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AVAILABILITY NOTICE

Availabiity of Relerence Materals Cited in NRC Publications

Most documents cited in NRC pubiications will be evailsbie trom one of the following
sources:

1. The NRC Pybhe Document Room, 2120 L Street, NW., Lower Level. Washington, DC
20566

2. The Superintendent of Doouments, U.8. Government Printing Offige, P.O. Box 37082,
Washington, DC  20013.7082

3. The Nationa! Technical Information Service, Springlield, VA 22161

Although the listing that foliows represents the majority of documents cited in NRC publica-
tions, 1t is nOt inended 10 be exhaustive.

Reterenced documents available 1o inspection and copying for a fee from the NRC Public
Document Room inglutde NHC correspondence and internal NRC memorands; NRC bulleting,
QiIrGUlars, INfOrMBtion NoNCEes, INSHRCHoN ANG INVESIGALION NOLCEes ICENsee even repors;
vendor reports and cotresponoence. Commission papers: and applicant and licensee 0oy
ments and correspondence

The following documents i the NUREG seres 87e avallable for purchase from the GPO Sales
Program: formal NRC stalf and contractor reports, NRC-sponsore conterence proceed:
ings, imernational agreement reports, grant pubtications, and NRC bookiets and brochures
Also svailable are reguistory guides, NRC regulations in the Code of Federal Regulations,
and Nuclear Regulatory Commission Issuances.

Documents avallable from the National Technica! Information Service include NUREG-series
reports and technical repons prepsred by other Federal agencies and reports prepared by
the Atomic Energy Commission, forerunner agency 10 the Nuclear Reguiatory Commission

Documents avalable from public and special technica! libraries include all open literature
nems, suuh as books, journal aricies, and transactions.  Federsl Register notices, Federa!
and Swate legisiation, and congressionsl repons can usually be obtained from these
libraries.

Documents such as theses, dissenations, loreign reports and transiations, and non-NRC
conference proceedings are available for purchase from the organization sponsoring the
publication cited.

Single copies of NRC draft reports are available free. to the extent of supply, upon written
request 10 the Office of Agministration, Distribution and Mail Services Section, U.§. Nuclear
Regulatory Commisgion, Washington, DC 20686

Copies of indusiry codes and standards used (0 8 substantive manner in the NRC reguiatory
pProcess are maintaned al the NRC Library, 7820 Norfolk Avenue, Bethesda, Maryland. for
use by the public. Codes and stangards are usually copyrighted and may be purchesed
from the originating organization or, i they are Americen National Standards, from the
Amencan Nationa! Standards Institute, 1430 Broadway, New York, NY 10018,
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Bulemakings Approved by the Executive Director for Operations (ED0)

The Executive Director for Operations initiated a procedure for the review
of the regulations being prepared by staff offices that report to him to
ensure that staff resources were being allocated to achieve most
effectively NRC's ro,u!atory priorities. This procedure requires [D0O
approval before staff resources may be expended on the development of any
new rulemaking. Furthermore, all existing rules must receive EDO approval
prior to the commitment of additional resources.

Those unpublished rules whose further development has been terminated will
be noted in t“’s edition of the agenda and deleted from subsequent
editions. Ru.¢s whose termination was directed subsequent to publication
of a notice of proposed rulemaking will be removed from the agenda after
publication of & notice of withdrawal. Rules and Petitions for Rulemakin
that appear on the agenda for the first time are identified by an asteris

(*).

Public Participation in Rulemaking

Comments on any rule in the a?ondu may be sent to the Secretary of the
Commissfon, U.S. Nuclear Regu atorg Comnission, Washington, DC 20555,
Attention: Docketing and Service Branch. Comments na{ also be hand
delivered to One White Flint North, 11555 Rockville Pike, Rockville,
Maryland, between 7:30 a.m. and 4:15 p.m., Federal workdays. Comments
received on rules for which the comment period has closed will be
considered if it is practical to do so, but assurance of consideration
cannot be given except as to comments received on or before the closure
dates specified in the agenda.

The agenda and an{ comnents received on any rule listed in the agenda are
available for public inspection, and copaing for a fee, at the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission’s Public Document Room, 2120 L Street, NW. (lLower
Level), Washington, DC, between 7:45 a.m. and 4:15 p.m.

Additional Rulemaking Information

For further information concerning NRC rulemaking procedures

or the status of any rule listed in this agenda, contact Betty Golden,
Regulations Specialist, Regulatory Publications Branch, Division of Freedum
of Information and Publications Services, Office of Administration, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, DC 20555, Telephone (301) 492-
4268 (persons outside the Washington, DC metropolitan area may call toll-
free: B800-368-5642). For further information on the substantive content
of any rule 1isted in the agenda, contact the individual 1isted under the
heading "Agency Contact® for that rule.
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TITLE:
Material Control and Accounting Requirements for Uranium
Enrichment Facilities Producing Special Nuclear Material of Low
Strategic Significance

RIN:
3150-AD56

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 2; 10 CFR 40; 10 CFR 70; 10 CFR 74

ABSTRACT:
The final rule amends the Commission's regulations to establish
material control and accounting requirements for special nuclear
material of low strategic sign ficance at uranium enrichment
plants, including requirements to detect and prevent enrichment
above a specified maximum,

TIMETABLE :
Final Action Published 10/31/91 56 FR 55991
Final Action Effective 12/02/91

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 584)

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: No

AGENCY CONTACT:
Gordon Gundersen
Nuclear Roaulntory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
Washington, DC 20558
301 492-3803



TITLE:
Nuclear Power Plant License Renewal

RIN:
3150-ADO4

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 2; 10 CFR 50; 10 CFR 54; 10 CFR 140

ABSTRACTY:
The final rule amends the Commission's regulations to establish
the requirements that an appiicant for renewal of a nuclear power
plant operating license must meet, the information that must be
submitted to the NRC for review so that the agency can determine
whether those requirements have in fact been met, and the
application procedures. The rule provides the regulatory
requirements for extending nuclear power plant operating licenses
beyond 40 years.

TIMETABLE :
Final Action Published 12/13/91 56 FR 64943
Final Action Effective 01/13/92

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 584)

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: No

AGENCY CONTACT:
George Sege
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Rogulatory Resvarch
Washington, DC 2055
301 492-3904
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Salary Offset Procedures for Collecting Debts Owed by fFedera)
tmpioyees 1 the Federal Government

1150-AD&4
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TITLE:
*Revision of Fee Schedules; 100% Fee Recovery; Clarification
of Size Standards

RIN:
3150-AECS

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 171

ABSTRACT:
The final rule amends the Commission’s regulations concerning the
payment of annual fees to clarify the provisions that identify the
size standards used to determine whether an NRC 1icensee would
qualify as a "small entity" under the Regulatory Flexibility Act
for the purpose of paying a reduced annual fee. This clarifica-
tion is necessary because the size standards presented in the
regulations did not clearly irdicate the complete range of size
standards adopted by the NRC,

TIMETABLE:
Fina) Action Published 11/13/91 56 FR 57587
Final Action Effective 11/13/91

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 5841

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: Yes

AGENCY CONTACT:
Donrie Grimsley
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Administration
Washington, DC 20555
301 492-7211



(B) Proposed Rules




TITLE:
Procedures Involving the Equal Access to Justice Act:
Implementation

RIN:
3150-AA0]

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 15 10 CFR 2

ABSTRACT:
The proposed rule would implement the Egunl Access to Justice Act
(EAJA) by providing for the payment of fees and expenses to
certain eligible individuals and businesses that prevail in agency
adjudications when the agency's position is determined not to have
been substantially justified. This proposed regulation is modeled
after rules issued by the Administrative Conference of the United
States (ACUS) and has been modified to conform to NRC's
established rules of practice. The proposed rule would further
the EAJA's intent to develop government-wide, "unitorm" agency
regulations and would describe NRC procedures and requirements for
the filing and disposition of EAJA applications. A draft final
rule was sent to the Commission in June 1982, but Commission
action was suspended pending a decision by the Comptroller General
on the availability of funds to pay awards to intervenor parties.
This issue was also the subject of litigation in Bysiness and
est v. NRC, 793 F.2d 1366 (D.C.
Cir. 1986).

Additionally, in August 1985, the Presideni signed into law, Pub.
L. No. 99-80, an enactment renewing and revising the EAJA after
its expiration under a statutory sunset requirement. The rule is
being reevaluated to determine the agency adjudications that fall
within the EAJA's coverage.

TIMETABLE :
Proposed Act‘on Published 10/28/81 46 FR 53189
Proposed Action Comment Period Ends 11/28/81]
Next Action Undetermined

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
5 USC 504

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: No

AGENCY CONTACT:
John Cho
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of the General Counsel
Washington, DC 20555
301 504-1585
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TITLE:
Uranium Enrichment Regulations

RIN:
3150-AD90

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 2; 10 CFR 40; 10 CFR 50; 10 CFR §1: 10 CFR 70; 10 CFR 75;
10 CFR 110; 10 CFR 140; 10 CFR 150: 10 CFR 170

ABSTRACT:
The proposed rule would amend the Commission’s regulations
governing the licensing of uranium enrichment facilities to
conform to the Solar, Wind, Waste, and Geothermal Power Production
Incentives Act of 1990, which amended the Atomic Energy Act (the
Act). The principal amendment changed the definition of a
production facility to exclude uranium enrichment, Licensin? of
uranium enrichment plants will be performed pursuant to 10 CFR
Parts 40 and 70, rather than 10 CFR Part 50. A new Section 193 of
the Act revised the requirements for licensing of enrichment
facilities with respect to environmental review, adjudicatory
hearings, inspection and operation, insurance and decommissioning,
and indemnification. The proposed rule presents a number of
rdministrative and conforming changes to 10 CFR Chapter |
necessary to implement the requirements of the Act.

