
-

'- c. Docket No.1 030-30870 Board Notification 91-03
,_.; February 7,:1991

* MEMORANDUM FOR:-- Atomic Safety and Licensing Board-

and A11' Interested Parties

FROM:- _ John E. Glenn, Chief
Medical. Academic, and Commercial

Use Safety Branch
Division of Industrial and-

Medical Nuclear Safety, HMSS j

SUBJECT:- NEW INFORMATION POTENTIALLY RELEVANT AND MATERIAL TO BOARD
PROCEEDING IN THE MATTER OF FEWELL GE0 TECHNICAL ENGINEERING,
LTD. (ASLBP NO. 91-629-01-0M)-

In conformance with the Comission's policy on notification of Licensing

-Boards!and the Commission of-new, relevant, and material information, this

imemorandum calls attention to a Notice of Violation and Proposed imposition

-of' Civil Penalty sent to fewell Geotechnical Engineering, Ltd. The enclosed I

documents are being brought to the-attention of the Licensing Board because

they contain information which may be relevant and material to issues pending

before the Board.

krisuuA signed pyr {
;

John E.. Glenn, Chief
Medical, Academic, and Commercial

Use Safety Branch a
Division of Industrial and ;

- Medical Nuclear Safety, HMSS ,

Enclosure: -
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Fewell Geotechnical Engineering, Ltd.
ATTN: Mr. Richard B. Fewell

President
96-1416 Waihona Place
Pearl City, Hawaii

Dear Sir:

SUBJECT: NOTICE OF VIOLATION AND PROPOSED IMPOSITION OF CIVIL PENALTIES -
$20,000 (NRC INSPECTION REPORT NOS. 90 01 AND 90-02)

This letter refers to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) inspection
conducted by Inspectors Beth Riedlinger and Robert Pate on October 4,1990,
and to a followup NRC inspection by Inspector David O. Skov and Investigator
Philip-Joukoff between October 23 and November 8, 1990. The inspections
examined the activities authorized by License No. 53-23288-01 as they relate
to radiation safety and to compliance with NRC regulations and the conditionsof your license.

Both insoections identified numerous failures to comM y with NRC requirements.
The October 4, 1990 inspection identified nine apparent violations documented
in Inspection Report 90 01, and sent to you on October 25, 1990, thefollowup

. NRC inspection" included a special field inspection of your licensed activities
at temporary radiography-job sites on October 23 and 25 1990 at-CampbellIndustrial Park, Hawaii. Duringthisfollow-upinspectIon NRC inspectors
identified nine additional apparent violations, documented,in Inspection

.Report 90 02,3sent to you by letter dated November 16, 1990. ?

On November 20, 1990, an enforcement conference was held with you to discuss
the violations their causes
conference, you, d'' not dispu,- and your corrective actions.At the enforcement

te the inspection findings and you acknowledged
theneedforincreasedmanagementattentiontoyourradiationsafetyprogram.-

During the conference, you proposed to implement an independent audit program
to more effectively monitor your licensed operations.

Some of the violations appear to have been willfully committed by one of your
radiographers
the radiogra , and represented a significant threat to the health and safety of
the aublic. pher, helper personnel assisting the radiographer and members of

BecauseoftheapparentwillfulviolationsandNkC'sconcernfor-
thelea'thandsafetyofradiographypersonnelandthepublic,animmediatel
effective NRC Order Modifying uicense was issued to you on November 2, 1990.y
The-Order prohibited your utilization of this employee as a radiographer,
radiographer's assistant or helper in licensed activities for three years. OnOctober 26, 1990, prior to issuance of the Order, based on a telephone conver-
sation with the NRC you had voluntaril
radiographerfromlIcense,dactivities.yagreedtotemporarilyremovethe

CERTIFIED MAIL
RtluMN Ntct1PT REQUESTED ,cjj g 7 g 3 O M L s
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Fewell Geotechnical -2-.

Engineering, Ltd.

