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Wu, Irene

From: McCraw, Aaron
Sent: Wednesday, June 26, 2013 5:28 PM
To: Wu, Irene; DeCicco, Joseph
Cc: Giantelli, Adelaide; Pelke, Patricia; Lynch, James
Subject: RE: Request for Commments on Draft NSTS RIS.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the subject line document.  In general, Region III supports the 
clarifications provided by the draft document.  We offer the following comments for your consideration when 
finalizing the document: 
 

1) General comment, not necessarily addressed by the draft RIS:  If the whereabouts of Cat 1 and Cat 2 
sources do not need to be reported for temporary jobsites, at a minimum, the sources should be 
required to be associated with their “home base” (i.e., field office, etc.).  Region III is aware of several 
large licensees with multiple locations of use that compile all of their sources across the company under 
one license because they believe it would be a hardship to report the exact whereabouts of all of their 
sources to NSTS.  The licensee’s thinking is that the number of transactions would inundate the 
system.  This practice essentially circumvents the purpose of NSTS.  This also relates to our Comment 
3 below that a timeframe should be imposed to give clearer guidance on semi-permanent locations of 
NSTS-reportable sources. 

2) Reconsider the word “transfer” in regard to use of a nationally tracked source at a temporary 
jobsite.  “Transfer” implies a change of possession to another license that does require a report under 
10 CFR 20.2207(b). 

3) Consider imposing a timeframe.  A short-term job (e.g., less than 30 days) does not make sense to 
report to NSTS; however, a longer term job (e.g., greater than 30 days) should potentially be captured 
from an accountability standpoint.  For instance, an Agreement State would very likely be interested in 
being able to account for the material if an NRC licensee was doing a long-term job in their State under 
reciprocity in case of an event involving that radioactive material and vice versa.  The reciprocity 
request will be on file; however, NSTS could serve a one-stop shop for gathering information on 
quantities of concern in a given area (following a tornado, flooding, etc.) 

4) Consider binning the examples into examples of when a report is not required and when a report is 
required rather than lumping all of the examples together. 

5) Consider including specific realistic examples to help a reader relate to the examples.  Specifically for 
Examples 2 and 3.  For Example 2, we understand the possibility (or maybe reality) of a licensee 
“borrowing” space at another licensee’s storage location in order to provide adequate security; 
however, in that case, a change in possession does technically occur.  The second licensee is then 
providing the means to detect, assess, and respond to unauthorized access, theft, diversion, or acts of 
sabotage involving the first licensee’s material.  At a minimum, perhaps there needs to be clarification 
on “temporary.”  Certainly for overnight storage at a second licensee’s facility would create a hardship 
for a reporting standpoint; however, for longer term storage (e.g., a lengthy temporary jobsite), this 
could pose an accountability issue if something (act of nature, fire, theft, sabotage, etc.) occurred at 
either licensee’s facility.  For Example 3, the illustrative examples that are already provided could be 
expanded to make them more relatable and clear to the reader. 

6) Consider deleting “…and the source is not returned to the original licensee…” from the first sentence in 
Example 3.  An actual change in possession prompts reporting under 20.2207 regardless of intent to 
return to the original licensee. 

7) Clarify the second sentence in Example 3.  We are not sure what is meant by “Licenses for temporary 
job sites should be in NSTS so that this type of transaction can be made.”  Temporary job sites are not 
necessarily individually licensed.  Usually, a general authorization for temporary job sites is included on 
the license. 

 
Please let me know if you need any clarification on any of our comments. 
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Thank you, 
-Aaron 
Aaron T. McCraw, Chief 
Materials Inspection Branch 
Division of Nuclear Materials Safety 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Region III 
Office: (630) 829‐9650 
E‐mail:  Aaron.McCraw@nrc.gov 
 
 

From: Giantelli, Adelaide  
Sent: Wednesday, June 19, 2013 8:21 AM 
To: Welling, Blake; McCraw, Aaron; Pelke, Patricia; Janda, Donna; Orendi, Monica; Lynch, James; Erickson, Randy; 
Tharakan, Binesh; Whitten, Jack; Vasquez, Michael; Poston-Brown, Martha 
Cc: Wu, Irene; DeCicco, Joseph 
Subject: Request for Commments on Draft NSTS RIS. 
 
Hi everyone, 

 
We’ve developed a draft RIS clarifying how and when to report NSTS transactions involving temporary job sites. We have 
issued FSME Letter (FSME‐13‐051) to convey the draft RIS to the Agreement States for their review and comment. 
Please review the draft RIS and provide any comments or questions to either Irene Wu (irene.wu@nrc.gov) or Joe 
DeCicco (joseph.decicco@nrc.gov) of my staff.   
 
Open ADAMS P8 Package (FSME‐13‐051‐ Letter to Solicit Comments on Draft NSTS Temporary Job site RIS.) 
 
Regards, 
Adelaide 
 
Adelaide S. Giantelli 
Chief, Source Management and Protection Branch 
office: 301‐415‐3521 
blackberry:  202‐243‐8224 
 

 
 


