
427 CANNON HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING
WASHINGTC-4)C 20515

(202) 2254031

2100 NINTH STREET. ROOM 302
MERIDIAN, MS 39302

1601) 693-6081

110-D AIRPORT ROAD
PEARL MS 39208
_ (601)932-2410

2080 AIRPORT ROAD, SUITE D
COLUMBUS, MS 39701

1601) 327-266

CHIP PICKERING
3D DISTRICT, MIssissIPPI

QCongreg; of the Uniteb States;
house of 3Acpretentatilbr

lagbington, i0D 20515-2403

April 28, 1998

COMMITTEES:
TRANSPORTATION ANf )
INFRASTRUCTURE
SUBCOMMIrTEES:
SURFACE TRANSPORTAMON. VICE CHAIRMAN
AvIAnON

AGRICULTURE
SUBCOMMITTEES:
LIVESTOCK, DAIRY AND POU TRY
FORESTRY, RESOURCE CONSERVATION
AND RESEARCH

SCIENCE
SUBCOMMITTEES:
BASIC RESEARCH
SPACE AND AtRONAUTICS

ASSISTANT WHIP AT LARGE
POLICY COMMITTEEChairman Shirley Jackson

16C1
United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Dear Chairman Jackson:

I understand that the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) is undergoing a process of
revisiting its regulations to be more risk-based and performance oriented. The part of this
process that is of concern to me involves revision of 10 CFR Part 35, which applies to the
medical use of radioisotopes.

While I support the direction in which the commission is moving, some of my
constituents in the radiology community are concerned about the trend that is reflected in early
drafts of the revisions of part 35 relating to the training and experience necessary to become
licensed to use radioisotopes diagnostically. The record of safe usage of radioisotopes compiled
over many years under NRC Licensure is a very good one. I and my constituents are concerned
that, with the sever reductions in required training and experience under 10 CFR Part 35.100,
200, and 300 that are being considered, this record of safe usage will end and more incidents that
jeopardize patient care will occur.

I urge you, as leader of the Commission, to consider carefully the implications of the
proposal that the NRC staff is preparing for your approval. I believe that patient care would best
be served if the training and experience requirements were revised as recommended in comments
submitted to the NRC staff by the American College of Radiology (ACR). It would be
unfortunate to move too far in a direction that jeopardizes patients in the name of a more forward
looking regulatory process.

Thank you for your attention to this important issue.
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