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Message From
Chairperson Edgar D. Bailey
As we approach the end of another year we tend to look back on what
has occurred in the year past. I think there are several highlights that
have been common to many if not most of us who work in state radiation
control programs.
Like me, many of you I am sure have been faced with doing more and
more with less and less people and resources. Reorganizations, or realignments, of state radiation control programs have faced or threatened
many of us. Seldom it seems are these organizational changes at the
request of the radiation control program director or staff, but rather they
are thrust upon us by administrative and organizational “experts” who
never seem to understand what radiation control programs do.
I am sure that in the past year you and your staff have been called upon for more and more
efforts and activities relating to security and the thwarting of terrorist activities. Information
and data that were always available to members of the public are now being withheld in the
name of security. Everyone keeps telling us the “deadliness” of even the smallest amount of
radioactive material in the hands of a terrorist intent on using it for malevolent proposes. I
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Chairperson’s
message
(Continued)

suspect that each of you have been called upon to explain (perhaps

repeatedly) why the radioactive material in two or three missing smoke detectors cannot be made into a “crude nuclear weapon” or a RDD that will
contaminate many city blocks. This is certainly an aspect of health physics
that most of us gave much thought or time to just a few short years ago.
This time last year I certainly was not anticipating that I would be spending any time at all this year, in ﬁnding a new Executive Director for the
CRCPD. I kept thinking that I was having a really bad dream, but reality
has stuck. I do indeed ﬁnd myself working on exactly that. The good news
is that the process is well under way. We have received applications for the
position and believe that by the end of January a new Executive Director
will be selected.

There is also good news I believe from our efforts and participation with the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) to deﬁne and implement a National
Materials Program that truly involves the states. Great progress has been
made in involving the states in the program development and implementation of a real partnership between the NRC and the states. If Senate Bill
2763 becomes law there will be an excellent opportunity for the NRC to
demonstrate its full commitment to the National Materials Program by letting the states develop and guide the integration of existing state NARM
programs into the national program. I am very optimistic that the states
will have that role and that the CRCPD will be an integral part of that process.
As I prepare for the Holiday Season, I am reminded of what are the really
important things in my life. I sincerely hope that each of you will put aside
the everyday chores and problems of your job and spend some time on
the really important aspects of your life. Take time to be with family and
friends and spend time in worship.
I wish you and yours a very Merry Christmas and a Happy New Year.


Happy Holidays!
from the CRCPD staff

Pat, Lin, Sue, Sharon, Denise, Twila,
Chuck, Terry, Bruce, and Curt
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Previous Board
Member

“Just what I want to.” That is my standard response to those who
ask what I am doing since I retired more than one year ago. Doing
just what I want to has kept me as busy if not more so than when
I was “working”. I walked out of the ofﬁce and into the concession
tent (fund raiser for our community chorale) at the American Express World Golf Championships. And that is as close as I will get to
playing golf.
I have remained active in the Atlanta Chapter Health Physics Society, serving as the Chapter Treasurer. Otherwise, doing just what I
want to falls into four general categories: landscape, family, church
and school.

Thomas E. Hill
Treasurer
1996-1997-1998

Parker Award Recipient
1999

During last fall, this past spring and this fall I made a concerted effort to complete our landscape. I planted hundreds of shrubs and
bulbs, many perennial plants and a few annuals. I have hauled
and spread many pickup loads of mulch to help retain moisture.
One goal is to have some color in the landscape during each month
of the year. Currently the dwarf nandinas are ﬁery red, the burning bushes are turning red, the nandina berries are a bright redorange and our old established camellia is just bursting with pink
blooms. It is fun to see the landscape come together. It is also fun
not to have as much to mow in our yard. In addition to our yard, I
have been keeping up the yards of my mother-in-law and our neighbor. It has been great to have the time and fun to get these yards
looking better than they have in quite some time.
Being retired has afforded me the time to assist family and neighbors. I have been privileged to have the time to carry my dad to
various doctors’ appointments, to carry my mother-in-law for eye
exams and surgical procedures. When my neighbor needs my assistance, I have been able to carry her for chemotherapy and her
family (her mother and daughter) for various medical appointments.
(When you have the opportunity, lift up a prayer for this family.)
I have found it very rewarding to work with fellow church members
as we volunteer at the food bank on the third Thursday of each
month. Working at church gives me another opportunity to give
back. As well as serving on several committees, I assist our Pastor
one day each week with his visits to members who are sick or shutin or in assisted living or long-term care facilities. We also visit
many of those who were guests during a worship service. Also of
chief importance, each Wednesday evening after midweek services,
I get to spoil Nora. That is the most important job a Grandpa has to
perform!
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Previous Board Member
(continued)

One of the most challenging jobs I have attempted was teaching
a college preparatory Chemistry course at a new Christian school
during the second semester last school year (Jan-May 2004). I survived largely because I had only three students. I was relearning
chemistry along with and just ahead of them. It was a challenge to
conduct meaningful lab exercises without appropriate facilities with
only basic lab equipment. This school year I am substitute teaching
at Cherokee High School where my wife Joan is a counselor. When
I applied with the school system to substitute teach, I stated in my
application that I would be available only at Cherokee High and only
on Fridays. I am working about three Fridays per month. That is
about right!
Joan has about two more years before she can retire and we get to
do some extended travel. In the mean time I will keep on keeping
on and add the restoration of three pickup trucks and several pieces of furniture to my “want to list.”



