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Re: FUIA-92-188

APPENDIX E
DOCUMENTS BEING RELEASED IN ENTIRETY
KUMBER DATE DESCRIPTION

1. 8/02/89 0 Investigation Report, ROI No. 1-88-
A 210 (17 pagen)

2. @7/31/89 01 Investigation Report, ROI No., 1-88-
12 (20 pages)

3. 06/20/91 0 Investigstion Report, ROI No. 1-91-
Q02 (22 pagew)

4. 6/09/89 0I Investigetion Report, ROI No, 1-88-
@11 (23 pages)
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APPENRDIX F

DOCUNENTS BEING VWITHHELD IN PART

DATE

11/712/83

e8/11/87

04/18/17

R2/27/99

DESCRIPTIOR

01 Investigation
14 (26 pages)
Exemptions 6 L 7

01 Investigestion
21 (32 pages)
Exemptione 6 & 7

01 Investigation
@17 (24 pages)
Exemptiones 6 & 7

0I Investigation
2118 (13 pages)
Exemptions 6 & 7

Report,
(C)
Report,
(C)
Report,
(C)
Report,

(c?

ROI

ROI

ROI

ROI

FOIA-92-188

No. 1-885-

No. 1-87~-

No. 2-37-

No. 1-88-
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United States Al /-
Nuclear Regulatory Commission Y,

Report of Investigation
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st arrived at MMH approximately 1970 but the people who were supposed to ,\= v

{,na refused to do so., Subsequently, he gave up asking them to attend. |
"1t was 11ke this at my :

pr. DELGADO also made thg following revelation:
jast place of ervp!oymmtmﬂo
Committees met there efther, : e Region 11 Staff and OI: heve

been notified of this possible wrongdoing.) When asked 1f the alleged
attendees were aware that their names were being 11sted on the minutes of the
non-existent RSC meetings, Dr, DELGADO answered, "Probably not, Maybe not,
1'm not sure.” Dr. DELGADO attempted to mitigate this apparent violation by
explaining that although the form was wrong, the substance was right. He
ctated that he was & one-man committee and that he did oversee the MMH Nuclear
Medicine Department and perform the tasks 1isted in the RSC minutes he produced.
When asked why he continued to 1ist names of people at a non-existent meeting,
Dr. DELGADO said, "Well, it was either that or cancel the whole program.”

Or. DELGADO acknowledged that when he was confronted "last week" by REINHARDT,
the AHA of MMM, he readily admitted to REINHARDT that he had been falsifying

the minutes.

Dr. DELGADO claimed that one of the secretaries who typed the RSC minutes,
told him that someone (nfi) on the distribution 1ist did not want to be
copied. When asked 1f any of the distributees of RSC minutes ever made that
statement directly to him, he indicated that they hiu not. Dr. DELGADO was
specifically asked if one of his partners in Sussex Radiology, P.A., the MMH
radiology group, Dr, STRAUSS, knew that no RSC meetings were being held and
that his name was being used on the falsified document, Or, DELGADO
responded, "1 would think so, 1 also think he got copies of the report.”

Dr. DELGADO admitted that when WURTZ conducted an inspection at MMH on behalf
of the NRC in December 1986, he provided a copy of the RSC minutes to WURTZ
for review even though he knew the documents were false, When asked 1f he
told WURTZ that the documents were false, Dr, DELGADO repliec, "No. That
would be like opening up a can of worms,’

After being apprised of the provisions of 18 U.5.C. 1001 (False Statements),
Dr. DELGADD was asked, “"Did you actually do the audits that you say you have
done?" MHe responded, "Yes, | checked things., 1 conducted an audit using 2

checklist." Dr. DELGADD was asked 1f he ever reguested the previous hospital
' administrators to attend his meetings, specifically Joseph AHLSCHIER and
: Jeffrey M, JUDD, Dr, DELGADC responded, "1 did not specifically ask anyone to

attend meetings at this hospital in fifteen vears. 1 schedyled them and ;
notified them but ro one ever showed up. Rt f

Or. DELGADOD acknowledged that Dr, STRAUSS had been appointed the new RSO
‘f"‘(‘ﬁiﬁg his suspension, He was aga‘.' asked 1f Dr. STRAUSS SpeC‘f1CG11y knew
his name was being used on the falsified RSC minutes, Or. DELGADO responded,
"1 know Dr. Strauss knew his name was being used and that he knew no meetings
were taking place." When asked if {t ever bothered him that he was falsifying
such documents, Dr. DELGADD replied, "hot really." When asked 1f it ever
;rgssed his mind that he was doing something wrong, he said, "Yes, sure it
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