commission Staff Office comments, if any, should be submitted to the Commissioners
NLT March 7, 1980, with an information copy to the Office of the Secretary. 1f

the paper is of such & nature that it requires additional time for analytical review
and comment, the Commissioners and the Secretariat should be apprised of when |

comments may be expected.

DISTRIBUTION
Commissioners

Commission Staff Otfices
Secretariat
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DOCKET NUMBER - ¥ Ly
Operating License R-31 PROD. & UTIL FA . -

. B UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COM!ISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

Feg 2 0 1980

James B. Dougherty, Esquire
1416 S Street, N.W.
khashington, D.C. 20008

Dear Mr. Dougherty:

y petition dated October 3, 1978, you requested on tehalf of P. Kelly
F\L patrick that the huclear Regu]c»oty Comaission suspend the operatlng

11ce|se for Catholic University and institute an investigation of activities
conducted under their license. An investigztion and inspection of the Catholic
University facility was conducted. The resulis of that investigation are :
detziled in Report No. 50-77/78-02 which is attechec to the enclosed Director's
lecision. For the reasons staied in the decision, the other reguests mace in

vour petition are cenied. f

L
F

-
P

copy of this d jsfon will be placed ir the Cemmission's Public Document
om a8t 1717 H .eet. N.¥W., washington, D.C.

Sincerely,

b 257

Victer Stelle, Jr.

Director

Office of lnspection ;
and Enforcement |

Eaclosure:
Director's Decision under
10 CFR 2.206
cc: ‘ -
The Catholic University of America

wWashington D.C. 20017

Mrs, P. Kelly Fitzpatrick
1325 Quincy St., K.E.
washington, D.C.
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UNITED STATES OF AMZRICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

OFFICE OF INSPECTION AND ENFORCEIMENT
VICTOR STELLO, JR., DIRECTOR

In the Matter of
Cperating License R-31

CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY OF AMIRICA
DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206

By petition dzted October 3, 1578, P. Kelly Fitzpatrick requested,
pursuant to 10 CFR 2.20€ of the Commission's reguations that: (1) the licerse
jesued to Catholic University for cperation of 2 reactor be suspended; (2) an
inspection and investigation of 21legec violations of the operating license De
cenducted; and (3) an order be issued 1o Catholic University to show cause why
the license should not remzin suspended pending a thorough review of the

e

licensee's coerations. Tne petition was atdressec 10 the Director of the

il

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation; however, it was referred to this office
for action beciuse the subject matter of the petition is more appropriately

within the jurisdiction of the 0ffice of Inspection and Enforcement. Wotice

of receipt of the petition was published in the Federa) Register on Noverber 1,

1879 (&4 Fed. Reg. 62570).
The bases of Ps. Fitzpatrick's regquestec action are 2 number of alleged
incidents &t the licensed fecility including:

(1) storage of gasoline, an explosive material, within the facility, in
violztion of license Technical Specifications;

(2) storzge of licensed material in 2 chemistry laboratory and 2
personal cffice in violation of license Technical Specifications;

(3) receipt of radioactive material by persons unauthorized to possess
it; and

{4) inadequate security program.
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In response to Ms. Fitzpatrick's petition an inspection and investigation
were condu-ted at Catholic University on October 25 and 30, 1273. 1In the
course of the investigation, an investigater from the Region I office inter
viewed Ms. Fitrpatrick and‘her attorney. The findings of the investigation
are set forth in Investigation Report Ne. 50-77/79-02, & copy of which is
attachad and incorporated herein by reference.

Tae findings of the inspection can be summarized as follows:

1. Allecetion: Gascline and fumes in the reactor rooum.

finding: Gasoline and fumes lezked from an air compressor

tecporarily stored ir & room next to the reactor room; ne vieclation
¢f Technical Specifications is involved.

2. +1%egation: Storage of spent nuclear Tuel in unauthorized
.ecations.
Fingi'g: Nuclear fuel was nct stored im an unauthorized location,

B

3. /ilecatien: Unauthorized receipt of recicactive material shipment

in d no: No instance wes found when a shipment of radicactive
steriz) wes received by 2an unauthorized individuel.

L. {-1e:aticn; Reactor room is without intrusion 2larms or
£ nee CE\'?CCS

t
"1
«<
Lol
e
-
-
ﬁo

ingding: These measures are not specifically reguired by the
tniversity's security plan; no items of noncompliance with regula-
tions regarding security were found in this inspection or on 2
rrevious one in January 1979,

5. 2llecation:’ Real possibility of diversion of nuclear materials or
caboiage of reactor.

-

Finding: No evidence to suppert this allegation.

€. #)lecation: Inadeguate instruction to security officers in regard
10 personne] radiation menitoring.

Finding: Personnel gonitoring eguipment is not required by NRC
recuiations for the security officers. In spite of this, security
cificers are provided personnel monitoring equipment and instruction
«<p thio was determined to be adeguate.
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7. Allegation: Improper security clearance for security officers.
Finding: In one instance, & security guard was dismissed from
performing duties in the reactior area following @ National Crime
Information Center check. However, this situation did not violate
any KRC reguirements nor any reguirements of the university security
plan.

On 2he basis of t'2se findings I have corcluded that the ailegations made
by Ms. Fitzpatrick were either unsubstantiated in fact or if the facts stated
in the 21legations are true, they do not constitute violations of NRC regula-
tions. Therefore, Ms. Fitzpatrick's request that the operating license for
Cztholic University be suspended and an order issued to the Ticensee to show
cause 25 to why its lilanse should not rerain suspended is denied.

A copy of this decision w11 be placeZ in the (czmission's Public Document
Poam 2 1717 K Street, N.W., Weshington, D.C. 2058E. & cepy of this document
«i1) 2130 Se filed with the Secretary ¢f t*e Commission for its review in
arcorcaroe witd 10 CFR 2.205(c) of the Lomrission's regulations.

In accordznce with 10 CFR 2.206(¢) of the Commission's Rules of Practice,
shis £icision will constitute the finmal action of ihe Commission 20 cays after

the gdite of issuanze, inless the Commission on its cwn motion institutes the

review of this decision within that time. .

%
o .

