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A. Spatial variations in the exposure rate
within the work area: Order of magnitude
variations are common between various
points in a single work area at a nuclear
plant. In fact the radiation fields are
often so non-uniform that the dose to one
part of the individual's body may differ
significantly from the dose to another part
(e.g. head compared to chest). Such dif-
ferences are often unpredictable and neces-
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Stephen A. Browne

Harris Enerqgy & Environmental Center
carolina Power & Light Company

New Hill, North Carolina 27562

Education and Training

B.S. degree in Physics, Union College (1971)

M.S. degree in Environmental Health Engin2ering, Northwestern
University (1974)

Professional Societies

Health Physics Society

Exgerience

A. 1972 to 1974 - Radiation Safety Officer, Packard Instrument
Company, Downers Grove, Ill.

1974 to September 1978 - Health Physicist, General Electric
Company, Knolls Aromic Power Laboratory, Windsor, Conn.

September 1978 to April 1979 Lead Engineer, General Electric
Company, Knolls Atomic Power Laboratory, Windsor, Conn,

April 1979 to October 1981 - Senior Specialist = Dosimetry,
carolina Power & Light Company, New Hill, N.C.

October 1981. to present - Project Specialist - Health Physics,
carolina Power & Light Company, New Hill, N.C.




