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\...,+/ December 12, 1990

n L
MEMORANDUM FOR: Vandy L. Miller, Assistant Dire rl) eements

Program, State Programs, Offi e f rnmen al/and
p a d/ # -Public Affairs ,

FROM: Richard L. Woodruff, State Agr >nts. Officer

SUBJECT: MISSISSIPPI MID-REVIEW VISIT

A mid review-meeting was held with personnel responsible for the Mississippi
Radiation Control -Program during the period. September 19-20, 1990. The

.'

following persons were contacted during the meeting:

! Eddie S. Fuente, Director, Radiological Health
Robert W. Goff, Health Physicist Administrator, Radioactive Materials
Charles Hilton, Health Physicist Administrator, X-Ray
Robert Bell, Health Physicist Administrator,' Environmental
Diantha Stewart, Chief Chemist, Environmental
Jonathan Barlow, Health Physicist Senior, Materials
B. J. Smith, Health Physicist, Materials
Jerry Thomas, Health Physicist Trainee, Materials

The visit consisted of a follow-up on the status of NRC comments dated
September 28, 1989, to the State following our 26th program review; and
significant changes in the Mississippi program since the last review. These
topics are detailed in the following paragraphs.

Status of Comments To Dr. Alton B. Cobb dated September 28, 1989

I. Management and Administration

Administrative procedures is a Category II Indicator. The following
comment with our recommendation is made.

Comment

Files should be maintained in a fashion to allow for fast, accurate ,

retrieval of information. The State uses a filing system where backup
information from the licensing process, licensee correspondence, and
inspection reports are filed together on one side of _the . file folder.
This practice results in less efficient retrieval of information from the
files. Alternative methods for organization of file folders were,

| discussed with program staff.
|

| Recommendation

We recommend that the file folders be organized to allow for more
efficient retrieval of information.

^
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State Response

It has been our practice to file all correspondence, including'' inspection
reports, in chronological order. However, the staff. agrees that some of
the larger licensing files such as the four' (4) broad medical and
educational licenses may be somewhat awkward to review due to the large
quantity of correspondence. For these licenses, a classification.
folder will be - utilized to separate licensing documents, inspection
reports, and general correspondence.

! Present Status

The State.is in the process of reorganizing their license folders. This
is done as the license is. amended in "its" entirety.

II. Licensing

Licensing Procedures is a Category II Indicator. The following comment
'

with our recommendation is made.

Comment
,

,

The State has a policy of amending licenses in their " entirety" every five
years which is. consistent with NRC practice. However, three of the
licenses sampled had not been amended in their entirety since 1980, 1981,
and 1982, respectively. Program staff related that staff turnovers and
training of personnel contributed to the backlog. i

Recommendation

We recommend that the State identify all licenses that are in need of
" entirety" amendments and establish a schedule for these amendments based

,

upon license category and priority. i

State Response
,

Since January 1989, the staff has issued 29 license amendments in their
entirety. Another 23 ' license amendments in their entirety have been

-

scheduled through _ June 1990. I - feel the staff has. made significant iimprovement.in this area.

Present Status i

The State continues to make progress in amending licenses in .their" entirety." This is . accomplished as the licenses are processed during
routine amendment actions. Since the previous review, the State has
amended 50 licenses in their entirety and 20 additional licenses will be
processed during this calendar year.

___._._._ _. _ _ _ . _ _ . - - . _ _ _ . . _ . _ _ _ . _ . , _ . . . .
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III. Compliance

A. Inspection Procedures is a Category II Indicator. The following
comment with our recommendation is made.

Comment

Based upon file reviews and discussions with program staff, posting
of " Notices to Employees" is a common citation found during " initial"
inspections. Options available to the Program for compliance in
this area were discussed. One option that has been effective in
other States is the hand delivery of all new licenses. This allows
the Program Representative to discuss with the licensee all license
conditions, regulatory requirements, (posting, training, etc.) and to
evaluate the licensee's facility, engineering controls, and safety
procedures prior to the initial use of licensed materials.

Recommendations

We recommend that an inspection policy be adopted that would require
the hand delivery of all new licenses issued by the State.

State Response

We agree that hand delivery of all new licenses would be beneficial
both to.the licensee and our staff. However, implementation relies
heavily upon the availability of travel funds and staff. To initiate
such a practice, it is our intention to perform either a
prelicensing visit or hand deliver all priority I and II licenses.

Present Status

The State has implemented their hand delivery policy for priority I |and II licenses. j
i

B. Inspection Reports is a Category II Indicator. The following comment |
with our recommendation is made.

Comment
!

Inspection reports should document specific results of inspections
and items of noncompliance in terms of answers to questions (who,
when, why, where, and what). Several reports needed additional

jinformation to fully document the findings such as, who performed the
'instrument calibration or when a source was received and due for leak

testing.

Recommendations I

It has been our practice and certainly our intentions to fully
document the specific results of inspections and items of

._ , . _ . . _ _ _
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noncompliance. The staff reviewed the comments provided by
Mr. Richard Woodruff on the selected license files. Every effort
will be made to alleviate the recurrence of these comments in future
inspections.

Current Status

Three license files were reviewed as documented in Attachments B and
C. The State improved the documentation of specific results of
inspections and items of noncompliance.

Significant Program Changes

The following program changes are provided as an update to the State
i

Profile tabulation. |

Status and Compatibility of Regulations. The State's regula-
tions are compatible with NRC regulations through the 02-88

| NVLAP provisions. The State is planning on revisions to their i

j regulations during this next fiscal year to include all updated
| changes in accordance with the 1990 version of the SSR and also

,

amendments for the provisions on decommissioning and emergency
preparedness.

Organization. There have been no changes in the location of )
the Radiation Control Program; however, some personnel changes
will be discussed below. A revised organization chart is

,)provided as Enclosure 1.
i* Personnel. There have been no changes in the Materials Program |

except for the addition of one new inspector, Jerry Thomas. The ;

resume and educational background for Mr. Thomas was reviewed
and found to meet all of the requirements of the position.

* Salaries. There have been no changes in the salary structure;
j however, all State employees will receive a five percent or a

minimum of $125 increase per pay period beginning October 1,
1990.

( Budget. A revised budget for FY 91 (July 1,1990 to June 30,*

1991) was received and provided as follows:

! Salaries & Fringe Benefits $521,765.00
Travel 19,590.00
Contractual Services 195,290.00

Total $807,975.00

An equipment item is to be added which will increase the total
budget by approximately $25,000.00.

_. - --. -. , .-
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l

The sources of the revenue are as follows:

State Funds $223,500.00
Radiological Health Fees 325,000.00
EPA / Radon Grant- 115,800.00 '

| Water Quality Fees 143,675.00
l Total $807,975.00

| Licensing. The State. had 325 specific licenses on the date of*

this review visit. Standard licensing procedures- are being
.

;

i followed. The " major license" listing has not changed since .the
las* review. The State appears to be current-on their licensing

,

workioad.'

* Lomp11ance. The status of the inspection' program appears to be
on target. The State is in the process of revising- their -

inspe'.+. ion frequency schedule to be compatible with the latest
(Aprii.6,.1990) NRC inspection schedule.

* Incidents. Copies of all incidents since last review were*

obtained, reviewed, and transmitted to HQ and the AEOD's Office.