Board Meeting Highlights

Pat’s Corner

By Patricia Gorman (OED)
Administrative Ofﬁcer

Following are highlighted items
covering the Board’s activities
during meetings held from October through December 2004. The
minutes, once approved by the
Board, will be posted to the web
site under “Members only.”

From left to right: Kathleen McAllister (MA), Richard Ratliff (TX), Ed Bailey (CA), Jay Hyland (ME),
Debbie Gilley (FL), John Winston (PA), and Debra
McBaugh (WA)

Ron’s Farewell with the Board
The Board of Directors hosted a
special dinner event in honor of
Ron Fraass’ dedication and service to CRCPD. In attendance
were the state Board members,
the federal liaisons, and staff who
were working the meeting. Following a wonderful dinner, Ed
Bailey, CRCPD Chairperson,
presented Ron with a desk plaque
that included a clock and a special inscription for him to take to
his new desk at EPA. The inscription read “In appreciation for your
service on the CRCPD Board of Directors (2001-2002) and for your
excellent leadership as Executive Director (2002-2004)”. We continue to wish Ron a very sussesful and rewarding career at EPA.
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Pat’s Corner
(continued)

Results of Special Called Business Meeting – A special called
business meeting was held on Monday, October 25, 2004 in conjunction with the October Board meeting for the purpose of approving an amendment to the CRCPD Constitution that would
provide for consistency with the Articles of Incorporation and
the Kentucky Revised Statutes (KRS). Based on the vote of the
CRCPD Members, the Constitution was approved as submitted (to
view, click on <www.crcpd.org./OrgOp/Constitution.htm>).
Strategic Plan – When the Strategic Plan was approved in May
2000, it was agreed that the document would be reviewed at least
every ﬁve years. Well, the time has come to provide such review.
The Board has conducted an initial review and has approved forwarding some amendments to the Members for a vote at the upcoming 2005 business meeting.
Working groups
• E-5 Committee on Radioactive Waste Management was
charged with reviewing and reporting on the GAO report dealing
with low-level waste, as well as continuing to monitor the GAO follow-up study.
• E-6 Committee on Emergency Response Planning was
charged with monitoring the KI issue and providing input through
the Federal Radiological Preparedness Coordinating Committee
(FRPCC).
o In December, OED forwarded the E-6 comments relative
to their review of the draft Federal guidelines implementing the congressionally mandated program for the availability of KI for stockpiling.
• Created the following new work groups:
o E-40 Task Force to Revitalize the National Radon Program for States <http://www.crcpd.org/WGs/ENC/E40.pdf>.
o G-58 Task Force for the Criteria for an Adequate Radiation Control Program <http://www.crcpd.org/WGs/GC/
G-58.pdf>.
o H-30 Task Force for Bone Densitometry <http://www.
crcpd.org/WGs/HAC/H-30.pdf>.
o HS-3 Task Force for EPA’s Creation of a National Radiation Monitoring System <http://www.crcpd.org/WGs/
HSC/Homeland_Security_Council.html>.
o HS-4 Task Force for Review of DHS Document – Recovery from RDD <http://www.crcpd.org/WGs/HSC/HS4.pdf>.
o HS-5 Task Force for Handbook for Responding to a RDD
or IND <http://www.crcpd.org/WGs/HSC/HS-5.pdf>
o HS-6 Task Force for RDD/IND Scenarios <http://
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Pat’s Corner
(continued)

•

•

•
•

•

www.crcpd.org/WGs/HSC/HS-6.pdf>.
G-57 Task Force – State Comprehensive Proﬁle update.
This task force was created in May 2004, membership
appointed in July/August 04 and produced a draft questionnaire of a state comprehensive proﬁle for the Board’s
review and approval at the October 04 meeting. Several changes were recommended and implemented. It
is expected that the Board will provide ﬁnal approval in
January 05. At the recommendation of the Task Force
and approval of the Board, OED is investigating what it
will take, including cost, to provide this proﬁle information in a user-friendly, web based application. The Board
expressed its appreciation for an excellent job in producing a quality product within a short period of time.
Membership of this Task Force includes Cindy Cardwell
(Chair/TX), Margaret Henderson (TX), Ben Seiber (PA),
Mark Bunge (WI) and Jack Ferruolo (RI). Tom Ohlhaber
(FDA) served as FDA/CDRH resource person.
Homeland Security Emerging Issues (HS-EI) was given two
additional charges: to monitor the need for a procedure to
inform licensees, Agreement States, NRC and other federal
agencies of potential breaches in security of information;
and to monitor the issue of coordinating chemical and biological plans/response relative to radiological and make
recommendations.
HS-1 Task Force for Database Security was terminated and
charges moved to HS EI (see above)
HS-2 Task Force for Homeland Security Forum was terminated due to completion of the following charges: to develop
the format, including soliciting speakers and facilitating/
moderating, for the Homeland Security Forum to be held at
May 04 annual meeting; and to develop a list of prioritized
issues and recommendations document for future HS working groups based on the forum and previously identiﬁed HS
emerging issues.
Homeland Security Forum Report (HS-2) was presented for
the Board’s review and appropriate action. The Board agreed
with the following prioritized list:
 A handbook providing guidance for responding to an
RDD including best practices, such as guidance for
quick assessment of internal contamination and roles/
contact information for federal agencies. The booklet
will include blank spots for states to add their local contact numbers.
 RDD Scenarios – Gather playbooks, tabletops, and other
procedures already developed, edit them, and post on

