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. BACKGROUND

Concerns have been raised at the SES conference, by the staff, and the States
on compatibility. Three issues of concern are:
1) Whether the concept of compatibility is synonymous with "identical".
Of particular concern are instances where a State proposes to adopt
more stringent standards or a standard where there is no NRC
counterpart.
2) Is there unnecessary proliferation of NRC regulations th»l are
matters of compatibility?
3) Is three years sufficient time to complete requirerants involving
State legislative actions?
To answer these and any related issue, action was taken by the Director, GPA,

to have a survey conducted of States’ views on the impact of NRC compatibility

requirements. This reports the results of the survey.




I1. SCOPE

The focus of the survev was limited to compatibility aspects of the Agreement
State Program. Views were obtained from a sample of state personnel and NRC
staff, both in headquarters and in the regions, who are knowledgeable of
and/or involved in the Agreement State Program. Initially, the survey was te
include oniy about six State representatives. However, as States heard about
the survey, they asked to provide their responses and the surveyors agreed to

include their responses.

No licensee views were solicited. Recent correspondence on the interpretation
of compatibility requirements was used as a reference for the legal analysis.
The survey was not used as a mechanism to defend any NRC positions or to

evaluate or reconcile the States’ perceptions about compatibility.

11T.  APPROACH
To gain appropriate history and background on the compatibility aspects of the

Agreement State Program, a brief review was made of various documents
including Section 274 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (Appendix
A), NRC compatibility guidelines (Appendix B), and legal opinions pertaining
to compatibility (Appendix C). A questionnaire was developed containing
sixteen questions relating to compatibility, with particular focus on three

issues: (1) compatibility vs identicality, (2) proliferation of compatibility



[11. APPROACH (Cont’d.)

regulations, and (3) adequacy of the 3-year time period for adoption of
regulations (Appendix D). The questions were developed with input from State
Agreements staff in headquarters and the regiuns. Actual responses to the

questionnaire are contained in appendix E.

In ear'y May, at the conference of Radiation Control Program Director’s
(CRCPD) meeting in Salt Lake City, Utah, the questionnaire was provided to the
CRCPD Executive Board Menbers and several other State representatives.
Interviews were conducted onsite with nine of the representatives and followup
interviews were conducted by telephone or through written responses with seven

more state representatives.




In the context of responding to the Commission on whether Below Regulatory

Concern (RRC) criteria was a matter of compatibility and whether Agreement State
BRC criteria could neither be more or less stringent than the criteria
established by the Commission, the General Counsel provided a detailed analysis
of the leqislative history as wel) as existing Commission rules, regulations,
and policies relating to the overall issue of compatibility of Agreement States.

(Appendix C)

In part, the General Counsel found that the Commission has adequate legal
authority under the compatibility standard in section 274d.(2) and g. of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, to reguire Agreement States to adopt
criteria that are identical to those promulgated by the NRC. Also, as these
criteria relate to matters which fall within the scope of Division 1 Rules',
Commission insistence that States adopt identical criteria would be considered

to be a reasonable and proper exercise of this power.

This analysis, however, left unanswered a further question-- when and under what
circumstances should the Commission insist that State and Federal regulations

be identical and when should variations which are not inconsistent be permitted.

' Division 1 Rules are those State regulations required to be identical to

NRC regulations. See Appoendix B for more details,

e
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LEGAL ANALYSIS (Cont’d.)

Furthermore, in Chairman Carrs’ letter of June 15, 1990 to Mr. Thomas W.

Ortciger, Director 111inois Department of Nuclear Safety, the following paragraph

was included:

With regard to the compatibility of Agreement State and NRC
standards, a majority of the Commission takes the view, which
reflects the intent expressed by Congress when it adopted the 1959
Federal-State amendment to the Atomic Energy Act (Section 274), that
uniformity of Federal and State basic radiation protection standards
is necessary to properly carry out the respective regulatory
responsibiiities of the Federal government and the States. when
Congress enacted the Uranium Mi1) Tailings Radiation Control Act of
1978, it added Section 274 to the Atomic Energy Act to authorize
states to adopt more stringent standards for the control of hazards
associated specifically with uranium and thorium mill tailings.
However, Congress did not extend this authurity to the centrol of
hazards associated with the other categories of radioactive
materials identified in Section 274b as suitable for inclusion in
a Section 274b agreement. With respect to theses materials, the
Commission continues to require Agreement States, as a matter of
compatibility, to adopt basic radiation protection standards
identical to those of the NRC. Commissioner Curitss does not concur
in this approach on matters involving low level radioactive waste

disposal.




V. [EINDINGS

1. Compatibility does not mean that regulations have to be identical.

Most States believe that compatibility does not equate with being identical
except for basic radiation standards, such as those contained in 10 CFR
Part 20 and regulations affecting interstate commerce or activities. For
example, radiographers and well-loggers moving among various jurisdictions
should not encounter vast differences in every detail of State radiation

programs.

The States’ definitions of compatibility were expressed more in terms of
reaching the same goal or getting the same results by a variety of means. Ffor
example, some of the phrases used to define compatibility are:
- Need performance standard from NRC and then States determine how to
implement .
- Regulations that exist in harmony and are equally effective in
protecting public health and safety.
-« Follow the basic character and philosophy of NRC regulations; may
not use the same means, but overall protection is the same.
- Capable of living or performing in harmonious, consistent, or
congenial combination; capable of efficient integratian.
- ¥ . -ing the same general intent of the law but not necessarily

identical,



V. FEINDINGS (Cont’d.)

In addition, most States believe that they should be allowed to have more
stringent rogulations. As one State indicated, the Atomic Energy Act does not
address States being more restrictive. Some indicated that while the
regulations should be identical, implementation could be different. In a
limited number of cases, State legisiation makes it nearly impossible to have

identical reguiations.

2. Ihere is a need for the development of compatibility criteria,

Nearly all States expressed the strong view that no compatibility criteria
exist and that without clearly defined criteria, NRC decides which regulations
will be matters of compatibility without an adequate basis or justification
for these decisions. In addition, States believe that they have no input inta
these decisions, thus not supporting a "partnership" relationship betweer NRC

and the States.

A majority of States expressed the strong view that States should be involved
in the development of compatibility criteria. Several States suggested that a
group of NRC and State representatives should be formed to totally immerse
themselves and thrash out differences in developing compatibility criteria.

In addition, a couple of States indicated that they should have input while

. L



V. EINDINGS (Cont’d.)

developing regulations before NRC authorship is firm!y established and likely

to prevaii,

3. mmnmnnmenummwmumummmnm
consistently, early in the process and with State input.

The vast majority of States indicated that a process needs to be established
whereby before a proposed regulation is published for public comment, States
can participate in the determination of whether a regulation meets the
pre-established compatibility criteria. Furthermore, existing regulations
should be reviewed against these same criteria to determine which ones truly
qualify as a matter of compatibility and which Division of compatibility each

one would fall in,

It was repeatedly expressed that input by States for determining which
regulations will be matters of compatibility is essential to the successful
continuation of cooperation with the States. This would reinforce the
"agreement" aspects of the Agreement States j 'm rather than being a

"delegation" from NRC to the States.