Vicior Stelleo, Jr. Director
Office of Inspection and Enforiement

Daied 2% Bethesda, Maryiand
this ZL7°— cdey of February, 1580

Attachrent:
Investigztion Report
No. S50-77/7%-02
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ocket No. 50-77

Catholic University

ATTN: Dr. Y. C. khang, Chafrman
Mechanical Engineering Department

620 Michigan Avenue, N. E.

Washington, D. C. 20064

Gentlemen:

F - - . & 2 &L A e ~-
Subject: Investigation 30-77/75-0C

This refers to the investigaion conducted by Dr, C. 0. Galline of this office
on Dctober 28-30, 1678 of activities authorized by NRC License No. R-31 and to
the discussions of our findings held by Dr. Gallina with Dr. Jordan and Dr,
bert at the conclusicn of the investigation.
Aress examined during this 1
and Enforcenent Invesiigz
these arezs, t-2 investige
and representasive records
grve

g

b -

on Report which is enclosed with this Jetter, Within
jon consisted of selective examinations of procedures
, interviews with personnel, measursments macde by the

tions by the investigator.

ms of noncompliance were cited,
ction Program, which was performed
concurrently with this investigation, icentified two deficiency level items of
compliznce, These itens are cescribed in cetail in NRC Inspection Report ho.
50-77/78-03, which has been forwerded to you under @ separzte cover.

1 - - A 4 -d 3 -
within the scope of this investigation, nc

te
However, an inspection of your Radiation Prote
ifi

In 2ccerdznce with Secsion 2,790 of the NRC's "Rules of Practice,® Part 2 11tie
10, Code of Federal Reguletions, 2 copy of this letter and the enclosed investi-
gation report will be placed in the NRC's Public Document Room. If this report
contains any information that you (or your contractor) believe to be proprietary,
it is necessary that you rzke 2 writien gpplication within 20 days to this

office to withhold such information from public disclesure. Any such zpplicetion
muet be sccompanied by an affidavit executed by the owner of the information,
which identifies the docurment or part scught to be withheld, and which contains

a gtztement of reascns which addresses with specificity the items which will be
considered by the Cormission 2s listed in subparagraph (b) (4) of Sectien

2.780., The inforzmation sought to be withheld shall be incorporated 25 far 2s
possible into 2 separate part of the affidavit. If we do not hear from you in
this regard within the specified period, the report will be placed in the Pudblic

Document Room.

investigation zre descrided in the Office of Inspection
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Catholic University 2 DEC 4 2 1579

No reply to this letter is required; however, should you have any questicns
concerning this investigation, we will be pleased to discuss them with you.

Sincerely,
rvvue>—y77 ' (:2?52(5191\__——

) ce- H. Grier

" Director

Enclosure: OFfice of Inspection and Enforcement Investigation
report Number 50-77/78-02

cc w/encl:
Dr. E. D. Jordan, Directer of Informetion Systems anc Planning
W. Keene, Radiation Safety Officer

bee w/encl:

1 %2141 & Files (For Appropriate Distributicn)
Certrzl Files

Public Docu—ent Room (PDR)

Nuslezr Sefery Information Center (MSIC)
Teshnical Information Center (TIC)

RE:] Reacing Room

[irector, Region IV (Report Only)

District of Colucdia



Urriws UF INSPEZCTION AND INFORCEENT

Region I
Report No. 50:77/79-02
Docket No. 50-77
License Nc. R-31 Pricrity - Category 6

Licensse: Catholic University of America (COA)

€20 Michigan Avenve, N.E.

washington, D.C. 20017

Facility Mame: Catholic University 0f America

- » ] -~ - -
-nvestigcation conducazd: Ccioker 20-30, 1979

investicators: 'f’t‘_.f‘lé_"g' Vallio b 1"-1%-79
C. 0. Geliyz=f, Tnvestication speciglist gdate sicnec
27 }flJC::L. i
2R E NI /s /75
A.“c. Plumies, Keciation Specizise T2 signed

date sicned

cate sigheg

.“\ ~ /'\
prroved by: ,_/:'Zw.«;a//"f é//?z,w/ /-1 -2
o J./F. Allan, Deputy Director, NRC-Region _ gatle sicned

S,

nvesticaticn Surmarv: ) '
nvestigation on October 28-30, 197¢ (Investication Benort fo. $0-77/7%-02)
TE2S Investicaiec: Ihe INVESTICETION cOvered severs) aliegations reiating to
e Operation o: ine AGN-20) research reactor and releted radiation safety and
sCurity programs. The 21legations were mzde in writing 2s part of » petition
iled with the USKRC on October 3, 1878, 4n accordance with the provisions of 10
"R 2,206, In adcition, other 2llecetions were included in correspondence o
e Presicent of (UA deted Seotember 26, 1578, ant curing an interview with NRC
vesticetors on October 29, 1675, The investication involved 12 man-hours on
te by one NRC investigator and one NRC inspector,
sulis: Of the seven {7) allegations investigated, five (5) were found %o be
subsantiated. The remaining two (2) allegations, while substantiated, involved
nimal impact on reactor Operations, szfety and/or securis » &nC €id net violate
¥y licensee or NRC reguiremence. Ko {tems of noncompiiance or ceviations are
e in this report.
“E: An inspection into uver2ll reactor operztions was conducted cencurrent
in this investigztion and resuited in two {2) deficiency level 4tems of nencom-
‘ance related to posting requirements 25 delineated in 10 CFR 12,11, The ;
:211s of this inspecsion and the related {tems ef noncompliance are goc—onted

- . e e e
NRC Inspection Resmws Na 2A_ 79190 ae i

R s S



TABLE OF CONTENTS

I. Background
A. Rezsen for Investigation
8. ldentification of Invoived Crzanizations

11. Sumwsery of Findines

A. Investigation Findings

111. Detzils

m
.
v

cope ¢f Investigation
C. FPersons Interviewed During the NRC Investigation
D. NRC Findings and Conclusions

1¥. Exhibits

A.  Petiticn submitted to NRC by Ms. P. Kelly Fitzpatrick dated Octcber .
1878

8. Mems from Or. fdmund D. Fellegrino to Dr. Edward D. Jordan dated
Septzmber 26, 1979

£. VMo from Dr. Edward D. Jorden to Dr. Edmund D. Pellegri.. ~ 24

Septender 25, 1875

D. Radiation Safety Committee Minutes documenting Meeting held on Octicber
4, 187¢
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Allecations and Investigation Fin
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11. SUMMA

incs

“©

wes presented to the license2 during & meeting held by Ms. r:"sa.rick and
her attorney with the Presidant of the »ntve*51by cn September 25, 1578,

This 21lecztion is described and numbered as Item 6 beTsw. A copy of 2

memo documenting this meeting and the additional allegation has been 1nﬁ1uded
ac Exhibit B to thig investigztion report. An additional 2llegation wes

gt :sentes to KRC investigators curing an interview with Ms, Fitzpairick and
her atiorney held on Dctober 28, 1879, This zllegation s described and
naombered 25 Item 7 below.

