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Lester R. Rogers, Chief

Redletion Sefety Branch

Division of Licensing * Regulation
i;o Sn ‘- Pa :0

Washington 25, D.C.

Deaar Les:

I recelved your form letter of June 17, 1960 and the enclosed radiation
warning signs and labels, Thanks. This, however brings tc mind scmething
['ve been meaninz toc check with you on for some time.

™his s the problem of proper latels for ovr radlopnarraceuticsals. As
you know, our labels must be aprroved by the F.D.A. and NIN in addlition
to complying with Section 20.203 of the regulations. The last time e
redesigned labels we zot all the recessary epprovels ineluding the AEC
(I believe Mazon made the comments at that time)., In order to end up
4ith 8 less expensive ons color job, we settled for a2 less attractive
label which would still conform to the regulations, We used @ yellow
stock and printed in & nagentAa purple. In checking some of our (all af
ourl) competitors, we f{ind they have more attractive (one color) labels
hut besed cn my interpretation of ihe regulestions do not conform. Who's
right? We package our meterial 1 various type and slzes of zluss vials.
ese vigls all have lsbels affixed which carry the radiation symbol end
the words "Caution, Redloactive Materials™ in purple cn vellow. Thess are
{n some inatances placed in les? shields on which we sometimes place the
same 18" al, sometimes none, &4 "inelly this s placed into s tin and
fiber cer. Another label giving #11 the pertinent information (not
necessariis the radiatiaon symbol, at 1esast not necessarily in the proper
solora) is tren affizxeq to this ecan. This can is placed into the center
of ar 34 x 44 » Al 1.2V cardboard tox, The proper labels are ple:=d on
this shippine bor. It 1is my undepatanding thst the lrislde zless vi.al 18
the conteinar and sktould conform to the regulations, Tra small {neide
shipr ing safe ani the csan dn not havae to but again the ontside shipping
hox dons. Could you pi-ase glve me an official interpretation of this

regulation as it apriles to o!r problem? Efther I'm coing to & lot of
aihecessary trouble and expense or my competition 1s ot complying 88 4
have been .nstructed to do. Ahlchever {g the case 's fine with me,

howaver i otviously don't want Lo be placad st = disaavantuage.
I should very much appresiate your comments on this yroblem at your
earliest convenience since we are about to redesign and reprint our
"ci+talde can™ laebels., Thanks,

2est personal regerds,
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Y. R. Konneker, Ph.D.
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