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MINUTES:  MANAGEMENT REVIEW BOARD MEETING OF JUNE 6, 2002

These minutes are presented in the same general order as the items were discussed in the
meeting.  The attendees were as follows:

Carl Paperiello, MRB Chair, EDO Martin Virgilio, MRB Member, NMSS
Paul Lohaus, MRB Member, STP Joseph Gray, MRB Member, OGC
Cardelia Maupin, Team Leader, STP Vivian Campbell, Team Member, RIV
Roberto Torres, Team Member, NMSS John Jankovich, Team Member, NMSS
Josie Piccone, STP Kathleen Schneider, STP
Lance Rakovan, STP Fred Brown, NMSS
John Zabko, STP Kevin Hsueh, STP
Brenda Usilton, STP Osiris Siurano, STP
Alvin Henry, STP John Lubinski, OE

By video conference:
Dwight Chamberlain, RIV Linda McLean, RIV

By teleconference:
Steve Collins, OAS Liaison, IL Lee Cox, Team Member, NC
Aubrey Godwin, AZ Bill Wright, AZ
Beverly Hall, NC Robin Hayden, NC
Mike Stevens, FL John Volpe, KY
Donald Flater, IA George Johns, IA

1. Convention.  Carl Paperiello, Chair of the Management Review Board (MRB) convened
the meeting at 10:00 a.m.  Introductions of the attendees were conducted.  Note, at
10:50 a.m., Dr. Paperiello left the meeting and appointed Mr. Virgilio to chair the
remaining portion of the MRB meeting. 

2.  New Business.  Arizona Review Introduction.  Ms. Cardelia Maupin, STP, led the
Integrated Materials Performance Evaluation Program (IMPEP) team for the Arizona
review. 

Ms. Maupin summarized the review and noted the findings.  Preliminary work included a
review of Arizona’s response to the IMPEP questionnaire.  The onsite review was
conducted February 25-March 1, 2002.  The onsite review included an entrance
interview, detailed audits of a representative sample of completed licensing actions and
inspections, and follow-up discussions with staff and management.  Following the
review, the team issued a draft report on March 29, 2002; received Arizona’s comment
letter dated April 25, 2002; and submitted a proposed final report to the MRB on May 29,
2002.  Ms. Maupin noted that the recommendations from the previous review were all
closed.

Common Performance Indicators. 

Mr. Lee Cox, North Carolina, reviewed the Status of the Materials Inspection Program.
His presentation corresponded to Section 3.1 of the IMPEP report.  The review team
found Arizona’s performance with respect to this indicator “satisfactory” and made no
recommendations.  After a brief discussion involving prescriptive and performance-
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based inspection priorities, the MRB agreed that Arizona’s performance met the
standard for a “satisfactory” rating for this indicator.

Mr. Cox also presented the findings regarding Technical Quality of Inspections.  His
presentation corresponded to Section 3.2 of the report.  The team found that Arizona’s
performance was “satisfactory” for this indicator and made no recommendations.  The
MRB agreed that Arizona’s performance met the standard for a “satisfactory” rating for
this indicator.

Ms. Maupin presented the findings regarding Technical Staffing and Training.  Her
presentation corresponded to Section 3.3 of the IMPEP report.  The team found that
Arizona’s performance with respect to this indicator was "satisfactory” and made one 
recommendation that the Agency examine means to ensure and maintain an adequately
trained staff.  The MRB discussed whether it was necessary to make this
recommendation to the Agency in light of the recent budget reductions.  The MRB
directed that the recommendation be deleted from the report.  After discussions with   
Mr. Godwin, the MRB directed that the review team include language in the cover letter
regarding the recent reduction in funding and the potential loss of qualified staff.  The
MRB agreed that Arizona’s performance met the standard for a "satisfactory" rating for
this indicator. 

Ms. Campbell presented the findings regarding the common performance indicator,
Technical Quality of Licensing Actions.  She summarized the findings in Section 3.4 of
the report.  The team found Arizona’s performance to be "satisfactory" for this indicator
and made one recommendation involving fully implementing the decommissioning
financial assurance requirements.   The MRB and Ms. Campbell discussed the
recommendation and the use of licensing checklists.  The MRB and Mr. Godwin
discussed the formally licensed site that the State was unable to locate.  Mr. Godwin
stated that they believed they have found the site and that they were unable to identify
areas for remediation.  The MRB agreed that Arizona’s performance met the standard
for a "satisfactory" rating for this indicator.