OTE: The 2llegeticns 1isted below have been summarized for clarity. The
actuzl 2llegetions are cited in getail in Se::;-n 111 of this investigetion
report.

_.:-_‘.'.e:at".g_s:,_

()
.

The investigetion involves allegations which were introduced by Ms. F.

Kelly Fitzpatrick 2s part of her petition presented to the NRC on Ociober

3, 1878, pursuant to 10 CFR 2,205 (ses Exhibit &). These allegaticns are
described and numbered 2s Items 1 through 5 beiow. An acditional allegztion

On August 10, 1878, 2 compressor, stored in the reactor room by unauth-
orized individuzls, w2s found to be leaking gasoline. Correct!

action was not tzken in 2 timely manner and the presence of casozine »
in the reactor room viclated she licenses's Technical Specificaticns
prohibiting the storage of explosive meterials within the confines of
the reacior facility.

The NRZ investigasion found no evidence and/er information to substane
tiate this &llegation [Details, Paragraph D.1).

censze is planning to store spent nu.‘ear fuel in an arez other
thin the reactor room in direct viglation of the reguirements
of the operating license.

‘on found no evidence and/or information to subs.an-
on (Det2ils, Faragrazph D.2).

1 e's lack of coorcinatec anc safe procedures Yor
receiving and handling of ra:*oac jve meterials, radicactive naterials
have been shipped to persons not authorized 1o possass them.

,ne NRC inves:zca»ion found ne evidence and/or information to substan-
+iate the 2llecetion (Details, Paragraph D.3).



4. The reactor voom is without surveillance cevices, burglar alarms or
other equipment which czuld detect *h €niry or presence ¢f & burglar

or vandzl.

The NRC invesiiczticn found +his a?]e;aticn to te subsyant;e.ed but
without any lessening ¢f the cverz]l]l sacurs Ly posture ¢f the reacior
Tacility due to other sacurity measures (fre:ugn: security checks)

N itens of nonzompliance were identified wish recmecs t0 the licensee's
security requirements [letzils, Paragraph D.4). The sécurity devices
refe-red £0 are not reguired by the licensee's security plan.

idents noted in the petition indicate 2 thre2t of not on1y an
cperating accicant and consequent releass of reciztion, but aiso the
possibility that nuclesr naterials might be cCiverted or the reactor
sebotaced. More serious viclitions than *hose Tisted mzy hzve existed
in the rast
The NRC investi:2tion “ound ro gvicence and/sr information %0 substane
tizte this allegetion (Details, Paragraph D.5).

LI

€. Secirity officers are given dosimetars thet 2re not adeguztely sensitive
QL:.

end are instructed on fow 20 minimize the rezdings of these cevices.
ol 22 e

UiTicers do not kntw how 0 use these cevices.

The KRC investigation found no evidence and/or information to substan-
“1ate this allecation (Det2ils, Paragrapk D.E).

7. Security officers 2re 2)lowed to perform setur y cduties without
proper clesrence chesks Sy the un iversitv. Cne g.erﬂ who routinely
inspecied the re2ctor arez was later dismissed 3 secause he could not
CeT & proper clezrence.

The NRC investication found this e:'e'*:::n ¢ be substantizted bUs
without ary lefsenvng of the cvera11 sePJruty posture of the reacts
raciiity and without any tems of n:n-o".'=r.e with respecs 4o she
licensee's security reguirements (Detsd) 's, Paragrzph D.7).

Menagement Meeting
!
A management mesting was held with licensee resreszntztives 2+ the conclusion
of the investigztion in order 3 discuss the resulss of the 1wvos tigation
and the fincings of the ‘ns:e-.von conducted c:ncu'ren‘|y (see NRC Inspection

Repors 56—77/7C-C:) The following licensee representztives zetended the
znzgement meeting held &t 3:30 p.m. on October 30, 1579.

r. £. D. Jordan, Rezceor Aéministrator
Dr. D. D. Ebe ts» Reaczor Supe~visor

P g Yy _.WF.E

B
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A. Introduction and Background Information
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On September 286, 1878, Ms, Fitzpatrick, eccompznied by her atiorne:-
Mr. James Dougherty, met with *he Presicent of CUA, Dr. Zdmund D.
Pellegrino, to discuss her concerns and her demand that the

reactor be shut down immediasely. Dr. Pellegrino ordersd Dr.
Ecwarc D. Jordzn, Direcior of In< rmation Systems and Planning
Office, to conduct an immedizte fnvestization of Ms. itzpatrick's
Conterns &nd rezort the resylts of that investigation by the end

of that day, Ssptember 25, 1675, A CSpy of the memp cacumenting

this meeting, Dr. Pellegring's cireclive, and Ms, Fitzpatrick's

concerns hes been aitached 25 Exhibit 3 ta this {nvestigztion

repere. '

On September 25, 187, Dr. Jardsn reperiec his fincings to Dr.

Pellegrino incicating that there was no bzsis for Ms. Fitzpatrick's

contzrns, A copy of the rezults of this investigation are atiached
{s i tication recort. « |

2s Ixhibit C 1o this inves

& o B 4 - -
On Sernterser 27, 1878, Mr, S+

School, whe was 21

’

o "I - - - -

T s FBJ ESring, contec
-

S

"

ver P, Frankino, Dean of *he Law

t the aforementioned meeting with

. Fitzpatrick's atiorney and reviewsd
oncerns based on the results of Dr.

Cear Frankino stazed that Ms. Fitzpatrick's
t the results of <he investigation ware

<t 10 their concerns. Dezn Franmkino

ssec e2nother demand made by Ms. Fitzpzirick
netatiornsy be mals members of the Reactor

. Dean Frankino stated that he could not speak
he comitiee 2t this time but would contact Ms,
~orney 2s soon 2s 2 resslution to the issue couid
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when contacted by NRC invesiicators on Qcichber 29, 1¢78,
$. Fitzpatrick znd her étilorney implied that they had no knowled: .
of any investigation conducted by the university, -

13

il

-

» De2n Frankino contactad Ms. Fitzpatrick's
ied him that the Reactor Safety Commiitee could
CCept them 2s members but the Committee offered to meet with
&t Ms. Fitzpatrick's convenience %o ciscuss 1n detail any
€rns she might have. Ms. Fitzoatrick's atilorney declined the
ion and stated his intentisn <o Tile 2 petition, on Ms.
's behal¥, 20 the NRC on October 2, 1970 pursuant +o
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we [n October 3, 1573, the above referenced petition was Tiled with

the NRC.
-  0On Octoder &, 1879, 2 meeting of the Raliztion Safety Commitlee

wzs held to gai review Ms. Fn::;a:rfck $ concemrns., Doc"*antati:n
of this meeting is attached as Exhibit D of this investigation
resore.