Conclusion
!

| Based upon this program visit and the previous review, I recommend
; that the next full review be scheduled for September of.1991.
;

. /% A
Richard L. Woodruff

Enclosures:
1. Organizational Chart !
2. License File Review
3. Compliance File Review

i cc w/encis:
| Stewart D. Ebneter, Regional

Administrator, Region II
:

i

;

I

; |

!-
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ENCLOSURE 1

ORGANIZATION CHARTS

,
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ENCLOSURE 2

REVIEW OF SELECTED LICENSE FILES

One license file was selected for review. No comments were developed on this
license file.

License: Southern Inspection Services
Location: Vancleave, MS
License No: MS-697-01
Issued: 03-16-90
Expires: 03-01-91
License Type: Industrial Radiography

:

|

|
1

I
4

|

1

i

I

|
1
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ENCLOSURE 3

REVIEW OF SELECTED COMPLIANCE FILES

Two license files were selected for review. No comments were developed from
these casework reviews.

,

1. Licensee: South Central Regional Medical Center
,Location: Laurel, MS '

License No: MS-277-02
License Type: Teletherapy
Inspection Date: 07-24-90
Type of Report,- Form
Type of Inspaction: Routine, announced
Inspectors: Robert W. Goff
Enforcement Letter, Date: Pending
Signed By:

;

Licensee Response Date:
State Acknowledgement Date: !

2. Licensee: Interstate Nuclear' Services, (INS)
! Location: -Vicksburg, MS I

License No: MS-495-01 ;

License Type: Nuclear Laundry
Inspection Date: 08-03-90
Type of Report: Narrative i

Type of Inspection: Routine, Announced iInspectors: Robert W. Goff and J. Barlow :Enforcement Letter, Date: 08-27-90 I
Signed By: Eddie S. Fuente
Licensee Response Date: Pending
State Acknowledgement Date: N/A

I

i
i

|

|

?

|

|
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M. J. Smith 9/77-7/88 Branch Director Resigned Bob Goff
Dot Rogers 11/88-3/89 Secretary Deceased Ivy Saxton
Johnnie Jones 11/87-5/89 Sec. Principal Transfer Vacant '

William Bryan 5/89-6/89 Chemist II Resigned George Powell

! 2. List the RCP salary schedule:

Position Title Annual _ Salary Rance

Division Director $31,224 - $46,752
Health Physicist Administrative $27,550 - $41',284
Health Physicist, SR. $23,960 - $35,899

l Health Physicist $22,353 - $33,478
Health Physicist Trainee $18,868 - $28,260
Chemist Chief $26,736 - $40,052

; Chemist II $21,372 - $32,016
| Secretary Principal $13,379 - $20,036
! Secretary $11,980 - $17,949

3. Compare your salary schedule with similar employment alterna-
tives in the same geographical area, such as industrial,,

'

medical, academic employers or other State agencies.

Based on salaries paid to individuals leaving for similar
positions in industry, it appears that the salary schedule is
far behind. However, recent adjustments to salary schedules and
realignment of positions have brought some positions in
alignment with salaries of similar positions of other regional
Agreement States.

4. Explain whether your salary schecule is adequate to recruit and !
retain staff. !

The salary schedule for Health ?hysicist Trainee position
appears to be adequate for recruitment. The salary schedules
f or the recruitment of traint d Health Physicists is not
sufficient to attract individuals from industry or other

i

government Agencies. Whether salaries are adequate to maintain 1

present personnel is yet t', be resolved due to short period f or
which salary increases and realignment of positions have been in
.effect.

5. What opportunities are there for promotion within the RCP
organizational structure without a staff vacancy occurring?

After satisfactorily completing one year employment as a Health
Physicist Trainee, he or she is promoted to a Health Physicist.
Health Physicist are promoted to Health Physicist Senior when he
or she meets the minimum requirements and the Health Physicist
Administrative and Program Director have determined that this
individual has satisfactory performed his job duties as a Health

24
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Me Eddie S. Fuente, Director
0 'ision of Radiological Health ,

'

3150 Lawson Street
Jackson, MS 39215-1700

Dear Mr. Fuente:
,

I
; This will confirm my recent discussion with you concerning the review of your
I Radiation Control Program scheduled for September 9-13, 1991.

I am enclosing a list of questions entitled, " Appendix A, Evaluation of 1

Agreement State Radiation Control Programs, State Review Guidelines and 1
iQuestionnaire." These questions and your response to the questions will become

Appendix A to our final report.

To facilitate the review pr. cess, please return to me a completed copy of the
document including the guidelines, questionnaires, and your answers prior to
Septemoer 5, 1991.

Sincerely,

I

!

Richard L. Woodruff
Regional State Agreements Officer

E:' closure:
Evaluation of Agreement State i

Radiation Control Program !
State Review Guidelines, |
and Questionnaire |

| bec w/ encl:
'

. L. Woodruff
ocument Control Desk (SP01)f

'\g

.

RII:SA RI

RLWogdruff:er SDEbneter
07/ Y/91 07/y/91

i
.

! 9107 I.,0112-910710
PDR STPRG LSGMI

PDR
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APPENDIX A

STATE REVIEW GUIDELINES AND

STATE RESPONSES TO QUESTIONNAIRE

1

l

i

j

|
|

:

1- Ver. 2/1/90.

:
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APPENDIX A )
EVALUAr;0N OF AGREEMENT STATE RAOIATION CONTROL PROGRAM

STATE REVIEW GUIDELINES AND QUESTIONNAIRE

Name of State Program Mississippi
Date of NRC Review September 1991

I. 1.EGISLATION AND REGULATIONS
:

| A. Legal Authority (Category I)

NRC Guidelines: Clear statutory authority should exist, designating
a State radiation control agency and providing for promulgation of
regulations, licensing, inspection and enforcement. States 1

| regulating uranium or thorium recovery and associated wastes pursuant
j to the Uranium Mill Tailings Radiation Control- Act of 1978 (UMTRCA)
'

must have statutes enacted to establish clear authority for the State ,

to carry out the requirements of UMTRCA. !

,

Questions:

1. Please list all currently effective legislation that affects the !

radiation control program (RCP).

! 2. What changes have been made to the state's statutory authority
to regulate agreement materials, including LLW operations, since
the last review? Please attach copies of the changes.

3. Please cite legislation if the State has the authority to:

a. apply civil penalties, i

b. collect fees,

require performance bonds or sureties for decommissioningc.
licensed facilities,

d. require performance bonds or sureties for clean-up of
licensed facilities after a contamination accident,

e. require long term care funds for uranium mill or low-level
waste facilities.

4. If any responses to the above question are negative, explain any
plans the State may have regarding those issues.

B. Status and Compatibility of Regulations (Category I)
:

NRC Guidelines: The State must have regulations essentially
identical to 10 CFR Part 19, Part 20 (radiation dose standards,
effluent limits, waste manifest rule and certain other parts), Part
61 (technical definitions and requirements, performance cbjectives,
financial assurances) and those required by UMTRCA, as implemented by
Part 40. The State should adopt other regulations to maintain a high

2

1

. - , - _ . - ~ . , , _ _ . , - . - . -
-



. -

'

l' . t*

s
.

4

degree of uniformity with NRC regulations. For those regulations
deemed a matter of compatibility by NRC, State regulations should be
amended as soon as practicable but no later than 3 years. The RCP
has established procedures for effecting appropriate amendments to
State regulations in a timely manner, normally within 3 years of
adoption by NRC. Opportunity should be provided for the public to
comment on proposed regulation changes. (Required by UMTRCA for
uranium mill regulation.) Pursuant to the terms of the Agreement,
opportunity should be provided for the NRC to comment on draft
changes in State regulations.

