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Mr. John Cox
.

aim 4
: Oxford Instruments

601 cat Ridge Turnpike "', " " 1"
;

Oak Ridge. TN 37830

RII 96.A.0071 Rib, TRIBUTION OF CHOMEiWITHOUT LIctlISE
-

,

; $USXCT:
.

FOR EXEMPT O!STRIstl'!ON! 2'

.v'~
.

~
' ' ,

Dear Hr. Coxs; inaw th we advised you that
This refers to our letter dated"AWjl 22,1996,Nar 20,1996, related to the

'

i

we were pontinuing our review of'the concern onredistribution of check sMFeesFWithout e license'!fer exempt distribution, W
'

'J
'

Spectrue Techniques Inc.'

Our ins ction regardi his m ter had been?" "' M'sd our findings 'are
cn the informationin the enclos ::all tionfummary,

&a Techn ues received a|'3

doc irprovided, this alle atton was s stant'ated str,1 ion of exempt
violation egefnst 1 CFR 30.1Her for u !30E18(d) for' '

sources. Oxford Instruments werie vi . on o'

unauthorized distributi
Thowg9er' under our Infdt ^' Poli r it is a non-.

vio16;1on and took
cited violation because ford Instrument's identifi

'
:

edequatecorrectiveaction.
.

,
"

Thaconcludesthestaff'sactivitiese
edin itNe s setters. If you havej

'

,33 5571. - If you wish, you may
! an s,.you may c | sept a,QC'30301,

,.

co ct me y mail at P.O. 845,
r

|$ince el
i .,

; W'

I
P. P O ' 1ef

! M tal ' :q g / Inspection Branch II
4 0 i'en"of it Materials Safety
'

.q

Ene165ures: 1. Allegation 5& tar.y Re$rt
2, field WQtes? 4168 11/96 A 0071

3. .etter':tc Noti 'e of1.
! Vi01ation- uly 1 , 1996-

,
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ALLEGATION SdeWtY REPORT
,

1

I lEEEGATIONR!I96.A.0071

SPECTM1EClWI@ES, DC..1

,

REDI5TRIBUUNG EXEMPI$(WRCES WITHOLIT!DESTRIBUTION LICENSE
DOCKET NO.'030 00045'

! ;

< .

;

ALLEGATI91:

5pectrum Techniques. Inc. p$Ihesed soprsee from| 0gford:f6Sidsents and
;

Gud'suc#irements of a
:the fi!

'

willfully redistributed them toMrsons"e h distribution.
license without a license fron" tie NRC thati

e
-

DISCU5810N: i

! 0xford Instruments has a lice"
:.4114166011! Vdistriputesourcesto

-

0Ver the courne of
tegents of a icept.7'rd sold approx 9eatelyindividus1s exempt from the'!r ete 1995), Uxfc

,

ML hni (R Irur.cAs;ttee 'passedc theapcroximately tw years (p irum;
.

i ta bec&me.oware of the salesi 24 thousand such sourdes1 0xf6 1
'did not oossess a licenseRadiation $sfpty Offfeerl i

volume to spectrum 'and'alauthorizing distribution of ' earned that: questioned the'nushipr.of sources purchased and't0 |1 duelstexempt from the
'

'

iD violation of 10 CPRrequirements of a license.,

HemadethisknWniten11smanagemen@:theset.trtments tiet Spectra was not authorhed to
i y redisttitNttng and' subsequently to the NRC.

.30.16(d)c. pectrum was.pess
-

fett that S
: '

:
advisedOXfor' The R50 et Oxford was notAfter18l

avere of sales volumes pr h; Meg |to'tu compan't.dus1f'ther6fers,ibtooksometimeforhimto
j redistribute, Oxford

become aware of the volustrof se
et to Spectrum.:

' 006~16, 1996, At1: bat; .

An insaction of Spectrum Techniques]l zine distribution 50
.* ,

;ectrum Techniques hadire efved:
t6ted that they hadtime 5 ,',

persons exempt from a licens . The'Rnatruments du ng 'is ime frame in question,
1

purchased sources from
,

Stion'1tcenser S 3, markets en '

:
prior to receiving their! tfMdt ths;sourteeK45 :Would take the .
educetional roduct thei | and put the package into
soirces. peccaged exactly::eneceived?from On customers. The RSO stated

i

Jtto ;!

the box with their device Tthen~shilRCistaffie cepcerning ''

that he.had a conversation With an etion of! theiraculations. The RSO .
n ''

i 10CFR30.14(c),andreviewedthis Spectrum cMdatransfer sources to'

inter ed the regulatioh to usan-
a forLt 1 c nse After discussion with

ied for a distr b(ut %, 1icense. Spectr a |
;

indi is exempt fromi requ e
Oxford natruments, Spe 1,9

felt that sooit d de so under
did redistr'bute the a loFidvintthem t:ithia: rtion of the
10 CFR 30.14(c). The i of

id not spo in this caseLandLt ..t
'

in violation,Te
,

;
e license.regul Ei

10;CF M L for redist buting emmet quanti g 1; ' a violation, be: that
.

< - m

-inspe
< ether adytsed"them that they woul v ,

:
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no response would be recessary:since they now oossessed a distribution
;

Oxford Instruments received a non chd violation a041ost10 CFR 30.18(d) for self identified unauthorized'distri,bution of exemptlicense.<

4 sources,
<

CONCLUSIONS:

The allegation was substantiatkin that SpectraTechniques Inc. was
j

redistribu$ing bypeoduct mater 141LWithout a licensee authorizing distributionto pereces. exempt from the' requirements:of a license. Spectrum Techniques ash

since secured such a licens'e. This was'due to e misinterpretation of the
:

regulations, and did not appear to be a willful violation on the part of the
'

s' received a violation for this distribution.
l i of 10 CFR 30.18(d) and

'
liceo rus,J

received a non cited vio atio;toAl in vio at on't discovered the
brought it ;

ridi
-

I the!;td corrective ackroblem,This0xfor Inst amentt was
.

n, s'

to the attention of the NRC,i and,'1
ions.

eman ;:

allegation is closed.:
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