TIMETABLE:
Proposed Action Published 09/16/91 56 FR 46739
Proposed Action Comment Period Ends 12/02/9]
Final Action to EDO 03/09/92
Final Action to Commission 04/07/92
Final Action Published 05/07/92

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
Sections 53, 63, 161b, 193 of the Atomic Energy 2-t of 1954, as
amended

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: No

AGENCY CONTACT:
Charles W. Nilsen
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
Washington, DC 20555
301 492-3834






TITLE:
*Exclusion of Attorneys From Interviews Under Subpoena

RIN:
3150-AE1)

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 19

ABSTRACT:
The proposed rule would amend the Commission’s regulations
to provide for the exclusion of counsel from interviews of a
subpoenaed witness when that counsel represents multiple
interests and there is concrete evidence that such represen-
tation would obstruct and impede the investigation. The
proposed amendmenis are not expected to have an{ economic
impact on the NRC or its licensees. Concurrently, the NRC
published a final rule (December 19, 1991;56 FR 46548)
revoking its previously published attorney exclusion
regulations. Those regulations were vacated upon judicial
review,

TIMETABLE:
Proposed Action Published 1¢/19/91 56 FR 65949
Proposed Action Comment Period Ends 02/18/92
Final Action Published Undetermined

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 5841

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: No

AGENCY CONTACT:
Roger K. Davis
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of the General Counsel
Washington, DC 20558
301 504-1606
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TITLE:

Access Authorization Reinvestigation Program for
Licensee Personnel

3150-ADB6

CFR CITATION:

10 CFR 25

ABSTRACT:

The proposed rule would establish a reinvestigation program for
Ticensee personnel with NRC "Q" and "L" access authorizations.

The amendment 1s necessary to ensure uniformity in the
investigative requirements for "Q" and "L" access authorizations.
Currentiy, NRC requires a reinvestigation every five years for its
employees, consultants, experts, and panel members with “Q" and
"L" access authorization, but no routine reinvestigation for
licensee personnel with the same level of access authorizations.

A recommendation was made in the 1988 GAD Report, "NRC's Security
Clearance Program Can Be Strengthened," and amplified in 1989
hearings before Congressman Synar, that NRC have a reinvestigation
program for its "L" cleared employees, consultants, experts, an'
panel members. The rationale behind that recommendation applies
equa1li to cleared licensee personnel. There is no alternative to
rulemaking that would accomplish the requirement of a reinvesti-
gation program for licensee personnel with "Q" or "L" access
authorization. The proposed rule would require that licensee
personnel whose access authorizations were granted five or more
years ago be subject to a reinvestigation similar in scope to that
required for NRC employees. This will have no known impact on the
public because onl{ licensee personnel who require access to
classified National Security Information or Restricted Data for a
period of five years or more will be affected. The proposed rule
would affect approximately 31 licensees or license applicants who
have personnel with such access authorizations. The impact on
these licensees will be limited because (1) not all employees
requiring access to classified information require the access for
a continuous period exceeding five years, and (2) many of the
people who would be affected by this rule are covered by a DOE
reinvestigation program for its contractors and those
reinvestigations would be acceptable as meeting NRC's
requirements.

The proposed rule would establish consistency in the requirements
for all NRC and licensee personnel who have "Q" and "L" access
authorization, which will help assure continued eligibility for
such authorization. The proposed rule would also provide
increased assurance of the continuing trustworthiness of affected
personnel .



TITLE:
Access Authorization Reinvestigation Program for
Licensee Personnel

TIMETABLE :
Proposed Action Published 07/31/91 56 FR 36113
Proposed Action Comment Period Ends 09/13/91
Final Action for Division Review 12/02/91
Office Concurrence on Final Action Completed 12/20/91
Final Action to EDO 01/31/92
Final Action Published 04/15/92

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
:20us§2§;gs; 42 USC 2201; 42 USC 2273; 42 USC 5841; £.0. 10865,

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: No

AGENCY CONTACT:
Duane G. Kidd
Nuclear Regulatory Comm.ssion
Office of Administration
Washington, DC 20555
301 492-4)27



TITLE:
Doconm1ssioninx Recordkeeping and License Termination:
Documentation Additions

RIN:
3150-AD98

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 30; 10 CFR 40; 10 CFR 50; 10 CFR 70; 10 CFR 72

ABSTRACT:
The proposed rule, in conjunction with the decommissioning rule
published on June 27, 1988 (53 FR 24018), would modify the
Commission's decommissioning regulations to make them more
specific and more easily implemented. Current re?ulations require
recordkeeping provisions as well as termination plans or their
equivalent to be filed with the Commission at cessation of
operations. However, no explicit requirements .re specified in
current rules pertaining to a listing of the land, structures, and
equipment of the licensed facility; nor are any explicit
requirements specified pertaining to submittal of an operating
history at the time of submittal of final plans as well as prior
to license termination. This type of information is important to
ensure that all features and aspects of the facility and its
attendant activities that could have potential for resulting in
radioactive contamination have been dealt with in the
decommissioning process and that a record exists that can be
stored for future reference which contains the relevant features
of the license termination process requirements.

There does not appear to be any reasonable alternative to
rulemaking action. However, it is expected that most of the
information explicitly required in the proposed amendments will
already, or with minimal effort, be available (based on the
existing rule’s recordkeeping requirements). While proposed
amendments will affect all licensees, it is anticipated that the
requirements will place minimal burden on them. Moreover,
ensuring that the information is explicitly available should help
expedite NRL approval of licensee decommissioning activities and
may reduce the overall licensee and NRC efforts required to
terminate a license.

TIMETABLE:
Proposed Action Published 10/07/91 56 FR 50524
Proposed Action Comment Period Ends 12/23/91
Final Action to EDO 03/30/92
| Final Action to Commission 04/15/92
| Final Action Published 05/29/92

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 5841

19



TITLE:
Decommissionin
Documentation

Recordkeeping and License Termination:
ditions

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: VYes

AGENCY CONTACT:
Car] Feldman

Nuclear Rogu\atory Commission
u

Office of
Washington, DC
301 492-3883

clear Rogulatory Research

2055



TITLE:
Requirements for Possession of Industrial Devices Containing
Byproduct Material

RIN:
3150-AD34

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 31; 10 CFR 32

ABSTRACT:
The proposed rule would amend the Commission's regulations for the
possession of industrial devices containiu? byproduct material to
require device users to report to the NRC initially and then on a
periodic basis. The proposed report would indicate that the
device is still in use or to whom the device has been transferred.
The proposed rule would be the most efficient method, considering
the number of general licensees and the number of devices
currently in use, for assuring that devices are not improperly
transferred or inadvertently discarded. The proposed rule is
necessary to avoid unnecessary radiation exposure to the public
that may occur when an improperly discarded device is included in
a batch of scrap metal for reprocessing. The proposed rule would
also avoid the unnecessary expense involved in retrieving the
manufactured items fabricated from contaminated metal. The
a;gposad rule would impose a small burden on device users and the

TIMETABLE :
Proposed Action Published 12/27/91 56 FR 67011
Proposed Action Comment Period Ends 03/12/92
Final Action Published 08/00/92

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2111; 42 USC 2114; 42 USC 2201

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: Yes

AGENCY CONTACT:
Joseph J. Mate
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
Washington, DC 20555
301 492-3795
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TITLE:
Codes and Standards for Nuclear Power Plants (ASME Code,
1986/1987/1988 Addenda, 1989 fdition)

RIN:
3150-ADOS

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 50

ABSTRACT:
The proposed rule would incorporate by reference the 1986 Addenda,
the 1987 Addenda, the 1988 Addenda, and the 1989 Edition of
Section 111, Division 1, and Section XI, Division 1, with two
specified modifications, of the American Society of Mechanical
Engineers Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code (ASME Code). Also, the
proposed amendwent would impose augmented examination of reactor
vessel shell welds and would separate the requirements for
inservice testing from those for inservice inspection by placing
the requirements for inservice testing in a separate garaqraph.
The ASME Code provides rules for the construction of light-water-
reactor nuclear power plant components in Section 111, Division 1,
and provides rules for the inservice inspection and inservice
testing of those components in Section XI, Division 1.

The proposed rule would update the existing reference to the ASME
Code and would thereby permit the use of improved methods for the
construction, inservice inspection, and inservice testing of
nuclear power plant components. Incorporating by reference the
latest addenda of the ASME Code would save applicants/licensees
and the NRC staff both time and effort by providing uniform
detailed criteria a?ainst which the staff could review any single
submission. In addition, the proposed rule would require
licensees to augment their reactor vessel examination by imple-
menting the expanded reactor vessel shell weld examinations
specified in the 1989 Edition of Section XI and would clarify the
existing requirements in the regulation for inservice inspection
and inservice testing.

This action will be handled as a routine updating of 10 CFR 50.55a
of the NRC regulations. There is no reasonable alternative to
rulemaking action,

TIMETABLE:

Proposed Action Published 01/31/91 56 FR 3796
Proposed Action Comment Period Ends 04/16/91
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TITLE:
Primary Reactor Containment Leakage Testing for Water-Cooled Power
Reactors

RIN:
3150-AABG

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 50; Appendix J

ABSTRACT:
The proposed rule would update and revise the 1973 criteria for
preoperational and periodic pressure tcstin? for leakage of
primary containment boundaries of water-cooled power reactors.
Problems have developed in application and interpretation of the
existin? rule. These result from changes in testing technology,
test criteria, and a relevant national standard that needs to be
recognized. The proposed revisions would make the rule current
and improve its usefulness.

The revision is urgently needed to resolve continuing conflicts
between licensees and NRC inspectors over interpretations, current
regulatory practice which is no longer being reflected accurately
by the existing rule, and endorsement in the existing regulation
of an obsolete national standard that was replaced in 1981.

The benefits anticipated include elimination of inconsistencies
and obsolete requirements, and the addition of greater usefulness
and a higher confidence in the leak-tight integrity of containment
system boundaries under post-loss of coolant accident conditions.
The majority of the effort needed by NRC to issue th2 rule has
already been expended.

A detailed analysis of costs, benefits, and occupational exposures
is available in the Public Document Room, and indicates possible
savings to industry of $14 million to $300 million and an increase
in occupational exposure of less than 1 percent per year per plant
due to increased testing.

TIMETABLE:
Proposed Action Published 10/29/86 51 FR 39538
Proposed Action Comment Period Extended 04/24/87
52 FR 2416
CRGR Briefings 10/24/90, 01/23/91, 02/12/91
ACRS Review 05/09/91
Final Action to EDO 10/18/91
Final Action to Commission 10/25/91
Final Action Published 02/14/92
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TITLE:

RIN:

Amendment to 10 CFR 51.51 and 51.52, Tables S-3 and
$-4, Addition of Radon-222 and Technetium-99 Radiation Values,
and Addition of Appencix B, "Table $-3 Explanatory Analysis"

3150-AA3]

CFR CITATION:

10 CFR §1

ABSTRACT :

The proposed rule amends the Table of Uranfum Fuel Cycle
Environmental Data (Table S-3) by adding new estimates for
potential releases of technetium-99 and radon-222, and by
updating other estimates. The proposed rule’'s Appendix B to
Subpart A (narrative explanation), also describes the basis for
the values contained in Table S$-3, explains the environmental
effects of these potential releases from the LWR Fuel Cycle, and
postulates the potential radiation doses, health effects, and
environmental impacts of these potential releases. The proposed
rule also amends 10 CFR 51.52 to modify the enrichment value of
U-235 and the maximum level of average fuel irradiation (burnup
in megawatt-days of thermal power per metric ton of uranium).
The narrative explanation also addresses important fuel cycle
impacts and the cumulative impacts of the nuclear fuel cycle

for the whole nuclear power industry so that it may be possible
to consider these impacts generically rather than repeatedly in
individual iicensing proceedings, thus reducin? potential
litigation time and costs for both NRC and applicants.