States repeatedly expressed the view that if States are given the opportunity
to participate in the decision-making process, they will be more of a mind to
cooperate with NRC, working as a team to carry out the activities necessary

for sound radiation control programs. In addition, input from the States




V. FINDINGS (Cont’d.)

before input from the general public is a part of this cooperation and is
consistent with the language set forth in Section 274 of the Atomic Energy Act

which states,

The Commission is authorized and directed to cooperate with
the States in the formulation of standards for protection
against hazards of radiation to assure that State and

Commission programs...will be coordinated and compatible.

4. Th

ACt A A 2'E : B \ ) 3
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Act and in ngc;1gg.

A1l States agree that the intent of the Atomic Energy Act (AEA) is to protect
public health and safety. There is general agreement that State programs
should provide this protection in a way that is compatible with NRC's program.
However, NRC has be ome too rigid in requiring States to be identical on too
many provisions of Agreement State Programs. Furthermore, a majority of
States expressed the belief that NRC is categorizing too many of its
regulations in Division 1 -- those regulations that have to be identical.

Some States indicated that NRC designates regulations as Division 1 because

otherwise, States will not adopt the regulations at all.




FINDINGS (Cont'd.)

States are not in agreement on whether compatibility should be applicable to
the entire Agreement State Program OF solely to regulations. Some states
indicated that compatibiiity should apply only to regulations and that
implementation of the overall Agreement State Program should be left up to the
States. Others stated thai programs can be compatible even though regulations
are not the same. while stil! others axpressed the view that compatibility

should apply to the entire program as long as compatibility does not mean

identical.

A number of States indicated that although a number of States have been found
to be non-compat.ble by NRC over the years, their programs continue to be
adequate to protect public health and safety. They then question the meaning

and practicality of the requirement for States to maintain compatibility.

Several States expressed the view that only at the time that a State requests

entering into an agreement with NRC that compatibility really matters.

Although most States indicated that they want to be compatible, there are a
number of reasons why they are nct. Some states indicated that there 1is
little support in State organizations to adopt regulations that have little or
no impact on public health and safety or do not apply to certain State
activities. Other reasons mentioned for non-compatibility were inadequate

resources, State political pressures, and delays in Suggested State

regulations.




V. FINDINGS (Cont'd.)

kegarding the idea of developing exception criteria for specific circumstances
where a State, with appropriate justification, would not have to adopt
regulations deemed a matter of compatibility, most States indicated that it
sounded good in theory, but some believed it would probably not work in
practice. Some of the reasons given were that exceptions could get out of
hand and States could try and ratchet NRC. It could erode uniformity among
State programs thus diminishing confidence that one State may have in another
State’s program. Also, it was expressed that States may start jockeying with
each other in terms of "If | have to do this, why don’t you?" Several States
questioned why regulations should be matters of compatibility in the first
place if NRC is then going to exempt States.

5. Ihe three-year time period allowed for adoption of compatibility
requirements is reasonable and adequate.

The States, with few exceptions, indicated that three years should be enough
time to adopt compatibility requirements. However, some instances were
identified where more time may be necessary. Scw ' ates indicated that
difficulties tend to be tied to inadequate funding and staffing. For State
Radiation Control staffs that are small and already strained, very little time
is available from their regular duties for drafting regulations. Also, for
those rare instances where there is a need for involvement of the State
legislature, three years may be difficult for States whose legislature only

meets every two years.



V. EINDINGS (Cont’d.)

Another problem stems from situations where certain regulations pertain to
areas that are sometimss outside of the direct control of the State Radiation
Control Program Director, thus delays may exceed the three-year time period.
Furthermore, "agreement materials" control is only part of the States’
radiation control program and some States expressed the view that it is more
efficient to revise the States’ radiation control regulations in toto rather

than in a piecemeal fashion within the three-year timeframe,.

A1) States agreed that the Suggested State Regulations (SSR) are helpful if
they are timely. The SSRs tend to be i bur-saving devices and help States to
meet the three-year time period for adopting compatibility requirements. The
Conference of Radiation Control Program Directors is currently working to

speed up the process for making the SSRs availabie to States.

UL e




VI. RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on the results of the survey, the following actions are recommended.

1. Establish a task furce to:

A)

B)

C)

D)

criteria, using as a point of departure current NRC criteria
described in State Programs’ Internal Procedures. Review
Divisions of compatibility and revise if necessary, assigning

criteria to each Division,

Analyze and resolve the relationship between "compatibility" and

“public health and safety."
ldentify under what circumstances State and Federal requirements
should be identical and when variations which are not inconsistent

or are more stringent should be permitted.

Review governing legislation and regulatory program recommend any

Review and modify, as appropriate, existing compatibility
|
|

changes along with any regulatory or policy actions to improve the

compatibility framework.

The Task Force should be chaired by NRC and comprised of high-level

representatives from the States and relevant NRC offices, including the Office

of the General Counsel. The results of this effort should be a list of

criteria by compatibility Civision, a clear explanation of compatibility vs

public health and safety, and recommendations on legislation, regulatory or

policy changes.

R £ K



"VI. RECOMMENDATIONS (Cont’d.)

2. Institutionalize a formal compatibility review process with State
involvemenl., Establish a review committee to apply the compatibility criteria
(developed by the Task Force) to existing NRC regulations pertaining to the
Agreement States Program. This should result in a 1ist identifying NRC
regulations that are matters of compatibility, clearly indicating which

regulations have to be identical and which ones may vary. This Committee

should be reconvened periodically before a new rule affecting the Agreement

States is to be promulgated by NRC to make the same compatibility

determinations.
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a. It is the purpose of this section—

*(1) 10 recogrize the interests of the States in the
peaceful uses of atomic energy. and o clanfy the
respective responsibiiities under this Act of the States
and the Commission with respect 1o the regulation ol
hyvproduct, source, and spetiai nuciear matenais,

*(2) to recognize the need, and establish programs
for cooperation between the States and the Commis-
sion with respect o control of radiation hazards
associated with use of such matenals:

*(3) to promote an orderly regulatory patiem
hetween the Commission and State governments
with respect 10 nuciear development and use and reg-
ulation of byproduct, source, and special nuciear
matenals;

*(4) 1o establish procedures and cntena for dis-
continuance of certain of the Commission’s regula-
tory responsibilities with respect 10 byproduct, source,
and special nuciear matenals, and the assumption
thereof by the States:

*(3) 10 provide for coordination of the develop
ment of radiation standards for the guidance of Fed-
eral agencies and coogemuon with the States: and

“(6) to recognize that, as the States improve thefr
capabilities to regulate effectuvely such matenals,
additional lemsistion may be desirable.

