
May 20, 2002 
CD 

a%~ 
Mr. William J. Sinclair, Director 
Division of Radiation Control 
Department of Environmental Quality 
168 North 1950 West 
P.O. Box 144850 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-4850 
bsinclaiC@deq.state.ut.us 

RE: Proposed Rules for Uranium Recovery Regulation and Request for Public Hearings 

Dear Mr. Sinclair: 

On May 15,2002, the Division of Radiation Control (DRC), Department of 
Environmental Quality (DEQ), published a proposed rule in the Utah State Bulletin (Vol.  
2002, No. 10) regarding "Uranium Mills and Source Material Mill Tailings Disposal 
Facility Requirements" (R313-24). That notice indicates that comments on the proposed 
rule are due by June 14, 2002. The notice also indicates that the full text of the proposed 
rule could be viewed at the Division of Administrative Rules, or at the DRC. Iii addition, 
the DRC proposed amendments to existing rules to confonn those ru'les to the proposed 
R313-24.  

The notice of the proposed rule gives no indication as to where one might obtain a 
paper copy of the complete proposed rule or where one might be able to view the 
complete text of the proposed rule and supplementary information on the Internet. I was 
unable to locate any information on either the DEQ or DRC web pages regarding the 
proposed rule or the State's proposal to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) for 
Agreement State responsibility for uranium recovery facilities.  

Additionally, the proposed rule provides little background information. A similar 
proposed federal regulation (as published in the Federal Register) would contain 
extensive background information and explanation of various sections of the proposed 
rule.  

The DRC's policy statement in the November 19,2001, draft application to the 
NRC for an amended agreement for uranium recovery regulation, indicates that one of 
the advantages of DRC's assumption of regulatory responsibility would be "better 
communication with and participation of the public in uraniuin recovery issues." 
Responsive to that commitment, I would request that:
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1. The DRC develop a specific web page (at the DEQ/DRC web site) for the placement 
of information regarding the State's NRC Agreement State status, 

2. The DRC place the complete text of the proposed rule on that web site (I would 
assume that the complete text includes the actual text of 10 C.F.R. Part 40 sections, as 
appropriately adjusted, and the State regulations that are being incorporated into 
R313-24), 

3. The DRC place supplementary information regarding the proposed rule and 
Agreement State status on the web site, 

(Such information should include: 

a. 10C.F.R.Part40, 

b. Utah Radiation Control Rules, 

c. Utah Radiation Control Statutes, 

d. 42 U.S.C. Section 2021 (Cooperation with states), 

e. Uranium Mill Tailings Radiation Control Act of 1978, 

f. Draft Application - Amended Agreement for Uranium Recovery (November 
19, 2001) and any revisions thereto, 

g. NRC staff responses to that application, 

h. November 1999 DRC Scoping Document regarding DRC's proposal to amend 
its agreement with the NRC to regulation uranium mills and tailings, 

i. Information regarding the DEQ Agreement State/Groundwater Authority task 
force, including the membership of that task force, notices of meetings of the 
task force, summaries of task force meetings, statements by task force 
(including "Elements of a Utah Agreement State Program for Uranium Mill 
Regulation"), 

j. NRC Federal Register notices related to the Amended Agreement, 

k. Other pertinent information regarding the Amended Agreement application 
and approval process, and 

1. "Suggested State Regulations," the Conference of Radiation Control Program 
Directors)



3

4. The DRC send out a press release to the newspapers in southeastern Utah regarding 
the proposed rule (including information on how to obtain a copy of the proposed 
rule, references to the DRC web site, and other pertinent information), 

5. The DRC establish a link at their web site to NRC's Office of State and Tribal 
Programs web site: http://www.hsrd.ornl.gov/nrc/, and 

6. The DRC extend the comment period for an additional 15-30 days due to the lack of 
information on the proposed rule, the extent of the proposed rule, and the importance 
of the new regulations to the communities of southeastern Utah.  

Further, Utah Code allows that an interested person, an interested association, or 
another state agency may request the agency to hold a hearing on a specific Proposed 
Rule. Section 63-46a-5 (1987) requires that a hearing request be received "in writing not 
more than 15 days after the publication date of the Proposed Rule." 

Therefore, as an interested person, I hereby request that DRC hold hearings in 
Moab and Blanding, Utah, on the proposed rule. I also request that the DRC hold those 
hearings on or before June 17, 2002.  

Thank you for your prompt attention to this request, 

Sarah M. Fields 
P.O. Box 143 
Moab, Utah 84532 

cc: Dianne R. Nielson 
Josie Piccone, NRC/C- ia,/ 
Paul Lohaus, NRC .