The violations which are described in the enclosed Notice of Violation andProposedImposItionofCivilPenalties,includetheradio

source in the shielded position after each source expo (1) grapher's providingfalse information to NRC personnel, and failures to: secure the radiographic.

device radiation surveys to ensure that the source had been (2) conduct exposure
sure;

returned to its
shielded position after radiographic exposures' (3) rope off any portion of the
restricted area boundary postappropriateradIationwarningsi
thatboundary,andconspIcuously)ostthehighradiationarea;gnsformostof
instrument surveys to establish tie radiation boundary (5) prev (4) conductent entry into
the restricted area of individuals other than radiograp;hers and radiographer'sassistantslabels;(7$'c(6)labelashippingcontainerwithrequired" Radioactive

i
category 1

heck a pocket dosimeter for exposure after each radiographic expo-sure; (8
radiograp)her's performance at three month intervalsaudit the radiation safety program once every six months; (9) audit a10) check pocket dosimeters
bration; (12) document pocket doslee(1)) maintain rec;o(ds of survey meter cali-for correct response to radiation * r

ter readings; (13) maintain records of

sealedsourcephy(15)maintainregul're(dutilizationlocs'and(16)submittothe14)maintainarecordofanexposuredevice
sical inventories

storage survey- i

NRC a report of occupational radiation exposures for 1959. The large number
!

and type of violations demonstrate the lack of effective management control of
,

'

your radiation safety program.

The violation in Section 1 of the enclosed Notice occurred on October 25 and
November 1,1990, when your radiographer repeatedly provided false information
to NRC personnel concerning his actions during the operations of October 23 and
25, 1990. :

The radiographer stated that he had complied with NRC requirements
(and demonstrated the procedures he purportedly used) for securing the source
in the fully shielded position after each exposure, for conducting surveys to
assure that the source had been retracted to its fully shielded position, and
for preventing the entry of unauthorized personnel into the restricted area,

. when in fact the radiographer had not complied with these requirements. ,

i

!

't.fcansees must be accurate and forthright in providing information to the NRC
if the NRC is to ensure that licensed materials do not endanger aublic healthand safety. iThis-is particularly important in radiography, in w1ich licensee
personnel work at sites where operations are difficult to monitor but have the
potential to harm unwary bystanders as well as radiography personnel. Licensee
managers and the NRC must be able to trust licensee employees when they report i

they have complied with requirements designed to protect the public health and
safety. Thus licensees must insist that their employees be scru'aulously
accurate in-completing required records and in communicating wit 1 the NRC.
Therefore, based-on the willfulness of this violation and on the number of
examplesSection[andinaccordancewiththeEnforcementPolicy,theviolationin

,

1has been classified as a Severity Level II violation.

The numerous violations in Section II of the enclosed Notice demonstrate a
significant lack of adequate management attention to, and oversight of, your l

licensed activities. The radiographer employee who was responsible for certain
iof the~ violations during field radiography on October 23 and 25 1990,si(nifi-
!cantly degraded radiation safety and directly threatened public, health anc safety,
{

l

- - _ . - _ _ _ -
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Few11 Geotechnical -3-.

-Engineering, Ltd.

including his own. Moreover as noted above, several of the violations committed
by the radiographer were willful in that he repeatedly failed to' comply withrequirements of which he was well aware. However as the licensee, you are inpart responsible for these actions. TheseviolatIonsmighthavebeenprevented
had you addressed the concerns NRC representatives discussed with you in an
October 4 1990 meeting (attendedbyyou your RSO andtheradiorapher).
thatmeetIngNRCstressedtheneedforin,creasedma,nagementattenkiontotheDuring
radiation safety program to ensure compliance with Commission requirements. Not-
withstanding this discussion, you apparently failed to act to correct this situation,
implicitly signslling to your personnel that they were free to perform licensed
activities without fear of management oversight. The most significant violations
occurred following the October 4 meeting.
be classified at Severity levels III, IV and V. Individually, these violations wouldHowever taken together with
theelementsofwi11fulnessandlackofmanagementoversIght,theyconstItuteavery significant regulatory concern. Therefore, in accordance with th, " General
Statement of Policy and Procedure for NRC Enforcement Actions" (EnforcementPolicy) 10 CFR Part 2 Appendix C (1990), the viol 6itions in Section II have been
classified in the aggr,egate as a Severity Level-II problem.