Questions:

1. What is the effective date of the last amendment of the state's
regulations that was made to maintain compatibility?

2. Referring to the NRC chronology of amendments attached to this
questionnaire identify those that have not been adopted by the
State and expl .in the reason why they were not adopted and/or
actions being taken to adopt them.

3. Briefly describe ye r State's procedures for revising and
adopting changes to regulations.

4. How is the public involved in-the process?

5. At what stage does the NRC have the opportunity to comment on
draft changes to State regulations?

II. ORGANIZATION

A. Location of the Radiation Control Program Within the
State Organization (Category 11)

NRC Guidelines: The RCP should be located in a State organization
parallel with comparable Fealth and safety programs. The Program
Director should have access to appropriate levels of State,

| management. Where regulatory responsibilities are divided between
State agencies, clear understandings should exist as to division of
responsibilities and requirements for coordination.

|

1. Please attach a current dated organization chart (s) showing the
position of the RCP within the State organization and its
relationship to the Governor.

| 2. Is the RCP on a comparable level within the State organization
| with other health and safety programs so as to compete

effectively for funds and staff?
|

| 3. Has the RCP program director experienced difficulty in obtaining
| access to appropriate levels of State management? If so,

! - explain.
|
j 3

I
,

I

e , . , . - . , . . - . . ~ , ~ , v n- , - . -.,.-



. __ _ _ _ _ _

k n

,

d

B. Internal Organization of the RCP (Category II)

; NRC Guidelines: The RCP should be organized with the view toward
achieving an acceptable degree of staff ' efficiency, place'

appropriate emphasis on major program functions, and provide specific
lines of supervision from program management for the execution of
program policy. Where regional offices or other government agencies
are utilized, the lines of communication and administrative control
between these offices and the central office (Program. Director);

I should be clearly drawn to provide uniformity in licensing and
i inspection policies, procedures and supervision.

Questions:

| 1. Please attach current, dated copies of the RCP . organization
! charts. Include titles for all positions and names for

incumbents. If applicable, include regional offices and
cor. tract agencies.

| 2. If regional offices or contract agencies are used:

a. To whom do regional or contract agencies personnel report
,

administratively?

!

b. To whom do regional or contract agencies personnel report
technically?

3. If the RCP shares the program with or contracts with other
agencies to administer the program:

a. Identify the agencies and indicate their responsibilities.

b. How are their responsibilities set out (e.g. statutes, MOU,
contract)?

! c. To whom do their personnel report to administrative 1y?

d. To whom do their personnel report to technically?

C. Legal Assistance (Category II)

NRC Guidelines: Legal staff should be assigned to assist the RCP or
procedures should exist to obtain legal assistance expeditiously.
Legal staff should be knowledgeable regarding the RCP program,

| statutes, and regulations.

Questions:

1. Are legal staff members assigned to assist the RCP or do

| procedures exist to obtain legal assistance expeditiously?

|

l
4
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2. -Is the legal -staff knowledgeable. regarding . radioactive
materials,_the RCP, statutes, andLregulations? 1

3. If legal assistance was utilized since last review, provide a
brief summary of the circumstances. .

D. Technical' Advisory Committees-(Category II)

NRC Guidelines:- Technical Committees, Federal Agencies, and other -
resource organizations should be used to extend staff capabilities !

.for unique or technically: complex problems. A State Medical-Advisory |

. Committee should be used to provide broad guidar,ce on. thei uses 'of ~

'
radioactive drugs in or.on' humans. Thd Committee should represent'a
wide spectrum of medical disciplines. The Committee should advise |
the.. RCP on policy matters .and regulations related .~ to use of .

i radioisotopes in or on' humans. Procedures should be ' developed to . '

i avoid conflict of interest, even though Committees are advisory. This ' 3

does not mean that representatives of the regulated community should
not sers2 on advisory committees or.not be.used as consultants.

Questions:

1. What technical advisory committees- have been established ' to +
!

| assist the RCP?
I

i 2. Are regular meetings sched led? "If so, what is the frequency?
|

,

j|
3. Please provide a list of the . n'ames .and affiliations of the

technical committee (s)' members.

4. What procedures exist to avoid areas of conflict of interest by~

members of the committees?

,

5. If any advisory committee was utilized during the' review period,
! please provide a brief summary of the circumstances.

III. MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION

A. Quality of Emergency Planning (Category I)

NRC Guidelines: The . State RCP should have a written plan for |

response to .such incidents as spills, overexposures, transportation - |
accidents, fire'or' explosion, theft, etc. . The Plan should define the ,

responsibilities and actions to.be taken by State Agencies. The Plan
should be specific as to persons responsible for initiating response
actions, conducting operations and cleanup. Emergency: communication
procedures should .be adequately established with appropriate local,
county 'and State agencies. Plans should 'be distributed to !

'

appropriate persons and agencies. NRC should be : provided the'
opportunity to comment on the Plan while in draf t form.. The p1'an

5
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| should be reviewed annually by Program staff for adequacy and to
j determine that content is current. Periodic drills should be

performed to test the plan.

Questions:

1. What written plan. does the RCP use for response to incidents

| involving radioactive materials (other than plans. for fixed
'

nuclear facilities)?

| 2. According to the Plan, which State agency is responsible for:
!

a. initiating response actions?

b. conducting operations?

c. supervising cleanup?
,

3. Describe your emergency communications procedures.
|

[ 4. Who is responsible for distributing the plan to the appropriate
persons and agencies?

5. When was the emergency communication list last reviewed and/or
revised? (Please attach a copy of the current list.)

6. Other than the communication list, when was the plan last
updated?

7. At what stage is the NRC provided the opportunity to comment on
the plan or the revision while it was in draft form?

8. When was the plan last reviewed to assure its content is
up-to-date?

9. Whe,. was a drill last performed to test the plan?

B. Budget (Category II)
i

NRC Guidelines: Operating funds should be sufficient _to support
program needs such as staff travel necessary to conduct an effective
compliance program, including routine i n specti or,s , follow-up or
special inspections (including pre-licensing visits) and responses to
incidents and other emergencies, instrumentation and other equipment
to support the RCP, administrative costs in operating the program
including rental charges, printing costs, laboratory services,
computer and/or word processing support, preparation of
correspondence, office equipment, hearing costs, etc. as appropriate.
Principal operating funds should be from sources which provide
continuity and reliability, i.e., general tax, license fees, etc.
Supplemental funds may be obtained through contracts, cash grants,
etc.

6

i
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Questions:

1. Show the amount for funds for the RCP for the current fiscal ;

year obtained from:

a. State general fund

b. Fees

c. Federal grants and contracts (identify)

d. Other

e. Total:

2. Show the total amounts in the current RCP budget allocated for:

a. Administration

b. Radioactive materials-

c. X-ray

d. Environmental surveillance

e. Emergency planning

f. LLW regulation

9 Other (radon, non-ionizing, operator credentialing, etc.
Please identify).

h. Total:

3. What is the change in budget from the previous year and what is
the reason for the change (new programs, change in emphasis,
statewide reduction, etc.)?

4. Describe your fee system, if you have one, and give the
percentage of cost recovery for the radioactive materials
program. Please attach a copy of the fee schedule. |

5. Overall, is the funding sufficient to support all of the program |
needs? If not, specify the problem areas.

C. Laboratary Support (Category, II)

NRC Guidelines: The RCP should have the laboratory support
capability in-house, or readily available through established
procedures, to conduct bioassays, analyze environmental samples,
analyze samples collected by inspectors, etc., on a priority
established by the RCP.

