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NEERAS A RADIATION CONTROL PROGRAM

Attached {» our evaluation of Nebraska's raliation control piogram
and report of the fifth revievw meeting held in Lincoln on March 13-14,
1969,

Nebraska's program is adequate and current with regard to sgreament
materfals. The State's x-ray and radium inspection projrams are not
s .omplete or up-to-date as desiradle, but a balanced radiation proe-
gram will only be athieved when addit{ional funds, and consequently
acditional personnel are availadble, hopefully after July of this year,
! plan to schedule the next review meet ng with Nebraska in eight
wonth . to deterwmine the budget and ,r.poonel situation, Inspaction
accompaniments will be scheduled ir conjunction with the review
meeting,
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REPOLT C# THE FIFTH REVIEW MEETING WITH NEBRAS KA
AND EVALDATION OF THE STATE RADIATION CONTROL PROGRAM
FOR THE PERIOD SEPTEMBER 12, 1968 THROUGH MARCH 14, 1969

The fifth resulatory rev.ev meetin, with Nebraska was conducted in
Lincoln on March 13-14, 1969, The meeting agenda is shown as
Appendix A. Heinz ¢, Wilms, Director, Division of Environmental
Saiety, and H, Bilde Simnons of his staff represented Nebraska and
C. E. Borelius, Division of State ano Licensee Relations represented
the AEC, On March 14, 1969, a sumnary discussion was held with

Dr, Lynn W, Thompsor, Director of Health,

The reviev meeting was preceded by three days of accompaniments of
Mebraska inspectors. These accompaniments are the subject of a
separate aamorandum.

Sumuary &nd Conclusions

We onclude that the Nebraske Radiction Control Program {s adequate
for the protection of public health and safety from hacards dus to
agrecment materials and is compatible with the Coemission’'s programs

for like materials. This conclusion is based on the discussion of
State regulatory practices during the meeting; our evalustion of
personnal; our review of licenses, licenss files and inspection
reports; and our accompaniment of State inspectors,

The Nebrasks program {s cssentially the same as reported after the
last reviev mecting., Any significant ehange is dependent on the
budget which will remain the same until the nev fiscal year., De-
taile of the program are shown in Appendix B. The State is current
on its licensing and {mspection of agreement materiale, All x-ray
units have been surveyed at least onc time, although for almost

900 unite this was limited to a SURPAK survey. There has been no
follow-up or systematic reinspection program of x-ray units. Radium
programs aseoclated with licensed prograws have been given a cursory
inspection, but there has been no complete racium survey program io
the State, Such a program {s planned, however, The lack of a
balanced radiation control program results from budget and sassociated
personnel limitations,
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Legislative hesrings on the proposed budget had been held the weak

prior to the reviev weeting. Dr, Lyan Thompson, Director eof Health,

was optimistic with regard to the new budget. He said that for the
first time since the Radiation Control Act was passed, he felt that
sdequate funds would be available to conduct & balanced rac ation

control program. Of course, the sctual budget will not be determined

until the fiscal bill 1s passed by the legislature, probably during
May 1969,

The Nebrasks legislature recently approved an amendment to the
Radiation Contrel Act to provide for the licensing of non-sgreement
materiale used for other than wedical purpcses. It was soticipated
that the Covernor would sign the revision shortly, Non-agreesent

materiale used for medical purposes would continue to he registered
48 they are now.

Dr. L. Ticwpson, Director of Health, has submitted his resignation
to be “ffective upon replacement but not late: than June 30, 1969,

State Fesponse to Previous APT Comments

Folliwing our last review meeting, we commented to Nebraska as
follows:

1) We expressed concerv that the State staff had been reduced
to two professionals which had resulted in limited surveil-
lance over mon-agreement sources of readiation,

2) The formalization of an emergency plan was encouraged,
3) We suggested updating of the radiation control regulations.

As we were aware, the personnel situaticn remains unchanged due to
current budgetary limitacions and will “emain the same, at least

entil July 196 . Regarding the otber two items, an emargency plan
has been drafted and {e expected to be completed by June 1969, and

the revision of the radiation control reguletions will begin after
July 1969,
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Organiration

The organization {s unchanged. The radiation control program is con-
ducted vithin the Division of Eovirommental Safety., This Division is
s part of the Bureav of Environmental Yealth Services, which is one of
four bureaus reporting through the Director of Health to the State

Board of Health,

The Radiation Advisory Counci{]l advises the Board of Health with re-
gard to everall goals of the radiation control program. The council
played an active role in determining the proposed radiation control
budget for tie 1969-71 biennium which vas recently submitted. A
listing of tne council membership is shown as Appendix C,

Personnel and Program

The radistion control staff {s unchanged and is comprised of Heinz G,
Wilms, Directoy, Division of Environmental Safety, and K., Ellde
Simmons. There are no staff vacancies.