In your letter of December 17 1990, you indicated that you will engage an
oversee the program. ysics con,sultant to perform audits of operations andindependent health ph

In addition, you stated that you are reviewing your
operating procedures and will submit modified procedures in a request for
license amendment.

To emphasize the importance of complyins, with license and regulatory
requirements, and of ensuring management oversight.of the licensed program,
I have been authorized, after consultation with the Oirector, Office of
Enforcement, and the Deputy Executive Director for Nuclear Materials Safety,
Safeguards, and Operations Support, to issue the enclosed Notice of Violation
and Proposed Imposition of Civil Penalties (Notice) in the amount of $20,000
for the violations described in Sections I and II of the enclosed Notice.
The escalation and mitigation factors in the Enforcement Policy were considered.
The base value of a civil penalty for a Severity Level II violation is.58 000.
Noadjustment.wasconsideredappropriatefortheSeverityLevelIIviolatIonin
Section I of the Notice. The )ase civil penalty for the violations in Section IIwas increased by 50 sorcent because all of the violations were NRC-identified,although they could lave been discovered by you. Theotheradjustmentfactors
in-the Policy were considered and no further adjustment to the base civil
penalties is considered appropriate.

You are required to respond to this lette c..id should follow the instructions
specified in the enclosed Notice when preparing your response. In your
response, you should document the specific actions taken and any additionalactions you plan to prevent recurrence. In addition, your response should
describe the changes and actions that have been or will be inplemented in your
management oversight to ensure that licensed activities are conducted in
accordance with your license and NRC regulatory requirements. After reviewing
your response to this Notice, including your proposed corrective actions and

L ~
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Fewell Geotechnical -4-
Engineering,Itd.

the results of future inspections, the NRC will determine whethen further NRC
enforcement action is necessary to ensure compliance with N90 regulatory-requirements.

-

In accordance with 10 CFR 2.790 of the NRC's " holes of Practice," a copy of tnis
letter and its enclosure will be placed in the NRC Public Document Room.

The responses directed by this letter and the enclosed Notice are not subject to
the citarance arocedures of the Office of Management and Budget as required bythe Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, Pub. L. 96-511.

Sincere y,
,

s

kWY
o n B. Martin

Regional Administrator

Enclosure:
Notice of Violation and Proposed

Imposition of Civil Penalties
e

_ -- - _ - - _ _ .-
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NOTICE OF VIOLATION
i

AND

PROPOSED IMPOSITION OF CIVIL PENALTIES

Fewell Geotechnical Engineering, Ltd. Docket No. 03h-30870 iPearl City, Hawaii License No. 53 23288 01 i

EA 90-196 |

During NRC inspections conducted on October 4, 1990 and from October 23 to
November 8 1990 violations of NRC requirements were identified. In accordance I

i

with the "deneral Statement of Policy and Procedure for NRC Enforcement Actions,"
10 CFR.Part 2, Appendix C 1990), the Nuclear Regulatory Commission proposes to
impose civil penalties pur(suant to Section 234 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954,

1

i

as amended (Act)Ivil, penalties ar,e set forth below:42 U.S.C. 2282 and 10 CFR 2.205. The particular violations
and associated c

1. Incomplete and Inaccurate Information

10 CFR 30.Ma) licensees,shall be complete and accurate in all material
requires in part, that information provided to the

Commission by
respects.