Scoos of Investization

The investigesion included zn examination of pertinent documenis & nd recores

at the licensea's facility; actual measurement of radiation ieveis; interview

and contasts nitﬁ individuale; and, observations by the {nvestigators.

Persons Directlv Interviewsd znd/or Contacted During the NRC Investication

™ - . - - P Adad gn o g -
Dr. £. D. Jordan, Peacici= sCxinistirator
£ [ - ~3
thert, Rzactor Supervisor

c o
Frenking, Dz2r, law School

o
3
.
. m
0 1 ©

Mr. 5. f. >

Mo, W. 8. Nork, Director of Security and Safely

Me. S. Harris, Acminissretive Assistant to the Director of Security
ard Sa‘etv

Mg . M, Kindrat, Adninistritor, Food Program

ig, 1. ¥, Gale, Acministrative Assistant to the Dean of Engineering

Z. Nen-Tlicensze Personnel
ue, P. K, Fitzpatrick, Student 2t CUA
¥r. J. %, Dougherty, Zsg., Attorney

NRC Findin-s and Conclusions

1. 217ezz2%ion No. 1

¢. Allecation
Dur ‘; +he night of August 8-10, 157%, 2 securily officer on
pazrol noticed gesoline fumes in the reacior room, 10.a.ed in the
be serant cf the © ngborn Building. No corrective action was

+2ken until a2oproximztely nine ¢'clock the next morming when 2
pool of gasoline was discoverec on the ficer of the reactdr rocm.
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t was Jater learned thzt the gzs¢line had leaked from 2 portable
air compressor which was being storsd in the re2ctor rcom. The
compressor had been placed in the room by a workman who wes not
emioyed by the University. It is not known how or why this
{ndividua) obtained access to the facility. Tnis incicent thus
appears to constitute a patent vioaagion of the terms of the
license inasmuch 2s Seziion 1€.4* of the Technical Specifications
prohibits the storage of exa?cs1ve ma.eria1s within the confines
of the reactor facilisv.

“RC investigators reviewed tre 2bove referenced
07 interviews with invoived indivicuals and a re
security log ert ries. The following chronology
sab<teen.xy ceveld

ﬁ"

\-l v .

:ew of related
€ <hi v

O<—J

At 0230 hours on August 10, 1979, 2 CUR security guard reportaed
smell of czsoline coming from an air compressor baing stored

in ¢he Thermal Science Laborztory adiacent to the reactor facility. |

The guard stated that the gasoiine, wnich apuaren.iy hzd lezked

from the cc—f'ess.r, left 2 sp0t of approximately 3 Lc 4 inches

in Ciaﬂe gr on the Tioor and was Teaﬁ1ng 2t a drip rats cf approx’

mately one drop every 5 minutes. Campus security 1~¢eu..ge1y
r:t:fe: campus maintenance t: **'e the compresscr from the '
arez. Czmpus mzintenance could not move the compressor directly
since it bs.a"‘* o 2n cutside ’:’:';::ar and was atizched 10
other pieces of ecuipment being utilized to perform construction. .
madifications within the Therma2] Science Lazboritory. The conlracte
w2$ notified immeds a.exy and recuested to move the compressor.
Contract cr personnel arrived at D600 hours and moved the compressor |
outside of the bui?ding where it rer2ined throughout continued |
construction activities. At 1035 hours, the Radiation Szfety |
fficer notified campus security of the details of the removal
operation,

The NRC investigztors noted that (2) the security logs clearly
des :rtbed the lezk 25 occurring in the rocm next to the rexctor
arez; (b) the lezk wes small and monitored until cleaned up; (e
appropriate corrective actions were ta2ken in & timely manner; |
and, {d) 2t no time was the reactor facility involved in any way
and co rsecaan.ly ¢id not constitute any violation of .echn1c21
Specification 1imits @nd/or conditions. At no time did an unauth-
erized workman enter the rsactor facility.

*Shecified in Section 16.3.3 of current Technical Specificaticns.

-
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NRC Conclusion

The NRC investication found ne evidance and/or {informaticn T :
substantiate this ai:egaticn.

NOTE: While mo hazards were jden
it was noted that t2luene From 3
stored 2s Tow level recicactivity i

n
o iy ol it 4%
gaticn noted th2t 2lthough the licuid v
2
"
'«

ed wi
cintillztion 2n2lyvses w2s
room. Tne NRC investi-
ssored in sezled bottlas
ventileted, that 2

+hin the reactor roam,
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in ciosed crums and thal the room w
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cecure sole-use facility would be mo sireadle for such st:rage.\

The licensee agreed and sizied that this metler was being pursued |

prior to the investicaztion 2nd woulc be impiemented in the near T

C 2 baa) [ene Errihaw r‘ |
Lo ww \— - - - - l‘.

The Technical Specifications alsc provides in Section 16.4%, that |
nuclear “ueis and nuclear fueled experimenis must be stored in 2
locked szfe within tne rezctcr room. FHowever, sp2nt nuclear fuel |
frcn the rezcior is currently being stsred in 2 chemistry laboratior
e+itioner nzs in her possession documen |

on camous. Mcorever, the pet
showing thit the licemsee is planning, or wis planning within the

pest few months, to store spent nuclear fuel within the personzi
office of Dr. P. M. Chang. Some mocdificztion of Dr. Chang's |
cifice for this purpose nzs been suggestad in connection with

thic proposz]. These praciices and/or plans appear to constitute |
eursher ¢irezs violation by the licenses ¢f the specific requirs- |
menss of 25 coerating iicense.

K&C Findincs

~he NRC investigators asked Ms. Fitzpatrick if they might examine
+he documents referred 10 in the petiticn showing that the Yicenses
was plenning to modify @ personz] office for the purpose of |
storzge of spent fuel. Ms. Fitzpatrick stzted that she did not
pessess the documents referred to above but rather observed
references 1o the proposed modificaticns while filing minutes of
she Raciztion Safety Commitiee. Ms Fitzpatrick s+ated that WMr.
Will%az Nork, Director of Security ang Safety, told her that she
could rezc these documents before filing because he was aware of
her concerns and believed thet these cocuments might indicate how |
the University wes reacting to safety matiers in general.



