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This paper compares the value of local diagnostic reference levels(the LDRL)in health 
facilities of the South Bohemia Region. The work is motivated by questions of licensees, who 
would like to know their position in terms of the LDRL compared to other workplaces. Also by 
the activity of the inspector who can identify the problematic workplaces, where is necessary 
to increase attention to optimization, exposure, or justification. In connection with the ongoing 
internal audits in licensee workplaces the information about the status of the LDRL among 
others is current, motivating licensee to changes, optimization and verification of compliance 
with the recommendation of the National radiological standard of Ministry of Health.The data 
set is focused on radiographic examination for which National DRL(NDRL)are set out in the 
Decree No 307/2002 Sb., on radiation protection, as amended. The set of data can be 
expanded over time to include other examinations, for the NDRL has not been determined 
yet. Similarly, data were collected for radioscopic examination and CT examination. However 
there was identified the problem in comparing LDRL because of different magnitudes, which 
LDRL are given, resp. of incomplete summary of exposure parameters for their restatement 
and unification. For LDRL reported in kerma area product(KAP),there was found that the 
values are different until one order for the same examination. Probably due to a different 
mode settings for some KAP meters or bad transfer of area units. This was not commonly 
seen during the inspection. Licensees or inspector had not the feedback on the 
\"correctness\" because NDRL are in some case one order of magnitude higher. So that 
NDRL value was not exceeded. This discrepancy is necessary to clarify and identify the 
individual cause of the differences in values measured by KAP.The set of LDRL of individual 
workplaces also provides insight into the initiative of radiological physicists who are involved 
and provides the number of workplaces that can devise LDRL themselves. Individual 
licensees also differ in the approach to evaluation of LDRL and in the interest in the practical 
use of this value. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