7
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Questions:

1. Are laboratory services readily available in-house or through
other departments within the State organization?

2. If services are provided by other " departments, discuss the
arrangements, supervision, charges and interdepartmental-
communications.

3. Have there been any changes in the status of the laboratory
support since the last review? If so, please explain.

4. If laboratory services are provided by a non-State agency:

a. Discuss the contractual arrangements. "

b. Is the party providing the service a State licensee?

c. If a State licensee provides the service or equipment, what
are the costs? |

5. Describe the capability of the laboratory as follows:

a. Can it qualitatively.and quantitatively analyze low-energy
beta emitters?

b. Can it qualitatively and quantitatively analyze alpha .

emitters? |

c. Can it selectively determine the presence and quantity of
gamma emitters? I

d. Can it handle samples in any physical form wipes,-

liquids, solids, gaseous?

e. Does the lab participate in a periodic quality control
program? If so, please identify the program.

6. How much time does it take to obtain the results from sample
analyses on both a routine basis and on an emergency basis?

!

7. Please list the types and numbers of laboratory instrumentation
,

and services available. I

D. Administrative Procedures (Category II)

NRC Guidelines: The RCP should establish written internal procedures
to assure that the staff performs its duties as required and to
provide a high degree of uniformity and continuity in regulatory
practices. These procedures. should address internal processing of
license applications, inspection policies, decommissioning and
license termination, fee collection, contacts with communication

8
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media, conflict of interest policies for employees, exchange of
information and other functions required of the program.
Administrative procedures are in addition to the technical procedures
utilized in licensing, and inspection and enforcement.

,

Questions:

1. Have administrative procedures and polices been established,
|

documented and made available to RCP staff regarding:
t

a. Office administration,

b. Receipt, assignment and tracking of license applications, :
,

c. Inspections (e.g., assignments, announcements of
inspections),

d. Terminating licenses and decomrrissioning licensed
facilities,

e. Collecting fees,

f. Responding to press inquiries,

g. Conflict of interest for RCP employees, ,

h. Exchange-of-Information with NRC and Agreement States.

1. Distribution (as appropriate) tr, staff and licensees of All
Agreement State Letters and Information Notices?

(Please have copies of these procedures available for review).
1

2. What other written administrative procedures have been !

developed?

3. Have copies of these procedures been distributed to regional
offices and to other appropriate agencies?

4. How are personnel and regional offices (if applicable) kept
informed of changes in regulatory policies and practices?

E. Management (Category II)

NRC Guidelines: Program management should receive periodic reports
from the staff on the status of regulatory actions (backlogs, problem
cases, inquiries, regulation revisions). RCP management should
periodically assess workload ' trends, resources and changes in
legislative and regulatory responsibilities to forecast needs for
increased staff, equipment, services and fundings. Program
management should. perform periodic reviews of selected license cases
handled by each reviever and document the results. Complex licenses

9
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(major manufacturers, large scope - Type A Broad, or ones with the
potential _ for significant releases to environment) should receive
second party -review ( supervi sory, committee, or-consultant).
Supervisory review of inspections, reports and enforcement actions
should also be performed. When regional offices or other government
agencies are utilized, program management should conduct periodic
audits of these offices.

Questions-
|
|1. How does management track the status - of the licensing and

inspection programs -- workloads, backlogs, problem cases, etc.?
I

2. How often are meetings held between program management and
staff?

3. How often is a statistical tabulation of licenses, licensees, -

licensing actions, inspections due, performed and overdue, etc.,
prepared?

4. How does program management keep abreast of changes in
legislative and regulatory responsibility?

5. What license review practices are followed for unusual or
complex license applications?

6. How many management reviews of license cases were performed
since the last review?

7. Were all license reviewers included in the cases selected for
management review?

8. How many field accompaniments of inspectors were conducted by |

program management?

9. Were all inspectors (including supervisors acting as inspectors
or LLW inspectors, if applicable) accompanied by management
during the review period?

10. Do all inspection reports receive supervisory review?

11. Does all enforcement correspondence receive supervisory review
prior to dispatch?

12. If applicable, how many management audits were made of regional
offices or other government agencies involved in the regulation
of agreement materials?

(Please have reports of audits performed on regional offices or.
contract agencies available for review.)

10
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F. Office Equipment and Support Services (Category II)

NRC Guidelines: The RCP should have adequate ' secretarial and
clerical support. Automatic typing and Automatic Data Processing and
retrieval capability should be available to larger (300-400 licenses)

,

programs. Similar services should be available to regional offices, '

if utilized. Professional staff should not be used for fee
collection and other clerical duties.

la. Describe the secretarial ' and clerical support for the
radioactive materials program, including if appropriate, any
problem areas.

b. If your program has regional offices, discuss the clerical
support for those offices,

c. In cases of unusual workloads or vacancies, can supplementary
'

secretarial / clerical support be obtained?

2. Describe the computer equipment available to the'RCP.

3. What operating system do you use (i.e.. MSDOS, UNIX, APPLE,
etc.)?

4. What data base or spreadsheet programs do you use?

5. What word processing program (s) do you use?

6. Does your word processing program have the capability to process
documents that may be transferred to and from and from -the IBM
5520 system? (With the exception of Wordstar, most popular
programs have this capability. This information can be found in
your user manual index under "DCA" or " revisable format" file:,.)-

7. What licensing functions are on your computer system?

8. What compliance functions are on your system?
I

9. Do you have a modem? If so, please describe how a connection
,

can be made. - j
l

! 10. Are computers or terminals available to the professional staff, |

and if so, what use is made of them? )
1

11. Do you have access to a facsimile transmission unit? If so,
please identify it by name and type and provide the receive and

|
verification (information) telephone numbers.

|

| 12. Describe the fee collection system and identify the staff
resources assigned to it.

[ 11 1
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G. Public Information (Category II)

NRC Guidelines: Inspection and licensing files should be available
to the public consistent with State administrative procedures. It is
desirable, however, that there be provisions for protecting from
public disclosure proprietary information and information of a
clearly personal nature. Opportunity for public hearings should be
provided in accordance with UMTRCA and' applicable State
administrative procedure laws.

Questions:

! 1. Are licensing and inspection files available for inspection by

I the public?
!

2. If so, what information may be withheld?

3. What written procedures and laws govern this? Please provide
reference citations.

IV. PERSONNEL

A. Qualifications of Technical Staff (Category II)

NRC Guidelines: Professional staff should have a bachelor's degree
or equivalent training in the physical and/or life sciences.
Additional training and experience in radiation protection for senior
personnel including the director of the radiation protection program
should be commensurate with the type of licenses issued and inspected
by the State. Written job descriptions should be prepared so that
professional qualifications needed to fill vacancies can be readily

;
identified.

Questions:

1. Do all professional personnel hold a bachelor's degree or have
equivalent training in the physical or life sciences?

2. What additional training and experier.ce does the RCP director
i

have in radiation protection?

3. What additional training and experience are required of the
senior personnel?

4. Do written position descriptions describe the duties,
responsibilities and functions of each professional position in :

the RCP and the qualifications needed by applicants for them?
Please provide copies for review.