7

CRCPD NEWSBRIEF

Pat’s Corner
(continued)

•
•

•

•

CRCPD members only (access-controlled) website. Security issues will be evaluated prior to putting scenarios on
the website.
 Review the DHS document that is currently under development (RDD PAG’s) when available and provide feedback
on needs for long-term recovery and cleanup, including
the need for numerical standards for clean-up. Develop
guidance on available funding mechanisms and how to
access them.

States with borders with other countries and those with
ports are concerned about the training of border and
port ofﬁcials and how states interact with Customs and
Border Protection.

Authority for conducting X-ray inspections at airports:
Who inspects them? Who assures they are safe? Who
inspects them? What is the radiation safety training for
TSA staff? What about the possible transition of control
from federal to states?

Supplemental lab support for sample analysis during a
large radiological event.
Calibration labs reaccredited – The Board approved reaccrediting Illinois and South Carolina labs for 04-05.
Draft SSR Document entitled “SSRCR Expedited Review Process” was presented to the Board for their review. This draft
document will soon be made available on the regulatory forum for CRCPD members of state RCPs to review and provide
feedback within a speciﬁed period of time (OED will send an
announcement of its availability along with a link to the draft
document). Once feedback is obtained, comments will be
considered by the Board and incorporated, as deemed appropriate, into the revised document. The intent is that this
document will become part of the SSRCR document process.
SR-G “Use of Radionuclides in the Healing Arts” was given
a new charge to develop a model license condition for adding an authorized medical physicist to a license by January
2005. Intent: to collect information and develop an informational letter, model license condition and/or suggested criteria to be used for adding an authorized medical physicist to a
license.
SR-S “Bonding and Surety” was given a new charge to develop model legislation regulations for funding mechanisms for
disposal of orphan sources and other abandoned radioactive
material.

Financial
•
Approved Proposed CRCPD Budget for 2004-05 – The approved CRCPD budget for 2004-05 is available on CRCPD
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Pat’s Corner
(continued)

•

Web site’s protected area, along with budget to expense reports for the FDA and EPA cooperative agreements and General Operations covering the period of 9/30/03 – 9/29/04.
Approved Fee Structure for 2005 37th National Conference
on Radiation Control Meeting in Kansas City, Missouri – The
Board considered the estimated cost of this meeting, including sponsorship, and approved the following 2005 registration fee structure:
o CRCPD Member Discounted Fee $295 (entire meeting)
o Non-CRCPD Member $370 (entire meeting)
o Guest Fees to attend social events:
 Chairperson’s Reception $30
 Night Out $60

CRCPD/Board Positions and Resolutions – The Past Chairpersons Advisory Committee to the Board was tasked with reviewing
all the existing CRCPD/Board positions and resolutions. The Committee presented a report to the Board at the October meeting that
contained recommendations regarding the need to update, archive,
or reafﬁrm as currently written. The Board approved moving these
recommendations to the 2005 business meeting for action. A special thanks to the following past chairpersons who participated
in this activity: Richard Ratliff, Ruth McBurney, Cindy Cardwell,
Mike Mobley, Don Flater, Aubrey Godwin, Diane Tefft, Chuck Hardin, Jill Lipoti, Dale McHard, Roland Fletcher, and Steve Collins.
Radon Proceedings Available – The 14th National Radon Meeting proceedings are now available on CD and will be available
on the CRCPD web site in January 2005 <www.crcpd.org/radon.
asp>. Attendees to the meeting have been sent a complimentary
copy of the CD. Additional copies are available for $30 per copy. If
interested in purchasing the CD, contact Denese Southgate (email
dsouthgate@crcpd.org or phone 502/227-4543 ext. 2225).



CRCPD Working Group Activities
CIRMS 2004
meeting

By Robert Lommler (IL),
Chairperson, Ionizing Measurements Committee

The 13th Annual Meeting of the Council on Ionizing Radiation Measurements and Standards (CIRMS) occurred in Gaithersburg, MD
on October 25-27, 2004. CIRMS is an advisory board to the National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST) and the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) on needs for radiation measurements and standards. The meeting had two focuses, Biological Dosimetry when no other dose measurement devices are present, and
a proposed laboratory network (REALnet) to meet possible terrorist
attack analysis needs of states.
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CRCPD Working Group
activities
(continued)