*b. Except as dprowded in subssction ¢., the Commig-
s10n is authonzed to enter into agreements with the Gov-
ernor of any State rowiding for discontinuance of the
regulatory authonty of the Commission under chapiers 6,
7.and 8, and section 161 of this Act, with respect Lo any
one or more of the following matenals within the State—~

I ‘(u!) by product matenals as defined in section |le.
(1)
4 ‘g) byproduct matenals as defined in section |le.
&)

*(3) source matenals:

“(4) special nuclear matenals in quantities not
sufficient to form a cnuical mass.

APugas Law b!’)-’g Siat SAD) (1999w, | added wx 274
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Dunng the duration of such an agreement it is recognized
that the State shall have authonty to regulate the mate-
nals covered by the agreement for the protection of the
public health and safety from radiation hazards.

"¢. No agreement entered into pursuant to subsection
b. shall provide for discontinuance of any authority and
the Commssion shall retain authority and responsibility
with respect 10 regulation of =

*(1) the construction and operation of any pro-
duction or utilizatuon facility;

*(2) the export from or import into the United
Suutes of byproduct, source, or special nuciear mate-
nal, or of any production or utilizaton facility:

*(3) the disposal into the ocean or sea of dbyprod-
uct, source, or special nuciear waste matenals as
defined in regulations or orders of the Commission;

“(4) the disposal of such other byproduct, souree,
or special nuciear matenal as the Commission deter-
mines by regulation or order should, because of the
hazards or potential hazards thereol, not be so dis-
posed of without a license from the Commussion. The
Commuission shall also retain authomty under an
such @ nt to make & deterrmination that all
applicable standards and requirments have been met
pnor to termination of & license for byproduct mate-
nal, as defined in section | le. (2).28

Notwithstanding any agreement between the Commus-
sion and any State pursuant to subsection b., the Com-
mussion 1§ authonzed by ruie, regulation, or order to
require that the manufacturer, processor, or producer of
any equipment, device, commodity, or other product
containing source, byproduet, or special nuclear matenal
shall not transfer possession or control of such preduet
except %;muam 10 & license wssued by the Commission.

"d. The Commission shall enter into an agreament
under subsection b. of this section with any State if —

(1) The Governor of that State czrifies that the
State has 2 program for the control of radistion
hazards adequate to protect the public health and
safety with respect 1o the materials within the State
covered by the proposed agreement, and that the
State desires to assume regulatory responsibility for
such maienals. and
~ *(2) the Comamussion finds that the Siate program
1 in accordance with the requirements of su ion
0. and in all other respecis™ compatible with the
Commission's program for regulation of such mate-
rale, and that the State program is adequate to pro-
tect the public heslth and safety with respect to the
maienals covered by the proposed agreement.

QUSC D

“e. (1) Before any agreement under subszction b. is ¢
signed by the Commission, the t2rms of the proposed '
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Pubise Law 95-600 (92 Star. 303N (1979), toe. 4D amended we. T4dN D) by insen-

Ag IMe ©OMdY *in JCCOMORER IR (AT MQUIFEMEALE O TUDRESTION O, And n all other
IpIC1) " Defore (Ae worg ‘omgatidbie




agreement and of proposed exemptions pursuant 1o sub~
section . shall be published once each week for four
consecutive weeks in the Federal Repster; and such
opportunity for comment by interested persons on th

proposed agreement and exemptions shall be allowed a.
the Commussion determines by regulation or order 10 be
appropnate.

*(2) Each proposed agreement shall include the pro-
posed effestive date of such proposed agreement or
exerenfuom. The agreement and exemptions shall be pub-
ushed in the Federal Register within thirty days after
signature by the Commussion and the Governor,

Y. The Commussion 18 authonzed and directed, by
regulation or order, to grant such exemptions from the
bcensing requirements contained 1n ~hapters 6, 7, and 8,
and (rom its regulations applicable to licensees as the
Commussion {inds necessary Of appropnate to carry out
any sgreement entered INtO pursuant to subsecuon b, of
thus section.

“g. The Commission is authonzed and directed to
cooperaie with the States in the formulation of standards
for protecuon against hazards of radiation to assure that
Staie and Commussion prograsms for protection against
hazards of radiation will be coordinated and compauble.

*h. There 18 hereby established 2 Federal Radiauon
Council, consisting of the Secrewary of Health, Educa-
uon, and Welfare, the Chairman of the Atomic Energy
Commussion, the Secretary of Defense, the Secretary of
Commerce, the Secretary of Labor, or their designess,
and such other members as shall be appointed by the
President. The Council shall congult qualified scientists
and experts in radisuon matters, including the President
of the Nauonsl Academy of Sciences, the Chairman of
the National Committee on Radiation Protection a2na
Measurement, and qualified experts in the field of biol-
ogy and medicine and in the field of health physics. The
Special Assistant to the President for Science and Tech-
nology, or his designee, 18 authorzed to atiend mesun

rcipate in the deliberations of, and to advise the

ouncl. The Chairman of the Council shall b2 desig-
nated by the President, from ume to ume, from among
the members of tke Council. The Council shall advise the
President with _mfm to radistion matiers, diresily or
indirectly affecting health, including guidance for all Fed-
eral agencies in the formulation of radiation standards
aad in the establishment and execution of programs of
c:g?muon wath States. The Couneul shali also perform
such other funcuons as the President may assign to it by
Ezesutive order. RO

*. The Commission in carrying out its licensing and
regulstory responsibulities under this Act ts authonzed (o
enter iNLo sgreamenis with any Swate, or group of States,
to perform inspections or other functions dn a coopera-
tive basis as the Commission deems appropnate. The

= Law 808 (92 S J0IT) (1970 s, F0HE), smanced me DAdUD) by

IRESFURY (RS OOMES N AEEOTILRIE BUN LAY T WITEUING Of IUDNESIION 0. 2rd 10 &l aRar
ey Selee (R word “tomaanide




Commussion s also authonzed to prowvide training, wath
or without charge, to employees of. and such other
assistance 10, any State or political subdivision thereof or
group of States as the Commussion deems appropnate.
Anv such provision or assistance by the Commussion
shall take into account the additional expenses that ma
be incurred by a State as a consequence of the State's
enternng (nto an agreement with the Commission pursy-
ant to subsection b

*j. (1)¥° The Commission, upon its own initiative after
reasonable notice and opportunity for heanng to the
State with which an agreement under subsection b has
become effective, or upon request of the Governor of
such State, may terminate or suspend all or part of?'' us
agreement with the State and reassert the licensing and
regulatory authonty vested in it under this Act, U the
Commussion {inds that (1'? such termination or suspen-
10N 18 required Lo protect the public health and safety, or
(2) the State has not complied with one or more of the
requirements of this section. The Commission shall peni-
edically review such agreements and actions taken by the
States under the agreements to insure compliance with
the provisions of this secuon.i!! ‘

*(2) The Commission, upon its own motion or upon
request of the Governor of any State, may, after noufying
the Gowvernor, temporanly suspend all or part of its
agreement with the State without notice or heanng if, in
the judgment of the Commission: .

