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OFFICE OF INVESTIGATIONS

In the Matter of: !
INVESTIGATIVE INTERVIEW !
George W. Alexander, Jr. $
(CLOSED) s
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2021 Auburn Avenue
cincinnati, Ohio

Wednesday, June 20, 1990

The abosve-entitled matter commenced at 2:0% p.m.
wvhen were present:
RICHARD €. FAUL
Office of Investigations

U. §. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

DAVID P. KAMP, ESQ.

Oon behalf of Mr. Alexander
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1 PROCEEDINGE
3 2 MR. PAUL: For the record, this is an interview of
3 George W. Alexander, Jr., the spelling of the last name is
. A-l-g-x~a-n-d-e-r, who is currently enployed by the
5 University of Cincinnati, cincinnati, Ohio.
3 The location of this interviev is Cincinnati,
7 ohio. Present at this interviev in addition to Nr.
3 Alexander are Richard ¢. Paul, P-a-u-l, office of
9 Investigations, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, and also
10 pavid Kamp, attorney for Mr. Alexander.
11 As agreed, this interview is being tape recorded
12 by covrt report Gary L. Baldvin, The subject matter of this
(ﬁ 13 {nterview concerns the University of Cincinnati Hospital.
14 Mr. Alexander, please stand and raise your right
15 hand.
16 Whereupon,
17 GEORGE W. ALEXANDER, JR.
18 was called as a witness and, having been first duly sworn,
19 was examined and testified as follows:
20 Mr. Alexander, for the record would you please
2) give me your current position at the University of
22 Cincinnati?
23 THE WITNESS: 1 have a faculty appointment. 1 am
24 an associate professor of microradiology and I'm

25 adninistrative director of nuclear medicine services.
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MR, PAUL: He was your online supervisor?

THE WITNESS: That's correct.

MR. PAUL: And vhat vere your duties within the
radiation safety office?

THE WITNESS: You can say as adninistrative
director 1 was == perhaps office manager might be the best
vay to term that, budget responsibilitias, keeping the
official minutes of the radiation safety committee,
papervork, fiscal matters, things like that.

MR, PAUL: At that time, who did Mr. Fritz r1eport
to? Who was his ==~

THE WITNESS: He would report to the chairman of
the radiation safety committee and the president of the
university and from there straight to NRC.

MR. PAUL: And thet period 1988, who was the
chairman of the radiation safety committee?

THE WITNESS: 1 believe Dr. Jerome F. Wiot.

MR. PAUL: 1Is he still currently the chairman?

THE WITNESS: No, sir, he’s not.

MR. PAUL: Who is?

THE WITNESS: Judy Harmony until last Friday.
She’s a Ph.D. ontologist, I believe. Dr. Jim Lazar is now 1
believe the chairman.

MR. PAUL: 8o if 1 understand you correctly, part

of your duties were to take the minutes of the radiation
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safety committee.

THE WITNESS: We had a secretary for that purpose
but 1 was the keeper of the minutes. I kind of orchestrated
the paperwvork, if you wish.

MR. PAUL: Did you attené the meetings on &
regular basis?

THE WITNESS: Yes.

MR. PAUL: How often did they hold the peetings?

THE WITNESS: Quarterly. Sometimes we had more
frequently meetings than just guarterly but for the most
part they wvere quarterly.

MK. PAUL: 1In the timeframe of the summer of 1988,
do you recall how many health physics technicians were
employed in the radiation safety unit?

THE WITNESS: As best 1 can remember, I would say
five, four to five.

MR. PAUL: And did you have any responsibility as
to direction of these health physics technicians?

THE WITNESS: No, sir.

MR. PAUL: How actually handled the day-to-day
supervision of these enployees?

THE WITNESS: Mr. Fritz was the radiation safety
officer and Mr. Jason, who is the deputy radiation safety

officer. We made a clear split between technical and

adninistrative aspects of the department.
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MR. PAUL: At this time I would like to show you a
menmorandum dated June 30th 1988 on the University of
cincinnati letterhead and it’s to radiation safety personnel
at the University of Cincinnati and it’'s from George W.
Alexander, Jr., and Kenneth M. Fritz. 1’11 make this
attachment one to the interview.