Advances in biodosimetry include use of microbeams to irradiate
just one cell so that damage can be accurately delivered, new triage
programs on the Armed Forces Radiobiology Research Institute web
site <www.afrri.usuhs.mil> to assist ﬁrst responders and medical
facilities based on blood measurements, and new non-invasive dose
estimate technology from Dartmouth Medical School using tooth
enamel measurements.
The session on content of the REALnet laboratory database did not
accomplish the goal of reviewing a list of services that states need
it to cover. Since the session was not successful, DHS has created
a web site called the REALNet C3A Review Site. To gain access to
make comments send an email to Anna Berne <anna.berne@dhs.
gov> or Ethel Jacob <ethel.Jacob@dhs.gov> requesting access to the
REALNet C3A Review Site. A login and password will be sent in reply.
There are a large number of new proposed N42 equipment and
training ANSI standards. The portal standard (N42-35) was recently approved. New ﬁrst drafts, including the training standard,
will be available for open public comment by the end of 2004. In
2005 a new ANSI standard writing group will start on an accreditation program for organizations training emergency responders for
radiation response that should signiﬁcantly affect state emergency
management agency and federal emergency response training organizations. DHS has paid to have all ANSI Homeland Security standards available on the <www.ieee.org> web site for free downloading
to eventually facilitate the training accreditation program.
Click here for sessions content (page 14)

N.E.X.T. Committee

•

By Mary Ann Spohrer, (IL)
Chairperson, Committee
on Nationwide Evaluation
of X-Ray Trends (H-4)
Illinois Emergency Management Agency

•

•

NEXT Committee members met at FDA Headquarters in
Gaithersburg, MD on November 4-5, 2004. Committee members
in attendance were Mary Ann Spohrer, Chairperson (IL), Warren
Freier (ND), Jay Nakasone (HI), Bruce Matkovich (MI), Aaron
Gantt (SC), Mike Leal (FDA), Jan Martensen (ACCR), Penny
Butler (ACR), Pete Shandruk (FDA), Stephanie Bellella (FDA),
Stan Stern (FDA), Albert Moyal (FDA), Rick Kazmarick (FDA)
and David Spelic (CDRH). The primary focus of the meeting was
to discuss and plan the training for NEXT 2005 on Computed
Tomography. The status of previous NEXT surveys was also
discussed.
Status of NEXT 2003 Upper GI Fluoroscopy survey returns was
discussed. The data has been received and FDA is beginning
the process ensuring all data is in the computer. The rate of
returns for this study is rather low and possible reasons for this
were discussed.
A partial data summary for NEXT 2002 Abdomen Lumbar Spine
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CRCPD Working Group
activities
(continued)

•

•
•

survey was distributed to the Committee prior to the meeting.
Committee members reviewed the summary and discussed
suggestions and changes during the meeting.
A draft data summary for NEXT 2001 Chest survey had also
been distributed to the committee members prior to the meeting.
Committee members were asked to submit suggestions and
changes to FDA if they had not already done so. A revised
trifold was distributed and again if any changes were warranted,
committee members were to notify FDA. The chest trifold has
been published on the CRCPD website. It is still anticipated that
the summary will go to CRCPD for publication within the next
couple of months.
Status of NEXT 2000 CT was discussed. FDA’s evaluation of the
data is about complete and a draft statistical summary of the
results is anticipated in the near future.
Discussion on the survey to be completed in 2005 took
place. The proposed protocol was distributed and discussed.
Committee members were asked to provide additional comments
on the protocol to FDA by the end of November. Dates for the
training were set for April 6-8, 2005, May 11-13, 2005, and
May 18-20, 2005. Individuals nominated to attend the training
will be notiﬁed of their speciﬁc training session by the end of
January.



Reminders

Have you paid your CRCPD dues?
State Legislative Initiatives Involving Radiation Protection - States are encouraged to provide information for inclusion on this
page. Info maintained under “Regulatory Forum” password protected site for use primarily by state radiation control members.



Homeland Security
Capabilities
Workshop
By Adela Salame-Alﬁe (NY)

Frieda Fisher-Tyler (DE) and Adela Salame-Alﬁe (NY) attended
the Capabilities Workshop sponsored by the Ofﬁce of Domestic
Preparedness (ODP) of the Department of Homeland Security
(DHS). The purpose of the meeting was to bring together
representatives from State and Local Governments to provide input
into the Capabilities-Based Planning Process being developed by
DHS. This workshop was one in a series designed by Homeland
Security to develop a Universal Tasks List (UTL), a set of model
scenarios for planning purposes, and a set of target capabilities
based on the previous two steps. Future sessions to incorporate
input from the public were mentioned.
Click here for the full report (page 18)
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In MEMORIUM
Lauriston S. Taylor