The NRC investigators examined the file in ques;ion and did in -
fact find severza] references conterning the ntial —adificztionl
of Dr. Chang's office but not with rss;e:: sz tka stecrage of
spent uc?-er fuel but rather to the Ln1versi‘v‘s desire to
btain a new arez £5 store low level radipzctive waste materials
resyltine from th uti?zzat on of radicactive materials in varicus
- |

Ensries ia the :f:utss cf the Rasdiation Safely C;:rati:: were
found for the meetings of March 16, 1578, Apr 1 11, 1878, and ‘
r ~pril 27, 1878, each referring 0 t.e storace of 1ow level radio-
i with the primzry 2dvantage being the ezse of modifi-

& b o pn e - < - - - - & - "\
the ventileticon svstzsn in orier $o tie into Or. Chang

cfiice. A reference to the modiTicaticn w2s 21so made in the
meeting minutes of the Radiation Safety Commitiee on October &,
1678, 2nd Dr. Jordan's memo to Dr. Fe?.egrino dated Saptember 25
15878, in response to Ms. Fis tZpetrick's concerns (see Exhibits
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The K&C investigators explainad to Ms, Fitzpatrick +i2% 2n AtRe
201 reactor does not produce spent fuel in the most familiar
csense of the term anf confirmed thet 21l nuclezr fuel, including
fuel bearing control rods and an experimantal fission plate were
properly secured within the confines of the reactor facility.

The NRC investicators 21so confirmsd that Dezn Frankino exp1e1n
the apparent misconcepiions presented by Ms. Fitzpatrick to her

tiorney on Septeber 27, 1979, but could not determine why the
coacern was $t111 contained 2s part ¥ the petition on Cctober 3, |

1678,

- NRC Cznclusion |

The KRC Ynvest oaticn found no evidence eand/or information 1o
substantizte this 2llegatien. |
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Petitioner has witnessed the receipt of shipped radicactive
material by persons not authorized to pocsess it. Petiticner has
been told of 2t le2st one instance in which 2 shipment of radio-
active tritium was 2ccepted by 2n 2cademic office within the
University and not delivered to the approprizie offices for
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titioner 2lleges wenerzlly the licensee's lack
¢ safe procedures for the recefving and handling
udbstances.

several days. F
of coordinated 2
of radiocactive s

-
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NRC Findincs

Section 16.6.1.10
reguires that the
rezuiations, rules,
Safety Manual. The
&t CUA, Secticn 2.8,
radioactive material
shall be celivered ¢
normal vorking hours
Security. Such peckace
Safely O~ jce by the

icensees Technical Specifications _
Safe*v Officer (RSD) enforce the |
o: Zures 2s set forih in the Radiaticn
ion Safetly Manual Cerent1y in effect
ezeiving,” states that "z11 shipments of
jving at CUA during normal working hours
“e RSD. Shipments z2rriving outsice of
be ecceptes by the Office of Campus |
271 be deposi.e“ in the Radiation '
ty guzrd making the next regular '
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t .005 curies of radioczctive
¢Tice addressed to the

niv e* 1ty. wnile she {(Ms. |
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. When she refused to

r tion Assistant, signed ¥or
| gtor until the RSO was

d. The NRC .nve gators rex.newe"t the security log bocks
ncted &n entry 2t 0 hrs on July 3, 1878, taken by Ms.
patrick covering .he above rererenced receipt of material.
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An interview of ¥s. Farris indicated
¢ime placed in the effice re.ragerat
by Ms. Harris to the RSO within minu

Security Cffice.

tnet the caterial was 2t no
:r ant was deliverec per<ona11y
te f its receipt at the |

During 2n interview held on October 25, 1578 with Ms, Fitzpatrick
and her a:t:rnny Mg, Fitzpatrick stzted that 2 similar incident
has occurred on Dztobe= 2, 1879, when r=c:cactive tritium was |
delivered to Room 102 in .he Fancborw Build ag instead of the |
pacdiztion Safety Office and was accepted by the secretary to the
Dean of Engingering rather than the RSO 1he NRC invosbiaa»ors
noted an entry in the Security Log for 0853 hours on Ccober 2,
1978, which stated "Ms. Gale from 102 Pancoorr czlled to have 2
delivery put in room. Material is radicactive and should not be
left out.® The NRC investigztors interviewed Ms. Gzle who stated |
that on the day in cuesticn, 2 messenger wanted to deifver 2

t
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shipment of radicactive tritium to her but she refused {t. She
asuoﬂ the messencer 1o w2it until security wa2s notified ¢ " pick

it up but the messencer refused %o wait and s2id he WﬂLTd 1cok '
’or the RSC or leave it in his office. Ms, BGale said that she
then informed security to c,n.a:: the RSO and ensure that the
material reached its proper castinzlion. The NRC investigation
confirzed that this shipment was recsived properly.

" -

The NRC dnvestizeters found no instance when 3 shicment of racio-
active matarial was received by scrmaone o cnzuthorized to receive
it or in 2ny manner which would encenger the hezlth and safety of
those receiving or handling it. No evidence or information was
uncovered »hizh indicated that any undus delay was expsrisnced in
the handiing of this material especizily the severa] day delay
ontzinzd in the original allegztion.
c. HRC Conclusion
The NRC investigation found no evicence and/ocr information £0
substantiate this 21lggation.
A lezztion No. & —
g, Alleaation |
The reactor room is hibho;. .,rve‘T‘ar'e ;°v1c=s. burglar 2lars,
or cther equisment which couid getecst tne entry or presence oT 8
burglar or vandal. :e.ause the con.eﬁ*s c‘ the Ticensee's se'uritv’
program are not ,-ul?C&LTV gvailabie, it s not known whether
uth ezuizent is required
b. NRL Fincdings

The NRC investigators noted that the reactor room is without
surveillance devices, burgiar 2lerms, or other equipment to |
detect unzuthorized entry but because of the nzture of the re2clor
design and the sme1] amount of nuclear fuel present, such devices
are nct needed. Although details of the university's security
,san are withheld from pub11c disclicsure, 2n inspection of the
icenses's gecurity are2s on Januzry 23- 2 1679 indicated nc
items Of ns ncompliance (NRC Inspection Pesort No. 50-77/78-01).
The security 1;Eﬂ5 ret e'*ed to »bove are not specifically required
by the licensee's Security Pla
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The NRC investigators ncted that routine security checks are
performed by Campus Security in this area. The invesiigators
took sa2veral cdates at réndom from 1575 check lists &nd noted that
over the 135 hours covered by the sample, 79 security checks hacd
been made 2s documented by persona) dosimetry logs for the guarcs.
This averaced ocut to one check every 2 hours.

WRC Conclusion

Tue NRC investigation found this 2llegation to be subsiantiated
but without any lessening o the overzll security postvre of the
reacter facility. No items of noncompliance were identified.