Contrary to the above, when interviewed by NRC personnel on October 25
and November 1, 1990 a licensee radiographer provided false information
to NRC personnel as e,videnced by the following examples:

A. -By stating that he never allowed any other persons inside the -

restricted area while a source was exposed during radiographic
operations on October 23, 1990

atapipeline{obsiteinCampbellIndustrial Park (CIP), Hawaii. Contrary to t e radiographer s state-
ment,.during licensed radiogra)hy on October 23, 1990 attheCIPjobsite NRiridlumCpersonnelobservedtieradiographerex)osinga54 curie

192 source while two helpers and four otler non-radiographer
personnel entered the 2 mR/hr bounded restricted area. Although five
of the unauthorized personnel were in direct view of the radiographer,
the radiographer made no effort to
personnel into the restricted area, prevent entry of the unauthorizedor to warn personr.el to
ima.ediately_ leave the area, or to retract the exposed source.

B.- By stating that and by de:11onstrating how he had locked the source in
the shielded position of the exposure device between source exposures
during radiography on October 25, 1990 attheCIPjobsite. Contrary
to the radiographer's statement and demonstration, during licensed
radiography _on October 25, 1990 attheCIPjobsite,NRCpersonnel
observed that the radiographer had repeatedly failed to lock or
secure the sealed source in the shielded position of the exposure
device after returning the source to that position.

C. By stating that and by demonstrating how he had carried a survey meter
and always conducted surveys of the exposure device and source guide
tube during radiography on October 23 and 25, 1990 attheCIP-jobsite.
Contrary to the radiographer's statement, during licensed radiography
on October 23 and 25, 1990 at the CIP job site, NRC personnel observed

,, f{ p 1! 3 O W5 -

_
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Notice of Violation -2-

that the radiographer had repeatedly failed to c,irry a survey meter
and survey the exposure device and guide tube to determine that the
source was returned to its shicided position inside the exposure
device after each of several source exposures..

These statements were material in that they related directly to compliance
with NRC requirements.

This is a Severity Level II violation (Supplement VII).
Oivil Penalty - 58,000.

!!. Radiation Safety Violations

A. License Condition 15 requires in part that the licensee conduct its

programinaccordancewiththestatements, representations $88and
p"rocedures included in-the application dated October 24 1
( Application") and letter dated January 13,1989(" Application
Letter"),

1.
SectionIV,(" Paragraph 2.5,oftheOperatingandEmergencyProcedures 0EP ), included with the Application and the
Application Letter, requires licensee personnel to conduct a
surveytoestablishthe2mR/hrradiation(restrictedarea)
boundary at the start of each radiographic operation.-

Contrary to the above, at the time of the inspection on
October 25, 1990, a licensee radiographer failed to conduct
radiation surveys to establish the 2 mR/hr restricted area
boundar
Hawaii.y during radiography at Campbell Industrial Park (CIP),

2. OEP Section I, Paragraph 5.0, and DEP Section IV, Paragraph 2.5,
require that only radiographers and-assistant radiographers be-
permitted inside the 2 mR/hr boundary of the restricted area and
that the licensee maintain surveillance to prevent unauthorized
entry into the-radiation area. !

Contrary to the above, on October 23, 1990, a licensee
i

radiographer did not prevent the unauthorized entry of six
non-radiographer personnel into the 2 mR/hr bounded restricted ,

'

area during radiograahic exposures using a 54 curie iridium-192
|SourceattheCIPjossite.

3. OEP Section IV, Paragraph 2.6, included with the Application
Letter, requires radiography personnel to check the readings of
their dosimeters immediately after surveying and locking the
exposure device following each radiographic source exposure. l

|Contrary to _the above, during the inspection on October 23 and
25
his, 1990,.a licensee radiographer. failed to check the reading of ldosimeter following each of several radiographic source '

exposures at the CIP jobsite.
I

:
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-Notice of Violation -3--

B. 10CFR34.22(a) requires,inpart,thatduringradiographicoperations,
the sealed source assembly be secured in the shielded position each
time the source is returned to that position.

'-

Contrary to the above, led source asse,mbly ln the shielded positionon October 25 1990 a licensee radiographer
did not secure the sea
of the exposure device after returning the source to that position
on four occasions during radiography at the CIP jobsite.