Ms. Campbell also presented the findings regarding the final common performance
indicator, Response to Incidents and Allegations.  As discussed in Section 3.5 of the
report, the team found Arizona’s performance relative to this indicator to be
"satisfactory" and made one recommendation involving the State’s procedures for
handling allegations.  The MRB and Ms. Campbell discussed the cause of incident-
events not reported by the State.  Ms. Campbell noted that two events had not been
reported at the time of the onsite review, but information had been submitted to NRC
prior to the MRB.  In addition, there were three events for which the State files indicated
information had been sent to NRC but the information was not present in the Nuclear
Material Events Database.  Of these three, no information was found on one event and
initial information was available on the other two events.  Staff from NMSS raised the
question as to whether the MRB would consider a finding of “satisfactory with
recommendations for improvement” for three events not submitted.  Mr. Godwin
corrected a licensee number (from 8-27 to 8-24) for File 13 in Appendix E of the final
report.  After discussions with the team, the MRB agreed that Arizona’s performance
met the standard for a "satisfactory" rating for this indicator.
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Non-common Performance Indicators.

Mr. Torres led the discussion of the non-common performance indicator, Legislation and
Program Elements Required for Compatibility, which is summarized in Section 4.1 of the
report.  The team found Arizona’s performance “satisfactory with recommendations for
improvement” for this indicator and made two recommendations.  The MRB and         
Mr. Godwin discussed submission of legally binding requirements and timely review. 
STP committed to a 60-day review turn-around of State requirements.  Mr. Godwin said
that he will try to submit documents for review.  The MRB and Mr. Godwin discussed the
parallel regulations by Arizona and International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) for
requiring licenses for all radiological materials.  The MRB and Mrs. Schneider discussed
precedents for determination of “satisfactory” vs “satisfactory with recommendations for
improvement.”  The team noted, and Mr. Godwin concurred, that there were five
regulations that were overdue.  Mr. Godwin did not contest the finding.  The MRB
agreed that Arizona’s performance for this indicator met the standard for a “satisfactory
with recommendations for improvement” rating.

Mr. Jankovich presented the findings regarding the non-common performance indicator,
Sealed Source and Device Evaluation Program.  His presentation corresponded to
Section 4.2 of the IMPEP report.  The team found that Arizona’s performance with
respect to this indicator was "satisfactory” and made two recommendations.  The MRB
discussed the costs for an SS&D refresher training for Arizona.  The MRB discussed the
need for registration certificates for general license devices and the need to amend NRC
Part 32 regulations to require registration sheets if it is determined necessary for
compatibility.  The MRB recommended that the issue be discussed at the next OAS
conference call and to work with OAS to survey the Agreement States to obtain their
response to the issue.  Based on the results of the survey, then the next action can be
determined.  The MRB agreed that Arizona’s performance met the standard for a
"satisfactory" rating for this indicator. 

MRB Consultation/Comments on Issuance of Report.  Ms. Maupin concluded, based
on the discussion and direction of the MRB, that Arizona’s program was rated
"satisfactory" for all performance indicators except Legislation and Program Elements
Required for Compatibility, which was rated “satisfactory with recommendations for
improvement.”  The MRB found the Arizona radiation control program was adequate to
protect public health and safety and compatible with NRC’s program.  The IMPEP team
recommended that the next IMPEP review be conducted in four years, and the MRB
agreed.

Comments. Mr. Godwin thanked the IMPEP team for their work and professionalism.
Mr. Lee Cox thanked the State, NRC, and MRB for the opportunity to participate in
IMPEP.  Mr. Virgilio thanked the team and Arizona for their efforts.

3. Results of Periodic and Orientation Meetings.  Ms. Schneider reported on the Florida
periodic meeting that took place on January 28, 2002 (ML020570371); the Iowa periodic
meeting that took place on March 13, 2002 (ML020810634); the North Carolina periodic
meeting that took place on March 14, 2002 (ML020950004); and the Kentucky periodic
meeting that took place on April 16, 2002 (ML021370312). 
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During the discussion of the Iowa periodic, the MRB identified Iowa’s actions to
supplement their staff as “good practice.”  Iowa invites staff from States seeking
Agreements (Wisconsin and Minnesota) to participate in Iowa team inspections.  This
supplements the Iowa staff during inspections and trains staff in those States preparing
to become Agreement States.  The MRB recommended that Iowa’s good practice be
included in the periodic good practice paper identifying other such practices. 

4. Status of Current and Upcoming Reviews.  Ms. Schneider briefly reported on the
status of the current and upcoming IMPEP reviews and reports.  She noted that the
Alabama MRB was scheduled for June 24, 2002.

      
5. Adjournment.  The meeting was adjourned at approximately 11:20 a.m.