Tre security cevices mentioned were not raguired by the licensee's
C 3

. -
E o B apenil by
<ToEVl Y rizl

e & |

s. Allecztion No., 3

.

Allezztion

The incidents noted in this petition indicate 2 threat of not
eniy an operasing accident ang consecuent reiease of racdiztion,
but a1so <he possibility that nuclear riterials might te deverted
or the reac:or sabotzged. In 2dditicn, there is mo rezson 10
2ssooe thet over the many vears in which the licenses h2s owned
anc cperates the reacitr there have not been other, pernaps more
cer<ous viplations.

~lthough the incidents celinezted in eariier segments of Ms.
fitzsetricks petition were found to be unsubstantiated or incon-
seauentiz], the NRC investigators reviewed the cverall health,
seTety, enc security programs currently part of CUA reictor
vtilization program. The NRC reviewes the results cf past inspec-
tions for the vezrs of 1677 to 1979 and identified only one (1)
ceficiency level item of noncompliance resulting from the failure
¢f the licensee 10 repert the inoperability of nuclear instrumen-
sztion. This item in itself was further minimized by (2) the
f2¢% thet the reactor wes shut down since 1575 and (b) the problem
w2s with the Tucite containers holding the instruments and not

sxe insteumant i4seif. The results of this review is 25 follows:
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Report Ne. Dates Area Covered Results
£0-77/77-01 Yoy 1877 feactor Oparation Mo items ¢f noncimpliance
£0-77/78-01 rForil 1578 Safeguards No items of moncompliance
50-77/78-C2 poril 1678 Reacsor Cperztion  (Cne (1) deficiency
Jevel item of noncom-
pliance - nuclear instiru-
mentztion
80-77/78-01 Januzry 1879  Security No items of noncompliance
cancurrent with this investigztion, &n inspection was conducted
oF current reicior orzrations including areas of posted informatien
organization and administration, raview of log books and rscords,
design chenges, review of experiments, reaclor cperaidr training,
rezctor procedures, meintenznce, radiztion control, radwaste
manzgement and emzrgency planning (see NRC Inspection Report No.
£0-77/73=03). During this inspecticn, two (2) deficiency Jevel
jtems of noncomplizncze were identified related to (1) failure to
noct informesion 2s specified by 10 CFR 18.11(2) and (b) and (2)
f2ilure to post form NRC-3 2s specified by 10 CFR 19.11(c). The
inyestigztors noted that these items were (2) minor in nature,
(b) resulted in part due to 2 building modification which had
re-oves pesting locztions and (¢) in no way impacted on reactor
cperation or its associated safety.
c. NRC Conciusion
The NRC investigation found no evidence and/or information 10
cubstantizte this 2llegation. Furthermore, based on the results
of this review and concurrent inspecticn, the ARC found no threzt
+o the security of the reactor or the health and safety of the
e+u“ents 2t CUA or members of the general public living near the |
university. :
€. Allecation No. €

Security officers in two seperaie rez
+51¢ thet the radiztion me2suring bad
enough +o give an accurzte reading. In cne class the instructor
banged the bzdgz 2c2inst the paim oF his hand saying that it wes
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one w2y to change the reading. The majority of officers do not
know how to use the badge correctly.

b. NRC Finginzs

Tow Jevels of radiation
=v logs, no parsenna]

The NRC investigators noted that due to the

in the reatlor rocm 25 Zozumentad by Zosimet:

ﬁ,n..orvrg e,u:;:-.. wes recuired 4n accordance with 10 CFR
0.202(2) (1) 4nzsmuch zs guarss would net likely receive 2 dose

in 2ny c~‘e- ar guarter in excess ¢f 2, percent of the applicabie

values 25 specified by 10 CFR 20.101( a) Tnis fact notwithstanding
the security g rds were equipped wit! per;anneI monitoring

devices of the self-reading pocket dnsineter (fon chamber) type |

which wers mire tnan glituztie 12 deizrmine the amounts of rediaticn
one would rezsonably expect to encounter in this reactor facility.
The licenses cizted that ine dasimeter sign-in sheets were 2180 :
used 2s further verification that se: Jrity responsibilities were |
being performed. NRC investicziors reviewed these logs and found |
no indication of misuse or ciner than minime) (if any) radiaztion |
re2dings. This lzter fact was due primirily to the lcw levels of |
radiaticn present in the reactor facilily and not to any inherent |
insensitivity of the dosineter. The licenses stated that guards |
were cauticned acainst cropping the dosimeters, 2s such physical
shocks (de~onstrased by banging the desimetsr 2gainst the hand) |
will ceuse the dosimeter to read higcner amounts of radiation than |
ectually received. Although the cuz-cs were told that these |

higher rezcings would be ente od as their actual exposures, NRC ,
{1 =s..ca::rs noted no ! ne" than normal exposures in the records |
revigws Seturity gu ar grcounterel were Tamilier with the
proper LSE end re-dxn o‘ ne pocket cosimeter,

L~ .
c. KRC Conclusion

The NRC investigation found no evidence and/or informatior to
substantizte the 2liegation.

7. Allecztion No. 7 f

2. Allegztion |

Security guards are allowed to perform securitly duties withcut
proper cleirance checks by the university. One guard who routinel,
inspecied the reactor are2 was later dismissed because he could
not get & proper clearance.

-
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KRC Findinas

NRC investicaters interviewed campus sezurity menagsrent personrel
anc detzrmined that although routine checks are performed before
& guard cazn undertzke his re;u?a- duties, an addition2] check is |
provided by the Neshinc » D.C. Pelice Department (D.C.P.D.) |
gtilizing the Nzticna) Cr*’a Informasizn Center (NCIC) computer
system. A su c*.ss.ui check by the D.C.P.D. results in 2 special
comissicn given to the officer 25 & "special oelice cfficer,” in
D.C. The licensee st2 thzt new c-ar*s 2re rot 2llgwes to
n

tb
=

3
chezk on the rezctor aﬂI?] they have received 2 special
training course § ion safety and that in most cases, the |
scheduling of this cou usyzlly &llows th e NIIC check to be
corpieted prior t0 2 guard having received the radiation safety
course and consequently prior to working near the reactor. If 2
condition is cdiscovered by the NCIC c%e:k wiich would preciucde an
individuzls empicyment 25 & setunizy cificer, the indivicual

would normally be dismissed pricr ¢0 heving se'wed as 2 guard
c:-'—‘n the rezcilor area,
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2se & guard had completed the
erforting duties within the
identified 2 c*nd1~1cn which
speciz] commission.” The guard
s cue to procedural énd administrative
area ang noct by any poor or improper
rrornan:e by the guard. Tne Jlicznsee stated that this congition
way effected the overal] security of the reactor area. The