“(A) an emergency situation exists with respect to
any maienal covered by such an agreement creaung
danger which requires immediate acuon 0 protect
the health or safety of persons either within or out-
side of the State, and

*(B) the State has failed (o take stm& necsssary to

contain or eliminate the cause of the danger withuin 2
reasonable ume after the situation arose.
A temporary suspension under thus paragraph shall
remain in effect only for such ume as he emergency
situation exists and shall authonze the Commussion to
exercise 1ts authonty only to the extent necessary to con-
tain or ehiminate the danger, "'
“k. Nothing in this secuon shall be construed to affect
the authonty of any Staie or local agency to regulate
activities for purposes other than protection against radi-
auon hazards. .
L. With respect to each application for Commission
licenss authonzing an activity as to which the Comemus-
sion's authority ia continued pursuant to subsection ¢.,
the Commission shall give prompt notice to the State or

PG Law 20309 (04 Seat "1 (1980). sre. 205 merved Y 1)" alter = *
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States in which the activity will be conducted of the fing
of the license application: and shall afford reasonable
opportunity for State representatives 1o offer evidencs
INIErrogaie witnesses, and advise the Commission as
the application without requinng such representatives .
take @ position for or against the granting of the
apghauon.

m. No agreement entered into under subsection b .
and no exemption granted pursuant to subsection ., shall
affect the authonty of the Comrussion under subsection
161 . or 1. 1o 1ssue rules, regulations. or orders to protect
the common defense and secunty, (0 protect restncted
data or to guard against the loss or diversion of special
nuclear material. For purposes of subsection 181 1., actv-
ities covered by exemptions granted pursuant o subsec-
ton [. shall be deemed to constitute activities authonzed
gunuam to this Act; and special nuclear matenal acquired

y any person pursuant to such an exemption shall be
deemed to have been acquired ﬁumum to section 53,

"n. A8 used in this section, the term ‘State’ means any
State, Termuory, or possession of the United States, the
Canal Zone, Puerto Rico, and the Distnet of Columbia.
As used in this section, the term ‘agrezment’ includes any
amendment to any agreement ! {

“0. In the iicensing and regulation of byproduct mate-
mal, as defined in section 1! ¢, (2) of this Act, or of any
acunty which results in the preduction of bypreduat
matenal as so defined under an a%‘r;emem entered nto
pursuant to subsection b., a State shall require —

~®(1) compliance with the requirements of subsec-
tion b. of section 83 (respecting ownership of by-
preduct matenal and land), and

*(2) compliance with standards which shall !
ado‘pwd by the State for the protection of the publi
health, salety, and the environment {rom haza:
associated with such material which are equivaieni,
to the extent practicable, or more stnngent than,
standards adopted and enforeed by the Commussion
for the same purpose, including requirements and
standards promuigaled by the Commission and the

Adrministrator of the Environmental Protection

Agency pursuant to sections 83, 84, and 275, and

(3) procsdures which— »
“(A) in the case of licenses, provide procedures
under Siate law which include — i
*(i) an opporiunity, afier public notics, for
written comments and & public heanng, with
& trRnAseript,
n;(ii) an opportunity for cross examingtion,

“(iii) 2 written determination which is
based upon (indings included 1n such deter-
minaton and upon the evidence presented
dunng the public comment period and which
18 subject 10 judicial review;

PIPuDe Low 95404 (92 Star, 0T 1979 e 20¢). 2000d (am tentence (10 1 24




*(B) in the case of rulemaking, provide an
opportunity for public parucipation through wni-
ten comments of a public heanng and provide (or
judicial review of the rule;

*(C) require for each license which has 2 sig-
nificant \mpact on the human environment a
written analys:s (which shall be availabie to the
public before the commencement of any such
proceedings) of the impact of such license, includ-
ing any activities conducted pursuant thereto, on
the environment, which analysis shall include —

*(i) an assessment of the radiologeal and
nonradiologecal impacts to the public health
of the acuvities to be conducted pursuant o
such lcense,;

“(11) an assessment of any impact on any
waterway and groundwater resulung from
such activites, ' ,

(1) consideration of alternatives, includ-
ing alternauve sites and engineenng methods,
to the acuviugs to be conducted pursuant to
such hicense: and i

°(iv) consideration of the long-term im-
pacts, including decommussioning, decontam-
ination, and reclamaton impects, asseciated
with activities to be conducted pursuant 10
such license, including the management of
any byproduct matenal, as defined by section
1] e (2)and i L

*(D) prohibit any major construction acuwity
with respect 1o such matenal pnor to complying
with the provisions of subparagraph (C).

If any State under such agreement |MPoses upon any
licensee an?' requirement for the payment of funds to
o

such State for the reclamation or long-term (naintenance
and monitonng of such matenal, and if transfer to the
United States of such matenal is required in accardance
with section B3 b. of thus Act, such agmmm shall b2
amended by the Commission to provide that such State
shall trans(er to the United States upon termunation of
the license ‘ssued to such licensse the total amount col
lected by such Siate from sueh licensee for sm&Pu‘rpm.
If such payments are required, they must be suflicient to
ensure complia.ce with the standards established by the
Commission puisuant to section 161 x. of this Act. No
Swee shall be recured under paragraph (3) to conduct
progeedings concerning any license or regulation which
would duplicate proceedings conducted by the
Cot;\ﬂusdnon,m b )
“In adopting requirements pursuant L0 paragrap
of thus subm?on with respecﬂpto sites at which ores are
processed pnmanly for their source matenal content or
which are used for the disposal of bypra2dne matenal as
defined in section || e. (2), the State may acopt alter-
natives (including, where appropnate, site-s ic alter~
natives) to the requirements adopted and enfdreed by the

TePybie Lao 95004 192 Swat JOI (197), me 2040). added & nPw (ubest O
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Commiss: 1 for the same purpose if, after notice and
opportunity for public heanng. the Commssion deter
munes that such alternatives will achieve a level of stabiliz
tion and containment of the sites concerned, and a level o
rrmccuon for public health, safety, and the environment
rom radiologcal and nonradiological hazards assocated
with such sites, which 1s equivalent 1o, 10 the extent pracu-
cabie, or more stnngent than the level which would be
achieved by standards and requirements adopted
and enforced by the Commuission (or the same purpose and
any final standards ‘?romulpled by the Admirustrator of
ine Environmental Protection Agency in accordance with
secuon 275 Such alternative State requiements may take
into account I:’)a:‘ or repona:,dcondmom. including geols
Ogy. topo v, hydrology and meteoroiogy.” "

*Sec. ggp Healtw wgy E~mo~uzwu‘§ruouos for
Unanium Mitt TaiLings, =

“a. As soon as practicable, but not later than October

I, 198221 the Administrator of the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency (hereinafter referred to in this section as
the "Adminustrator”) shall, by rule, promuligate standards
of general application (including standards applicable to
licenses under section 104(h) of the Uranium Mill Tailings
Radiation Control Act of 1978) for the protection of the
rubuc health, safety, and the environment {rom radio-
ogical and nonradiological hazards associated with
residual radioactive matenals (as defined in section 101 of
the Uranium Mill Tailings Radiation Control Act of
1978) located at inactive uranium mill tailings sites and
depository sites for such matenals selected by the Secre-
tary of Energy. pursuant to title | of the Uranium Mill
Tailings Radiation Control Act of 1978. Standard:
promuigated pursuant to this subsecticn shall, to the
maximum extent practicable, be consistent with the
requirements of the Solid Waste Disposal Act, as
amended. In establishing such standards, the Admunistra-
tor shall consider the nsk o the public heaith, safety, and
the environment, the environmental and economic costs
of applying such standards, and such other factors as the
Administrator determines to be appropnate.:'* The
Administrator may periodicaily revise any standard
promuigated pursuant to this subsection.