Could you look at this?

THE WITNESS: VYes, sir.

MR. PAUL: Do you recall that memorandum?

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir, I do.

MR. PAUL: Did you author it?

THE WITNESS: It was more or less a group effort.
There were other people involved, such as Ken Fritz, legal
counsel, et cetera. Specifically who at that particular
time 1 do not remember. I was certainly a part of it.

MR. PAUL: So you did discuss this with the
university legal counsel?

THE WITNESS: Yes,

MR. PAUL: And do you recall who was the legal
counsel?

THE WITNESS: It would have been Bill Lodge. We
had a prior memo in 1986 and there was certain notification
and verification through him. He’s in the personnel
department at the university.

MR. PAUL: By "prior memo," what are you referring
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MR. PAUL: At that time were you familiar at all
with the NRC’s policy as far as enployees being able to
freely contact the NRC?

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. PAUL: And I believe there’s an NRC forws
that’s posted.

THE WITNESS: That is to employees.

MR, PAUL: Was that posted there at that time?

(HE WITNESS: Oh, yes. In fact, NRC visitations
wvere looked upon == I remember one specifically was that
all notices to employees vere posted throughout the
university and medical system.

MR, PAUL: Did you sea this po. 'ecy or this
procedure as set forth in your memorandum in any way
conflicting with NRC policy?

THE WITNESS: No, sir, I did not. The intent was
never there and to my knowledge I never heard anyone say
anything about it until the allegations ccms up.

MR. PAUL: Was Mr. Fritz a co-author of the
memorandum?

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. PAUL: As far as your understanding, he agreed
vith what’s detailed in the memorandum?

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. PAUL: How was the particular memorandum
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presented to the enployees? Was that at & meeting or =~

THE WITNESS: This would be at & meeting with
radiation health technicians with Mr. Fritz and myself.

MR, PAUL: And was there a signature regquired on
the memo?

THE WITNESS: We requested the signature and it
also had along with it, I believe, & dress code, vacation
and sick leave policy so there vere three items that were
addressed at this particular neeting.

We further asked if thers wvere questions from the
technicians at that time and they said no.

MR. PAUL: Subseguent to the issuance of the
memorandum, did you ever get any feedback from the

technicians themselves regarding this policy?

THE WITNESS: No, sir, not until I heard about it
through the -llegations wvhich took place == 1 should say
things that were written to the radiation safety committee
in January of ‘89. That's the first 1 heard of this.

MR. PAUL: Was this an official policy of the
university or ==

THE WITNESS: It encompasses the policy of the
university, yes, sir.

MF.. PAUL: And you w .e in & position where you
had the ability to issue policy?

THE WITNESS: When you say nigsue policy" ==
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MR. PAUL: Or make policy.

THE WITNESS: I would ansver that question this
way. 1 think that as far as radiation safety is concerned,
the radiation safety committee is the only one that ilssue
policy. Certainly aot me.

MR. PAUL: Was the radiation safety comnittee

avare of the memorandumn?

THE WITNESS: They were avare cf this at the next

peeting after this went out.

MR, PAUL: Do you recall when that meeting vas?

THE WITNESS: 1 do not, no, sir.

MR. PAUL: Do you recall if there was a health
physics tichniciln by the iame otM

THE WITNESS: VYes, sir.

MR. PAUL: And the best 1 undcrutund.“lott
enployment of the University of Cincinnati sometime earlier
than -~ sometime before the issuance of this memorandum.

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. PAUL: Do you recall how much earlier? Do you
recall whon(‘lcn?

THE WITNESS: 1 probably can if you vant me to
look it up.

MR. PAUL: Sure, if you don’t nind.