The proposed revision of 10 CFR §1.5] and the addition of
Appendix B was published for public review and comment on

March 4, 1981 (46 FR 15154). The fina! rulemaking was deferred
pending the outcome of a suit (Natural Resources Defense Council,
et al. v. NRC, No. 74-1486) in the U'.S. Circuit Court of Appeals.
The U.S. Court of Appeals (D.C. Circuit) decision of April 27,
1982, invalidated the entire Table S-3 rule. The Supreme Court
reversed this decision on June 6, 1983.

The proposed rule to provide an explanatory narrative for Table
S-3 has been revised to reflect new modeling developments during
the time the rulemaking was deferred. Final action on the Table
$-3 rule was held in abeyance until new values for radon-222 and
technetium-99 could be added to the table and covered in the
narrative explanation. The rule is being reissued as a proposed
rule because the scope has been expanded to include radiation
values for radon-222 and technetium-99 and the narrative
explanation has been extensively revised from that published on
March 4, 1981 (46 FR 15154).



Amendment to 10 CFR 51.5] and 51.52, Tables $-3 and
$-4. Addition of Radon-222 and Technetium-99 Radiation Value .
and Addition of Appendix E *Table S-3 Explanatory Ar 7 '
[ IMETABLE
Proposed Actior Published 03/04/8] 46 FR 15154
Proposed Action Comment Period End 05/04/8]
Pro DOSE d Action for {“\ 1sion Review :," / -t:.‘.'C'J
Proposed Actior ice Review 12/20/90
Proposed Act r Undetermined
rYroposed Action &g Undetermined
EGAL ITY
c011; 42 USC 2201; 42 L 4321: &: SC 584]1: 42 | 584

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: No

AGENCY CONTAI

“‘f“'t!" of Nuclear Regi itory Researc!
{ 5




TITLE:

License Renewal for Nuclear Power Plants; Scope of Environmental
Effects

RIN:
3150-AD63

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 81

ABSTRACT:
The proposed rule would amend the Commission’s regulations to
establish new requirements for environmentai review of
applications for renewal of nuclear power plant operating
licenses. The proposed rule would define the n r and scope of
environmental issues which would need to be addressed as part of a
license renewal application.

TIMETABLE :
ANPRM Published 07/23/90 55 FR 29964
ANPRM Comment Period Ends 10/22/90
Proposed Action Published 09/17/91 56 FR 47016
Proposed Action Comment Period Ends 12/16/9]
Proposed Action Comment Period Extended to 03/16/91
Final Action Published 09/30/92

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 5B41; 42 USC 5842

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: No

AGENCY CONTACT:
Donald P. Cleary
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
Washington, DC 20555
301 492-3936
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TITLE:
Elimination of Inconsistencies Between NRC Regulations and EPA
HLW Standards

RIN:
3150-AC03

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 60

ABSTRACT:

The proposed rule would eliminate several inconsistencies with

the EPA standards to be developed for the disposal of HLW in
deep geologic repositories. The Nuclear Waste Policy Act of

1982 (NUPA; directs NRC to promulgate criteria for the Ticensing

of HLW geo

ogic repositories. Section 121 (c) of this act states

that the criteria for the Ticensing of HLW geologic repositories

must be consistent with these standards. The proposed rule is
needed in order to eliminate several inconsistencies with the
EPA standards, thus fulfilling the statutory regquirement,

Because the NWPA directs NRC to eliminate inconsistencies
between Part 60 and the EPA standard, the alternatives to the
proposed action are limited by statute.

The public, industry, and NRC will benefit from eliminating
inconsistencies in Federal HLW regulations. NRC resources
needed would be several staff-years but will not include
contract resources.

Because the Federal Court invalidated the EPA standards, action

on this rule, which is in response to the EPA standards, is
undetermined.

TIMETABLE :
Proposed Action Published 06/19/86 51 FR 22288
Proposed Action Comment Period Ends 08/18/86
Final Action to Offices for Concurrence 07/15/87
Final Action to EDO 07/20/87
Revised Proposed Action Published Undetermined
Final Action Published Undetermined

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 10101

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: No

AGENCY CONTACT:
Janet Lambert
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
Washington, DC 20555
301 492-3855

30



TITLE:

RIN:
+

Minor Amendments to the Physical Protection Requirements

3150-AD03

CFR CITATION:

10 CFR 70; 10 CFR 72; 10 CFR 73; 10 CFR 7§

ABSTRACT:

TIMET,

LEGAL

The proposed rule would amend the Commission’s regulations dealing
with physical protection requirements that are out of date,
susceptible to differing interpretations, or in need of
clarification. These problems were {1dentified by a systematic
revies of the agency's safeguards regulations and guidance
documents cor.‘ucted by the Safeguards Interoffice Review Group
(SIRG). In agdition, the staff had identified other areas in the
regulations where minor changes are warranted. In response to
these efforts, specific amendments to the regulations are being
proposed. The proposed changes would: (1) add definitions for
common terms not currently defined; (2) delete action dates that
no longer apply; (3) correct outdated terms and cross references;
gl) clarify uordin! that 1s susceptible to differing
nterpretations; (5) correct typographical errors; and (6) make
other minor changes.

The alternative to rulemaking would be to allow the status quo to

continug. These minor amendments affect the public, industry and

*he NRC only in so far as they make the regulations easier to
derstand, implement, and enforce,

. oposed Action Published 08/15/89 54 FR 33570
Proposed Action Comment Period Ends 09/29/89
Final Action for Office Review 05/13/91

Final Action to EDO  Undetermined

Final Action Published Undetermined

AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 584)

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: WNo
AGENCY CONTACT:

Stanley P. Turel

Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Office of Nuclear Rogu1atory Research
Washington, DC 2055

301 492-3739
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TITLE:

"IN:

Transportation Regulations: Compatibility With the International

Atomic Energy Agency (I1AEA)

3150-AC4)

CFR CITATION:

10 CFR 7]

ABSTRACT:

The proposed rule would, in con;unction with a corresponding rule
change by the U.5. Department of Transportation, make the United
States Federal regulations for the safe transportation of
radioactive material consistent with those of the International
Atomic !norgz Azonc (IA(AZ. The 1AEA regulations can be found in
IAEA Safety Series No. 6, “"Regulations for the Safe Transport of
Radioactive Material," 1985 Edition. Consistency in
transportation regulations throughout the world facilitates the
free movement of radioactive materials between countries for
medical, research, industrial, and nuclear fuel cycle purposes.
Consistency of transportation rejgulations throughout the world
also contributes to safot{ by concentrating the efforts of the
world's experts on a single set of «afety standards and guidance
(those of the IAEA) from which individual countries can develop
their domestic regr ations. In addition, t*2 accident experience
of every country th-t bases its domestic ulations on those of
the [AEA can be applied by every other coun rg with consistent
reguiations to improve its safety Rrogrln. The action will be
handled as a routine updating of NRC transportation regulations.
There is no reasonable alternative to rulemaking action. These
changes should result in a minimal increase in costs to affected
licensees. Proposed changes to 10 CFR Part 71, based on current
IAEA regulations, have been issued for public comment.

TIMETABLE :

LEGAL

Proposed Action Published 06/08/88 53 FR 21550

Proposed Action Comment Period Extended to 03/06/89
53 FR 5128]

Proposed Action Comment Period Extended to 60 days after
publication of DOT proposed rule 04/04/89 54 FR 13528

DOT Proposed Rule Published 11/14/89 54 FR 47454

Proposed Action Comment Period Ends 02/09/90

Final Action to EDO Undetermined

Final Action to Commission Undetermined

Final Action Published Undetermined

AUTHORITY:

42 USC 2073; 42 USC 2093; 42 USC 2111; 42 USC 2232; 42 USC 2233
42 USC 2273; 42 USC 5842

a2






TITLE:
Physical Fitness Progr.as and Dey Firing Qualifications for
Security Personnel at Category 1 Licensee Fue) Cycle Facilities

RIN:

VLR RS
CFR CIT'H e

10 LFR 73, Appendix H
ABSTRACT:

The proposed rule would amend the Commission's regulations to
require that security personne! qualify and requalify annually on
specific standardized day firing courses usin? all assigned
weapons. C(urrent regulations require day firing qualification
using a national police course or equivalent for handguns and an
NRA or nationally recognized course for semiautomatic weapons. A
firing course specified for shotguns is in need of revision,
Recent amendments to Part 73 added a rogu1rencnt for night firing
qualification using specific, designated firing courses. To
ensure uniformity, the current day firing requirements should be
compatible.

Additionally, current regulations specify that security personne)
have no physical weaknesses that would adversely affect their
performance of assigned job duties. However, no regulatory
standards exist for assuring that socurit{ personnel are
physically fit to perform their duties. Requirements for a
physical fitness program and fitness standards at Category 1 fuel
cycle facilities for security personne) need to be added to the
ro?ulations in order to provide a uniform, enforceable program.
Guidance will be developed to ensure that such a program will not,
:t the same time, endanger the health of those participating in
&

The proposed rule would amend 10 CFR Part 73, Appendix H, to
include day firing qualification courses in each type of required
weapon as well as a standardized physical fitness training course
and fitness standards for security personnel, Alternatives to the
rulemaking would be to allow the status quo to continue.
Standardization of day firing courses to be consistent with those
established for night firing would be of negligible cost to the 3-
4 affected licensees and to the NRC because day firing
qualification using a variety of firing courses is already being
done. Physical fitness training programs would incur moderate
costs to the licensees in the area of personnel time and limited
physical fitness equipment. The cost to the NRC would be in the
area of licensing and inspection activities. Neither area of
rulemaking affects occupational exposure.

