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%, p Februa ry 21, 1991
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Ref: SA/LB,

ALL AGREEMENT STATES

MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE (QA) MEETING (SP-91-25)
.

On February 7-8, 1991 the NRC's Office of Research held a public
meeting in San Mateo, California on the Medical Quality Assurance
Rule.

Enclosed is a copy of the meeting Agenda.

This meeting was the third and final opportunity for State personnel
to provide input to this rule. Earlier meetings held in Rockville,
Maryland and Irving, Texas proved to be quite fruitful. Discussions

! this time centered on a recommendation that the rule be made a Division
II or III item of compatibility. New York and Illinois representatives

| discussed their rules and a line-by-line review of the rule as proposed
by the NRC's Medical Advisory Committee was conducted.

A copy of the final rule will be sent to you upon publication.

t
V dy L. Y ler, ssistant Director

-

for State Agreements Program
State Programs
Office of Governmental and Public Affairs

;
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AGENDA

NRC MEETING WITH THE AGREr"cNT STATES
<

ON THE PROPOSED OA RULE AND REPt ' RE0VIREMENTS

San Francisco, CA
Discussion Chairman: John Telturd, NRC

February 7. 1991

9:00 am Overview .

Proposed 35.32, related definitions, and ACMUI: o
recommendations

Proposed 35.33 and 35.34, related definitions,o
and ACMUI recommendations'

9:40 am Comparison of the State of California's Regulations or
Regulatory Guide with the NRC's Draft Rule language:

o For any key differences

o Rationale for using States' approach

10:00 am Comparison of the State of Illinois's Regulations or
Regulatory Guide with the NRC's Draft Rule language:

,

o For any key differences

o Rationale for using States' approach

10:20 am Comparison of the State of New York's Regulations or
Regulatory Guide with the NRC's Draft Rule language:

o For any key differences

o Rationale for using States' approach |

10:40 am Break |
i

10:55 am Roundtable Discussion of 35.32 and Related Definitions |
,

|

0 Purpose paragraph |
:

o Each Objective

| o Annual review paragraph

12:00 noon Lunch
,
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February 7. 1991 (Continued)

1:00 pm Continue Roundtable Discussion of 35.32 and Related
Definitions

3:00 pm Break
,

3:15 pm Roundtable Discussion of 35.33 and 35.34 and Related
Definitions

o Item by item .

5:00 pm Adjourn
f

i

February 8. 1991

9:00 am Continue Roundtable Discussion of 35.33 and 35.34 and
Related Definitions

o Item by item

10:30 am Break

10:45 am Roundtable Discussion of the Draft Regulatory Guide
,

o Item by item

12:00 noon Lunch
|
J

1:00 pm Continue Roundtable Discussion of the Draft Regulatory Guide

o Item by item
1

3:00 pm Break |

3:15 pm Concluding Remarks by each Agreement State

4: 15 pm Summary |

!
4:30 pm Questions and Comments from the Members of the Public

5:00 pm Adjourn
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