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Tomas Herrera: Tomas.Herrera@nrc.gov  

Katie Wagner: Katie.Wagner@nrc.gov 

 

State of Washington Comments: 

 
 OPPORTUNITY TO COMMENT ON DRAFT NUREG-1556, VOLUME 7, REVISION 1, 
“CONSOLIDATED GUIDANCE ABOUT MATERIALS LICENSES: PROGRAM-SPECIFIC 
GUIDANCE ABOUT ACADEMIC, RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT, AND OTHER 
LICENSES OF LIMITED SCOPE INCLUDING ELECTRON CAPTURE DEVICES AND X-RAY 
FLUORESCENCE ANALYZERS” (FSME-14-013) 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the newly updated NUREG 1556 Volume .  

Anine Grumbles 
anine.grumbles@doh.wa.gov  
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Page Paragraph/Location Comment 
   

General comment It is very difficult and time-consuming to review a document without 
knowing what has been changed.  Side bars, underline, or track change 
guides would help to show the changes.  Since reviewing documents is 
not funded, it would be appreciated if the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission could assert the minimum impact on the regulatory 
programs and others providing review and comments. 
 

7 Table 2.1 Missing the category of “Non-Federal manufacturer & distributer of 
product for exempt distribution”.  And NRC as Regulatory agency. 
 

22 8.2 Notification Of Bankruptcy Proceedings:   
It is very interesting that one of the first items mentioned, for which no 
action is required by the applicant, is the discussion of notification 
of bankruptcy proceedings.  This is an issue which really belongs 
under management responsibility/control and/or  under change of 
control, It seems like a very negative way (expectation of failure! ) to 
start out an application on the subject of bankruptcy.  This could be 
done so with more grace under the management responsibility segment 
and/or the financial surety section.  While I understand this is important 
for program responsibility and control – it doesn’t seem like the first 
issue to discuss for application.  The issues that go under management 
control also could be more consolidated and organized. 
 

25 First paragraph It would be much more helpful here to have several specific examples 
of how to request radioactive materials, instead of prose, such as:   [I 
notice you provide this later in table 8.2, but not where it is needed.  
You could reference it if you don’t want to move the table.] 
 
Sulfur-35, bound, 555 megabecquerels (15 millicuries). 
 
Radioactive material, atomic numbers 1 to 83, except source material 
and Special Nuclear Material, liquid and solid, bound and unbound,  no 
single nuclide to exceed 370 megabecquerels (10 millicuries), total not 
to exceed 3700 megabecquerels (1 curie).  
 
Cesium 137, Electro-plated disk  or sealed source (manufactured and 
distributed pursuant to the requirements of a specific license and 
approved for use identified in License Condition 9.X), No Single 
source to exceed X megabecquerels, (X millicuries). 
Total not to exceed X megabecquerels (X millicuries). 

 
25 box A title for this box would be useful: Quantities Requiring an Emergency 

Plan. 
 

28 8.5.2 10 CFR 30.35 (G) transfer of information for decommissioning should 
also be mentioned under the transfer of control 
 

29 Paragraph 2, line 4 Need a space between exceed 25 millirem.  Also last sentence in 
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paragraph 2.  Does this requirement need to be added to the 
regulations? It was my understanding that the new rag cannot wire 
something that is not a regulation.  If it is a regulation that regulation 
should be identified specifically. 
 

30 8.1 There is no mention of the three-tiered financial surety determination.  
Is that currently being reconsidered? 
 

32 Table 8.2 
 
8.6 

This table needs to be placed on page 25 or at the very least reference 
there.  It is out of place on page 32.   
Purpose for which licensed material will be used should immediately 
follow the requesting of the material.  
 
I did not see anything in this section about the NRC’s checklist for 
verifying that all RAM will be used as intended, for vetting new 
applicants prior to licensing.  This was all the rage for a while.  Is it 
still in effect?  If so – This would seem like a reasonable place for it. 
 

38 Last paragraph, bullets An authorized user should also be well-versed in emergency 
procedures and for spill control. 
 

40 Discussion User should also know whom to contact in the event of an emergency 
or spill. 
 

60 security procedures Where’s Part 37?  Security of category One and two sources? 
 