34



TITLE:
Physical Fitness Programs and Day Firing Qualifications for
Security Personnel at Category | Licensee Fue) Cycle Facilities

TIMETABLE
Proposed Action Published 12/13/91 56 FR 65024
Proposed Action Comment Period Ends 03/13/92
Final Action Published 12/31/92

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 5841

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: No

AGENCY CONTACT:
Harry §. Tovmassian
Nuclear Rozu1;tory Commission
Office of Nuclear Rogulatory Research
Washington, DC 2055
30] 492-3634




TITLE:

Criteria for an Extraordinary Nuclear Occurrence

3150-ABO]

CFR CITATION:

10 CFR 140

ABSTRACT:

The proposed rule would revise the criteria for an extraordinary
nuclear occurrence (ENO) to eliminate the problems that were
encountered in the Three Mile Island ENO determination, It s
di:;;;blo to get revised criteria in place in the event they are
ne :

There are no alternatives to this rulemaking, a&s the current ENO
criteria are already embodied in Subpart £ of 10 CFR Part 140,
The only way to modify these criteria, as this rule seeks to do,
is through rulemaking.

There 1s no safot{ ingact on public health or safety. The ENO
criteria provide legal waivers of defenses. Industry (insurers
and utilities) claims that a reduction in the ENO criteria could
cause increases in insurance premiums. The final rule will also
be responsive to PRM-140-1.

TIMETABLE :

LCGAL

Proposed Action Published 04/09/85 50 FR 13978
Proposed Action Comment Period Ends 09/06/85

fina! Action For Division Review 02/17/87

Office Concurrence on Fina) Action Completed 11/25/87
Final Action to EDO Undetermined

Final Action to Commission Undetermined

Final Action Published Undetermined

AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 2210; 42 USC 584); 42 USC 5842

CFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: No

AGENCY CONTACT:

Alan K. Roecklein

Nuclear Rog:latory Commission

Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
Washington, DC 20555

301 492-3740
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TITLE:
Reasserting NRC's Sole Authority for Approving Onsite Low-Level
Waste Disnosal in Agreement States

RIN:
3150-ACH7

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 150

ABSTRACT:
The proposed rule would establish NRC as the sole authority for
approving onsite disposal of very low-level waste at all Nhc-
Iicensed reactors and at Part 70 facilities. There fs a need to
amend § 150,15 to authorize one agency (the NRC) to regulate all
onsite disposal of very low-level waste in order to provide a
comprehensive regulatory review, to ensure that sufficient records
of disposals are retained, to avoid unnecessary duplication of
effort, and to provide greater assurance that the site can ve
released for unrestricted use upon decommissioning.

TIMETABLE
Proposed Action Published 08/22/88 53 FR 31880
Proposed Action Comment Period Ends 10/21/88
Final Action Published Undetermined

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 2021; 42 USC S84]

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: No

AGENCY CONTACT:
Harry 5. Tovmassian
Nuclear ulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
Washington, DC 20555
30] 492-3634
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TITLE:
NRC Acquisition Regulation (NRCAR)

RIN:
3150-AC0)

CFR CITATION:
48 CFR Chapter 20, Parts 1-82

ABSTRACT:
The gropatod rule would amend the Commission’s regulations to
establish provisions unique to the NRC cencorntn' the acquisition
of goods and services. The NRC Acquisition Regulation is
necessary to implement and supplement the government-wide federal
Acquisition Regulation. This action 1s necessary to ensure that
the regulations eovcrning the procurement of goods and services
within the NRC satisfy the needs of the agency. The NRC
Acquisition ulation implements the Federal Acquisition
Regulation within the agency and includes additional policies,
procedures, solicitation provisions, or contract clauses needed to
meet specific NRC needs.

TIMETABLE ;
Proposed Action Publishad 10/02/89 54 FR 40420
Proposed Action Comment Period Ends 12/01/89
Final Action Published 07/00/92

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
4] USC 401 et seq.; 42 USC 2201

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: No

AGENCY CONTACT:
William H. Foster
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of inistration
Washington, DC 20555
301 492-7348
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TITLE:
Radioactive Waste Below Regulatory Concern; Generic Rulemaking

RIN:
3150-AC35

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 2; 10 CFR 20

ABSTRACT:
The advance notice of proposed rulemaking (ANPRM) sought
comments on a proposal to amend NRC regulations to address
disposal of radioactive wastes that contain sufficiently low
quantities of radionuclides that their disposal does not need
to be regulated as radioactive. The NRC has already published
- golicy statement providing guidance for filing petitions for
ru onck\ng to exempt individual waste streams (August 29, 1986;
51 FR 30839). It is believed that generic rulema 1n? could
provide a more efficient and effective means of dealing with
disposal of wastes below regulatory concern, Generic rulemaking
would supplement the policy statement which was a response to
Section 10 of the Low-Level Radioactive Waste Policy Amendments
Act of 1985 (Pub. L. 99-240). The public was asked to comment
on 14 questions. The ANPRM requested public comment on several
alternative approaches the NRC could take, The evi nation of
public comment together with the results from a research contract
and a Below Regulatory Concern consensus building effort will
helt to determine whether and how NRC should proceed on the
matter.

TIMETABLE :
ANPRM Action Published 12/02/86 51 FR 43367
ANPRM Comment Period Ends 03/02/87
Proposed Action Published Undetermined
Final Action Published Undetermined

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
Pub. L. 99-240

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: Undetermined

AGENCY CONTACT:
James C. Malaro
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
Washington, DC 20555
30] 492-3764
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TITLE:

Comprehensive Quality Assurance in Medical Use and & Standard
of Care

RIN:
1150-AC42

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 3§

ABSTRACT:
The advance notice of proposed rulemaking (ANPﬂn& would amend
the Comission’s regulations to require a comprehensive quality
assurance program for medical licensees using byproduct materials.
The purpose of this rulemaking action 1s to address each source
of error that can lead to a misadministration, An ANPRM was
putlished to request public comment on the extent to which, in
addition to the basic quality assurance procedures (botng
addressed by another rulemaking action, entitled "Basic Quality
Assurance Program for Medical Use of Byproduct Material®), a more
comprehensive quality assurance requirement is needed and invites
advice and recommendations on about 20 questions that will have to
be addressed in the rulemaking process.

TIMETABLE :
ANPRM Action Published 10/02/87 52 FR 36949
ANPRM Comment Period Ends 12/31/87
Options Paper to Offices for Concurrence 05/13/88
Options Paper on QA Rulemaking to EDO 05/26/88
Revised Options Paper on Rulonaking to EDO 06/31/88
Option Paper Completed (SECY-B8-156) 06/03/88
Staff Requirements Memorandum lssued' 07/12/
Proposed Action Published Undetermined

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2111; 42 USC 2201; 42 USC 584

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: No

AGENCY CONTACT:
Anthony Tse
Nuclear Roaulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
Washington, DC 20555
301 492-3797
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TITLE:

CFR CI

Medical Use of Byproduct Material: Training and [xperience
Criteria

3150-AC99

TATION:
10 CFR 3§

ABSTRACT:

The advance notice of proposed rulemaking (ANPRM) discussed
amending Commission regulations concerning training and experience
criteria for individuals involved in the medical use of byproduct
material. Public comments on this ANPRM have been received and
reviewed; a contractor has prepared a study of training,
accreditation, and certification programs now in place; and in
July 1990, the Office of Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards
provided their analysis and groposod course of action to the
Acdvisory Committee on Medical Uses of isotopes (ACMUI) for
consideration and response. Based on the results of the foregoing
actions, the EDO approved the withdrawal of this ANPRM on August
5, 1991. A notice of withdrawal is scheduled to be published in
the Federal Register in February 1992.

TIMETABLE :

LEGAL

ANPRM Published 05/25/88 53 FR 18845
ANPRM Comment Period Ends 08/24/88
Notice of Withdrawal Published 02/00/92

AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 584)

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: Ne
AGENCY CONTACT:

Larry Camper

Nuclear Rozulatory Commission

Office of Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards
Washington, DC 20555

301 504-3417
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TITLE:
Acceptance of Products Purchased for Use in Nuclear Power Plan-
Structures, Systems, and Components

RIN:
3150-AD)O

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 50

ABSTRACT:
The advance notice of proposed rulemaking (ANPRM) would develop
regulations requiring enhanced receipt inspection and testing of
products purchased for use in nuclear power plant structures,
systems, and components, These regulations are believed to be
necessary to provide an acceptable level of assurance that
products purchased for use in nuclear power plants will perform as
expected to protect the public health and safety. This ANPRM was
published to solicit public comments on the need for additional
rogu!ntory requirements and to obtain an improved understanding of
alternatives to regulatory requirements.

TIMETABLE :
ANPRM Published 03/06/89 54 FR 9229
ANPRM Comment Period Ends 07/05/89
Analysis of Comments 11/30/89
Recommendation to Commission 01/31/92
Proposed Action Published Undetermined

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 584)

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: Yes

AGENCY CONTACT:
Leif J. Norrholm
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
Washington, DC 20555
301 504-0961
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TITLE:
Import and Export of Radioactive Wastes

RIN:
3150-AD36

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 110

ABSTRACT:
The advance notice of proposed rulemaking (ANPRM) would consider
amending the Commission's regulations by reexamining the existing
NRC regulations for the import and export of radicactive wastes.
This action is necessary to respond to concerns that international
transfers of radioactive wastes, in particular low-level
radioactive wastes, may not be properly controlled. Various
options for establishing a Conmission policy on the im:or' .ind
export of radio-active wastes are being considered. The
Commission published this ANPRM to seek comments from th: public,
industry, and other government agencies on various regu atory
options and issues developed thus far. Thirty-one comments were
received on this ANPRM. The comments were received from several
different sources.

TIMETABLE :
ANPRM Action Published 02/07/90 S FR 4181
ANPRM Public Comment Period Extenc . to 04/24/90
03/23/90 55 FR 10786
Proposed Action Published Undetermined

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 584]

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: Undetermined

AGENCY CONTACT:
Morton Fleishman
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Rogulltory Research
Washington, DC 2055
301 492-3794
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TITLE:
Avatlability of Official Records

RIN:
3150-AC07

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 2

ABSTRACT :
The proposed amendment would conform the NRC's regulations
pertaining to the availability of official records to existing
case law and agency practice. The amendment would reaffirm that
the terms of 10 CFR 2.790(c) provide submitters of information a
$uciiflod right to have their information returned ugon request .
his amendment informs the public of three additiona
circumstances where information will not be returned to the
applicant, 1.e., information which has been made available to an
advisory committee or was received at an advisory committee
meeting, information discussed at an open Commission meeting under
the Government in Sunshine Act and information that 1s subject to
a pending Freedom of Information Act request.