Mr. Wilms directs the overall radiation control program, evaluates
most license applicetions and conducts some inspections. Mr, Sismons
bas beeo given increased responeibilities in the area of inspection of
licensed radioactive ma erials programs having previously been limited
to x-ray inspections. He occasionally assists Mr, Wilms in evaluating
license applications and he continues to collect and count samrles in
the envirormental surveillance program,

Mr. Simmons attended a two-weex LIPHS course in Occupational Radiation
Protection during the Fall of 1968,

Mr. Wilms nas propesed, as part of his new budget request, one additional
health physicist and two x-ray technician positions., He feeles that

these persons are essential for keeping current on all registration,
licensing and inspection sctivities and for developing an educational

pr an pertaining to radiological safety, He has also requested an
industriel hygienist and a secretary to begin the occupational safety
program in Nebraska.
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Regulations

Mr. Wilms said that Nebraska regulations will likely be updoted
beginning about July 1969, The revision will reflect the change in

the Radiation Control Act (approved by the legisl.ture and awa.ting

the Covernor's signature) requiring licensing, rather than registration,
of nonmedical uses of nonagreement materials and will include certain
AEC amendments. The printing of new regulations will depend on the
svailability of funds i{n the nev budget.

Regarding recent AE"” amendments, Wilms sees no need for the three
types of broad licenses since he fuels that administratively, the
8 State can evaluate each license application and write a license
with the maximwe flexibi{lity which {s consistent with user
qualifications without incorporating the detafled criteria and
possession limits in the regulations, Wilms thought the State
would focorpcrate the general license for in vitro use of radio-
iodine, but he d'd not care for the associated registration procedure,
We diecussed the need for uniforwdty in the regulations of the states
and the AEC, Wi{lms said that each ameudment would be evaluated
further when he actually begins to update the regulations. He will
ask for a current list of all AEC amendments at that time and we will
be given an opportunity to comment on the proposed revision,

! The current Nebraska regulations include AEC ameniments effective prier
to May 2, 1966,

Licensing

License applications are usually revieved b, Heins {lms. Since
October 1, 1968, Nebraska has {ssued five new licenses and &40
amendments. All licenses are signed by Wilmes and med'cal licenses
are co-signed by the Director of Health. There is no Lacklog of
license applications. Selected license files were reviewed during
the review meeting (see Appendix D for details) and Lhese showed

that adequate information is received to authorize the license issued.
Of special interest was a license {esued to U. 5. Nuclear Corporation
for the "one-time" {nstallation of a source in a *eletherapy unit at
the University of Nebraska. A Health Department ropresentative was
required to be present at the time of installatica.
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The State's Registration and Licensing Commitiee -- & part of the
Radistion Advisory Council -- acted on and approved one nonroutine
medical use of isotopes, 1-131 for cisternography. A research pro-
tocol accompanied tbe application and the approval was for a limited
auaber of cases to be followed by a report of the results to the
State. This Committee hae also decided to continue to license wercury
203 for kidney scans on & routine basie. Other than this item, the
eedical licensing procedures of Nebraska ' ° the same as those of

the AEC.

Jospection

Since October 1, 1968, 26 licensed prcgrams have been inspected, All
licensees are inspected at least once each two yuars und industrial
radiographers and broad licensees are fnspected annually., Based oo
this schedule, Nebrasks is current in its inspection of agreement
materials. Mr, Simmons who previously inspected only x-ray machines,
{s now conducting materials inspecticus along with Wilms,

A report is written to document inspection findings., Wilms reviews
all reports written by Simmons. A review of selected inspection
reports showed that adequate information is being recorded to Jocument
{nspection findings and to substantiate items of noncompliance, (De-
tails regerding this reviev are shown in Appendix E).

The three days prior to the review meeting were used for the accom
paniment of Wilms and Simmons during inspections. Wilms was par-
ticularly impressive im his methods and coverage of the licensed
programs. Simmons touched on all essential areas, but he did not

go Into enough depth in all areas to gain a complete understanding

and his inspection techniques could be improved considerably., Be-
cause of this, about two hours of the review mecting time was spent
discussing Simmons' inspections and, in general, inspection techniques.
The details of the accompaniments and related discussions are given

in & separate memorandum.