C. 10 CFR 34.43(b) requires the licensee to ensure that a survey with a
calibrated and operable radiation survey instrument is made after
each radiographic exposure to determine that the sealed source has
been returned to its shielded position. The survey must include the
entire circumference of the radiographic exposure device and any
source guide tube.

Contrary to the above, on October 23 and 25, 1990, a licensee '

radiographer did not conduct radiation surveys after each of several
radiographic source exposures to determine that the source had been
returned to its shielded position inside the exposure device during
radiography at the CIP jo) site.

D. 10 CFR 34.42 requires with exceptions not here applicable, that
licenseesconspicuouslypostareasinwhichthe

Area" graphy with " Caution Radiation Area" and "y are performingsigns, as required by 10 CFR 20,203(b) and (c)(1). gh Radiationradio Caution Hi

License Condition 15 requires,in part, that the licensee conduct its
program in accordance with the statements, representations, and
procedures included with the Application and the Application Letter.

OEP Section IV, Paragraph 2.2, included with the Application and the
Application Letter, requires the licensee to establish the boundary
of the restricted area with ropes and radiation area signs.

Contrary" Caution Radiation Area" signs at most of the restricted areato the above, on October 23 and 25, 1990, the licensee failed
to post
boundary, and failed to rope off any portion of that boundary during.
radiographyattheCIPjobsite. Also contrary to the above the
licensee did not conspicuously post " Caution High Radiation, Area"
signs in that thest signs could not be read by persons entering the
high radiation area from all directions.

E. License Condition 16 authorizes the licensee to trans? ort licensed
material in accordance with the provisions of 10 CFR ) art 71
" Packaging and Transportation of Radioactive Material". 10dFR
71.5(a) requires each licensee who transports licensed material
outside of the confines of its plant or other place of use to com
with the applia ble requirements of 49 CFR Parts 170 through 189. ply

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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Notice of Violktion -4-

49 CFR 172.403 requires appropriate " Radioactive" category labels
that ideritify the activity and radioactive contents of packagescontaining r3dioactive material. Determination of the proper label
is based on the radiation dose rates at the surface and at one meter(transportindex)fecsthepackage,

Contrary to the above on October 2$ 1990, a radiographic exposure
devicecontaininga54curieiridium,192sealedsourcewastranso
byalicenseeradiographertotheCIPjobsitewithoutany" Radio'ortedactive"category 1abels.

F. License Condition 15 requires in part that the licensee conduct its

p"rocedures? included in the application dated October 24programinaccordancewiththestatements, representations $88and
1

( Application") and letter dated January 13,1989(" Application
Letter").

Paragraph-2.2 of-the " Safety Program", included with the Application
and the Application Letter, re
program once every six months. quires an audit of the radiation safety

Contrary to the above, as of October 25, 1990, the licensee had not
conducted audits of the radiation safety program since issuance of
the license on January 26, 1989.

G. 10 CFR 34.11(d)(1) requires the licensee to have an inspection trogram
that requires observations of the performance of each radiograpler and
radiographer's assistant during an actual radiographic operation at
intervals not to exceed three months.

License Condition 15 incorporates in License No. 53-23288-01 the
inspectionprogramsatisfyingtherequirementsof10CFR34.11(d)(1),

. as submitted in the Application and Application Letter.

Paragraph 2.1 of the " Safety Program," included with the Application
and Application Letter, requires the licensee to conduct audits of
each radiographer at least once each calendar quarter and not to
exceed three months.

Contrary to the above, the licensee had not audited the performance of
an individual radiographer conducting radiographic operations between
February 10, 1990 and June 1, 1990, an interval exceeding three months.

11, 10CFR34.33(c)requiresthatpocketdosimetersbecheckedbythe'

licensee at intervals not.to exceed one year for correct response to
radiation.