12
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B. Staffing level (Category II)

NRC Guidelines: Professional staffing level should be approximately
1-1.5 person year per 100 licenses.in effect. RCP must not have less
than two professionals available. with training and experience to
operate RCP . in a way which provides continuous coverage and
continuity. For States regulating uranium mills and mill tailings
current indications are that 2-2.75 professional person years' of
effort, including consultants, are needed to process a new mill
license (including in situ mills) or major renewal, to meet
requirements of Uranium Mill Tailings Radiation Control Act of 1978.
This effort must ~ include expertise in radiological matters,
hydrology, geology, and structural engineering.

Questions:

1. Complete a table listing the professional (technical)
person years of effort applied to the agreement or radicar tive
material program by individual. Include the name, po s i t .. on , - i

fraction of time spent and-~ include the following areas- I

administrative / supervisor, inspection,, |

laboratory, reguiction development, other). The table heading
should be

.

|
NAME POSITION AREA 0F EFFORT FTE% i

l2. Compute the professional / technical person-year effort of
person years per 100 licenses (excluding mills and burial site
licenses). Show calculation.

.

3. Is the staffing level adequate to meet normal.and special needs
and backup? If not, explain.

C. Staff Supervision (Category II)
!

NRC Guidelines: Supervisory personnel should be adequate to provide
guidance and review the work of senior and junior personnel. Senior
personnel should review applications and inspect licenses
independently, monitor work of junior personnel, and participate in
the establishment of policy. Junior personnel should be initially
limited to reviewing license applications and inspecting small
programs under close supervision.

Questions:

1. Identify the junior personnel and senior personnel.

2a. What duties are assigned to junior personnel?

b. How is their work monitored?

13
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3. Is there adequate supervisory or senior guidance and direction
for junior personnel?

4. How do senior personnel participate _in the development . of
program policy?

D. Training (Category II)
,

NRC Guidelines: Senior personnel should have attended NRC core
-

courses in licensing orientation, inspection procedures, medical
practices and industrial radiography practices. (For mill States,
mill training should also be included.) The RCP should have a
program to utilize specific short courses and workshops to- maintain
appropriate level of staff technical competence in are of changing
technology.

Questions:

1. Prepare a table listing all of the training courses, workshops,
seminars, symposia, etc. that your materials personnel have
attended since the last review, and the source of the funding
for the training (i .e. , travel, per diem, tuition, etc.). The
table heading should be:

Course Source of
Student Course Sponsor Dates Funding

2. Explain how new employees are trained.

3. If any of your RCP staff currently need NRC training, please
identify the employees and the courses needed.

E. Staff Continuity (Category II)

NRC Guidelines: Staff turnover should be minimized by combinations of |

opportunities for training, promotions, and competitive salaries. !
Salary levels should be adequate to recruit and retain persons of |

appropriate professional qualif' cations. Salaries should be I

comparable to similar employment in the geographical area. The RCP
organization structure should be such that staff turnover -is
minimized and program continuity maintained through opportunities for
promotion. Promotion opportunities should exist from junior level to
senior level or supervi sory positions. There also should be
opportunity for periodic salary increases compatible with experience
and responsibility.

I
l
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Questions:

1. Identify the RCP employees who have left the Agreement materials
program since the last review and give the reasons for the
turnovers. Also state whether the positions are presently
vacant, filled (name replacement), abolished or other status.

2. List the RCP salary schedule as follows:

Position Title Annual Salary Range

3. Compare your salary schedule with similar employment
alternatives in the same geographical area, such as industrial,

i medical, academic employers or other State agencies.

4. Is your salary schedule is adequate to recruit and retain staff?

! 5. What opportunities are there for p omotion within the RCP
organizational structure without a st.ff vacancy occurring?

V. LICENSING

A. Technical Quality of Licensing Actions (Category I)

; NRC Guidelines: The RCP should assure that essential elements of
| applications have been submitted to the agency, and which meet
| current regulatory guidance for describing the isotopes and

quantities to be used, qualifications of persons who will use
material, facilities and equipment, and operating and
emergency procedures sufficient to establish the basis for licensing
actions. Prelicensing visits should be made for complex and major
licensing actions. Licenses should be clear complete, and accurate
as to isotopes, forms, quantities, authorized uses, and permissive or
restrictive conditions. The RCP should have procedures for reviewing
licenses prior to renewal to assure that supporting information in
the file reflects the current scope of the licensed program.

Questions:

la. How many specific licenses are currently in effect?

b. Please give the numerical totals of the licenses in each
category.

2a. How many new licenses (not amendments in entirety) have been
issued since the last review?

b. How many were major licenses? (See question 11 for criteria.)

3. Li st the specific licenses (name and license number) that were
, terminated since the last review.
!

! 15

I
.- . . -. - . .- . .-. ..



.

). '

I
i-

|
;

l'

4. How many amendments were issued during the review period?

5. Identify unusual or complex licenses issued since the last
review, including name and license number.

6. Note any variances. in licensing policies and procedures or
.

exemptions from the regulations granted since the last review.
l

7a. Do you require licensees -to submit contingency plans?
(Reference: All Agreement and Non-Agreement State letter dated
May 21, 1987, or NUREG 0767).

! b. List the licensees (name and license number) who are subject to
l contingency plans requirements and the status of their plans

(approved, under review, etc.).

8a. What criterion does the State use to determine the need for a
prelicensing visit?

b. How many prelicensing visits were made during this review
period?

9. How do you ensure up-to-date information has been submitted
prior to a license renewal?

10. Has the State taken any special licensing action with respect to
licensees operating under multiple jurisdiction?

11. Prepare a table as below showing the State's major licensees
with name, number and type.

INCLUDE:

o -Broad (Type A) Licenses
o LLW Disposal Licenses
o LLW Processing and Brokers i
o Major Manufacturers and Distributors l

o Uranium Mills i

o Large Irradiators (Pool Type or Other) I

o Radiopharmacies
o Other Licenses With a Potential Significance for

Environmental Impact
o Other Licensees You Consider to be " Major" Licensees

The table heading should be:

Licensee Name License Number License Type

16
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B. Adequacy of Product Evaluations (Category I)

NRC Guidelines: RCP evaluations of manufacturer's or distributor's
data on' sealed sources and devices outlined in NRC, State, or
appropriate ANSI Guides, should be sufficient to assure integrity and
safety for users. The RCP should review manufacturer's information
on labels and brochures relating to radiation health and safety,
assay, and calibration procedures for adequacy. Approval documents
for sealed source or device designs should be clear, complete and

| accurate as to isotopes, forms, quantities, uses, drawing
identifications, and permissive ce restrictive conditions.

Questions:

| 1. Prepare a table listing new and revised SS&D registrations of

! sealed sources and devices issued during the review period. The
'

table heading should be:

i

SS&D Name of Manufacturer,
Registry Distributor or . Type of Device
Number User _(Custom Evaluation) or Source

2. How many SS&D evaluations have been made for which registry
documents have not yet been issued?

3. What guides and. procedures are used to evaluate regi stry
,

applications?
|

4. Please describe the ; cocedures for supervisory review of SS&D
registrations.

| Sa. Do you have any pressing concerns aoout any sources, devices
or products currently authorized for distribution to persons'

| either generally licensed or exempt from licensing?

b. If so, identify the items by manufacturer's name and model
number and describe your concerns.;

| C. Licensing Procedures (Category II)

NRC Guidelines: The RCP should have internal licensing guides,
; checklists, and policy memoranda consistent with current NRC
| practice. License applicants (including applicants for renewals)
| should be furnished copies of applicable guides end regulatory

positions. The present compliance status of licensees should be
considered in licansing actions. Under the NRC Exchange-of-
Information program, evaluation sheets, service licenses, and

17
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licenses authorizing distribution to general licensees and persons
exempt from licensing should be submitted to NRC on a timely basis.
Standard license conditions comparable with current NRC standard
license conditions. should be used to expedite and provide
uniformity in the licensing process. Files should be maintained in
an orderly fashion to allow fast, accurate retrieval of information
and documentation of discussions and visits.