Additionally, the proposed emendment would add a notice statement
to 10 CFR Part 2 that submitters of documents and information to
the NRC should be careful in suhnittinz copyrighted works, The
l?Ancy. in receiving submittals and making 1ts norma)l distribu-
tiuns, routinely photocopies submittals, makes microfiche of the
submittals, and ensures that these fiche are distributed to the
POR, LPORs, all appropriate internal offices, and to the Nationa)
Technical Information Service Center, This broad distribution and
reproduction is made to increase public understanding of the
peaceful uses of atomic onorg{. Accordingly, the proposed
amendment will address the NRC's procedures for handling copy-
righted information, including reproduction and distribution
according to normal agency practice, thurall;. this notice does
not prevent submitters from applying 10 CFR 2.790(b)(1) proce-
dures to information that contains trade secrets or privileged or
confidential commercial or financial information (proprletarg
information) and it is recognized that some information in those
categories may be copyrighted. Proprietary information status
exempts this material from public disclosure and 1s not to be
confused with handling pursuant to copyright designation.

TIMETABLE :
Proposed Action Circulated for Concurrence 12/31/9)
Proposed Action to Commission Undetermined
Proposed Action Published Undetermined

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 584)

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: No
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Revision of Specific Exemptions

3150-AD83

CFR CITATION:

10 CFR 9

ABSTRALT:

The proposed rule would amend the Commission’s regulations
pertaining to specific Privacy Act exemptions. This proposed rule
would add exemption (j)(2) of the Privacy Act to the regulations
that describe exempt systems of records. These amendments will
make NRC's regulations consistent with the majority of statutorily
appointed Inspectors General and will c\oarl‘ 1ink each system of
records to the specific exemption(s) of the Privacy Act under
which each system is exempt, Once these amendments become final,
the NRC will revise its Systems of Records NRC-18, "Office of the
Inspector General Index File and Associated Records," maintained
by the NRC Office of the Inspector General,

TIMETABLE :

Proposed Action Published Undetermined

LEGAL AUTHORITY:

42 USC 2201; 42 USC 584)

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: No
AGENCY CONTACT:

Sarah Uigg‘nton

Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Administration
Washington, DC 205658

301 492-77%2
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TITLE:
Radiological Criteria for Decommissioning of Nuclear Facilities

RIN:
3150-AD6S

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 20

ABSTRACT:
The proposed rule would amend the Commission's regulations to
codify the basic principles and radiological criteria which would
allow decommissioned lands and structures to be released for
unrestricted public use. In the final rule on Genera)
Requirements for decommissioning Nuclear Facilities (53 FR 240)8)
dated June 27, 1988, the need and ur?oncy for guidance with
respect to residual contamination criteria was expressed. At that
time, 1t was anticipated that an interagency working group
organized by the Environmental Protection Agency would develop
necessary Federal guidance. Mowever, in the absence of
significant progress by the interagency working rou:. the
Commission has directed that the NRC expedite rulemaking because
the requirements, once final, will provide licensees with an
incentive to complete site decommissionings.

The rule would establish basic radiological criteria for release
of lands and structures. Measurables, in the form of surface and
volume radioactivity concentrations and site radioactivity inven-
tory values, would provided in supporting regulatory guidance.
These combined activities should benefit the public industry and
the NRC by providing a risk-based framework upon which
decommissioning activities and license terminations can be
accomplished. The framework will assure adequate protection of
public health and safety and identify residual radioactivity
criteria upon which licensees can confidently develop reasonable
and responsible decommissioning plans.

TIMETABLE :
Proposed Action Published Undetermined
Final Action Published Undetermined

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 584]

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: Yes

AGENCY CONTACT:
James Malaro
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
Washington, DC 2055
301 492-3764
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TITLE:
Low-Level Waste Manifest Information and Reporting

ABSTRACT: (CONT)
The rulemaking will facilitate the eventual development of a
complete, detailed national LLW computer data base, if
appropriate, that contains information about waste disposed in all
LLW sites, those regulated b{ NRC as well as by Agreement States.
The rulemaking, through development of & uniform manifest, would
also improve safe and expeditious movement of LLW from generators
through processors or collectors to disposal facilities. Emergency
accident procedures would be enhanced through use of a single
uniform manifest.

We do not expect that the rulemaking will increase disposal costs,
T?n rulemaking 1s a budgeted activity cited in the NRC 5-year
plan.

TIMETABLE :
Proposed Action to EDO 12/13/9]
Proposed Action to Commission (SECY-91-418) 12/27/9]
Proposd Action Published 02/00/92
Final Action to EDO 11/00/92
Final Action to Commission 11/00/92
Final Action Published 12/31/92

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201, 42 USC 584]

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: Yes

AGENCY CONTACT:
Mark Haisfield/W. Lahs
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Rogulctory Research
Office of Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards
Washington, DC 20555
301 492-3877/30] 504-2569
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TITLE:
*Clarification of Reporting of Defects and Noncompliance for
Materials Facilities

RIN:
3150-AE18

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 21

ABSTRACT:
The proposed rule would amend the Commission's regulations
concerning the reporting of defects and noncompliance to clurif{
the applicability of these provisions to materials and fuel cycle
licensees. Because of the wide diversity in the types of
licensees covered under these regulations, the proposed rule would
clearly define the applicabiiity of these provisions to the
different tyg:s of licensees and would take into account the
differences between different classes of licensees. The proposed
rule, which responds to an internal audit and a parallel review of
these regulations as they apply to materials licensees, would
result in some cost savings for small licensees because the
rogulrouents imposed on these )icensees would be more reasonable
and enforceable,

TIMETABLE:
Proposed Action te tDO 08/31/92
Proposed Action to Commission 09/30/82
Proposed Action Published 11/30/92
Final Action Published 10/31/93

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 5846

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: Yes

AGENCY CONTACT:
Markley L. Au
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regu!atory Research
Washington, DC 2055
301 492-3749



TITLE:
Fitness-for-Duty Programs for Category | Material Licensees and
Transporters

RIN:
3150-AD68

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 26

ABSTRACT
The proposed rule would amend the Commission’s regulations to
include Category | material licensees and transporters in the
fitness-for-duty programs. This action is necessary to ensure
fitness for duty of employees: (1) who have direct access to
large quantities of special nuclear material (SNM); (2) who are
responsible for the protection of the material; and (3) who
transport the material. The progosod rule is expected to lead to
compatibility with equivalent DOE programs.

The central issue for Cato?or{ | material licensees and
transporters is the risk of theft or diversion of highly-enriched
SNM due to drug-related causes which, in turn, could pose a
significant risk to the health, safety, or security of a large
population. Current regulations only cover nuclear power plants
and need to be expanded to include Category 1 material licensees
and transporters with requirements reflecting the differences
between the nuclear power plants and the Category | material
Ticensees and transporters. There is no alternative to rulemaking
which would accomplish the objectives of the rulemaking.

The rulemaking will addriss the fitness-for-duty programs as they
pertain to the type of ’acilit{ or mode of shipment. The
rulemaking will address the following aspects of the fitness for
duty programs--general performance objectives, program elements
and procedures, records and reports, audits, and enforcement.

The impact of the rule on the NRC licensing, inspection, and
enforcement program will be approximately 1 FTE per year. The NRC
resources required to develop the rulomakinT are estimated to be
0.5 FTE per year for 2 years. The cost to industry will include
chemical testing and operating costs.

TIMETABLE:
Proposed Action to EDO 12/02/91
Proposed Action to Commission (SECY-91-395) 12/06/9)
Proposed Action Published 02/28/92
Final Action to EDO 10/31/92
Final Action to Commission 11/15/92
Final Action Published 12/31/%2
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TITLE:
Fitness-for-Duty Programs for Category | Material Licensees and
Transporters

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 584]

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINES> AND OTHER ENTITIES: No

AGENCY CONTACT:
Stanley Turel
Nuclear ulatory Commission
Office of uclour Rogulatory Research
Wathington, DC 2055
301 492-3739
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TITLE:
Timeliness in Decommissioning of Material Facilities

RIN:
3150-AD8S

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 30; 10 CFR 40; 10 CFR 70; 10 CFR 72

ABSTRACT:
The proposed rule would amend the Commission’s regulations to
require decontamination and decommissioning of material facilities
within a fixed period of time after cessation of operations.

Current regulations allow material licensees considerable
discretion as to the timing of decontamination and decom-
missioning. This has allowed some )icensees to remain inactive
without decommissioning on the basis that operations may resume
sometime in the future. Similarly, licensees are not required to
decontaminate promptly, in step-by-step fashion, portions of iheir
facilities that become inactive as their operations evolve. Tnis
allows licensees to postpone heavy decommissioning costs by simply
continuing sufficient controls, monitoring, and surveillance to
meet minimal safety requirements.

The proposed rule would require decontamination and
decommissioning of materials facilities within a fixed period of
time (e.g., 2-3 years) after cessation of operations. This
requirement would be accompanied by a provision for the licensee
to seek a variance if completion nf decontamination or
decommissioning within the requircd times is not technically
achievable or if delaying decontamination or decommissioning would
reduce risk to public health and safety or the environment.

The rulemaking will result in publication of specific criteria for
timeliness in the decontamination and decommissioning of materia)
facilities. This rulemaking will provide a more substantial
planning base for the industry and result in timely
decontamination and decommis.ioning of material facilities. The
resulting timely decontaminution and decommissioning of materials
facilities will reduce the potential radiological risk to the
public and the environment from contaminated materials sites. The
rulemaking is not expected to substantially affect licensee costs.