(CRCPD Honorary Member)
By Otha Linton
NCRP

Lauriston S. Taylor, the founder and president
for 49 years of the National Council on Radiation
Protection and Measurement, died 26 November
2004 at the age of 102.
His career spanned the development of national
and international standards for the measurement of x-rays and other ionizing radiation and
the creation of guidelines for their safe uses. As
a newly hired physicist at the National Bureau of
Standards, he was the ﬁrst federal employee to be
assigned to work in the rapidly growing area of x-ray applications
in medicine and other sciences. Part of his earliest responsibility
was representation of the US at the second International Congress
of Radiology in 1928, where the International Commission on Radiation Units and Measurements and the International Commission
on Radiological Protection were organized. He became a charter
member of both groups at the age of 26, beginning more than a half
century of participation as member, secretary and chairman over
the years.
A year later, he organized the US Advisory Committee on X-ray and
Radium Protection from his desk at the Bureau of Standards. He
enlisted the cooperation of the American Medical Association and
the major national radiology societies. He was president of the
NCRP and editor of the series of technical reports which he began
as guidance to radiation users. As a member of the international
groups, he coordinated the content of their reports with those of the
NCRP. The reports of the NCRP represented the work of dozens of
academic and industrial radiation scientists and were accepted as
the deﬁnitive standards for x-ray shielding and for safe x-ray exposure limits for radiation workers and for the public. Among the users of NCRP standards were the teams of scientists created to build
the ﬁrst atomic bomb during World War II.
His scientiﬁc responsibilities were broadened in 1940 when he was
asked by the National Defense Research Committee to organize a
new proximity fuse for anti-aircraft ammunition. The fuse was critical to British efforts to resist German bombing raids. He directed
the ﬁeld testing and veriﬁcation efforts and became the assistant
director of the project. He continued his NBS radiation responsibilities until 1943, when he was tapped to create an operations research program for the Army Eighth Air Corps Fighter Command.
Some months later, he expanded his responsibilities to the several
air corps commands in Europe. He was scientiﬁc advisor to Lieutenant General Hoyt Vandenberg. He received a gold medal from
the Department of Commerce and two presidential citations, the
Medal of Freedom and the Bronze Star (presidential). As the war
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Lauriston S. Taylor
(continued)

ended, he was made director of the Oerations Research Division of
the US Continental Air Command. In 1946, he returned to the NBS
as chief of the x-ray section. In 1948, he took a year of leave from
NBS to organize and direct the Biophysics Branch in the Division of
Biology and Medicine of the US Atomic Energy Commission. One of
his projects was the beginning of long-range evaluation of strontium
90 from nuclear fallout.
In 1962, he became associate director of NBS, holding the position until his retirement in 1965. During those years, he moved
the NCRP out of the federal agency. In 1964, the Congress granted
the NCRP a federal charter, endorsing its importance to the nation
and enabling its function as an independent scientiﬁc organization functioning in the public interest. Dr. Taylor then moved to the
National Academy of Sciences as special assistant to the president
and as executive director of the academy’s advisory committee on
emergency planning. In the 1960s, the US was concerned about
the possibility of nuclear exposures if the deepening cold war with
the Soviet Union became a hot war. So Lauriston Taylor was one of
a small group of radiation scientists who set national policy on radiation concerns, both from peaceful uses and regarding the threat
of nuclear war. He retired at the NAS at the age of 70. He concentrated his efforts on the NCRP, continuing as its president and expanding its base of support and scope of interests. He retired as
president in 1977, continuing to work on committees and to develop
his monumental history of radiation protection. He was in demand
as an expert witness in court cases relating to occupational radiation exposures.
“Lauriston Taylor combined a solid physics background with amazing talents as an administrator and politician,” said Thomas Tenforde, the current NCRP president. “He wrote and spoke clearly and
had a knack of explaining complex scientiﬁc issues in simple language. He was able to attract leading scientists in physics, medicine, biology and public health to work as volunteers on the expert
committees which produce NCRP reports.”
Lauriston Taylor was born in Brooklyn, New York and moved with
is family to Maplewood, New Jersey as an infant. His father was a
metallurgist who exposed young Laurie to physics, chemistry, engineering, mining, geology and botany. As a grade school student,
he went with his father to visit the inventor, Thomas Edison, in his
West Orange laboratory. When the boy expressed an interest in
vacuum tubes, Edison gave him an unshielded x-ray tube. He was
forbidden to activate it, because of the already known dangers of xray exposures.
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Lauriston S. Taylor
(continued)

He was a practical boy, with a self-taught interest in plumbing and
electricity, skills which he maintained for a lifetime. He attended
the Stevens Institute to study engineering but dropped out after a
year to earn money for tuition. He worked at the Western Electric
Company, the manufacturing arm of American Telephone and Telegraph, where he developed his interests in electronics. This led to a
decision to major in physics, which he did at Cornell University. After ﬁve years, he had earned the necessary credits for a doctorate.
But he left the campus for his ﬁrst job as a junior scientist at the
National Bureau of Standards.
Coincident with his arrival at NBS, the Secretary of Commerce,
Herbert Hoover, was asked by representatives of the American
Roentgen Ray Society to assign a scientist to work on ionizing radiation standards. Laurie Taylor drew the assignment and his career
was set.
While his major contributions were as a synthesizer of radiation
science, he also participated in the development of measurement
instruments. These included a free-air ionization chamber for x-ray
measurements and the ﬁrst national standards laboratory for comparing the operation of radiation dosimeters. His wartime work on
proximity fuses and technical advances in aviation weaponry also
reﬂected his own scientiﬁc contributions. His scientiﬁc bibliography included all or parts of 20 books and some 160 papers. The 56
NCRP reports published during his 49 years of leadership also reﬂected his writing skills.
He received honorary doctorates from the University of Pennsylvania in 1960 and from St. Procopius College of Illinois in 1965. He
received gold medals from the American Roentgen Ray Society, the
American College of Radiology, the Radiological Society of North
America, the 13th International Congress of Radiology, the Royal
Swedish Academy of Sciences and dozens of other honors, all in addition to his medals and letters of commendation for his services
during World War II.
Lauriston Taylor is survived by his wife, Robeana; by his younger
son, Nelson W. Taylor, Sr. and ﬁve children, 18 grandchildren, 24
great-grandchildren and two great-great grandchildren. His ﬁrst
wife, Azulah Walker Taylor, died in 1972 and his older son, Lauriston S. Taylor, Jr., in 1992.
The featured annual lecture at NCRP meetings is named for Lauriston S. Taylor. The NCRP has announced preliminary plans to establish a physics scholarship program in his memory.
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CIRMS 2004 trip
report
By Robert Lommler (IL),
Chairperson, Ionizing Measurements Committee