Questions:

1. Are current NRC Regulatory Guides furnished to reviewers?

2. Do . your reviewers use the standard review plans, model
licenses, etc., that are furnished in the NRC Fuel Cycle
Policy and Guidance Directives FC xx-xx?

3. Are checklists used by .the reviewers maintained in the files?

4. What internal licensing guides and procedures has the State
developed?

5. What licensing guides and regulatory positions ~ are furnished
to new and renewal license applicants?

6. How do reviewers determine the present compliance status of
licensees when considering licensing actions?

7. For what length of time are licenses issued? ,

8. Explain how soon-to-expire licenses are tracked to assure
either timely applications are received or procedures
initiated to terminate the license.

9. What mechanism exists to assure that SS&D registrations and
service licenses issued by the State are distributed to the
NRC?

10. Have you developed your own standard license conditions, and
if so, when were they reviewed and updated? Please provide
copies for review.

11. How do you verify that your standard conditions are
comparable to the current NRC conditions?

12. How is your SS&D registry kept current?

13. Describe the system used to advise licensees of pertinent
changes in regulations and regulatory procedures.

18
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14. Describe your procedures for maintaining the license files
(How are files and folders arranged? Are telephone contacts
and visits documented? Who is responsible for filing !

materials in folders?).
.

15. Are there opportunities for license reviewers to accompany.

; inspectors?

4 VI. COMPLIANCE

'

A. Status of Inspection Program (Category I)

NRC Guidelines: The State RCP should maintain an inspection
program adequate to assess licensee compliance with State
regulations and license conditions. The RCP should maintain-

statistics which are adequate to permit Program Management to
assess the status of the inspection program on -a periodic basis.*

Information showing the number of inspections _ conducted, the number
os3rdue, the length of time overdue and the priority categories
should be readily available. There should be at'least semiannual
inspection planning for the number of inspections to be performed,
assignments to senior versus. junior staff, assignments to regions,
identification of special needs and periodic status reports. When
backlogs occur the program should develop and implement a plan to
reduce the backlog. The plan should identify priorities for
inspections and establish target dates and milestones for assessing
progress.

Questions:

1. How is statistical information maintained about the
inspection program to permit periodic assessment of its
status by RCP management?

2. Prepare a table indicating the Inspection Priority, the total
number of licenses in each priority, the scheduled
reinspection frequency, and the number of inspections made in
each priority for the review period. The table heading
should be:

Inspection Number of Scheduled Number of ,

'

priority Licenses Frequency Inspections

3. Prepare a table identifying the State Inspection Priority 1, i

2, and 3 licenses with overdue inspections. Include the
inspection priority, the due date, and the . number of months
the inspection is overdue. (If list is extensive, a

comparable computer printout is acceptable.) The list should
include initial inspections that are overdue. The table
heading should be:

Licensee Name Priority Due Date Months 0/D
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| 4. Prepare a table indicating the total number of overdue
license inspections for all lower priorities.

Inspection Priority Number Overdue
L

5. If there are overdue inspections, describe or attach a copy
of your plan for eliminating it. Identify priorities, target
dates and procedures for measuring progress. Include, as

,

|
appropriate, copies of memoranda . to the RCP staff regarding
the plan.

| 6. Project the number of inspections needed to be done annually
| to meet your inspection priorities and to eliminate your

overdues, if any.

7. How are inspection schedules planned and how are the dates
and personnel assignments made?

8. How are initial inspections identified when they become,

overdue?

9a. Describe your inspection priorities for inspecting terminated
licenses.

b. How many of these inspections are pending at this time?

c. How many were inspected since the last review?

10a. How many reciprocity notices were received in the review
period?

b. How many reciprocity inspections were conducted in the review
period?

11. How many field inspections of radiographers were performed in
the review period?

B. Inspection Frequency (Category I)

NRC Guidelines: The RCP should establish an inspection priority
system. The specific frequency of inspections should be based upon
the potential hazards of licensed operations, e.g., major
processors, broad licensees, and industrial radiographers should be
inspected approximately annually smaller or less hazardous--

operations may be inspected less frequently. The minimum
inspection frequency including for initial inspections should be no
less than the NRC system.

Questions:

1. Please attach a copy of the State's priority system.

20
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2. How are inspection priorities assigned to licenses? -

3. Is the priority noted in the-license file?

4. Discuss ' any variances in the State's priorities from the NRC
priority system and the reasons for the variances.

,

5. Describe the State's policy for unannounced inspections and
exceptions to the policy.

6 Describe the State's policy for conducting follow-up .

inspections.

7. Identify any individual licensees or groups of licenses for
which the State is inspecting more frequently due to
complitnce problems. Please discuss _ the nature of those
p r21 c.r .

C. Inst.ector's Performance and Capability (Category I)~

NRC Guidelines': Inspectors should be competent to evaluate health
and safety problems and to determine compliance with State
regulations. Inspecto'rs must demonstrate to supervision an
understanding of regulations, inspection guides, and policies prior
to independently conducting inspections. The compliance supervisor
(may _ be RCP manager) should conduct annual field evaluations of
each inspector to assess performance and assure application of
appropriate and consistent policies and guides. 1

Questions:
,

1. How do new inspectors become qualified to conduct independent |inspections?- 1

2. Prepare a table showing the number' and types of supervisory
accompaniments made during the review period. Include:

Supervisor Inspector License Category Date

3. Did all inspectors receive at least one accompaniment by the !
compliance supervisor during the review period? If not, !
explain.

D. Responses to Incidents and Alleged Incidents (Category I)

NRC Guidelines: Inquiries .should be promptly made to evaluate the
need for onsite investigations. Onsite investigations should be
promptly made of incidents requiring reporting to , Ne Agency in I

'less than 30 days (10 CFR 20.403 types). For those incidents not |
requiring reporting to the Agency in less than 30 days,

21
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investigations should be made during the next scheduled inspection.
Onsite investigations should be promptly made of non reportable
incidents which may be of significant public interest and concern,
e.g. transportation accidents. Investigations should include
in-depth reviews of circumstances and should be completed on a high
priority basis. When appropriate, investigations should include
reenactments and time-study measurements (normally within a few
days). Investigation (or inspection) results should be documented
and enforcement action taken when appropriate. State licensees and
the NRC should be notified of pertinent information about any
incident which could be relevant to other licensed operations
(e.g., equipment failure, improper operating procedures).
Information on incidents involving failure of equipment should be
prov'ded to the -agency responsible for evaluation of the device for
an assessment of possible generic design deficiency. The RCP
should have access to medical consultants when needed to diagnose
or treat radiation injuries. The RCP should use other technical
consultants for special problems when needed.

Special Note: The criteria for reporting radioactive materials
events are set out in All Agreement States letter from D.
Nussbaumer dated July 22, 1986:

o Abnormal Occurrences: These are the most significant events.
In addition to an early telephone notification to the
regional office, a written report from the State is needed
for inclusion in the Quarterly Report submitted by NRC to
Congress (AOR). Criteria for reporting and guidance on
content of reports can be found in any AOR.

