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. . evaguats build’'ug or assemble in & specified
‘ sven (p. 38). dewever, latex (p. 5°) ir 1s

- implied that perscmnel evecuate only if the
annse of an slars is not immedistsly determined
and eoutrolled. How do persoconel kanow this?

v iemove implied qualification of evacuatiom

procadures on p. 59 and require evacuatiem

62 RIO 1is stated sa the individual whe notifies
suthorities as required. Who acts in his
absenceY (This was a preblem at 6/13/74
isgidsnt sinee the RFO was not available, and
~ es & result, the AERC was not notified).
v Provide alternate designess whe will be
ATSORSe §50510 responsidle for netifying the authorities whem
8507200997 BoU the RFO ts unavailsble.
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48, A9, Weekly Opev. Stataments and checklists are provided relative
Chack List (pp 30 - 91) to imspections and ghechkouts of safety systems
bt individusls responaidle fer theee age not
3 ~7 7 v iuate vhe is responsible fer performing and
' 2 few insuring visual inspestisms, daily opexaticunal
PR R o ML o shosks, weskly chechs, soathly snd quarterly 3
4 : houke s
~~..* . ; - Mintoun frequenciss for trainisg snd retraining,
Sectiss 6.6, and for weetings of the Diets, Owsms, Karl and
"Special Training™ }-u-mm-u-pnuu.
Beployess should bs fermally reinstructed at
lsast on amsual basis and formal reviews of
operatisns be conducted at lesat wouthly
/& =~ oo vefersace V'Iype of Suxvey Meter should be specified.
in documsnt
18 Instyuctisnc for wmleading cask im hot cell,
spacifically for surveyiag intevior of essk
. fow emtamimetisn ave wague. How will this b
dena? It isplies & tyansfer of wipes >4t of
the asil.
28, also Sectism 13.9.8 ' Imstructions for umloading cask in storage peol
“Precsdure te move should be prefaced "this is & two man cperstiom”
sources betwesu cells” &8 axve other twe man operations procedures.
58 page wo. Questions Can the key for the source hoist be
Sectioms 13.9.6.0 ramwpved before completing aseent or descent
"Cell #2 Operater of source! 1If so, wvhat happens to. the inotere
Iastructiscas" lock systom?

Alse, 10 millirad/hour is cited as upper
paruissible limit as messured wich scrvey meter
vhen opening cell door and checking levels
inside. This sesms high. Note, umdew above
esumenis, that the typs of survey meter has not
specified by licemsee. A CX rats meter is
thought ts be & suitable {nstrument.
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ABC PROPOSES $2,050 CIVIL PENALTY AGAINST ISOMEDIX

The Atodc Bnergy Co-uuo- 's Director o! hguuory
Opoutuu has proposed imposing elvn penaltiess amounting to
$2,050 agaiast Isomedix, m. o! Parsippany, New Joruy. for

' appareat vialations of AEC uguxamp

%ff

The onctnt viclations nro fdentified dutu inspections

| on June 14, 18 and 28.after an lsomedix employee wvas exposid

to excessive radiation. The cqloy«. who was hospitalizud

\ a!ur the overexposure, has utunod to work.

Y Alse on June 14 the Director of Regulatory Operstions
smomd the use of radioactive material at the plsat after
ouludiu that & potentially nurdm condition could exist.
‘l'hn Suspension vas 1ifted on July l a!ur ABC inspections
of sdditional safety equipment and rovuod operating procedures.
tm'uhuuc
during the three days of inspectioas. Proposed fines agsinst
Isomedix range from §50 to $1,000 lét eight of the viclations
including the oversxposure. Other violations include in-
sdequate training of radiation workers, failure to follow
proper procedures in using radioactive material, and {nadequate
and ineffective radiation alars and monitoring systems.
Isomedix has already taken corrective action on the nine

violations:4sd ‘their comments on five of them have been reviewed
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sad spproved by AEC inspectors. Fiasl documentstion on th
other four violations s to be ulluud within tmn un
of veceipt of the nouco of \nohttu. : ‘

In & lettey u the company rvegarding the proposed _
fiane, the Director of Reguletory Operstions expressed concern
sbout Isomedix' msnsgement control systes {a not preveatisg
the violations from occurriag. He has ssked for a description
of sctions takes to improve the system. | : ;

The compaay was given 20 days ia which to either pay R -,b
the fines or protsst them, all cr_h part, giving reasons ‘ ";
why the penslties should not be imposed. It ﬁ"%

The State of New Jersey has been notified of the proposed ”
enforcement action. ~ | a2
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