Enforcement

For minor items of noncompliance the State uses Form NRH-10 (comparabdle
to AEC Form-591). A letter {s written if there sre otner item: of
noncomp liance or {f there are additional suggestions or Commenl e,

Mr. Wilms said he is writing wore letters lately because there 1is
usually some phase of the program he wishes to comment om, &nd also

he feels that a personal letter helps to establish a bekter pro-
fessional rapport with licensees.

The iicensee is required te reply to an enforcement letter within
30 days for significent noncompliance items. The files showed that
the letters clearly identify the {tem(s) of noncompliance and that
adequate replies have been received,

Nonagreement Sources of Radiation
An swendment to the Nebraska Radiation Control Act to license non-
sgreement radiosctive waterials used for other than medical purposes
had been approved by the legislature and was awaiting the Governor's
signature, Oume significant change that will result frow this amend-
wment will be the State's licensure of Notifier Corporation, manu-
facturer of fire detection devices containing radium, (This company
is now registered in Nebraska and licensed by Kansas for the manu-
facture and distribution of fire detectors.)

As of June 30, 1968, there were 2032 x-ray units registered at about
1400 locations. About 900 dental unita have been surveyed only by

the SURPAK procedure while each of the other units has been physizally
inspected and surveyed, A followup and reinspection program of all
x-ray machines is scheduled to begin after July 1969. 1Its fruition

{s dependent on & budget increase and the Riring of at least one

(and hopefully two) x-ray technicians.

The State sent questioraires to about 140 schools regarding their
possession and use of x-ray machines and fluoroscopic devices. After
receiving the responses, 60 schools were inspected. Two shoe fitling
fluoroscopes (not being used) and several x-ray tubes, some ur nielded,
were found, Advice was given on safe usage of x-rays where in.icated,
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Appendix Subject
A Meeting Agenda

Detailed Questions and Answers
C Radiation Advisory Cour.{l
D License File Review

E Inspection File Revies
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! REVIEW MEETTINGS

A. Persoanel and Training

) ('Lain & copy of the urrent organization clart,

—— . e et

The rganization is the same as that shown as Appendix E to the
report of the fourth regulatory r views meeting
: e, Wt 1: reces are specifically assiymec to
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etc., act ‘ Avitice?
H, Wilm M«' dles the overall program administration, f{csues m st
i f the licenses and performs soms inspections E. Siom NS perioyms
x-ray and materials inspections and environmental surveillance
' ARCTIVIL 1l¢
3. Irfvm“:ux"'._l__}ﬁ\f‘rhfnrvf‘.,‘h’_ personnrl in the radiat ion control
grosrami
for these pers 00 A0 the
] Tellation control program?

[here are no nev personnel and there are no vacancies

&, Have any o.‘_‘\ /OUY personne. ional trainis
since the last W&.ing? 4 ne i'.:‘.\x"m..

e the nature of the course and the duretion of tro cCourse.
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Simuons attended the 2-woek PHS course ak,x-,'n:“mal Radiation

&
. ’ "n 4 - . . .11
Protection' during the Fall of 1968
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9. Have there beern any chanmes in assignmont of
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B. licensing Activities

le k’. o evaluates Hcvsc_y"licmims and who approves the

: us,a ce of & licer ise?
Heinz Wilis with some assistance from Simmons, W¥Wilms signs

all licenses and medical licenses are co-signed by the Director

of Health,
Do you have & licensing backlog? If 30, how many and wvhy?

P o e e—————

(or registered)? How
pr 00 vdu-vs for redium

ers are ubnurcd There is no evaluation

All h. whn radiur
registration certificate 18 issued,

of the program before a

how do you
s L1L EBAS L 1 Sl
app ‘..::.5 > visit A}Q"m ximtely

J‘:*’L‘l visits e Y .“do sincc the

are condu d when necessary to gain a
4

mplete ing of planned activity.
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Have veu instituted anv vew procedures for evelmatin
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Have you devel m'v*d 1 any licensir - guides? If so, ve

y\l"d lik(‘ tc m\e

files, ircluding license applications,

{or}uic ingpec t;p_r._._

-

hmt is the total number of registrants? Do you feel all

\d{ation-producing machines have been registered!
As .k June 30, 1968, the fellowing mechines were registered at
about 1400 separate ins.allations: Dental 978
Medical 1030