“After October |, 1982, if the Administrator has not
promuigated standards in final form under this subsec-
uon, any action of the Secretary of Energy under title | of
the Uranium Mill Tailings Radwstion Control Act of 1978
which is required to com&l‘y with, or be taken in accord-
ance with, standards of Administrator shall comply
with, or be taken in accordance with, the standards pro-
posed by the Administrator under this subsection until
such time as the Administrator promulgates such stand-
ards in {inal form, "

e Pyubec Law '"i‘ 37) (1978, sex. J0de). added 8 new Tudwe. 0.
"'Pubhe Law 97415 (98 Sua. .& u:} . yee. 19 ™ oh.
N Puber t.” 97413 19 Sat Q\ ung). wr l‘ muuu:Qg‘a.r [ 1983* lor
“one vear after ma’ of enaciment of (A secuon®
1Py bee B-ﬂu (96 S J087) (198)) sec 1 added ihs @oguage to we. a
WPy Law 9741596 Sl 08T (198)) wee 18 wubsttuted (Ais anguage (or “one
YERT alier enactment of (hg wection



*®. (1) As soon 4o practicable, but not lawer tham
Omober 31, 1982, the Admunusirator shall, by rule, pro-
oz end withun | | months thereafter promuigate n (nal
orin, @' standards, general appucauon for ths protecuon
of the public health, me?. and the envircnment {rom
rediologeal and non-radiologcal hazards assotiated wath
the processing and with the possession, transfer, and dig- @ usc D
posal of byproduct matenal, as defined in section |l e. (2)
of thus Act, &t sites 8t which ores are processed pnmanly
for their source matenal content or whuch are used for the
dsposal of such dbyproduct matenal.
If the Administrator (auls to promulgate standards 10
final form under ths subsecuon by October |, 198], the
suthonty of the Adminisirator to profmulgate such stand-
ards shall terminate, and the Comrmussion may take
scuons under this Act without regard to any provision of
this Act requinng such acuons to comply with, or be
taken in acsordance with, siandards promulgated dy the
Admustrator. in any such case, the Commussion shall
promulgais, and {rom ume to time revise, any such
standards of general applicauon which the Commuasion
dezmng neceseary (0 caiTy out it respoasibilities n the
conduct of its Lieenging activities under this Act. Require-
wents established by the Commusaion under this Act with
rRepact 1o byproduct matenal as defined i1b sesuon 1] e. @uscon
@ shall ™ _to sueh standards. Any nxmmnu
opted by the Commussion respsciing such byprodust
matenal before promulgation by the Commuission of such
siandards shall be amended as the Comemission deems
nccessary 1o conform 1o sueh standards in the same
mannsr 83 provided i subsection . (3). Nothung in this
subssction shall be construsd to %rohnbu or suspend the
implementation or eaforcement by the Comemission of
any requirement of the Commission respecting dypredust
maienal as defined in section |1 ¢. (2) pending promulga-
tien by the Comsmission of any such staadard of general
application. s |a establishing such standards, the Admin-
wwarator shall consider the Ask to the public health, safety,
and the cavironment, the eavironmental and economic
cooto of applying such standards, and such other factors
&2 the Admunistroior determaines to be appropnate. "=
“(2) Such generally applicable siandards promulgated
pursusnt o sukseetion for nonradiolo@cal hazards
shall provide or the protestion of human health and the
eavironmEDt consistent with the standards required uader
subtitie C of the Solid Waste Disposal A, as amendsd
whieh are applicable to sush hazards: Providsd,

0o permit wwousd by the Adminstrator 19 required
under mmf A@‘RMW the Solid Waswe prml Act.dps
nimended, for the prossssiang, posesssion, transfer, or dis-
MMW&MM as defined ia section 11 e.( 2)
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Within three years after such revision of any such stand- *5
ard, the Commission and any State permitted 1o exercise :
authority under section 274 b (2) shall apply
Qusc W such revised standard in the case of any license (o
byproduct matenal as defined in section |1 e. (2) or any
revision thereof.
Pudkmuea “¢. (1) Before the promulgatior . any rule pursuant
| Fbon g to this section, the Administrate  nall ublish the pro-
S ey posed rule in the Federal Registe:. together with a state.
ment of the research, analysis, and other available infore
mauon in suppont of such proposed rule, and provide a 'i
period of publiic comment of at least thirty days for wnt-
1en comments thereon and an opportunity, aiter such
comment penod and after public notice, for any inter-
ested person to present oral data, views, and arguments
C snounonza, &t 3 public heanng. There shall be a transenpt of any
such hearing. The Administrator shall consult with the
Commission and the Secretary of Energy before promul-
gation of any such rule,
*(2) Judical review of .{?J fule promulgated under
I thig section may b2 obtai by any interested person
only upon such person filing a petitio” for review within
81Xty days after such &romulpucn in the United States
court of appeals for the Federal ‘udicial circuit in which 1
such peraon resides or has his pracipal place of business.
A copy of the patition shall be forthwath transmutted by -
the clerk of the cour to the Administeator. The Adminis- 1
trator thereupon shall file in the court the wntten submis- B
$10n to, and transeript of, the written or oral proceedm?s
on which such rule was based as provided in section 2112
of title 28, United States Code. The court shall have
(unsdiction to review the rule in aecordance with chapter p
of ttle 3, United States Code, and to grant appropnate
SusCaoe  relief as provided in such chapter. The judgment of the
count aflirming, modifying, or setting aside, in whole or
in pam, anumh rule shall be final, subjeet to judicial
review by the Supreme Court of the United States upon
ezrucran or certification as provided in section 254 of
title 28, United States Code. :
“(3) Any rule promulgated under this section shall not '
wke effect earlier than sixty calendar days after such ;
promulgation. . »
“d. Implementation and enforeement of the standa ds
promulgated pursusnt to subsection b. of this sestion
shall be the responsibility of the Commuission in the cone :
dust of its lissnsing astivities under this Act, States exep- »
€Bing authonty pursuant io seetion 374 b. (2) of this A& é‘
svacxn.  shall impiement and enforcs such standards in aeeor- :
dance with sublection o. of such section, | ?
QUgs me “e. Nothing in this Act applicable to byproduct matg. ‘
3" nat, &s defined in section |1 ¢, (2) of this Act, shall affect
the authenty of the Administrator under the Clesn Air
Act of 1970, as amended, or the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act, as amended. 3¢