THE WITNESS: I could give you an approximate date

-
anyhow. I think this vould have been in ‘83 or 'B4. ‘llell
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Q 1 «= This is an ofﬂchl”)ln May of ‘84 so it would
; 2 have been after that. probably ‘84 or early ‘85.
3 MR, PAUL: Did you have any participation inL.
4 (Wlnving?
5 THE WITNESS: 1 was in sttendance concerning this.
3 MR. PAUL: Do you recall vhy (B 1e1t?
7 THE WITNESS: 1 believe tnunuu ~= 1 don’t
] know what specific statements the university made relative 6’1,
9 to( )leaving. I don’t know. W
10 @
1i MR, PAUL: Was there any connection botvomm
12 (Mnnd this particular policy?
(- 13 THE WITNESS: I think that certainly the policy
14 vhich was written in ‘86 and this one were probably somewhat
1% {nitiated by his type of actions.
16 We consistently fought fires. I mean it’s a heck
17 of a thing to wake up and find yourself on television or in
18 the newspapers in the morning when you knew nothing about
19 it.
20 MR. PAUL: Not having seen the earlier memorandum,
21 were you the author of that esrlier memorandum, also?
22 THE WITNESS: A group effort again but that
23 memorandum, .hat particular one, 1 am absolutely positive
C 24 Bill Lodge did approve.
25 MR, PA'L: What was the difference -~ what was the

| p—
e tn/: Prvas
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change ~~

THE WITNESS: 1’'ve got it here.

MR. PAUL: Actually they’re pretty much the same.

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. PAUL: Was the June 30t% ‘88 penorandum
reiteration of that policy?

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir, and the subseguent
notification process was a reiteration of both of theam but
perhaps spelled out a little bit more clearly.

MR, PAUL: Could I get a copy of that after this
peeting?

THE WITNESS: Surely.

MR. PAUL: 1In regards to the earlier memorandum,
was there any concerns expressed by the health physics
technicians regarding the earlier meno?

THE WITNESS: No, sir. There has never been any
concern expressed until January of ‘g9 and yet consistently
all during this period, beginning withm up until the
present, NRC has been notified many, many times of problems
by these techs so I think that xind of speaks for itself.

MR. PAUL: Did you have any prrticipation in the
NRC inspection in August of ‘887 First off, do you recall
it?

THE WITNESS: August of ‘8R. NRC has == You have

to please understand that they have been here constantly for
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about three years now so to pinpoint a date ~~ Perhaps 1
did. 1 really don’t remember that.

MR. PAUL: Do you remember at all the -~ Did you
participate at all in the invenrtory of the sealed sources
that the university ==

THE WITNESS: No, sir.

MR. PAUL: Do you ever recall in this timefranme
that there was an issue oi missing sources?

THE WITNESS: No, sir, not until July of ‘89 did 1
ever hear anything about that.

MR. PAUL: 1In reading the memorandum it's my
understanding then that the radiation safety comnmittee
actually set policy within -- as to radiation safety and it
was implemented by Mr. Fritz and yourself.

THE WITNESS: That'’s correct. By Mr. Fritz, not
me.

MR. PAUL: So just for the chronology, I believe
it was early ’'89 or late ‘88 that the health physics
technicians came forward with numercus concerns.

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. PAUL: And was it at that time that they went
before the radiation safety committee?

THE WITNFES: 1 believe that was in January of
1989, that's correct, and the allegations that were made =~

We had a special radiation safety committee, a subcommittee
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vas formed of which I was a part cf that subcommittee and ve

addressed all of those concerns and this was one of the
concerns.

MR. PAUL: The memo?

THE WITNESS: Right.

MR, PAUL: Specifically as to the memo and the
policy it sets forth, hov vas this handled by the radiation
safety committee? Did they look inmio the specific issue as
to this allegation?

THE WITNESS: Not really look into it because 1
pelieve that everyone felt across the board that it in no
way involved NRC.

1 mean it’s == As I tecld Mr. Kamp, this was so
cross-grained to me not to be able to call NRC about
something that you don‘t even consider it. 1 never have. 1
personally view it as a regulatory agency and people who can
help you, not deter you.

MR. PAUL: It’s my understanding they brought ==
by "they" I mean the health physics technicians brought it
to the committee as a concern, is that right?

THE WITNESS: That'’s correct.

MR. PAUL: Was there any followup taken by the
committee to address this concern?

THE WITNESS: VYes, sir, and that was in wvritten

form.
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MR. PAUL: I believe it wvas authored by Dr. Wiot.

THE WITNESS: Dr. Wiot, yes, sir.

