


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

U.8. ARMY MEDICAL DEPARTMENT ACTIVITY
FORT CARSON, COLORADO 80913-5101

REPLY 10
ATTENTION OF

November 8, 1800

U.8. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
ATTN: Document Control Desk
Washingten, D.C, 20888

Qentlemen:

In regponse to your Notice of Violation; License: 05-26854-01,
Docket: 3020834/00-01, resulting from the Radiation Safety Inspection
on September 13, 1990, we have taken steps ‘o correct the violations noted.
1 appreciate the professionalism of your ingpectors and the courtesy
they extended to my staff.

Reference paragraph A of the violation notice: The Radiation Safety
Program review by the Radiation Safety Committee had not been conducted for
1988 and 1989 due to an oversight by the Radiation Safety Officers at the
time and an oversight by the Radiation Safety Committee. As a result, annual
program reviews for 1988 and also 1989 have been conducted, documented and
reviewed by the Radiation Safety Committee. For each year, the Committee
reviewed summaries of the foilowing documentation to include identifying 2
trends, problem areas and good things. Radiation Safety Committee Minutes,
training records, survey f{requency and results, personnel occupational
radiation exposure records, incidents, leak tests and source accountability
were roviewesd., Problem areas identified or acticns mequiring attention will
be addressed and tracked by our current Radiation Safety Committee.

The requirement to cocnduct an annual Radiation Safety Program review Is )
currently written into our hospital regulation on radiation safety and also in
our management commitment to maintain doses as low as reagonably
achievable (ALARA). We shall ensure the policies and procedures are adherad
to in the future, and will schedule our program audits annually in the quarter
following the clogse of the calendar year.

Reference paragraph B of the violation notice: Leak tests for cur
radiation sealed sources noted had not been performed as indicated due to an !
overgight of the radiation safety officers at those times. The problem was
identified by our Committee in September 19080 and the gources have gince been <
leaked tested in September 1089, March 1980 and September 1000 and have not o
been found to be leaking at each testing. We currently have an automated
listing of all our gezled sources and a controlled materials document register ¢
card system that has aided in source accountability and leak test scheduling.
We do not foresee any problems in this area in the future.
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Reference paragraph C of the violation notice: The calculations to
determine the amount of time needed to reduce the concentration of Xenon-133
in the room to the occupational limit was not caiculated in the past due to an
oversight of the radiation safety officers. We currently have calculated the =
time required for evacuation of Xenon-133 fromw the room and have posted the &
time at the door. The airflow measurements and time for evacuation will be
re~evaluated gsemiannually. This requirement will also be scheduled on our
magter annual calendar for the Radiation Safety Program,
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Sincerely,
A
S-QK.LN
n §. Parker
Colonel, U.S. Army
Commanding

Copy Furnished:

U,8. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Region IV, 611 Ryan Plaza Drive,
Suite 1000, Arlington, Texas 76011






Department of the Army »2e

In accordance with 10 CFR 2.790 of the Commission's regulations, a copy of this
letter, the enclosures, and your respense to this letter will be placea in the
NRC Public Document Room,

The response directed by this letter and the accompanying Notice is not subject
to the clearance procedures of the Office of Management and Budget as required
by the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, PL 96-511.

Shouid you have any guestions concerning this letter, we will be pleased to
discuss them with you.

Sincerely,

Qriging' *

A. Bi1l Beach, Director
Division of Radiation Safety
and Safeguards

Enclosure:
Appendix = Notice of Violation

¢c!
Colorado Radiation Control Program Director

bee:
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20555 with a copy to the Regional Administrator, Region IV, within 30 days of
the date of the ietter transmitting this Notice of Violation (Notice). This
reply should be clearly marked as a "Reply to a Notice of Vielation" ang should
include for each violation: (1) the reason for the violation, or, if
contested, the basis for disputing the violatiun, (2) the corrective steps that
have been taken and the results achieved, (3) the corrective steps that will be
taken to avoid further violations, and (4) the date when full compliance will
be achieved. If an acequate reply is rot received within the time specified in
this Notice, an order may be ssued to show cause why the license should rot be
modified, suspended, or revoked, or why such other action as may be proper
should not be taken, where good cause 1s shown, consideration will be given to
extending the response time. Under the authority of Section 182 of the Act,

42 U.S5.C, 2232, this response shall be submitted under cath or affirmation.

Dated at Arlington, Texas
this 15th day of October 1990