HPubicr Law P40 192 Suat. M0I9) (1970). e WOfe) pdded we 2
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“{.(1) Pror 1o January |, 1983, the Commission shall Umewe me
not implement or enforce the provisions of the Uranuum S,
Mill Licensing Requirements published as final rules at ~wusion
45 Federal Register 65521 1o 65538 on October 3, 1980
(hereinafter in this subsection referred 10 as the ‘OClober impemeniation
J regulauons”). After December 31, 1982, the Commus. ‘Ngwem
sion 15 authorized to implement and enforce the prowvi-
sions of such October 3 regulations (and any subsequent
modifications or additions (o such regulations whic.' may
be adopted by the Commission), except as otherwise pro-
vided in paragraphs (2) and (J) of this subsection

*(2) Following the proposal by the Administrato, of kevew pubis
standards under subsection b, the Commission shull [Joree ™
review the October 3 regulations, and, not later than 59
days after the date of such proposal, suspend implemen
tation and enforcement of any provision of such regula-
tons which the Commission determines after notice and
opportunity for public comment to require a major
action or major commutment by licensees which would be
unnecessary f— .

*(A) the standards proposed by the Administrator
are promulgated in final form without modification,

“(B) the Commission's requirements are modified
to conform to such standards. 3 :
Such suspension shalil terminate on the earlier of Apni 1,
1984 or the date on which the Commission 2 3 the
October 3 regulations to conform to final standards prom-
ulgated by the Administrator under subsection b. During
the penod of such suspension, the Commission shall con-
\aue to regulate byproduct matenal (as defined in section
11 = (2)) under this Act on a licensee-by-licensee basis as
the Commuission deems nessssary to protect publie health,

safety, and the eavironment. i

*(3) Not later than 6 months after the date on which
the Adm.nustrator fromulgam final standards pursuant
to subsection b. of this ssction, the Commission shall,
after notice and opportunity for public comment, amend
the October 3 regulations, and adopt such medifications,
as the Commission deems necessary to conform to such
final standards of the Administrator.

“(¢) Nothing in this subsection may be construed as «1usc e
affecung the authornty or responsibility of the Commis-
sion under sscuon 84 1o promulgaie regulations io pro-
tect the ggbltc health and safety and the environment. "3

“Sec 281. Separaniury. = If any provision of this Act or
the application of such provision to any person or cir-
cumstancss, 1s held invalid, the remainder of this Act
or the application of such provision to pefsons or circum-
stances other than those as to which 1t 1s held invalid,
shall not be affected thereby.

*Sec 291. Suort Trrie. —This Act may be cited as the Svon u
‘Atomic Energy Act of 1954' "

BPubie Law 915198 St 2087 (1)) we '8 agded ncw subsee *f°




Appendix B

STATE AGREEMINTS PROGRAM
DIVISION 1

Internal Procedures

B. Policy B.7 « Criteria for Compatibility
Determinations

I Background

Section 274d.(2) of the Atomic Enerqy Act of 1954, as amended,
requires that before entering into an agreement with any State, the
Commission shall make a determination that the State's program is
compatible with the Commission's program, Section 274g. authorizes
and directs the Conmission to cooperate with the States in the
formulation of standards to assure that State and Commission
programs will be coordinated and compatible. Section 274j(1)
requires that the Commission periodically review such agreements
and actions taken under the agreements to ensure compliance with
Section 274, Sections 274d(2? and 274g. are the only sections of
the Act that address the concept of compatibility. It should be
noted that both sections refer to the compatibility of "programs."
[t is evident that Congress intended that the Commission address
more than just reguletions in its review, and since the earliest
days of the State Agreements Program the Commission has used the
term “compatibility" in relation to not only regulations, but also
to such program areas as licensing and compliance. This procedure,
however, will address compatibility only as it affects regulations.

The Com.ission has never formally defined compatibility or provided
more than minimal guidance as to how the term should be
interpretea. The basic objective has been to achieve uniformity
among the various regulatory programs to the maximum extent
practicable recognizing that the States must be allowed some
flexibility to accommodate local conditions. With regard to
requlations, it has been more or less understood that certain
requlations such as 10 CFR Part 20 were considered to be "matters
of compatibility" and that States were required to have regulations
that had essentially identical language. With respect to other
parts of the regulations it was less clear what requirements were
considered "matters of compatibility" and why. In 1961, the
Commission published criteria for the guidance of States and the
Commission relating to the discontinuance of Commission authority
under the terms of the agreement. The criteria require that “"The
State regulatory program shall adopt a set of standards for
protection against radiation... It is important to strive for
uniformity in technical definitions and termirology, particularly
as related to such things as units of measurement and radiation
dose. There shall be uniformity on maximum permissible doses and
levels of radiation and concentrations of radioactivity, as fixed
by Part 20 of the [Commission] regulations based on officially
approved radiation protection guides." However, questions remain
as to how precisely State requlations must reflect NRC regulations.

1/25/84
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In addition, NRC has always encouraged uniformity in regulations
other than those 1isted above, but no specific guidance has been
provided,

It should be noted that the Uranium Mi11 Tadlings Radiation Control
Act and the Nuclear Waste Policy Act require Agreement States as
well as NRC to incorporate certain elements in their regulatory
programs (e,g., environmental assessments, land ownership,
finencial assurances), These requirements have been appropriately
included in the categorization,

In light of the ahove, this procedure establishes criteria for
better defining compatibility and determining the degree to which
States regulations must show uniformity with Commission
requlations.

Rule Categorization

Historically, the notion of degrees of compatibility has always
been implicit in compatibility determinations. This notion,
however, has never been given substance in the form of policies or
procedures, Under this procedure pertinent NRC rules are
categorized according to the degree of uniformity necessary between
NRC and Agreement State requirements, Four categories are
established as follows:

Division 1 Rules

There are certain provisions in NRC regulations that States must
adopt, essentially verbatim, into their regulations. These
provisions include those that €orm the basic language of radiation
protection essential for effective communication between regulatory
agencies and the regulated community. These provisions have been
formulated and agreed to by national and international
organizations, from consensus standards followed by industry and
government, They include technical definitions such as "curie,"
"dose," and "rad," radiation protection standards such as
occupational exposure limits, effluent release 1imits, and legal
definitions such as for "byproduct material," "restricted area" and
"occupational dose." These provisions are so basic to the
regulatory programs that their modification by a State would result
in numerous and difficult problems including interference in
interstate commerce. These provisions are collectively referred to
as Division 1 rules and Agreement States are required to adopt
essentially identical provisions.