Note: Copies of all presentations at CIRMS 2004 were to be posted
by December 1, 2004 on the Web site <www.cirms.org>.
Session’ Content
1. Scientiﬁc background of Biodosimetry (10/25/04)
a. William Morgan, U of Maryland, presentation
The presentation centered on recent research that direct radiation damage to a cell and then its improper repair due to chromosome damage is rapidly being eliminated as the initial cause of
radiation inducted cancer. Technology has reached the point that
microbeams can be used to irradiate just one cell. There is a cell
communication method that communicates the effect, perhaps by
chemical signals, to adjacent cells and to cells that may be separated by signiﬁcant distances from the irradiated cell. The reproduction process of these cells is affected over several generations
and eventually causes a cell transformation. The presentation
gave visual evidence of these processes and outlined further research to determine the communication method so that it can be
controlled during cancer radiation treatment.
b. William Blakely, Armed Forces Radiobiology Research Institute (AFRRI)
The presentation centered on ﬁrst responder triage in the event
of a terrorist mass-casualty event with a dirty bomb. Current
Homeland Security guidance was demonstrated to be worthless
for triage. An AFRRI web site with triage assistance programs and
documents was demonstrated that is currently available to ﬁrst
responders. The triage program includes dose estimation features
based on measurements and medical conditions and outlines to
medical personnel when and how often samples are needed for a
multi-technology approach to determining exposure and medical
treatment required. The program and web site are accessed from
the www.afrri.usuhs.mil web site. The program looked very useful
and was user friendly and was very useful in explaining the available technology mix that can be used to determine patient exposures.
c. Harold Swartz, Dartmouth Medical School.
New technology exists to non-invasively determine personnel exposure to radiation. The technology involves reading changes in
tooth enamel using magnetic resonance. Quick exposure measurements can be made in less than ﬁve minutes by placing a
metal loop around some teeth and positioning the head in a magnetic ﬁeld. Measurements at 100+ rem, with plus or minus 50 rem
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uncertainty, can be made now. Work is being done to reduce the
equipment to something mobile that can be operated by minimally
trained personnel by putting the loop around the teeth and just
pressing one button. The proposed use of this equipment is identifying in the ﬁeld seriously exposed personnel that require medical
treatment for acute exposures.
2. Homeland Security Breakout Session (10/25/04)
a. T&E Protocols – Equipment and Training Standards (Leticia Pibida)
There are a large number of new proposed N42 equipment and
training standards. The portal standard (N42-35) was recently
approved. Portals that also do radionuclide identiﬁcation were removed from this standard and a new isotope identiﬁcation portal
standard proposed. The ﬁrst drafts, including the training standard, will be available for open public comment by the end of 2004.
In 2005 a new ANSI standard writing group will start on an accreditation program for organizations training emergency responders for
radiation response that should signiﬁcantly affect state emergency
management agency and federal emergency response training organizations. Homeland Security has paid to have all ANSI Homeland
Security standards available on the ieee.org web site for free downloading to eventually facilitate the training accreditation program.
b. ANSI Data Format Standard (Leticia Pibida)
The format selected is ASCII based and is used by most of the
chemical, biological and other hazard measurement ﬁeld equipment. This is a data output format only. It is not the command
language used to communicate to and from the instrument. That is
another standard under development by USDOE. The other reasons
for selecting this data format are inability to carry a virus, does
not interact with any computer ﬁrewall program, compatibility with
international standards, ease of reading with a text editor if necessary, and ease of incorporation into other programs for analysis.
c. ANSI Training Standard (Morgan Cox)
The ﬁrst draft of the standard is available by emailing Morgan Cox
(morgancx@swcp.com) requesting a copy to be emailed to you. The
standard lists four levels of expertise (awareness, responder, technician, and command) but only gives three levels in this standard
since the command level comes under the HPS N13 committee purview. Training goals and evaluation requirements will be included,
but exactly how is yet to be determined. Either a separate report
or appendix to the main standard will be used based on comments
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on the draft. The second draft will be completed in 2004 so that
requesting the ﬁrst draft and sending comments should be done immediately.
3. Agency needs in Biodosimetry Session (10/26/04)
NASA, USNRC and the IAEA give presentations on their biodosimetry needs. NASA needs center on future space travel and development of methods to separate or determine radiation effects from the
effects of microgravity. USNRC and IAEA needs center on dose reconstruction in radiological accidents that occur on the frequency of
about two per year. Both agencies are interested in extending biodosimetry to triage to handle terrorist or large population accident
exposures.
4. REALnet and other emergency analytical laboratory networks
(10/26/04)
a. The Laboratory Response Network (LRN): Partners in Preparedness (Michael Miller)
This CDC sponsored lab network was offered as a working model of
what a response network should be. The response to anthrax and
the handling of hundreds of thousands of samples without one false
positive report being issued was demonstrated as the level of conﬁdence that the public demands for emergency response lab analysis.
b. The Food Emergency Response Network (FERN) (Carl Schiacchitano)
The US Food & Drug Administration FERN was discussed, with primary focus on the 25 participating state laboratories. First samples
for analysis and entry into the system were sent to participating
labs in September.
c. State Radiochemical Laboratory Needs and Issues (Marinea
Mehrhoff, representing CRCPD)
Typically state labs are small with limited personnel and instrumentation. Emphasis is drinking water unless there is a nuclear
power station. To become part of a national laboratory response
program all labs surveyed said states need money for personnel,
equipment, training, consumable supplies, and equipment maintenance. A major additional point was the need to link LRN, FERN
and other response nets so that time and effort is not spent duplicating surveys, data and information. Usually there is only one
person doing the analysis and all data entry, the analyst. Multiple
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systems take that person from doing the most important task, analysis.
d. FRMAC – Federal Radiological Monitoring and Assessment
Center (Erik Nielson)
Erik Nielson has spent two years developing a radiochemistry laboratory inventory of the US, a database of laboratory capabilities for
use in an emergency, and ﬁle transfer and conversion programs for
the various analysis systems operated by these laboratories. His
database and conversion programs lead all other networks as far
as universal usability and through evaluation of laboratory capabilities. This is the database format that most participants recommended that Homeland Security expand on to add capabilities that
the FRMAC doesn’t need that a Homeland Security response would
require. Erik provided a copy of this database to Homeland Security for their use.
e. EPA Activities on Radiation Laboratory Capability and Capacity (Benjamin Hull)
A good presentation, however, the main issue of when EPA will
adopt emergency water PAG still remains unresolved.
f. DHS REALnet Workshop Introduction
The presentation centered on explaining the two working group
meetings held later that day so that participants could sign up and
attend the appropriate session.
5. REALnet Focused Workshop (10/27/04)
The session on content of the REALnet laboratory database did not
accomplish the goal of reviewing a list of services that the database
should cover. Despite having the FRMAC database two days earlier
and announcing the meeting content in July, DHS was not prepared
for this session. Two of the three hours were used just introducing
the people in the room and what they hoped to get from the database. When asked I stated my main interest was combining effort
into one database from all the different federal networks and using
the existing database from FRMAC and expanding it to areas not
covered that states would need. My comments and the comments
of all ﬁve state programs present were not addressed. Since the
session was not successful, DHS has created a web site called the
REALNet C3A Review Site. To gain access send an email to Anna
Berne <anna.berne@dhs.gov> or Ethel Jacob <ethel.Jacob@dhs.
gov> requesting access to the REALNet C3A Review Site and a login
and password will be sent in reply.
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Homeland Security
– Capabilities
Workshop
By Adela Salame-Alﬁe (NY)