Contrary to the above, from August 16, 1989.to October.4, 1990, an
interval exceeding one year, pocket dosimeters were not checked for
correct response to radiation. ,

__ __. .. . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ .
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I. -10 CFR 34.24 requires in part the calibration of each survey
instrument used to conduct physical radiation surveys required by
10 CFR Parts 20 and 34 and requires a record to be maintained of the
date-and results of each calibration for tMee years after the dateof calibration.

Contrary to the above as of October 4, 1990 the licensee failed to
maintain a record show,ing the date and resul[s of calibration of the

,survey instrument that was used for conducting radiation surveys '

during radiography on April 4-10, 1990.,

J. 10 CFR 34.33(b) requires that pocket dosimeters be read and exposuresrecorded daily.

Contrary to the above, on July 16, 1990 and on August 27,1990 a
licenseeradiographerdidnotrecordhispocketdosimeterreadIngs.

-

K. 10 CFR 34.26 requires, in part, that the licensee maintair,, for three
records of cuarterly physical inventories that include theyears

quantlties and kincs of byproduct material, location of sealed sources,
and the date of the inventory.

Contrary to the above, at the time of the inspection on October 4,
1990 the licensee had not maintained records of sealed sourcephysIcalinventoriesthatwereconductedonFebruary9,1990and
June 27, 1990.

L 10 CFR 34.43 d requires the licensee to ensure that a record of the
storage surve(y) required by 10 CFR 34.43(c) is retained for three years
when that storage survey is the last one performed in the work day.

Contrary to the above, at the time of the inspection-on October 4,
1990, the licensee had not retained records of the last storage
survey _of the radiographic exposure device following-radiography onAugust 27, 1990.

M. - 10 CFR 34.27 requires, in part, that each licensee maintain current
utilization logs, which shall be kept available for three years from
the date of the recorded events, for inspection by the Commission, at
the address specified in the license showing for each sealed source:
themakeandmodelnumberoftheradIographicexposuredeviceor
storage container in which the sealed source is located; the identity
of the radiographer to whom assigned; and the-plant or site where
used and dates of use.

,

.

'.

|-

L

_ _ . --
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' Notice of Violation -6-

Contrary to the above as of October 4 1990 the licensee did not

maintain required utilization logs in fearl dity Hawaii,imatelyof changes
of sealed sources in exposure devices occurring on approx
March 14,1990 and August 29, 1990.

N.
10CFR20.407(b),ittotheCommission,withinthefirstquarterofwith exceptions not here applicable, requires
licensees to subm
each calendar year, a report of exposures recorded for individuals
under a licensed program for the preceding calendar year.

'

Contrary to the above, as of October 4,1990, the licensee had not
submitted the required report for calendar year 1989.

This is a Severit Level !! and VI).CumulativeCivilfenalty-$probles(SupplementsIV,V,hforviolations12 000 (assessed $1,350 eac

Violations.,D.,I.,,J.,K.,L.,M.,andN.)f. and G. ; $500 for Violation E., and
A.I.

A.2.for.3.
A B. C

$100 each H.,

Pursuant to the provisions of 10 CFR 2.201 Fewell Geotechnical EngioetringlionLtd. (Licensee) is hereby required to submlt a written statement or explana
to the Director, Office of Enforcement, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
within 30 deys of the date of this Notice of Violation and Procesed Imp"osit. ion
ofCivilPenalties(Notice). This reply should be clearly marked as a Rep y
to a Notice of Violation" and should include for each alleged violation: (1

admission or denial of the allyed violation,(3))the corrective steps that have(2 tne reasons for the viola ion
if admitted, and if denied, the reasons why,
been taken and the results achieved, (4) the corrective steps that will be
taken to avoid further violations, and (5) the date when full compliance will
be achieved. If an adequate reply is not received within the time specified in
this Notice, an order may be issued to show cause why the license should not be
modified, suspended or revoked or why such other action as may be proper should
not be taken. ConsIderationmaybegiventoextendingtheresponsetimefor
good cause shown. Under-the authority of Section 182 of the Act
2232, this response shall be submitted under oath or affirmation 42 U.S.C.