TIMETABLE :
Proposed Action to EDO 01/03/92
Proposed Action to Commission 01/17/92
Proposed Action Published 02/21/92
Final Action Published 10/30/92
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TITLE:

Restrict Accessible Air Gap Between the Radioactive Source and the
Detector for Generally Licensed Devices

RIN:
3150-AD82

CFR CITATTON:
10 CFR 31; 10 CFR 32

ABSTRACT:
The proposed rule would amend the Commission’s regulations to
prevent unnecessary radiation exposure to individuals resulting
from the use of gaugin? devices containing radioactive sources.
These devices are routinely used for measuring material densit{.
level, weight, moisture, and thickness. The proposed rule would
provide for additional regulatory control over devices with both
an]accessible air gap and radiation levels that exceed specified
values,

TIMETABLE:
Proposed Action to EDO 11/29/91
Proposed Action to Commission 12/16/9]
Proposed Action Published 02/00/92
Final Action Published Undetermined

LEGAL AUTHORITY:

42 USC 2073; 42 USC 2093; 42 USC 2111; 42 USC 2232; 42 USC 2233;
42 USC 2273; 42 USC 5842

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: Undetermined

AGENCY CONTACT:
Donald Hopkins
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuciear Regulatory Research
Washington, DC 2055
301 492-3784
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TITLE:
Radiography and Radiation Safety Requirements for
Radiography Operations

RIV:
3150-AE07

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 34

ABSTRACT:
The proposed rule would amend the Commission’s regulations on
licenses for rad1ography and radiation safety requirements for
radiographic operations. The proposed rule would revise 10 CFR
Part 34 to clarify the requirements in § 34.27 and conform Part
34 with the approach developed by the Conference of Radiation
Control Program Directors, Inc. (Part £ of the "Suggested State
Regulations for Control of Radiation"), and the State of Texas
in Part 31 of the Texas Regulations for Control of Radiation.
Comments and su?Yestions from regulatory groups, users, and
manufacturers will be considered in the overall revision and
Canadian atomic energy control regulations that relate to
radiography will be consulted.

The proposed rule is necessary because of frequent misinterpre-

tations of the provisions of Part 34 and the need (o clarify the
requirements of 10 CFR 34.27. The staff is currently preparing

an options paper which will examine the issues, set priorities,

and provide direction for the rulemaking proposed.

TIMETABLE :
Completion of Options Paper 12/31/91
Proposed Action to Offices for Concurrence 05/31/92
Proposed Action to EDO 06/30/92
Proposed Action to Commission 07/31/92
Proposed Action Published 10/30/92
Final Action Published 10/30/93

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 5841

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: Yes

AGENCY CONTACT:
Donald Nellis
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
Hashington, DC 20555
301 492-3628
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TITLE:
Use of Radiopharmaceuticals for Medical Research, Use of
Biologics Containing Byproduct Material, and Compounding
Radiopharmaceuticals

RIN:
3150-AD69

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 35

ABSTRACT:
The proposed rule would examine the Commission's regulsation-
related to the compounding of radiopharmaceuticals, the ust¢ of
biologics containing byproduct material, and the medical research
uses of radiopharmaceuticals. The NRC's response to the petition
for rulemaking submitted by the American College of Nuclear
Physicians and the Society of Nuclear Medicine (PRM-35-9) could
result in denial of the petition or proposed rulemaking that would
grant all or part of the petition.

TIMETABLE:
Proposed Action to EDO 11/16/92
Proposed Action to Commission 11/30/9¢2
Proposed Action Published 02/28/93
Final Action Published Undetermined

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 584)

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: No

AGENCY CONTACT:
Anthony Tse
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
Washington, DC 20555
301 492-3797
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Iridium-192 Wire for Interstitia) Treatment of Cancer

3150-AD46

CFR CITATION:

10 CFR 35

ABSTRACT:

The proposed rule would amend the Commission's regulations
governing the medical uses of byproduct material. The proposed
amendment would add iridium-192 wire to the list of brachytherapy
sources permitted for use in inte“stitfal treatment of cancer.
Under current NRC regulations, usars must have their licenses
amended before they may use this brachytherapy source. The
proposed rule has been developed in response to a petition for
rulemaking (Docket No. PRM-35-8) submitted by Amersha
Corporation.

TIMETABLE:

Proposed Action to Offices for Concurrence 03/16/90
Proposed Action Published Undetermined
Final Action Published Undetermined

LEGAL AUTHORITY:

42 USC 2201; 42 USC 5841

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: No
AGENCY CONTACT:

Anthony N. Tse

Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
Washington, DC 20555

301 492-3797
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TITLE:
Clarification of Emergency Preparedness Regulations

RIN:
3150-AD40

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 50

ABSTRACT:
The proposed rule would amend the Commission’s regulitions by
clarifying the linkage between the need for "reasonable assurance
that adequate protective measures can and will be taken in the
event of a radiological emergency" indicated in § 50.47(a) and 16
planning standards outlined in § 50.47(b). In additicn, the
rulemaking will clarify the term "range of protective actions."
Other issues to be clarified include monitoring of evacuees,
actions for recovery and reentry, notification of the public,
evacuation time estimates, and exercise frequency.

In a December 23, 1988, memorandum to the EDO from SECY, the staff
was directed to review the “.. NRC's emergency planning
reguiations and propose revisions designed to eliminate ambiguity
and clarify the regulations to include what constitutes the
exercise scope prior to the full power licensing...." The staff
outlined the proposed rulemaking in a memorandum from the EDO to
the Commission dated June 29, 1989. The staff is requesting that
this rulemaking be terminated.

TIMEYABLE :
Proposed Action to EDO 02/03/92
Proposed Action to Commission 02/25/92
Proposed Action Published 03/30/92
Request to Terminate Rulemaking to EDO 12/06/91

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 5841

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: No

AGENCY CONTACT:
Michael T. Jamgochian
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
Washington, DC 20552
301 492-3918
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TITLE:
Change to Part 50 to Update Source Term and Replace Dose
Calculation

RIN:
3150-AD9]

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 50

ABSTRACT:
The proposed rule would amend the Commission’'s regulations
regarding the decoupling of source term and dose calculations
from reactor siting and the use of updated source term insights
for future light water reactors. The NRC is presently in the
process of reviewing advanced reactor designs. The DOE has also
indicated that it intends to seek review for an early site permit,
as permitted by 10 CFR Part 52, by early 1993. Therefore, this
rulemaking is viewed as having a high priority. The only
alternative to rulemaking would be to continue present staff
practice uttliz1ng an outdated source term formulation derived
from Technical Information Document (TID) 14844, issued in 1962,
coupled with the use of the guideline dose vaiues in 10 CFR Part
100, not only for reactor siting, but for plant design as well.

This rulemaking action comprises two phases. The first phase is
described in the proposed rule titled, "Change to Part 100 to Add
Site Criteria, Update Appendix A and Remove Dose Calculations;
Interim Change to Part 50 to Add Source Term and Dose Calculations
(3150-AD92)." The second phase will consist of a final revision
of 10 CFR Part 50 to incorporate updated source term and severe
accident research insights into plant design requirements for
future 1ight water reactors. The intent of this second phase of
rulemaking is expected to provide additional requirements for
future 1ight water reactors regarding severe accident prevention
and mitigation, and is expected to substantially reduce the risks
from such events.

TIMETABLE ;
Proposed Action to ACRS 07/01/92
Proposed Action to CRGR 08/03/92
Proposed Action to EDO 08/17/92
Proposed Action to Commission 09/15/92
Proposed Action Published 10/30/92
Final Action Published 08/920/93

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 5841

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: Undetermined
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TITLE:
Change to Part 50 to Update Source Term and Replace Dose

Calculation

AGENCY CONTACT:
Leonard Soffer
Nuclear Rcaulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
Washington, DC 2055
301 492-3916



TITLE:
Training of Nuclear Power Plant Per.onne)

RIN:
3150-AD80

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 50

ABSTRACT:
The proposed rule weuld amend the Commission's regulations to
require each applicant and holder of a license to operate a
nuclear power plant tu establish and use a systems approach in
developing training prugrams for management, supervisory,
rofessional, and techiical workers who have an impact on the
ealth and safety of .he public, The objective of the proposed
rule is to meet the directives contained in Section 306 of the
Nuclear Waste Policy .\ct of 1982 (Pub. L. 97-425). The proposed
rule generally reflects current industry practice.

TIMETABLE ;
Proposed Action to CRGR 02/14/9]
Proposed Action to ACRS 02/14/9]
Proposed Action to EDO 11/6/91
Proposed Action to Commission (SECY-91-108) 04/25/91
Proposed Action Resubmitted to Commission
(SECY-91-371) 11/15/91
Proposed Action Published Undetermined
Final Action Published Undetermined

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 5841

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: No

AGENCY CONTACT:
Morton Fleishman
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
Washington, DC 20555
301 492-3794
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TITLE:
Codes and Standards for Nuclear Power Plants (ASME Cude, Section
X1, Division 1, Subsection IWE and Subsection IWL)

TIMETABLE:
Proposed Action to CRGR 06/13/89
Proposed Action to EDO Undetermined
Proposed Action Published Undetermined
Final Action Published Undetermined

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
47 USC 2201; 42 USC 5841

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: No

AGENCY CONTACT:
Wallace E. Norris
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
Washington, DC 20555
301 492-3805
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TITLE:

RIN:

Fracture Toughness and Reactor Vessel Material Surveillance

Requirements

3150-ADS7

CFR CITATION:

10 CFR 50, Appendices G and H

ABS ImmL i

The proposed rule would amend Appendices G and H of 10 CFR Part
50. Appendix G, Fracture Toughness Requirements, provides the
basis for calculating the pressure-temperature limits that appear
in the Technical Specifications for every plant. Appendix H
contains requirements for a reactor vessel material surveillance

program.

The proposed rule would change the ASME Code Appendix that is
refe‘enced in Appendix G, 10 CFR Part 50, from Appendix G of
Section I11, the construction code, to Appendix G in the 1989
Edition of Section XI, the inservice inspection code. At present
the two appendices are identical. The reason for adding an
Appendix G in the 1989 [dition of Section X1 was to put it under
the jurisdiction of a working group whose members were taking an
active interest in fracture issues as a consequence of working
with the problems of operating plants. The update of Appendix G
of Section XI is expected to include advances in fracture
analysis, because the original Appendix G of Section 111 has been
in use since 1972.

The proposed rule would clarify the NRC's position on prescure
testing as agreed by the CRGR at their meeting on November 29,
1989. This requires that sume words be deleted from paragraph
IV.A.5 of Appendix G, 10 CFR Part 50, and that a sentence added to
require that the pressure tests required by the ASME Code, Section
X1, be performed before the reactor is taken critical following a
shutdown and to require that the primary coolant system be
essentially water solid during the test.

Yhe proposed rule would clarify the requirements in paragraph IV.B
ot Appendix G, which requires that reactor vessels be designed to
permit annealing if they are predicted to undergo embrittlement to
specified levels. In addition, other paragraphs will be modified
for clarification purposes. The proposed rule would also update
the 1ist of editions of ASTM Standard Practice E 185 that are
incorporated to include the 1990 edition, which is now in the
final ba'loting stages.