Industrial__ 24

o SR e e e
et e $

Total 2032
stimates that this represents 95% of the units in

vation f Me j‘ al Uses

e e———

To vhat extent do you use vour medical uiso:‘x comnittee

_»,n_nvl_\.g:x.:_}’r; ajplications for medica »-wh..i‘f of m\..m_.__.‘gi"e
umm current list cf menbers and their
n.’!iliatims. The Registration & Licensure Committee of the
Radiation Advisory Council consists of M.D. Frazer, H D.(radiology);
H.B.Hunt, M.D., (radiology); H.L Papenfuss, M,D (;at? logy) ; and
i.J.Wegener, D.D.S, The comrittee evaluated one nonioutine use:
l or cisternography,

use your :v“‘*ai adviso ry cowml tce as a committee

e s A g+ e gt e e e 2 PSR s S mm—

Yy Ou cuAm*. with memdbers individ
: . —

tion is sent to each member individually. If there is
of individual opinions, the entire committee would
l gimi) tc that reguired

———— e o

n.dical use Are
for
\ . e e
o 2O JOu .egquire report
rec alts C. |

searct P:‘:'C LS [ requl
are reviewed
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nt lave you issued t"nrd pr.uizal licer ee'.' Do

. ‘X - |
Shtharbuthy . — ————— o S——

€ XA .L.xc- the califications of members of the is. X

toe_anc their procedures f L-’.“:_j' roving rev uses and

_Lou reﬂm such ¢1co..93-_5__to repors ngv__uoel
resuits of these mtudies tc you periodicaliy?

new broad medical licenses have been issued. The only suct

icense in the State is the University of Nobraska

D, (‘gnr'\‘ fance Activities

1. What is your inspectior werkload in teormo of man-days per

s

month or per u; ug: of time spent on agreemen nt_ c*.;.nrml

i v o,

inspections?

Inspection workload for agreement materiale wae estimated

to be 100 man-days per vyear,

1nc'xﬂt‘.or. workload current r - av® here gverdue

 mm— g 7 W e, v T —————— -

10‘ 87 If there are ow";iue i 8T

_.J_ e e 8 S~ P S— e

are there and wnat typed

Inspection of licensess is current,

How do you determine inspection fregue

e Y BN B

8y Ein‘.\.lc.Jt

1(:5;:\11ur\ frequencies are:
Broad licenses and industrial radio, rap!t

Other specific licensees -~ 24 month:

nnounced vs. unannhounced

-




Ca“.\_ ou estimate the
specting
Inepecting s

typicsl rvdiographer

private practitioner

- i —

.mpdical institution -

university =

R

T inspectors normally earry

What type of instruments do you
(RESEivEEE o S e e et S S St T e .
on_insj on vieits? What types of surve,s do you mak
dlxrin.A a.f)_‘_i_x_:fs"-‘.":ttion? Wolac CM meters are carried on every
alpha detectors,
Some

inspect Other appropriate instrumer {.€
R-meters, etc.) are taken special surveys,
irveys are made cduring each inspectior

Do you write an internal report for all inspections? Hov are

such reporis processed including supervisory review?

v e

Reports are writter

for each inspection Simmons' reports

4

148,

are reviewed by W

rn ) . - ~ o~ 1%, A T | ”~
level of management do vou orally discuss ins»ection
- - @ iy e el e s v cer— e A s 5 S et St -l e A S

ble management, Inspector determines

a

for corrective
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Have you noted any licensees who are in apparent nonco mpliance
ulth ARC reg xlat ons? 1f 80, ve vould appre rmtc lcur no'it_}__i_ﬁg

our Regmmn Cazpliance office of such occasions.
1f any were noted, CO would be contacted.

Do you inspect out-of-state firms licensed by your or vorking
under reciprocity in your state?

Have not inspected any,

Have all radium users in the state been inspected? What

P_gm‘cm of “these users are in compliance! Some radium users who
have b);x-:.at miterial have been inspected, although not in dept
Six other radium facilities have been 1ns;c<(od on request Nebr
is planning to complete a radium inspection program tc begin this
spring, Will include leak tests and physical r1aciation surveys

What rce..ume of the registrants in the state have been
Tnepected? What percent of the medical, cnml and industrial
users are in complianc ce All registered x-ray units have been
iunp(\te\ once, Only about 100 dental unite were physically
surveyed on request, Other dental surveys were by use of SURPAK
No follow-up inspections were made so the perceut in compliance
not been determined, A resurvey of all x-ray units i scheduled
begin July 1969, provided the budget allows for additional staff
members,