Within the same time as provided for the response required above under 10 CFR
2.201, the Licensee may pay the civil penalties by letter to the Director,

Office of Enforcement, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, with a check,lativo
,

draft,
or money order payable to the Treasurer of the United States in the cumu
amount of the civil penalties, or may protest imposition of the civil penalties
in whole or in part, by a written answer addressed to the Director, Office of
Enforcement U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission. Should the Licensee fail to
answer withIn the time specified, an order imposing the civil penalties will be
issued. Should the Licensee elect to file an answer in accordance with 10 CFR
2.205 protesting the civil penalties in whole or in part, such answer should be
clearly marked as an " Answer to a Notice of Violation," and may: (1) deny the
violations listed in this Notice in whole or in part, (2) demonstrate extenuat-

~

ing circumstances, (3) show error in this-Potice, or (4) show other reasons why
the penalties should not be imposed, in addition to protesting the civil

'

penalties in whole or in part, such answer may request remission or mitigation
of the penalties.

.

__ _ _ _ - _ _ _ . - _ _ - _ - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ^ - "'__
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In requesting mitigation of the proposed penalties, the factors addressed in
Section V.8 of 10 CFR Part 2 Appendix C (1990) should be addressed. Any
written answer in accordance,witi 10 CFR 2.205 should be set forth separately
from the statement or explanation in rep 1 pursuant to 10 CFR 2.201 but may-incorporate parts of the 10 CFR 2.201 rep y by s

-

pageandparagraphnumbers)toavoidrepeition.pecificreference(e,g,[icensee.citing
The attention of.the

is directed to the other provisions of 10 CFR 2.205, regarding the procedurefor imposing civil penalties.

Upon failure to pay any civil penalties due which subsequently has been
determined in accordance with the applicable provisions of 10 CFR 2.205, this
matter may be. referred to the Attorney General
compromised remitted, or aitigated and the penalties, unless
toSectionE34coftheAct,42U.S.d.maybecollectedbycivilactionpursuant2282c.

The response noted above (Reply to Notice of Violation,-letter with payment of
civil penalties, and Answer to a Notice of Violation) should be addressed to:

Director, Control Desk, Washing o,n,-DC 20555 witii a copy to the RegI
Office of Enforcement

Document U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission ATTN:
Administrator onal
Walnut Creek,, California, 9459 .U.S.NuclearReulatoryCommlssion,RegionV,1450MariaLane,

OR TH NUCLEAR REGULATORY CO M ISSION

l h B. Martin
Regional Administrator

Dated at Walnut Creek, California
this 7 day of February 1991 .,

I

1,, _ _ . , . . . _ . . _ . _. _ _ _ , _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _



.

L -
*

.

I

SERVICE LIST

8. Paul Cotter, Jr., Chairman Dr. Richard F. Foster *.

Administrative Judge Administrative Judge
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission P. O. Box 4263
Washington, DC 20555 Sunriver, OR 97707

Dr. Peter S. Lam Atomic Safety and Licensing
Admi.11ctrative Judge Board Panel (1)
U. S. ' Nuclear Regulatory Commission U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission i

Washington, DC 20555 Washington, DC 20555

Office of the Secretary Thomas E. Murray *
ATTN: Docket and Service Section 802 Prespect Street, Apt. 601

*

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Honolulu, HI 96813
Washington, DC 20555

"

.Fewell Geotechnical Engineering. Ltd.
96-1416 Waihona Place
Pearl City, HI 96782-1973

* SEND VIA EXPRESS MAIL
,

|
|
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Board Notification 91-03 dated February 7,1991:

Service List
J. Taylor, EDO
H. Thompson, DEDS
R. Bernero, NMSS
G. Arlotto, HMSS
R. Cunningham, NMSS
G. Sjoblom, NMSS

-W. Parler, 0GC
L. Chandler, 0GC
J. Martin, RV
J. Lieberman, OE
SECY (3)

:
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