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Lawyer, Dennis

From: Lawyer, Dennis
Sent: Thursday, December 24, 2015 8:07 AM
To: 'fernandocortes@ferrovial.com'
Subject: Ferrovial Agroman, S.A., Request for Additional Information Concerning Application for 

a License Amendment,

Dear Mr. Cortes, 
 
This is in reference to your response letter dated December 15, 2015, responding to our electronic mail dated 
November 19, 2015 associated with your request for amendment to Nuclear Regulatory Commission License 
No. 52-31107-01, Docket No. 03037094. In order to continue our review, we need the following additional 
information: 
 

1. Reference 3.1, my previous comment meant that you should list the reference as: “U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission (NRC), NUREG-1556, Volume 1. 

 
2. Reference section.  You did not include NUREG-1556, Volume 1 Errata: Appendix H, "Operating, 

Emergency, and Security Procedures," as requested in 2.e of my earlier electronic mail. 
 

3. You have two definitions for Calibration listed in your procedure. 
 

4. Definition for Dosimetric Calibration Laboratory uses the acronym “ANLAP” this should be “NAVLAP.” 
 

5. Definition for Radionuclide (Note one word) of Cesium has a “disintegration period of 30 years.”  As 
stated in my previous email this should be has a “half-life of 30 years.” 

 
6. Definition of Radiation Safety Officer – gives the requirements for a medical radiation safety officer of 

which this license does not have.  Part 35 is not applicable to this license and thus the definition is 
inaccurate.  Please replace with something that is accurate. 

 
7. The guidance for your license type is enclosed in NUREG-1556, Volume 1.  Whenever you refer to 

NUREG-1556, please list Volume 1 after it.  (i.e. NUREG-1556, Volume 1) 
 

8. Table 1:  Stainless Steal is Stainless Steel 
 

9. Section 6.2.1 does not clearly state that the safe is to be locked with two locks, please add this 
requirement here.  This section also refers to the wrong figure, it should be referring to figure 2. 

 
10. Figure 2 appears to have an improper sign.  Posting requirements are listed in 10 CFR 20.1902.  The 

radiation symbol requirement is listed in 10 CFR 20.1901.  This is the same for the first sign and third 
sign of Figure 3.  The symbol should not be within a triangle. 

 
11. Section 6.2.2 discusses two additional forms.  An example of these were previously requested but not 

supplied.  Please supply a copy of the forms PSSO-F-81 and PSSO-F-82. 
 

12. Section 6.3, Transport of Radioactive Equipment:  There is no description on how to accomplish this in 
the procedure. 

 
13. Section 6.3 through 6.4.1: This area is very confusing and some sections appear to be missing.  It goes 

from 6.3.1 back to 6.3 and then onto 6.4.1 without a section 6.4.  The description of 6.3 does not 
describe the header of that section. 
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14. Note under Table 3.  This note does not make any sense and I cannot attempt to tell you how to clarify 

it. 
 

15. Section 6.4.1.c. is still incorrect.  It is suggested you closely read the definition of a Declared Pregnant 
Woman in 10 CFR 20.1003 and the regulations that implement dose controls for a Declared Pregnant 
Woman.  Declared Pregnant Woman is VOLUNTARY and not required.  Please read Reg Guide 8.13, 
in particular the questions and answers section: 
http://pbadupws.nrc.gov/docs/ML0037/ML003739505.pdf. 

 
16. Section 6.4.1.e:  First sentence, I believe you should use the word “dose” instead of “research.”  Third 

sentence, I believe you should use the word “levels” instead of “limits.”  In the last sentence, “measure” 
should be used instead of “control.” 

 
17. Section 7.1 states to follow the zones described in 6.1, 6.2 y and 6.3.  There is no section 6.2 y and the 

only zone described in these sections is 6.2.1. 
 

18. Section 7.4 uses the term “supervised zone” which is never defined. 
 

19. Section 7.4 states to monitor the dose rate through the three sides of the body of the portable radiation 
measuring device and record the highest on the package labels, this will be the rate of transport.  Note 
the only requirement on the DOT label for a specific dose rate is the transport index.  This is a 
measurement at one meter from the package.  Please review DOT requirements in this area 

 
20. The second paragraph under section 7.5 is unclear.  Personal dosimeters only measure dose and so It 

is not clear how the operator’s dosage can be controlled when dealing with abnormalities. 
 

21. There is no section 7.5.1. 
 

22. Section 7.6: the definition of a high radiation level is not in accordance with 10 CFR 20.1003.  Please 
make it the same. 

 
23. Section 8.7:  It is unclear to this reviewer how anyone following this procedure would know what is in 

appendix H and would be able to follow it and this procedure at the same time.  As a minimum, the 
Appendix H should be included at the back of this document for reference.  However, the best way is to 
incorporate all of the steps within the sections of your procedure at the same area. 

 
We will continue our review upon receipt of this information. Please reply to my attention at the Region 1 Office 
(Address below) and refer to Mail Control No. 589163. If you have technical questions regarding this letter, 
please call me at (610) 337-5366. 
 
Please note that you may not reply to this letter by return e-mail. Your reply must be in writing by letter, 
facsimile (610-337-5269), or signed letter attached to an email. If we do not receive a reply from you 
no later than January 6, we will assume that you do not wish to pursue your application.  If you cannot make 
the January 6 deadline, please request cancelation of your amendment and you may resubmit the amendment 
once you have properly amended your procedures. 
 
Region 1 Office Mailing Address: Licensing Assistance Team, US Nuclear Regulatory Commission Region I, 
2100 Renaissance Boulevard, Suite 100, King of Prussia, PA 19406-2713. 
 
Dennis Lawyer 
Health Physicist 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Division of Nuclear Material Safety 
610‐337‐5366 
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610‐337‐5269 (F) 
 