The added ~osts to licensees to implement these changes in
requirements will be minimal--even a cost savings in many cases.

-



TITLE:
Fracture Toughness and Reactor Vessel Material Surveillance
Requirements

TIMETABLE:
Proposed Action to EDO Undetermined
Proposed Action Published Undetermined
Final Action Published Undetermined

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 584)

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: No

AGENCY CONTACT:
Allen L. Hiser, Jr.
Nuclear Regu1atory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
Washington, DC 2055
301 492-3988
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TITLE:
Change to Part 100 to Add Site Criteria, Update Appendix A and
Remove Dose Calculations; Interim Change to Part 50 to Add Source

Term and Dose Calculations

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 5841

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: Undetermined

AKGENCY CONTACT:
Leonard Soffer
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regu\atory Research
Washington, DC 2055
301 492-3916
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{ ng Gulgance N LOW ‘Q\t' waste Visg ) |
Facilities with | FR Part 6
RIN
3150-AE00
FR CITATION
10 CFR 61
AF "i-_.'.‘f
The pro.osed rule would amend the Commission’s regulatior {
require the applicant for a low-level waste luuf.“»;‘ al
facility license to provide information on the quality assurance
(QA) program, tailored to LLW disposal® that i planned for the
facility instead of the "quality control (QC) program.” The
proposed rule would also amend Part 61 to clarify that above
jround L““{"-‘di methods such as above ground vauits are in ided
within the regulatory scope of Part 61 rulemaking will also
nrre t an adminil trative error in § 6] BO(1 ]) whict firect
ensees 10 submit Opie f the required annual report 1o the
v Jirector, Division of High-Level Waste Management, rather than the
’ Director Div r f Low-leve waste Management and
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TITLE:
*List of Approved Spent Fuel Storage Casks: Additions

RIN:
3150-AE15

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 72

ABSTRACT:
The proposed rule would amend the Commission’s regulations
which allow the storage of spent fuel at nuclear power reactor
sites in NRC-certified casks under a general license. Four
spent-fuel storage casks have been certified and are currently
Tisted in 10 CFR 72.214. The proposed rule would approve and
list two additional casks: Cack TN-24 from Transnuclear Inc.,
and Cask VSC-24 from Pacific Sierra Nuclear Associates. A Safety
Evaluation Regort has been completed for each of these casks. An
operating nuclear power reactor licensee may choose from any of
the listed casks to store spent fuel at the reactor site under a
general license.

TIMETABLE:
Proposed Action to EDO 02/14/92
Proposed Action Published 03/13/92
Final Action to EDO 06/19/92
Final Action Published 07/13/92

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 5846

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: Undetermined

AGENCY CONTACT:
Gordon Gundersen
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
Washington, DC 2055?
301 492-3803
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*Emergency Planning for Independent Spent Fuel

-"q(r(‘,»“ “-r "!»{!"«
(ISFS1) and Monitored Retrievable Storage Facilities (MRS

ABSTRACT

The proposed rule would amend the Commi

$107 regulations to
provide, as directed by the Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982,
for the emergency planning l1cens ing requirements for Independent
Spent Fuel Storage Facilities (ISFSI) ad Monitored Retrievable
Storage Facilities (MRS)

t
Proposed Action t } /9

oposed | \ . {
rroposed Action to Commission 09/01/9:
rroposed Action Published 10/01/9

Final Action Published Undeterming

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AN THER ENTITIE N¢

AGENCY CONTACT
Michael 1 Jamgoch)ar

d
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Nuclear Regulatory )T !
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i n \ { P'HEEE

“:"’"'\"". U 4" e

. 71 A% 2010
2V Q‘i;’ 3¥10




TITLE:
*Clarification of Physical Protection Requirements at
Fixed Sites

RIN:
3150-AE08

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 73

ABSTRACT:
The groposod rule would amend the Commission's regulations
to clearly indicate that § 73.40(a) is intended as a general
statement of the need for physical protection and that the
detailed physical protection requirements for each c¢lass of
licensed facility or material are provided in other sections
of Part 73. The proposed rule would also amend § 73.60 to
provide a regulatory basis for requiring protection against
radiological sabutage at nonpower reactors authorized to
operate at two or more megawatts to protect the public health
and safety. The § 73.40(a) amendment is a high priority
because of the forthcoming Louisiana Energy Service (LES)
licensing hearing. Without the change in language, § 73.40(a)
could be strictly interpreted as requiring protection against

radiological sabotage at this facility when it is not necessary.
The amendment to § 73.60 is a medium priority since the six
current nonpower reactor licensees which would be affected have
voluntarily implemented procedures to protect against radiological
sabotage. However, it could impact nonpower reactor licensing
actions in the future. Because of the necessity of clarifying

§ 73.40(a) prior to the LES hearing, the rulemaking will be
scheduled to be compieted in | year and will require approximately

.75 FTL of effert to develop the rule.

TIMETABLE:
Proposed Action to EDO 01/24/92
Proposed Action to Commission 02/17/92
Proposed Action Published 03/30/92
Final Action Published 08/14/92

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 5841

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: No

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sandra D. Frattali
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
Washington, DC 20555
301 492-3773
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TITLE:
Reinvestigation of Individuals Granted Unescorted Access to
Nuclear Power Plants

RIN:
3150-AD4S

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 73

ABSTRACT:
The proposed rule would amend the Commission's regulations to
require periodic updates of FBI fingerprint checks for
reinvestigation of individuals granted unescorted access to
nuclear power plants or access to safeguards information. The
current regulitions require each licensee who is authorized to
operate a nuclear power plant under Part 50 to submit fingerprint
cards to the NRC for those individuals who are permitted
unescorted access to a nuclear power facility or to sifeguards
information and who are not exempted under 10 CFR 73.57(bL)(2).
Fingerprints are used to secure a review of the individual’s
criminal history record by the FBI. Information received from the
FBI is reviewed by the licensee in order to determine whether
further unescorted access to the facility or to safeguards
information should continue to be granted or denied. The current
regulations do not-include a reinvestigation element.

The proposed rule would require that licensees who operate a
nuciear power plant submit fingerprint cards for applicable per-
sonnel t5 the NRC for criminal history checks every § years,
Authorization for unescorted access would be retained by an
individual pending results of the criminal history check on that
individual's fingerprints. The alternative is to allow the status
quo to continue, with no reinvestigation of utiliiy personnel
required.

This rulemaking will have a minimal impact on the NRC hecause of
the NRC's Timited participation in processing the reinvestiga-
fons. The impact on industry will include the cost of finger-
printing and submitting fingerprint cards thrcugh the NRC to the
FBI for criminal history checks. The current regulation requires
payment of $21 per investigation, payable by the industry. It is
expected that this rate would also apply for each reinvestigation
and would constitute full reimbursement to the government.
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TITLE:
Reinvestigation of Individuals Granted Unescorted Access to
Nuclear Power Plants

TIMETABLE:
Proposed Action Published Undetermined
Final Action Published Undetermined

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 5041

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: No

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sandra Frattali
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
Washington, DC 20555
301 492-3173

82



TITLE:
::ght Firing Qualifications for Security Guards at Nuclear Power
ants

RIN:
2150-AC88

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 73

ABSTRACT:
The proposed rule would ensure that security force effectiveness
at nuclear power plants is not dependent on the time of day.
Security guards currently are reguired tu perform night firing for
familiarizaton only. There is no requirement for standards to
measure their effectiveness. The proposed rule would change that
by requiring that security guards at nuclear power plants qualify
for night firing. The only alternative to rulemaking is to retain
the current status.

Part 73, Appendix B, Part IV, will be amended to require reactor
security guards to qual.fy annually in an NRC-approved night
firing course with their assigned weapons, The proposed amendment
will standardize training and qualification in night firing and
prepare power reactor guard forces to respond more effectively in
the event of an incident occurring in Yimited Yighting conditiuns.
The cost to industry should be relatively modest since licensees
alre.dy operate daylight firing training and qualification
facilities and nro?rams. The costs Lo NRC will also be minimal
because 1t will only require minor licensing, inspection and other
regulatory actions. There is no occupational exposure,

TIMETARLE
Proposed Action Published Undetermined
Final Action Published Undetermined

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 5841

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: No

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sher Bahadur
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
Washington, DC 205%§
301 &52-3775
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TITLE:
*Limited Changes to 10 CFR Parts 170 and 17] License and
Annual Fees

RIN:
3150-AE13

CFR CITATION:
10 CFR 170; 10 CFR 171

ABSTRACT:
The proposed rule would amend the Commission’s regulations to
shorten billing intervals for some 1icense fees under 10 CFR Part
170 and reduce the amount of annual fees assessed to some small
entities under 10 CFR Part 171. The change to Part 170 would
result in improved NRC financial management. The change to Part
171 would reduce the impact of future annual fees on certain small
materials licensees. This rulemaking continues Commission effort
to comply with Pub, L. 101-508. There 15 no suitable alternative
to rulemaking for this action,

TIMETABLE:
Proposed Action Published 01/09/92
Final Action to Commission 03/27/92
Final Action Published 04/30/92

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 USC 2201; 42 USC 5846; Pub. L. 101-508

EFFECTS ON SMALL BUSINESS AND OTHER ENTITIES: Yes

AGENCY CONTACT:
C. James Holloway
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of the Controller
Washington, DC 205585
301 492-430)
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(A) Petitions incorporated into final rules
or petitions denied since September 30, 1991







(B) Petitions incorporated into proposed rules
NONE










PETITION DOCKET NUMBER:
PRM-20-18

PETITIONER:
The Rockefeller University

PART:
20

OTHER AFFECTED PARTS:
None

FEDERAL REGISTER CITATION:
October 31, 1988 (53 FR 43896)

SUBJECT:
Disposal of Solid Biomedical Waste Containing Smal) Amounts of
Radioactivity

SUMMARY :
The petitioner requests that the NRC amend its regulations to
permit a licensee to dispose of solid biomedica) waste containing
small amounts of radioactivity without regard to its
radioactivity. The petitioner requests that the NRC expand the
provisions of 10 CFR 20.306 to clnssif{ the disposal of wastes
such as paper, glass, and plastic trash containing smal) amounts
of Hydrogen-3 and Carbon-14 as belov regulatory concern. The
petitioner would then be able to dispose of this material on-site
in a currently operating, controlled-air incinerator. The
petitioner believes this to be a reasonable, cost-effective
alternative to burial of these wastes at a commercial Jow-leve)
radioactive waste site.