MR. PAUL: At that time as & result of the
radiation safety committee taking asction as to this issue,
vas it your understanding that the health physics
technicians were satisfied with the resolution of this
problem?

THE WITNESS: Absolutely. 1 still never heard
them say they .ouldn’t call NRC directly.

MR. PAUL: Regarding the subsequent issues that
came up in August of '89 regarding -~ First, were you avare
of the issue that came up regarding the withholding of
inventory cards from the NRC?

THE WITNESS: No, sir, not until July of ‘89.

MR. PAUL: And how did you become avare of it?

THE WITNESS: I was witness to a conversation
petween the RSO and the deputy RSO, like I'm sitting over
there in that chair listening to the conversation, and
something was said I believe that Mr. Estes had filed a
letter with the Department of labor and also NRC relative
to, 1 believe, some missing inventory cards, et ceteia.

1 wrote this down specifically because I thought
that perhaps someone may ask the guestion. Again I was not
{involved in this but I did hear it.

Ken Fritz asked Prince Jason what Ray Estes wvas
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i 1 hear something about a microcurie source or something, vhere
b 2 ig it and you’ll find it and that sort of thing but this was

3 a little bit different.

4 MR. PAUL: Did you have any further participation

5 in the evens as far as notification of Dr. Wiot and the

6 followup that was done on it?

7 THE WITNESS: I had nothing teo do with it, period.

8 MR. PAUL: We’ll go off the record.

9 (Discussion off the record.)

10 MR. PAUL: Back on the record.

11 As a result of this memorandum or policy that are

12 detailed grom ‘86 on, was any disciplinary action ever taken
(T 13 against an employee &5 & result of this policy? Do you

14 recall?

1% THE WITNESS: I think Ray Estes had 1 think a

16 Department of labor investigation and no discriminatory

17 action or punitive damage, however you want to state it, was

18 ever taken against him.

19 MR. PAUL: Did you participate at all in any

20 discussions that resulted {n Mr. Fritz and Mr. Jason being

21 suspended?

22 THE WITNESS: No, sir. 1 was called to Dr. Wiot'’s

23 office at the same time they were as a witness to that

24 suspension.

25 MR. PAUL: And what did Dr. Wiot give as the
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18
reason for their suspension?

THE WITNESS: He simply stated they were going to
pe put on administrative leave.

MR. PAUL: He didn’t give a reason?

THE WITNESS: Let me see what I have here. Each
to be placed on administrative leave vith pay pending
outcome of a current investigation relating to
irregularities of the university radiation safety program,

MR. PAUL: Dr, Wiot didn’t elaborate?

THE WITNESS: No, sir.

MR. PAUL: Did he just read the letter to then?

THE WITNESS: Wo. This was done for my records on
that, after the fact.

MR, PAUL: But at the time he =--

THE WITNESS: He did relate to them that there was
something about some missing records and I think they asked
-~ let me think.

1 think Ken wanted to know from Jason what was the
problem and this went back and forth a couple of times and
then there was something said about missing records and that
wvas kind of it.

MR. PAUL: As to this issue of the missing records
and missing sources, is my understanding correct that you
have no firsthand knowledge of this?

THE WITNESS: No knowledge whatsoever.
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MR. PAUL: One other thing. There vas =< It wvas

py understanding that Dr. gilberstein chaired a subcommittee

to look inte the ==

THE WITNESS: VYes, that vas the subcommittee I was
referring to.

MR. PAUL: Did Dr. Silberstein discuss with you
this particular memo that ve pmade attachment one?

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. At that point ==~ that
peeting was I believe held in February of 1989 and what 1
had been instructed to do after that peeting was to revise
the memo but to make sure that ve had legal counsel on it as
wvell, which had always been our vay of proceeding.

1 sent a copy of that memo to Bill Lodge and
apparently in the university system == you went to school
there, you’ll understand that it got lost.

It got down to about May and I still had not heard
anything and at that point in time was when we took the bull
by the horns and went ahead and directed the new one and
that submitted in July with legal counsel interpretation.

MR. PAUL: This new policy, the one that was
detailed in 789, is the current policy?

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. PAUL: We’ll go off the record.

(Discussion off the record.)

MR. PAUL: Back on the record.
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