Frieda Fisher-Tyler (DE) and Adela Salame-Alﬁe (NY) attended
the Capabilities Workshop sponsored by the Ofﬁce of Domestic
Preparedness (ODP) of the Department of Homeland Security
(DHS). The purpose of the meeting was to bring together
representatives from State and Local Governments to provide input
into the Capabilities-Based Planning Process being developed by
DHS. This workshop was one in a series designed by Homeland
Security to develop a Universal Tasks List (UTL), a set of model
scenarios for planning purposes, and a set of target capabilities
based on the previous two steps. Future sessions to incorporate
input from the public were mentioned.
The meeting started with a brief overview of the Homeland Security
Presidential Directive #8 (HSPD8), followed by a presentation on
the terrorism threat, and a presentation on the global ﬁght against
SARs and Pandemic Inﬂuenza. The meeting then focused on the
Capabilities Based Planning (CBP) Concept and the Identiﬁcation of
Critical Tasks and the Development of Capabilities.
The CBP describes an approach to deﬁne homeland security
needs and sets priorities for the allocation and sharing of limited
resources. The process used in CBP is supposed to engage
stakeholders at all levels in making decisions at all levels about
national preparedness. The CBP process is depicted graphically in
Figure 1.
Breakout Sessions
After the initial presentations, the participants were asked to
participate in selected breakout sessions. The ﬁrst series of
breakout sessions focused on the capabilities by scenario type and
the second series focused on the review of capabilities by mission
area.
The purpose of the capability breakout sessions was to arrive at a
list of capabilities and critical tasks necessary to accomplish the
response activities for the speciﬁc scenario. These sessions were
designed to cover each of the 15 scenarios that DHS has developed
to cover all hazards. The list of scenarios include:

•
•
•
•

•

Improvised nuclear device (IND);
3 Biological Incidents (Aerosol Anthrax, Pandemic Inﬂuenza and
Plague);
4 Chemical Incidents (Blister agent, Toxic Industrial Chemicals,
Nerve Agent, and Chlorine Tank Explosion);
2 Natural Disasters (Major Earthquake and major Hurricane);
Radiological Dispersal Device (RDD);
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Homeland Security
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•
•
•

Explosive Attack (IED);
2 Biological Attacks (Food contamination and foreign animal
disease); and
Cyber attack.