estz::t:rs r=»'owe. the licensee's Security Plan and ot

aspecis of the licensee faciiisy and noted that t-e
instance was not in viclation of any HRC requirements or
Jirewenhs set 3' th in the CUA Security Plan and prOC°CJres.
|ne KRC investigators also noted thet cue to the size 2nd n2ture
of the reactor, the plens then in effect, were mora then commen-
surzte with any preceived threat.
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KRS Conclusion

he allegztion substantizted,
jance with res,»e:‘. to the

ion which significantly |
's overz1] security posture |

The NRC investigation, while ‘1nd1nc th
did not 1d°ﬂ.ﬁf« gny items of no rzomol
licenses's Security Flén or any c. dée
impacted on or ciminished the licensee
for the reactor.
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rerning Miss Kelly Fitzpatrick and her Tecz] counsel
# 0 register cencern sbout Certzin 2scects about the
of our reattor. I am 2itaching the stztzrent of the
ns which hive concerned Miss Fitzzatrick in her own hznd,
with the conditions she has cemznded we comely with by
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rezirs 2150 teo Dean Frankine, our University Counsel.
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You will notice in iigs fit2petrick’'s handwritﬁng thet number five
£ Seczuse Miss Fitzpetrick has ceciced to eliminate

is miesing. This 4
this in her Tist of concerns and hence this has not beep forwerdad o vou.

Sincerely, -

é—///”/;éa., 3

Eczund D. #€1legrine



205 ur Mo | ccml Wy i
,/o 55,3 : 1:5 o;.-'e g WS wporzssel o ne
v Vi o {)

. T WJers
'P\FD”""‘CN ] Sh——c@"y' Uic“lber crx “C :J};D Sgh .

iy Film prinick | Se:re,%*nry ~dispid def': fed |

.. ~. ™ ‘fé’![\’P
e & aebp  Accert gE- spny HeATs , A0 inas

5SS Tt | Signad ﬁr L AND Ssered ot W vhe OFFice
'&fr“'li or mier vnul mLe KEBRVEWRS | porred].
TENE e lNcadan" hapreved A+ The DA *’71’ Civil
‘C"ﬂ,é Shis Sy ,f,«{_':;?_.

TRyNeding 'S o
4 _!,,. PRTTNTS
STty oflfiials i W2 Ser AT ‘P“ e Ty
i - ) . ) . .-7-—""1'. ’
g R Ware =id HAnt ‘,L‘rv;’-q" Foi=D ipdienr TR Ed
4 & 3 . J
1 el Al \-IL/:"": L,f\&../"l ¥ jor . I\ICJ /;"'
o 2 . 2 1
Labdze  INZ Net S . <, 1-) g
wr clats  The asdrddd
serfp Tesoitj. TN, oNT CIAES The arciidusr
5 ] - - - joa ,
- N = = ~ 1F OF r .“:/J
sancad he badge  BGENS i B b s £ g
' “ha
Jie S £ oNZ WY TU AR e TNE TR0 .
B 7::_“' -}7'.‘.'\':‘- rL W’F‘lﬁ o " 7 J _ w
- '," J ) I( ‘

: | C)ps -4
W 3 f-;_’_{'/f'-!:f./ = be s Hﬂ_’ a\E’:u.-P‘

sl o Hhe MilMynr dw Gpom SAER
A+ N T . y\".f%\x.li‘j S [_51!/\.’0 ‘
C wight. The Mg ShA Uwearey Aw 4ir

implesssr WAS N Yhe  (Zaulr Udfes lear sy |
oA TR Lloil. TRS Was EhiSned o
i (3c'r{‘iiﬂy L,‘-’ Trsr 9 A’u\ ’:U 5‘)'- /{7)7‘j j-:,:.m * .’T""- 7 A



SLred 'RF:DIF-:{«?"NQ (PASSES (AN DASEMmE I

0f pawzhor (v EH oFfrce-

! ) g,
Shit dowh PRewcrer 1mma./ma-a/y-

J~NU&§7"'.'5R§:‘¢»'/\ £ +hese C;x.r#?__fj'as .F-,—Na. j.-,.{/
noSstble pbher S . this Would be done

wu b commitbe? pppoinded by Jhe PREWE
o / . p ) . ) y ' .
\r b~7' 1Y RXISTING (oml‘».t..’::“é?ﬂfj with BN
,%yi':’{;“-— 3}5 OTCTQ-CI.D 07’: ouy C}\CICQ-

pnrearnam'- po  fe eSvme C*Fifﬁﬁii}wr
yntl M Sec,w{%-'] o Sty procedores
AND cond! tlon s rRe P—rPF‘"O"ﬁd by
A 2 NU«CZQ:\/\ "2_'_.?%4”).-7,1/“7 Lom f"\t'.SS/b/J.

e _

v "3 /\Q»"‘ _ "‘-/ '\':ﬂ//——
ieC .- 7

] -



WASHINGTON D.C. 20084

CATHOLIC UNIVERSTY

CAIC OF THE DIRECTOR OF INFORMATION SYSTEMS AND PLANNING

= es
Septexder 28, 1979

SUBJECT: Rzdiaticn zmd Reactor Safecy

MEMO TO: Dz, Ed==mé D. Tellegzine A -

 Precidext

sesyonse T0 the exclesed statezent:

hizoent of Lve :i.'.l-c::‘es of radicactive (tritiux) thymidine

As e

was oxdered ¢n Jime 18 by T-s. Nirdene and Todhumter (Depaztsent of
2iclegy) for resez 'ch use. The material was shizped by New England
Nuclezr Corperaticn on June 20 and received (and receipted for) by
the University Racizticm Safety COfficer on Jume 21. It was wipetested
nd deliversd by T3¢ F_':"z:: Szfety Officer to Dr. Tcdhumter, Due
2O 22 exTor €3 the jart of New England Nuclear Corporaticn, a
&pliczste shizsent vas sent on July 2 and received by the Radiztien
Sefety Cfiicer e July 3. This shipment was also romtinely wipetested.
meTe wes less than €0 picocuzTies of wipable a..-n’y en beth the
ERIETE0s ANk futeTicy axdges ot iz 'acka;e ve Telow 222 12aic

estzblished bty Federzl law. The 2iation Safety GCificer advised
lezxr Corperatien of receipt ¢f the éuplicate shiprment.