}

Describe your compliance enforceument procedures. Do you
follow a system sizilar to the AEC'e 591, S92 formal report

svetem! Nebraska Form NRH-10 (comparable to AEC Form -591) is
used r minor noncompliance. Letters are written for all other

%
where the form does not apply or if the State wishes

on other items
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tiocn systezs and need for bl
These items are discussed during t? € inepection and included
in the letter to the licensee,

hat has been the
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Letters to which acequate replies have been received,

course of ec > You followi sigr cant compliance is
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found, a reply s;-(-ui'»zng corrective action i{s requested within
JO days, Wilms and Simmons (1f he did the ingpection) determine
the adequacy If the response {s inadequate, Wilms would call
the licensee to identify the problem and have the licensee

submit additional information
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Incidents and Inves tigations

1. Please de.cribe any incicents and overexposures which

currec gince the last meeting, What wag the

~ s

extent of Lhe investigation conducted 4in these cases!?

None

Hov do your technigues for investigations differ from

our inepe on technigues

Pt )

l)‘
‘

Not asked

e e 0 ety e+ e e e ot S R 7o

Do you have nl)'f“.i“\_‘ on recuiring licensees tO make & press
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an incident has occurred?

would be made through the office of the Direc

laboratory Treilities and Services
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obtain “:ﬁ\_"i mmediste resul 1te"

Do you,

—- .l...-.. s - - - -e -
$ -] [E > AAW
You, have the capsb: ,‘ ;

samples wvnich Jou Bignt

[eumas e e v o o

Yes

If n¢ 0 ) vou arrange to have unusual types of

L -+ - il o - A4 e S L.

l : of Nebraska ha s liquid scintillati

BA ‘.05 &'J&A\Z(‘L17 University
¢ available¢ Any other unusual samples would be sent

ratory for analysis,

State s

Emergency

ing to emerge ncies?

A plan exists whereby the H.valt De .~4sx:m¢.:t would respond to
n of the plan is curi ntly in

Do you have & formal plan for respond

ey iy

emergencies \ melization of tl
jraft arn s expected to be finalized by June 1969,

on
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1. Wnat prblems have you encounts

recognition of licenses!

Radium fire detection units menfuactured by Notifier Corp, in
Nebraska, but licensed by Kansas, have not been recognized by
4l]! other states as exempt items,

. ——————— - o —— - 5 —————— S—F 18 b e

'k“ we are not nva'*(- we would lun 10 receive a cop
4

S v e v v e e+ B e R E——.

‘:> mul ation sheetes prepered for bmh dtems,

Hove you (_'\_ﬂht{}tl‘d any nev sealed sources or d»-vir‘ef of

How do you use your tcﬂc, cal adviscry committee (other

s et e+ e et e s

thai medieal] in your prog
The ’\(\x!l(\\,»" Advisory ('urr".ru».- helps to establish general
goals for the radiation control program and assisted in the
budget proposal which was submitted to the legislature for the

196971 Biennfum,

M wl 18 your budget for the current fiscal year?

e e . ' A 451 G N g

creage or decrease in budget allotted

ne-year budget has been proposed

I8 ¢ { o\ ‘..~.- o S ey
DO vou receive funds from PHS e t, or other sources?

e e ————————— .‘._A.‘. IS A o b 1AL

This year $20,000 is being received IY\T' PHS

At 4

[ SRS

will




RADIATION ADVISORY COUNCIL

Rubert J, Wegener, D.D.S,, * Cha{rman
Herman M., Knoche, Ph
Maurice D, Frazer, M,
Howard B, Hunt. M.D,
Rarlen L., Papenfuss,
Emerson Jones, Ph.D,

Norman F. Svoboda, D.S

Richard Wilson

Ben Zerser

stration and Licensure Committec
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LICENSE FILE REVI1EW

U. §. Ruclear Corporation
Burbank, Califorvia

The University of Nebraska had applied for a license for a nevw TEM
Mobaltron BC teletherapy unit and as a part of the appiicet: n,
advised the State the U. S, Nuclear Corporation would {nai2li the
source, The University had deen advised by USNC that the AEC had
already licensed them to {nstall sources into this unit and that the
installation in Nebrasksa could be pe.formed under reciprocity. Wilms
checked with our office and was informed that USNC was not licensed

by AEC for installation of this source,

e -t

3 f%

On 2/4/69 Wilme wrote USNC and advised that t ¢ company must be
authorized by Nebraska to make the source ins-sllation, He specified

that the application for such a license wust include:

-

1) Complete instructions on cthe instaliation procedure;

2) Names and qualifications of individuals performing the
installation;

3) Names of the person responsible for safety during the
installation; and

4) A description of health physics survey and monitoring
aquipment to be used,

An application dated 2/13/69 was submitted by U.S. Nuclear. The
application responded adequately to each of the points raised in
Wilm's letter., A license vas issued on 2/19/69 which authoriged

the loading of this source. One license condition clarified that
thie was & "one-time only" license and another condition required
notification hree days before {nstallation and that a representative
of the Healt'. Department must be present during the installation.
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Creighton University
Department of Pathology
Omahs, Nebraska

Ao applicetion vas subaitted on 10/21/08 requesting emall quantities
of 1-125, 1-131, Cr-51, Fe-59, Na-24, K-42 and Co 5) for various
laboratery and disgnostic medical proceduies, The application des-
cribed {n detail the pruposed uses, personnel qualifications, {n-
strus atation, personnel monitoring, waste disposal, and instructions
to employees, Signed preceptor statements were attached showing the
experience of the applicart for wmedical uses. The license was {ssued

on 10/31/68,

Radiology Consultants
2515 South 90th Streel
Omaha, Nebraska

The licensee requested on 1/6/69 ¢t & addition to the license of
specified Nefeler Mo99-Tc9%m generators. The licensee wished te

use Tc¢ 9% pertechnetate for braitr cams., The application specified
that the eluate would contain less chan 1 uCi Mo 99 per mCi Tc 9%
and less that 5 uCi Mo 9%m per dose. Also, the manufacturer's fo-
structions would be followed for detection of wmolybdenum breakthrough,
the assay for the eluate and radiation protection of personnel, The
license was iseued on 1/23/69, The authorized generstors were
specified on the license,
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INSPECTION FILE REVIEW

Midland Lutheren College
Physics Department
Fremont, Nebraska

An inspection of thiv licensee wag conducted on 11/°5/68 by B, Ellis
Simpons, The licensee peeseosed & 112 gn PuBe neutron source. The
report was brief but adequate. 1t covered the use and v*irs, surveys,
leek test results, and physical facilities.

Tvo items of noncompliance poted were that leak tests had not been
conducted within 6 month {ntervals and the storage container vas not
properly labeled. A letter setting forth these items was sent out
on 11/26/68 and an adequate reply was received on 12/13/68,

Radiology Conseltante
2515 South 90th Streat
Omaha, Nebrasks

Mr. H., B, Simmons conducted an {nspection of this licensee on 11/4/68.,
The licensee conducted a moderately active program of routine diag~
nostic and therapeutic procedures.

The inspection report wes quite brief, but did comment on all pertinent
areas in the program. The ouly item of noncompliance was that no ve=
cords had been maintained showing the results of laboratory surveys.

A Form NHR-10 showing this item was {ssued at the time of the inspection,

Dougles County Hospital
4102 Woolworth Avenue
Cwaha, Nebraska

This licensee was inspected 11/1/68 by Mr, Simmons. The report
adequately described the scope of the program, orsanization, users
and user training, procurement procedures, surveys, personnel
monitoring, facilities and discussion with management, No item of
noncompliance was noted,
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Rockwell Manufacturing Company
Kearny, Nebraska

This industrial radiography licensee was inspected by H, G. Wilms

on 2/3/6Y. The report summar{sed noncompliance {tems found during
the previous inspection &nd the corrective action that had been
taken by the licensee. The report then commented on all appropriace
phieses of the radiography program., The paragraph on mansgenent
discussion showed that no item of noncompliance was noted, but Wilmes
suggested that the licensee may wish to obtain additional pocket
dosimeters for back-up use in case of failure of the ones currently
being used,

Donald F, Monty, M.D,
Western Nebraska Ceneral Hospital
Scottsbluff, Nebraska

This routine wedi{cal diagnostic and therapeutic progran was inspected
by H., C. Wilms on 2/6/69. The report was informative and complete in
6.l respecte, Two items of noncompliance were properly substantiated
in the report, These items, over possession of jodinated human serus
albumin and macroaggregated radioiodine and the failure to maintain
Survey records, were brought to the licensee's attention during the
inspection and by letter dated 2/18/66. The licensee's reply of
2/20/69 requested an increased posseseion limit and said that survey
records would be maiucained., The increased possession limit was given
by license amendment on 3/3/69,