Division 2 Rules

There are other provisions in NRC regulations that addrecs basic
principles of radiation safety and re$u1atory functions. Such
principles include generally applicable safety requirements such as
personnel monitoring and ALARA, and procedural requirements such as
detailed in Part 19, While States must address such principles in
their regulations, the States may adopt requirements mor725 ;
1725/8
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restrictive than NRC rules. The use of language identical to that
fn NRC rules is not necessary provided the underlying principles
are the same, For example, 10 CFR 19,11 addresses the posting of
certain notices to workers, While we believr that it is important
that Agreement State licensees be required to make available to
workers certain documents, the manner, location and time
constraints under which they are posted may differ somewhat from
the corresponding NRC provisions. Local circumstances may dictate
more stringent requirements than those of 19,11, Other rules that
would be included fn this category include basic procedural
requirements necessary for licensing, inspection authority,
incident reporting, and radiation safety requirements for
industrial radiographers. Such provisions are designated Division
2 rules,

Division 3 Rules

There are a great number of provisions in NRC regulations which
would be appropriate for Agreement States to adopt, but which do
not require any degree of uniformity between NRC and States rules,
For example, NRC has found group medical 1icensing to be an
improved method of licensing the medical uses of radionuclides.
States utilizing a different procedure in 1icensing medical uses of
redionuclides would not be hindering interstate commerce or
deviating in any manner from basic radiation protection standards
or procedures, Such rules, some of which relate to areas which are
strictly matters between the regulatory agency and the regulated
community within its jurisdiction are designated Division 3 rules.
Such rules include administrative requirements as well as technical
criteria which the agency feels the licensee must address in order
to meet the basic radiation standards. In all cases, States are
€~couraged to adopt the regulatory approach taken by NRC in such
rules, but are not required to do so.

Division 4 Rules

There are certain regulatory functions which are reserved to NRC
pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act and 10 CFR Part 150, Rules
pertaining to these areas are designated Division 4 rules. Such
rules include those concerning reactor regulation, distribution of
consumer products, exports and imports, and high level waste
disposal, State regulations should not address these areas.

Listing of Pertinent NRC Rules

Attached as Appendix A of this procedure is a 1isting of all
pertinent NRC rules (Parts 19, 20, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 40, 61,
70, 71, and 150) by compatibility type. The corresponding section
of the Suggested State Regulations car be found in Internal
Procedure A.2.

1/25/84



APPENDIX A

CATEGORIZATION OF NRC RULES
BY COMPATIBILITY TYPE

Division 1 Rules

19.3
20.3

20.4
20.5
20,101
20,102
20,103
20,104
20,105
20,106
20,203
20,403
Part 20
30.4

30,11
30,12
30,14
30,15
30,16
30.18
30,19
30.20
30.70
30,71
31.3

32.2

40.4

40.11
40,13
40.14
40,22
61.2

61.4]

Definitions (Exceptions - Act, Conmission, license)
Definitions (Exceptions - Act, Conmission, Gov't Agency,
license)

Units or radiation dose

Units of radioactivity

Dose limits

Prior dose

Concentrations in restricted areas

Exposure of minors

Levels in unrestricted areas

Radioactivity in effluents

Caution signs, etc., except (¢)(6)&(7)

Notifications ot Incidents

Appendix B and Appendix C

Definitions (Exceptions - Act, Commission, Gov't A?ency.
license, production facility, utilization facility
Specific exemptions

Contractor exemptions

Exempt concentration

Exempt items

Sc-46 resins exemption

Exempt quantities

Self-luminous products

Gas and aerosol detectors

Exempt concentrations schedule

Exempt quantities schedule

Certain devices and equipment

Definitions

Definitions (Exceptions - Act, Commission, Gov't Agency,
Pharmacist, physician)

DOE & NRC contractor exemptions

Unimportant quantities

Specific exemptions

Small quantities of source material

Definitions (Exceptions - Commission, Director, Gov't Agency)
Protection of general population

Waste classification

Definitions (Exceptions - Act,Atomic Weapon, Commission,
Common defense and security, Gov't Agency)

DOE & NRC contractor exemptions

Specific exemptions

Definitions (those relating to materials transportation)
Transportation of licensed material

Exemptions for low-level materials

1/25/84



Part 71
150.3

150,11
150,20

Appendix A

Definitions (b), (¢), (a), (1), and (j)
Critical mass

Reciprocity

Division 2 kules

19,11
19,12
19,13
19,14

g -
19.18
19 417
29.1(¢)
20,108
20,201
20,202
20,203
20,205
20,207
20,301
20,302
20,303
20,311
20,402
20,405
20,408
Part 20
30.3
30,13
30,31
30,32
30,33
30,34
30,41
30,55
31.5
31.6
31.7
32,11
32.12
32,13
32.51
32.51a
32,52
32.53
32.54
32.55
32.56
32.57
32,58
32.59
32.61

Posting of Notices

Instructions to Workers

Notifications

Presence of worker representatives

Consultation with workers

Requests for inspection

Inspection rot warranted

ALARA

Bioassay Services

Surveys

Personnel Monitoring

(c)(6) and (7) 500 rem/hr rule

Picking up, receiving, and opening packages

Storage & control in unrestricted areas

Waste Disposal - General Requirements

Approval of disposal procedures

Sewage disposal

Transfer for disposal

Reports of Theft or loss

Reports of overexposures

Monitorinz Reports on tarmination

Appendix

Activities requi:ing license

Carrier Exemption

Types of Licenses

Application for specific license

General requirements

Terms & Conditions

Transfer of byproduct material

Tritium reports (to be deleted)

Certain measur1ng. gauging and controlling devices

Installation of GL gauges

Luminous safety devices for use in aircraft

Introduction of exempt concentrations

Material transfer reports

Prohibition of introduction

Manufacture of GL gauges

Manufacture of GL gauges

Transfer reports - GL gauges

Manufacture of luminous safety devices

Labeling of luminous safety devices

QA - luminous safety devices

Transfer reports - luminous safety devices

Manufacture of Am-241 reference sources

Labeling of Am-241 sources

Leak testing of Am-24]1 sources

Manufacture of Sr-90 ice detection devices
125 /84
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QA - ice detection devices

Manufacture of Medical GL material
Manufacture of in vitro kits

Manufacture of radiopharmaceuticals
Manufacture of generators and reagent kits
Manufacture of sources for medical use
Schedule B - tests for luminous safety devices
Schedule C - tests for Am-241 sources
Schedule D - tests for Sr-90 ice detection devices
Sampling procedures

Definiticn

Specific licenses for radiography

Levels of radiation

Locking of devices

Storage precautions

Survey Instruments

l.eak testing, etc.