63 Last sentence on page Surveys are also used to determine proper personal protective 
equipment (PPE). 
 

68 8.10.9 This section belongs in the same place where you discuss other 
security of radioactive materials.  Security should all be discussed in 
the same general part of the NUREG - otherwise it is two disjointed.   
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70  Decay in storage NRC only specifies DIS for nuclides w/ a half life less than 120 days 
in Part 35, medical/human use of radioactive materials.  It does not 
limit the half life for DIS in other parts of 10 CFR.   
 
NRC might want to address the issue of exceptions, when the half-life 
of decay daughter products exceeds that hundred and 20 day half-life 
guidance.  Only part 35 has a regulatory decay in storage limit of 
nuclides with less than a 120 day half-life.  There are 2 or 3 
experimental/Research and Development and medical nuclides:  such 
as Lu-177m is a significant contaminant in the Lu-177 that is being 
used for research purposes. The 160 day half life of the Lu-177m 
would be additional cost if it can’t be given an exception for a 
longer decay in storage, when adequate space is available, as is 
recommended in NCRP 143, Management techniques For 
Laboratories and Other Small Institutional Generators to Minimize 
Off-Site Disposal of Low Level Radioactive Waste, page 113.” 
 
A good guidance document should provide legal, good common sense 
alternative options for new issues that are evolving.  [NRC might 
consider removing that restrictive decay in storage regulation in part 
35, next time the rules are open, as well as correcting inconsistent leak 
test limits in part 36, caused by rounding off.] 
 

E 1-8 Animals Not as complete guidance as I would like for cage processing, 
washing, etc.  The release criteria for Vets is excellent and straight 
forward.  More information geared to R&D vivariums and animal labs 
would be helpful.   
 
Also there is no mention/reference of the Institutional Animal Care 
and Use Committee (IACUC) .and the laws, regulations, guidelines, 
and standards that MUST/SHALL be adhered to when experimenting 
on animals.  
 

G-1 Annual Refresher 
training 

Where in the federal regs is Annual Refresher training required?  I do 
not believe it is.  If it is – then please identify the citation.  This is 
always a pushback from our licensees. 
 

G-4 L. You forgot the application of cosmetics. 
 

H-1 Fume hoods Housekeeping – clutter and storage in the hood changes the air flow. 
 

J – 3 Training Use the term video instead of videotape.  Videotape is antiquated 
terminology. 

J – 4 
-6 

Model procedure for 
calibrating survey 
instruments 

Any instrument used to survey is a survey instrument.  Instead of 
“survey instruments” which is not specific enough, should specify 
“exposure-rate instruments”.  Surveys are also performed for 
contamination with “count-rate instruments”.   
 
The model procedures are not adequate.  I would not allow my 
licensees to calibrate their instruments based on this procedure. 
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Model procedure does not make it clear that the NIST source used for 
calibration should be of the approximate energy (and adjusted for) of 
the specific nuclide(s) instrument will be used to detect. (only to 
“measure”.) This distinction is especially important for count rate 
instruments, liquid scintillation counters, and other counting 
equipment used for decommissioning and release surveys.  The 
licensee must know the efficiencies of the nuclides they are detecting.  
Will will pay 
 

K 2  
3 

Shipping and 
receiving 

The licensee must also meet and maintain current U.S. DOT training 
requirements for shipping and receiving radioactive materials as stated 
in 49 CFR Part 172, Subpart H – Training; 172.700 through 172.704. 
 

N-4 Table N.2 Acceptable 
Surface 
Contamination Levels 

This table appears to be missing both transuranics and alpha emitters. 

N-5 N-3 How does the D&D, screening code, version 1, compare with 
RESRAD, another accepted code used for decommissioning by 
MARSSIM?  Congruency is very important. 
 

O Model procedure for 
leak testing 

This is an awesome addition to the model procedure for leak testing.  
“Check the counting efficiency of the instrument using a standard 
source of the same radionuclide as that of the source being tested or 
one with similar energy characteristic.”   

 