Telephone R[ ports: These are events for which NRC would likeo
to receive early telept.one notification. Typically, these
include incidents requiring prompt or 24 hour notification by
licensees to States or events that receive significant media
attention.

o Other Reportable Incidents: These are events for which
reports are required of the licensees to the State.

Questions:

1. What criteria is used to determine the need and response time
for onsite inspections of reported incidents?

2. How many reports of incidents and alleged incidents were
received during the review period? /

3. How many onsite inspections of incidents were conducted
during the period?

22
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4. How many inspections of incidents revealed an incident
occurred which required NRC notification, either by telephone
or by written report? (Refer to July 22, 1986 All Agreement
State Letter for definition.)

5. Please have summaries available of the events identified in
questions 2 and 4 above. The incident summary forms provided
with this document may be used for this purpose.

6. If not included in the response to question 5 above please
attach a summary of reports of leaking sealed sources.
Please identify the source by manufacturer, model number, age
of source (if available), date of leak test and leak test
result.

7. Did any incidents involve equipment or source failure or
operating procedures that were deficient but were approved?
If so, how and when were State licensees and the NRC notified
of pertinent information relevant to other licensed
operations?

8. Was information on incidents involving failure of equipment
or sources provided to the agency responsible for evaluation
of the device for an assessment of possible generic design
aeficiency? Please provide details.

9. If the RCP utilized medical or technical consultants for an
emergency during the review period, please describe the
circumstances.

10. Describe the procedures for looking into allegations or other
reports of possible wrong doing by licensees, for example,

a. Protecting the identity of allegers or persons requesting
that their identities not be made available for public
disclosure,

b. Obtaining documentation (e.g., signed statements, copies
of records).

c. Obtaining the services of persons with specialized
training and experience such as conducting and
documenting formal interviews.

J. Obtaining necessary legal counsel for inquires into wrong
doing.

e. Guidance for staff when allegations or inspections
disclose the possibility of willful violations of
regulatory requirements or other evidence of criminal
wrong doing.

23
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Please provide copies of these procedures.

11. In the review period, are there any cases involving possible
criminal wrong doing that were looked into or are presently
undergoing review?

E. Enforcement Procedures (Category I)

NRC Guidelines: Enforcement Procedures should be sufficient to
provide a substantial deterrent to licensee noncompliance with
regulatory requirements. Provisions for the levying of monetary
penalties are recommended. Enforcement letters should be issued
within 30 days following inspections and should employ appropriate
regulatory language clearly specifying all items of noncompliance
and health and safety matters identified during the inspection and
referencing the appropriate regulation or license condition being
violated. Enforcement letters should specify the time period for
the licensee to respond indicating corrective actions and actions
taken to prevent recurrence (normally 20-30 days). The inspector
and compliance supervisor should review licensee responses.

Licensee responses to enforcement letters should be promptly
acknowledged as to adequacy and resolution of previously unresolved
items. Written procedures should exist for handling escalated
enforcement cases of varying degrees. Impounding of material
should be in accordance with State administrative procedures.
Opportunity for hearirigs should be provided to assure impartial
administration of the radiation control program.

Questions:

1. What enforcement measures are available to the State to
provide a deterrent to licensee noncompliance with
regulations or license provisions? 1

2. Are there written procedures establishing severity levels for
violators? Please provide a copy.

3. Are there written procedures for escalated enforcement?
Please provide a copy.

4. If the RCP can apply civil penalties, have procedures been
established to determine when they apply and the amounts?
Please provide a copy.

5. Describe the State's provisions for criminal penalties.

6. Are enforcement letters issued within 30 days following
inspections?

7. Do you have a standard format for er:forcement letters?
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8. How are recommendations differentiated from items of non-
compliance in the letters?

9. Do the letters reference the appropriate regulation or
license condition being violated?

10. What time period is specified in the enforcement letters for
the licensee to respond with corrective actions taken?

11. Do inspectors write enforcement letters? If so, do the
letters undergo supervisory review before they are sent to
the licensee?

12. Who reviews licensee responses?

13. What is the time limit for the State's acknowledgement of
licensee responses and what tracking system exists for
assuring resolution of the items of non-compliance and
unresolved items?

14. Does the State have the authority to impound radioactive
material?

15. Can the State issue Orders, including Emergency Orders?

16. Do State administrative procedures permit the opportunity for
hearings in major enforcement cases?

17. Describe the State's policy for conducting follow-up
inspections.

18. If during the review period the State has issued orders,
applied civil penalties, sought criminal penalties, impounded
sources, or held formal enforcement hearings, identi fy these
cases and attach a summary of the circumstances and results.

19. Have any compliance preolems occurred involving licensees
operating under multiple jurisdiction or under reciprocity?
If so, please identify the licenses and explain if other
Agreement States and NRC were advised.

F. Inspection procedures (Category II)

NRC Guidelines: Inspection guides, consistent with current NRC
guidance, should be used by inspectors to assure uniform and
complete inspection practices and provide technical guidance in the
inspection of licensed programs. NRC Guides may be used if
properly supplemented by policy memoranda, agency interpretations,
etc. Written inspection policies should be issued to establish a
policy for conducting unannounced inspections, obtaining corrective
action, following up and closing out previous violations,

25
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interviewing workers and observing operations, assuring exit
interviews with management, and issuing appropriate notification of
violations of health and safety problems. Procedures should be
established for maintaining licensees compliance histories. Oral
briefing of supervision or the senior inspector should be performed
upon return from nonroutine inspections. For States with separate
licensing and inspection staffs, procedures should be established
for feedback of-information to license reviewers.

Questions:

1. Do you use inspection guides that are specific to categories
of licensees?

2. Has the RCp developed its own inspection guides or does it
use NRC guides?

3. Dic:sss the use of inspection policy memoranda,
interpretations, etc , to supplement inspection guides.

4. Are there written policies and procedures for:

a. unannounced inspections?

b. obtaining corrective action?

c. following up and closing out previous citations of
violations?

d. interviewing workers?

e. observing operations?

f. exit interviews with management?

g. issuing notices of violations and findings of health and
safety problems?

Please have copies of these procedures available for the
reviewer.

5. Describe the procedures for maintaining licensee's compliance
hi stories .

6. Explain your policy for supervisors debriefing _ inspectors
upon return from inspections.

7. What procedures are there for providing feedback of
compliance information to licensing?

26
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G. Inspection Reports (Category II)

NRC Guidelines: Findings of inspections should be documented in a
report describing the scope of inspections, substantiating all

f items of noncompliance and health and safety matters, describing
the scope of licensees' programs, and indicating the substance of
discussions with licensee management and licensee's response.
Reports should uniformly and adequately document the results of
inspections and identify areas of the ' licensee's program which
should receive special attention at the next inspection. Reports
should show the status of previous noncompliance and the-
independent physical measurements made by the inspector.

Questions:

1. Describe the format (s) used by the RCP for documenting
inspections.

2. Do the reports document:

a. the entrance and exit discussions held with license
management?

b. follow-up of previous citations of violations?

c. results of interviews of workers?

d. results of observations of operations?

e. confirmatory measurements conducted by the inspector?

f. areas of the licensee's program needing special attentien
at the next inspection?

g. the items of non-compliance found in the inspection?