The second breakout session focused on the review of capabilities
by mission area.
The writers attended the capability breakout sessions for Scenario
1: Improvised Nuclear Device (IND) and Scenario 11: Radiological
Dispersal Device (RDD) since these were the relevant sessions for
the CRCPD membership.
The breakout sessions started with a brief description of the
scenario. We want to point out that many details of the scenario
were left out (information was classiﬁed) which made some of
the discussion in the small groups difﬁcult. The ﬁrst part of the
discussion focused on the Critical Task Selection. For the RDD
scenario, the DHS preliminary list includes approximately eleven
hundred tasks that are thought to be important in the prevention
and response phase of the scenario. Of those, approximately
93 were considered “critical”. A task was deemed critical if
“accomplishing it will lead to a signiﬁcant chance of saving lives
in the near term, or if failure to perform the task will seriously
imperil our ability to accomplish other critical tasks associated with
prevention, mitigation or emergency response.” This activity was
broken down into 10 Mission Areas. The mission areas for RDD
critical tasks identiﬁed were:
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10

Prevention/deterrence
Infrastructure protection
Preparedness
Emergency Assessment and Diagnosis
Emergency Management/Response
Hazard Mitigation
Evacuation/Shelter
Victim Care
Investigation/Apprehension
Recovery/Remediation

The mission areas were discussed in the second series of breakout
sessions. These writers attended the Prevention/deterrence and
Recovery/mitigation sessions, since those were thought to be
relevant to the CRCPD membership.
The information provided during the presentation of the CBP
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could be very useful for planning/assessing our own radiological
emergency response capabilities. The problem during the breakout
sessions was that DHS was hoping to get speciﬁc information on
resource allocation at the state and local level, a task that is hard
to quantify, in particular where there are a number of factors that
would determine the minimum required level of response. DHS was
asking for quantiﬁcation of items such as number of ambulances,
number of detection equipment needed, communication equipment,
sets of air sampling equipment, etc.
After two days, DHS agreed that it was unrealistic to try to quantify
the proposed task, especially since it was made clear that the
proposed numbers would have an effect in future funding available
to localities. At the end of the session, DHS asked the participants
to provide some feedback on how to improve the process. Our
comments included:
- Providing the guidelines to the Universal Task List (UTL) and
detailed Scenario documents to participants;
- Collapsing the 10 DHS mission areas to the four traditionally
referred to in emergency response management;
- Providing more “big picture” background information to
participants that relates the newly developed UTL and Scenarios
to the existing overlay of national response plan elements; and
- Providing some context of tiering of preparedness elements to
federal, state and local levels when discussing capabilities.
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Abbreviations, acronyms,
and initialisms

Below is a list of abbreviations, acronyms, and
initialisms that may appear in this issue:
CDC ..................Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
CDRH ...............FDA’s Center for Devices and Radiological Health
DOE ..................Department of Energy
DOT ..................Department of Transportation
DOD ..................Department of Defense
DOJ ...................Department of Justice
EMF ..................electric and magnetic ﬁelds
EPA....................Environmental Protection Agency
DHS ..................Department of Homeland Security
FBI ....................Federal Bureau of Investigation
FDA...................Food and Drug Administration
FEMA................Federal Emergency Management Agency
FRMAC ............Federal Radiological Monitoring and Assessment Center
HHS ..................Department of Health and Human Services
MQSA ...............Mammography Quality Standards Act of 1992
NEXT ................Nationwide Evaluation of X-Ray Trends
NIST..................National Institute of Standards and Technology
NRC ..................Nuclear Regulatory Commission
OED ..................CRCPD’s Ofﬁce of Executive Director
ORA ..................FDA’s Ofﬁce of Regulatory Affairs
SSR/SSRCR ......Suggested State Regulations for Control of Radiation
USDA................U.S. Department of Agriculture

The NEWSBRIEF is published in February, April, June, August, October, and
December by the Oﬃce of Executive Director, Conference of Radiation
Control Program Directors, Inc., 205 Capital Avenue, Frankfort, KY 40601.
Telephone: 502/227-4543; fax: 502/227-7862; Web site: <www.crcpd.org>.
The subscription to the NEWSBRIEF is included in CRCPD membership
dues. The subscription price for nonmembers is $35 per year, prepaid.
The NEWSBRIEF is written with regard to the needs of all radiation
control program personnel. Readers are encouraged to contribute newsworthy or informative items for the NEWSBRIEF, with neither charges nor
stipends for the items that are selected. News of state radiation control
programs is especially sought.
Contributions should be sent to CRCPD, Attn: Curt Hopkins,
205 Capital Avenue, Frankfort, KY 40601 (fax: 502/227-4928; e-mail:
<chopkins@crcpd.org>. The deadline for contributions is the ﬁfteenth
of the month before an issue is to be published.
The opinions and statements by contributors to this publication, or attachments hereto, are not necessarily the opinions or positions of CRCPD.
The mention of commercial ﬁrms, services, or products in the NEWSBRIEF
is not to be construed as either an actual or implied endorsement of such
ﬁrms, services or products by CRCPD.
This publication is supported by Grant No. FD-U-000005 from the
Food and Drug Administration. Its contents are solely the responsibility
of the authors and do not necessarily reﬂect the opinions of CRCPD.
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