Quarterly inventory

Utilization logs

Inspection and maintenance

Training

0perat1n? and emergency procedures
Personnel Monitoring

Security

Surveys

Appendix A

Inactive tailings sites

Carrier exemptions

Types of licenses

GL - possession & storage of tailings

License for source material milling
General requirements
Manufacture of depleted uranium products for GL
Manufacture of depleted uranium products for GL
Terms and Conditions
Transfer of source material
Effluent monitoring
Appendix A
License required
Content of application
General information
Specific Technical information
Technical analyses
Institutional information
Financial information
Standards for issuance
Conditions of licenses
Application for renewal or closure
Contents of application for closure
Post-closure observation
Transfer
Termination
General requirement
1/25/84
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.89

150,31
150,32

1401

Protection of individuals from intrusion
Protection of individuals during operations
Stability of site after closure

Site suitability requirements

Site design

Facility operation and site closure
Environmental monitoring

Alterngtive requirements

Waste characteristics

Labeling

Institutional requirements

Applicant qualifications

Funding for closure and stabilization
Financial assurances

Tests at disposal facilities
Commission inspections

Carrier exemption

Types of licenses

Requirements for approval

Manufacture of Pu calibration sources
Transfer of SNM

GL for NRC approved packages
Previously approved Type B packages
GL: DOT containers

GL: foreign approved packages
Operating controls and procedures
Preliminary determinations

Routine determinations (except fissile related)

Air transport of Pu
Opening instructions
UMTRCA
UMTRCA

Division 3 Sules

19,
19,
19,
19,
19,
19,
19,
19,
20,
20,
20,

Purpose

Scope

Interpretations
Communications

Employee protection
Violations

Applications for exemptions
Discrimination prohibited
(a) & (b) Purpose

Scope

Interpretations
Communications

Medical diagnosis & therapy
Posting exceptions
Instruction of personnel
Disposal by incineration
Biomedical waste rule
Records

1/25/84



20,407
20,409
20,501
20,502
20,60°
30 3
2J.2
30,5
30,6
30.7
30,36
30,37
30,38
30,39
30,51
30,52

30.62
30.63

Personnel Monitoring reports
Notifications and Reports to Individuals
Poplications for exemptions
Additional Requirements
Violations
Purpose & Scope
Resolution of conflict
Interpretations
Communications
Employee protection
Expiration of 1icenses
Applications for renewal
Applications for amendment
Commission Action to renew or amend
Records
Inspections
Tests
Modification and revocation of licenses
Withholding of byproduct material
Violations
Purpose and Scope
Terms and conditions
Am-24]1 reference sources
GL to own material
Sr-90 ice detection devices
In-vitro GL
Purpose and scope
Purpose and scope
Broad Yicense requirements
Broad license requirements
Broad license requirements
Broad license requirements
Broad license requirements
Broad 1icense regquirements
Broad license requirements
Schedule A
Purpose and scope
Applications for specific licenses
Permanent radiographic installations
Posting
Supervision of radiographer's assistants
Applications for exemptions
Purpose and scope
Medical license requirement
Definition of "Human Use"
Definition of "physician"
Application form
Licenses for human use
Licenses for individual physician's
Human use of sources
Group medical licensing
Teletherapy calibrations
Teletherapy spot-checks
Instrument calibration

1/25/84
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35,24 Qualified expert

35,25 Teletherapy room monitor
35,26 S5-year inspection and servicing
35,27 Records

35,31 Medical GL

35.4] Misadministration reporting
35.42 Misadministration reporting
35,43 Micsadministration reporting
35,44 Misadministration reporting
25.45 Misadministration reporting
35,100 Medica) Groups

40.1 Purpose

40,2 Scope

40.3 License requirements
40.5 Communications

40,6 Interpretations

ac,7 Employee protection

40.21 GL- title to source material

40,25 GL- depleted uranium

40,31 (a)-(eg, (g) applications for specific licenses
40,42 Expiration

40,43 Renewal of licenses
40,44 Amendment of licenses
40,45 Commission action to renew or amend

40,46 Inalienability
40,61 Records

40.62 Inspections

40,63 Tests

40.64 Reports

40,71 Modification, etc,
40,81 Violations

6l1.1 Purpose and scope
61.4 Communications

61.5 Interpretations
61.6 Exemptions

61.7 Concepts

61.9 Employee protection

61,20 Filing application
61.21 Repetition

61,22 Updating of application
61.25 Changes

61.26 Amendment of license

61.80 Maintenance of records
61.83 Violations
70.1 Purpose
70.2 Scope
70.3 License requirements
70.5 Communications
70,6 Interpretations
70,7 Employee protection
| 70.19 GL for plutonium reference source

70,20 GL to own SNM
70,21 Filing Applications
70,22 (a),(b),(c),(d),(e) Contents of applications
1/25/84
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to strategic quantities of SNM)
70,33 Renewal of licenses
70,34 Amendment of licenses
70,35 Commission Action to renew or amend
70,36 Inalienability
70,37 Disclaimer of warranties

70.41 Authorized use of SNM
70,55 Inspections
70,56 Tests

70,61 Modification and revocation
70,71 Violations

71.0 Purpose and scope

71.1 Communications

71.2 Interpretations

71.3 Requirement for license
71,7 Specific exemptions

71.9 Exemption of physicians

71.91 Recurds

71,93 Inspection and tests
71,95 Reports

71,99 Violations
71,101-71,137 QA

150.1 Purpose

150.2 Scope

150.4 Communications

150.5 Interpretations
150,30 Violations

Division 4 Rules

70,31 Issuance of licenses
70,32 Conditions of licenses (Except statements strictly applicable

32,14 Manufacture of exempt items

32.15 QA - exempt items

32.16 Transfer reports - exempt items

32,17 Manufacture of Sc-46 resins

32,18 Manufacture of exempt quantities

32.19 Conditions of licenses - exempt quantities
32,20 Transfer reports - exempt quantities

32,22 Manufacture of self-luminous products

32.23 Safety criteria - self-luminous products
32.24 Table of organ doses - self-luminous products
32,25 Transfer reports - self-luminous products
32,26 Manufacture of gas and aerosol detectors
32.27 Safety criteria - gas and aerosol detectors
32.28 Table of organ doses - gas and aeroso)l detectors
32.29 Transfer reports - gas and aerosol detectors
32.40 Schedule A

61.8 Reporting: OMB approval

61.16 Other information

61,58 Alternative requirements

61.70 Scope

61.71 State and Tribal consultation

61.7 Filing of proposals
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Commission approval
DOD
Foreign aircraft
Strategic quantities of SNM
Carriers of SNM
2 (£),(9),(h),(1),(3),(k) and (1)
70,23(b) Requirements for approval - Pu processing
Criticality
0,44 Creditor requlations
0.51 Material balance, etc,
0,52 Reports of criticality
.53 Material status reports
.54 Transfer reports
), 57 Measurement control program
N Nuclear material controls
.99 Effluent monitoring
.62 Suspersion and operation in war
B - 71,24 Fissile material
31 = 71,77  LRC package approvals
.83 Assumptions -unknown properties
7 Persons in offshore waters
10 Persons exempt
), 14 Physical Protection
150,15 Persons not exempt
152  Continued Commission authority
.16 Materia® transfer reports
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150,17 Material transfer reports

150.17a  US/IAEA Safejuards requirements
150,19 Tritium repcrts
150,21 SNM by aircraft