.ew Exgland Nuclezr Corperstien
New England Woclezs Corporation Tegquested its retusa by collect alr

ooy 5% 229

The package vas picked vp {rex the Radiation Safety Officer by
Esery Az Freight for shiprent to New England Nuclear Cm?c-a.. :
Ssezy Alz Freighs s~.-se.'-e::.1) setusned the package to the University
cue t¢ zn ercor in the bill of lading. On this ocusica. beczuse
the Rzdiztica Safety Cfficer was tmavailable, it was delivezed to
the CiZfice of Ci=pus Secuxity accerdiag to standard procedure. It
was Teceipted for by Ms. S, Razzis, Administrative Assistant to the
Directer of Secumivy., Ms, Hasris' call to the Radiation Safery
Cfiice was tzken by D-. D. Zbezrt and at his request Ms. Haz=is
procptly Selivered tThe package to him, He placed it in the Radimed

for the Radiaticen Safety 0fficer's action. On

Szfety laderizory Sez
July 11 it was szgais picked vp by Ezery Alr Freight and shipped to

New Enzland Muclezr Corposaticn.

The L'--ve_—si:y éces not have a Dezn of Civil Engineering nor is
zhe-e a veccsé of azy zadicactive material received Dy the Civil
g“ie:"" c-z:'_:cn: éuzing the -Surer.
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THE
CATHOLIC UNIVERSTY

&

AMERICA

WASHINGTON D.C. 20064

WS
i

OF THE DIRECTOR OF DFORMATION SYSTMVS AND PLANNING
=

SUBTECT: Radizsics Safety Subcomities 0f the Cczmitzee on laberatery
Safety; Minutes of the Meeting of Ocichbes 4, 1578 N

Mesbers Presens: Dr. féward D. Jerdan, meizmen, Dr. Hall L. nnell,
Mr. Fzrcen . Yeenme, Dr. lecpeld May, M. Williaz G. Nork,
pe. Johz Todhumter

Mechers Absent: Dr. David D. Ebers, Col. E. F. Spith

Coests Fresent . Creven Franki-o, Dean, lazw Schoel & University Cr-
¥, Pichzrd C. Applegetie, Vice Fresident for Adzin & vii-..

—.e (r2ir=zs czlled the nmeeting to c-ler 2t £:50 FM in Dr. Jordan's Office
of the Executive Oifice EBuilding.
The Com=t%tes zet in order 1o analyze certailn gllegztions and desands with
respect o Tadiatica sefety 2t ehe Usiversity =ade to the Fresident of the
University, the mews zedia and urportedly to the NRC by a Ms. Kelly Fitzpairi
s s—.dezs in the School of rris § Sciences #nd forzer pari-tine ecployee in
tse (fZice of Carpus Secumiy.

~e Chaisszs provided a copy of Ms. Fitzpatrick's clai=s to each pecber
present, together with 2 coOpY of 2 peccrendus fron President Pellegrine
recuesting that Dr. Jordan imvestigate the 2llegations ané Dr. Jordan's

The Fitzperrick clzizs and D7 Jerézn's respense 1o the President setting
fo—e¥ hisc Findings im the Datter were discussed,

Iz 2he course of this cis=ussion the follewing additienal inforzatien with
respect to the fizst of Ms. Fizzpatrick's zllegations (the shippent of

g millicuries of tritivz) was provided:

accordznce with 10CFR20. 205 (p1-i1) packages cont ining no zore
ehea 10 =illicusies ef s2dicactive materizl consisting solely ef
:eiu=  need not be checked foT contzzinztion. This notwithsianding,

the package wzs checked Zor contaszinzticn as ave all incoming ship-

nencs oF sadivcectiive rezeTials.

| B

The packzge bote 3 wegsming label "Radicactive - White I in accordance
with Departzent of Transportation (DOT) wegul tions. (Accoréing to IOT,
nwehe lzbel 2lerts perscns handling packages that the package ray 5
recuire special handlin; . If the backgrouné coler. of the label is 811 |
whize, the rzdizticn is ainmiz2l 2nd nothing special is reguired for .

that package”. According to Title 28, CFR, part 173.3%§ the édcse Tate

e -



lizits for a package bearing a "Whize - I" lzbel aTe 0.5 willi-
Roentgens per hour at zny poimt on an accessible surface of the package
2né zero milli-Roentgens per hour 2t three feet froz any extemnal
surszce ¢f the package. This limit 28% of the 2 millirem per hous

e

exposure lizit for unrestricted arveas set by 10CFR20.105 (b1).)

'

L

. Wnile the practice cf having the Cifice of Cazpus Security accept
inceming packages of -zdicactive material for placezent in the Radiation
Safety Lzborztory is not an ideal soluticn because of the linmited
traizning of the guerds (provicded incident 1o thelir dutles to Inspect
the reactor rocz), it is a scluticn acceptable to the NRC.

e

beta particles with 3

4. The radi:ticn exitted by =i :
ficient tTo pevetrate any

raximee energy of 18.6 XeV wvhich is in
shipping container.

These was general concuTTence song those present shat the ideal scoluticn
to the problez of handling incoming shipments o2 radicactive material would
be the exictence of 2 centril veceiving facility on the caspus. It covld
imclude arproprizte storzge facilitles fer suck packages and the persconnel
coulé be ept informed of spproved handling Instruciions.

In a=plificetion of paragrash § of Dr. Jordan's response to Dr. Pellegrino,
= Yeeme noted that the peed for a more suiteble lccaticn for sterzge of
—ziiczetive waete stems not only froz the limited petentisl from airbermne
czdiczcsive meserizl zni comsecuent low-level comtamination of surfzces iz
sezching lzberziories (the reactor roct and the nuciear instruction
laserazeny), but alse ez the presence of fimes Z2=c= volatile hydrocarbens
(prizarily toluene in 1lquid scintillzsion paterizls) which axe toxic
cremizals even iz the 2tsence of radicactivity, A sreperly ventilsted,
secure, scle-use facility should be proviced.

M= Nesk srovided the cormittee with background inferzziion concesning the
- r » - . - - - -

previcus part-tise espleyment ol Ms, Fitzpatrick in the Office of Campus

Secusity, & position she had recently resigned to tzke zncther position.

vimc briefed the cormittee on the meeting of Ms, Fitzpatrick

Dezn Frank

and her coumsel sith President Pellegrino and on sulsequent discussions
Tatwesn himsel® zné Ms, Fitzpatrick's coumsel. He also stazed that he had
contzcted the NRC who, as of early afternoenm, Ocsober 4, haéd not received
2 corplaint in the maller.

The reeting 2fjourmed at 5:30 PM.
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Execomive Vice President
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Acting Provost
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