TIMETABLE :
Resolution of the petition is deferred due to Comm‘ssion
moratorium on implementation of the Below Regulatory Conzern
policy (May 10, 1991; 56 FR 21631).

CONTACT:
P. Kovach
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
301 492-3729
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PETITION DOCKET NUMBER:
PRM-20-19

PETITIONER:
GE Stockholders' Alliance

PART :
20

OTHER :;FICTED PARTS :

FEDERAL REGISTER CITATION:
February 1, 1989 (54 FR 5089)

SUBJECT:
Injection of Detectable Odor in Emissions of Nuclear Power Plants
and Other Nuclear Processes

SUMMARY :
The petitioner requests that the Commission amend Part 20 to
require that a detectable odor be injected into the emission of
nuclear power plants and other nuclear processes over which the
NRC has jJurisdiction. The petitioner believes that this action
would improve the health and safety of the public by providing for
early detection of radiation leaks. A detectable odor would give
the public notice of the need to take health protective measures.

The public comment period closed April 3, 1989, The NRC has
reviewed the public comments received on this petition and is
developing recommendations regarding resolution of the petition.

TIMETABLE :
Recalytion of the petition is scheduled for March 1992.

CONTACT:
Catherine Mattsen
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
301 492-3638
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PETITION DOCKET NUMBER:
PRM-20-20

PETITIONER:
Carol S. Marcus, Ph.D., M.D.

PART:
20

OTHER :;FECT(D PARTS:

FEDERAL REGISTER CITATION:
June 12, 1991 (56 FR 26945)

SUBJECT
Radiation absorbed dose to the public from patients receiving
radiopharmaceut cals for diagnosis or therapy

SUMMARY :
The petitioner requests that the Commission revise its standards
for protection against radiation to raise the annual radiation
dose absorbed by individual members of the public rrom ImSv to §
mSv (500 mrems).

TIMETABLE |
A notice of receipt for this petition was gublishsd in the Federal |
Register on June 12, 1991 (56 FR 26945). The comment period |
closed on October 12, 1991, Resolution of the petition is
undetermined.

CONTACT:
Alan Roecklein
Nuclear Rozulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
301 492-3740
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PETITION DOCKET NUMBER:
PRM-30-59

PETITIONER:
General Electric Company and Westinghouse flectric Corporation

PART :
30

OTHER AFFECTED PARTS:
40, 50, 70, 72

FEDERAL REGISTER CITATION:
September 25, 1991 (56 FR 48445)

SUBJECT:
General requirements for decommissioning licensee facilities

SUMMARY ;
The petitioners request that the Commission issue a rule that
would provide a means for self-guarantee of decommissioning
funding costs by certain NRC non-electric utility reactor
licensees who meet stringent financial assurance and related
reporting and oversight requirements.

TYMETABLE
A notice of receipt for this petition was published in the federal
Register on September 25, 1991 (56 FR 48445). The comment period
closed on November 12, 199)1. A proposed rule entitled "Allows
Self-Guarantee for Non-Electric Utility Reactor Licensees to
Satisfy the Financial Requirements of the Decommissioning
Rogulation (RIN 3150-AE16)," is being developed in response to
this petition. This proposed rule is scheduled to be published in
the Federal Register in May 1992.

CONTACT:
Joseph Wang
Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
301 492-3746
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PETITION DOCKET NO:
*PRM-32-3

PETITIONER:
Advanced Medica) Systems, Inc.

PART :
32

OTHER AFFECTED PARTS:
None

FEDERAL REGISTER CITATION:
Ociober 10, 1991 (56 FR 51182)

SUBJECT:
Manufacturers and transferors of certain items containing
byproduct material

SUMMARY ;
The petitioner requests that the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
amend its regulations that apply to the manufacturers and
transferors of certain items containing byproduct material to
specify that these provisions apply to the manufacturers and
suppliers of replacement parts as well as “he manufacturers and
transferors of the original units,

TIMETABLE :
A notice of receipt of this petition was published in the Federa)
Register on October 10, 1991. The comment period closed on
December 9, 1991. Resolution of this petition is scheduled for
October 1992.

CONTACT;
Joseph Mate
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
301 492-3795
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PETITION DOCKET NUMBER:
PRM-35-9

TIMETABLE

An interim final rule was published in the Federal Register on
August 23, 1990 (55 FR 34513), as a partial resolution of the
gc ition (see rulemaking, "Authorization to Prepare
adiopharmaceutical Reagent Kits and Elute Radiopharmaceutical
Generators; Use of Radiopharmaceuticals for Therapy" (RIN 3150-
ADA3) (Part 35)). The staff is working to resolve the remaining
fssues of the petition (see progosod rulemaking, "Use of
Radiopharmaceuticals for Medical Research, Use of Biologics
Containing Byproduct Material, and Coapoundtng
Radiopharmaceuticals” (RIN 3150-AD69) (Part 35)). This proposed
rule is expected to be submitted to the EDO in November 1992,

CONTACT:

Anthony Tse
Nuclear Requlatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
301 492-3797
|
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PETITION DOCKET NUMBER:
PRM-50-20

PETITIONER:

PART:

Free Environment, Inc., et &)

50

OTHER AFFECTED PARTS:

100

FEDERAL REGISTER CITATION:

May 19, 1977 (42 FR 25785%)

SUBJECT:

Reactor Safety Measures

SUMMARY :

The petitioner requests that the Commission amend Part 50 before
proceeding with the processing of license applications for the
Central lowa Nuclear Project to require that: (1) all nuclear
reactors be located below ground level; (2) al) nuclear reactors
be housed in cealed buildings within which ﬁnernent heavy vacuums
are maintained; (3) a full-time Federal employee, with full
authority to order the plant to be shut down in case of any
operational abnormality, always be present in all nuclear
generating stations; and (4) the Central lowa Nuclear Project and
all other reactors be sited at least 40 miles from major popula-
tion centers.

The objective of the petition is to ensure that additional safety
measures are employed in the construction and siting of nuclear
power plants, The petitioner seek- to have recommendations and
procedures practiced or encouraged by various organizations and
some current NRC guidelines adopted as mandatory requirements in
the Commission's regulations.

The comment period closed July 18, 1977. Three comments were
received. The first three parts of theaxetition (see Description
section above) were incorporated with PRM-50-19 for staff action
purposes. A notice of denial for the third part of the petition
was published in the Federal Register on February 2, 1978 (43 FR
4466). A notice of denial for the first two parts of the petition
was published April 19, 1978 (43 FR 16556).
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PETITION DOCKET NUMBER:

PRM-50-53

PETITIONER:

PART :

OTHER

The Ohio Citizens for Responsible Energy

50

AFFECTED PARTS:
None

FEDERAL REGISTER CITATION:

July 25, 1989 (54 FR 30905)

SUBJECT:

Request for Reopening of ATWS Rulemaking Proceeding

SUMMARY :

The petitioner requests that the NRC reopen the Anticipated
Transients Without Scram $AT&S) rulemaki procoedin?. This
request was one portion of a request by the Ohio Citizens for
Responsible Energy (OCRE) that NRC take a number of actions to
relieve alleged undue risks posed by the thermal-hydraulic
instnbilit‘ of boiling water reactors. On April 27, 1989, the
Director, NRR, respon to the OCRE request for action in a
Director’s Decision under 10 CFR 2.206. In the Director's
Decision (DD-89-03), the NRC denied all of the petitioner's
requests, except for the request to reopen the ATWS rulemaking
proceeding, which would be more properly treated as a petition for
rulemaking under 10 CFR 2.802, The petitioner suggested that
resolution of the ATWS problem depends on measures other than
tripping the recirculation pumps to rapidly reduce reactivity. In
this regard, the petitioner specifically suggosts the use of an
automatic, high-capacity standby 1iguid control system.

In a letier from the BWR Owner's Grouso(OHROG). dated September
18, 1989, which transmitted report NEDO-31709, "Average Core Power
During Large Core Thermal Hydraulic Oscillations in a BWR* the
BWROG concluded that previous ATWS evaluations are valid and that
existing ATWS provisions and actions are appropriate. The staff
review of NEDO-31709 concluded that the NEDO analyses. and other
analyses performed by the BWROG contractors, were not sufficient
to support their conclusions.

NRC Staff and contractors studies of ATWS scenarios were performed
to determine if the potential power oscillations could be
significant enough to warrant an ATWS rule change, modification of
operator actions, or possible equipment/systems changes. Severa)
of the ATWS scenarios revealed the need for more detailed studies
of the automatic responses and emergency procedures guidelines
(EPG's) used by plant operators.
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PETITION DOCKET NUMBER:

PRM-50-53

SUMMARY:  (CONT)

The staff requested that the BWROG address the questions raised by
the staff relative to operator actions and instrumentation
adequacy for an ATWS with oscillations and the timing of the boron
fnjection and water level reduction as effective means to control
such transients. The BWROG studies are scheduled to be completed
in December 1991. The staff will review the BWROG analysis and
determine the adequacy of the results.

Therefore, the staff considers it prudent to hold in abeyance,
pending their review of the BWROG analysis and information
discussed above, a response to the petitioners request to reopen
the ATWS rulemaking proceedings.

TIMETABLE :

Resolution of the petition i1s scheduled for June 1992,

CONTACT:

loltan Rosztoczy

Nuclear Ragulatory Commission

Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
301 492-3765
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PETITION DOCKET NUMBER:
PRM-60-3

PETITIONER:
Department of Energy

PART :
60

OTHER AFFECTED PARTS:
None

FEDERAL REGISTER CITATION:
July 13, 1990 (55 FR 28771;
August 10, 1990 (55 FR 32639)

SUBJECT:
Disposal of High-Leve) Radioactive Waste

SUMMARY :
The petitioner requests that the Commission amend its regulations
pertaining to the disposal of high-level radioactive wastes in
gooiogic repositories to Include a specific dose criterion for
esign basis accidents. The petitioner believes this would
facilitate the development and licensing of a geologic repository
for high-level radicactive waste.

TIMETABLE :
This petition will be resolved with publication of the related
rulemaking, 'Ropositor{ Operations Criteria” (RIN 3150-ADS1). The
publication date for this proposed rule is undetermined.

CONTALT:
Morton Fleishman
Nuclear Rogulatory Commission
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
301 492-3794
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