H. Confirmatory Measurements (Category II)

NRC Guidelines: Confirmatory measurements should be sufficient in
number and type to ensure the licensee's control of materials and
to validate the licensees measurements. RCP instrumentation should
be adequate for surveying license operations (e.g., survey meters,
air samplers, lab counting equipment for smears, identification of
isotopes, etc.). RCP instrumentation should include the following
types:

GM Survey Meter: 0-50 mr/hr
Ion Chamber Survey Meter: up to several R/hr
Neutron Survey Meter: Fast & Thermal
Alpha Survey Meter: 0-I00,000 c/m

27
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Air Samplers: Hi and Low Volume
Lab Counters: Detect 0.001 pc/ wipe
Velometers
Smoke tubes
Lapel Air Samplers

Instrument calibration services or facilities should be readily
available and appropriate for instrumentation used. Licensee
equipment and facilities should .not be used unless under a service
contract. Exceptions for other State Agencies, e.g., a State
University, may be made. Agency instruments should be calibrated
at intervals not greater than that required. to licensees being
inspected.

Questions:

1. Discuss the State's policy for conducting confirmat ory
measurements as a part of each inspection (e.g. , air samples,
wipe samples, air flows, dose rates).

|

| 2. List the equipment that is readily available to the RCP for
! surveying licensed operations and conducting appropriate

confirmatory measurements.

,

3. Describe the method used for calibrating survey instruments
! and the frequency of calibration.

VII. OTHER ASPECTS OF THE STATE'S RADIATION CONTROL PROGRAM

A. Non-Agreement Sources of Radiation

Questions:

1. Are the licensing and inspection procedures for NARM the same )as for agreement materials? ;

B. Environmental Monitoring Program
]

Questions:

1. To indicate the scope of the environmental monitoring
programs undertaken specifically to evaluate the
environmental radiological impacts of State licensed
facilities describe:

a. the licensee (name, license number and type of operation)
b. types of media sampled
c. the number and locations of stations sampled
d. the frequency of sample collection
e. the analyses run on each type of sample

28
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2. How i. such data used in your licensing and inspection
programs for these State licenses?

Please attach copies of any summaries or -periodic reports
relating to this aspect o'f your environmental surveillance
program.

C. Other Areas

This section of the review is for the use of either the reviewer or
the RCP to address issues pertaining only to the individual State,,

I to new areas of concern, or to generic or State-specific issues
raised by NRC staff.

!

Questions:

1. Have there been any applications or approvals for
incineration, compacting or for methoc's of LLW disposal not
provided for in the regulations (i e 10 CFR 20.302,

requests)? If so, please list the applicant and nature of
application and status.

2. Is the State making any effort during inspections of nuclear
pharmacies to observe the licensee conducting the required
molybdenum breakthrough tests, i.e., what is the State doing
in addition to record reviews to establish compliance or
noncoirpliance with the requirement?

3a. Is the State mounting any special effort to look at the
possibility of reconcentration of radionuclides in sanitary
sewers and sewerage treatment plants as part of the regular
inspection program? If so, please describe.

b. If reconcentration of radionuclides in sanitary sewers or
sewerage treatment plants has been found, please identify the
site and licensee.

1

l 4. How does the RCP handle inspection findings concerning
| industrial safety hazards? (Reference A/S- letter dated

January 18, 1989.)

|

|

29
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j INCIDENT REPORTING CHECK LIST
i

| 1. Type of Incident or Alleged Incident:
!

2. Was an investigation conducted by your staff?
,

Date Initiated:
3. Did the investigation reveal: (check all appropriate blocks) ,

[ ] Loss of package effectiveness or contamination?
,

[ ] Thef t or loss of licensed material?
[ ] Overexposure of individual to radiation or radioactive material?
[ ] Excessive levels of radiation or concentrations of RAM?
[ ] Safety failure of GL devices?
[ ] Equipment failure that could occur on similar licensed devices?
[ ] Leaking source? -

[ ] Misadministration? '

[ ] Transportation incident?
[ ] Uranium mill occurrence?
[ ] Possible criminal violations?

i

If any boxes are checked or if the event is newsworthy, review the criteria for '

telephone reporting Agreement State Materials Events to the NRC Regional Office
(see All Agreement State letter dated July 22, 1986 and December 23, 1988). A-
description of the incident should he summarized as follows for the next NRC
review. (Use extra sheets if necessary.)

SUMMARY OF EVENT

Licensee: License No.: j
Location of event: '

Description of event:

Isotope: Amount:
Date: _Date of Report to RCP: Identify
any other licensees involved:

Licensee: License No.:
Jurisdiction: ;

Reciprocity Licensee: Y/N I

Describe clean-up actions taken the RCP?
What radiation measurements were taken by the RCP?
What other action was required of the RCP?
What action was taken to notify the NRC, other Agreement States or licensees?

Is the case closed?
Is record of incident in RAM files?
What enforcement action was taken?

NAME OF PERSON PREPARING THIS SUMMARY DATE

30
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CHRONOLOGY

Amendments to be Considered
by Agreement. States
(from September 1971).

Effective Date 10 CFR part Regulations Summary

Sept. 24, 1971 20 Part C, Sch. B * Addition of;

30 Part D, App. B an exempt quantity
for Ba-133.-

March 26, '971 20 A.3 " Addition and
30 C.40 modification

| 40 C.100 of transport and
70 D.207 packaging
71 procedures.

Nov. 2, 1972 20 Part D, App. A * Changes in values
of radionuclides of
all concentrations
in air and water.>

Sept. 17, 1973 19 Part J * Requirements for
notices,

instructions and
reports by
licensees to
workers, and
options available
to workers with
regard to
inspections.

Oct. 24, 1973 20 A.2(1) * Change to
30 Part B, Sch. A abbreviations
32 Part D, App. A for " curie" and

and App. B " micro-curie," and
curie." and addition
of definition for
" milli-curie."

" Compatibility Item.
2 Refers to the Suggested State Regulations for Control of Radiation prepared

by the Conference of Radiation Control Program Directors, Inc.

. , . - . . - . - . - - - . - - . - - _ . - . . . . - - . . - . . . . _ . - . _ - , - . - - . . - . - .



,. - .- - .

i

,' t . ?..

Effective Date 10 CFR Part Regulations Summary

(cont'd)
| I

| Jan. 10, 1974 31 C.22(1) Authorization to use
| 32 C.28(h) C-14 in ijl vitro
; clinical
l or laboratory tests.

March 11, 1974 30 C.40 * Requirement that
| 31 suppliers must

verify that
40 customers are

| 70 authorized to -

' receive the
150 material shipped.

July 29, 1974 30 A.2(i) *Special curie
Part D, App. A definitions and

concentration
values for U and Th.

Aug. 16, 1974 31 C.22(h) Addition of H-3 and
Fe-59 to in vitro

32 C.26(c) tests and-
35 C.28(h) extension of

C.28(j) Medical Group
licensing.

Jan. 15, 1975 31 C.22(d) * Modification of
32 C.28(d) requirements for

~

distribution of
.31.5 GL devices.

Jan. 19, 1975 -- A.3(c) * Clarification of
| AEC contractors

exemption pursuant
to Energy
. Reorganization Act.

June 25, 1975 20 D.206 * Requirements for 4

| control of licensed
material in
unrestricted areas
and not in storage.

|

| '

* Compatibility item.

2
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Effective Date 10 CFR Part Regulations Summary;

(cont'd)

June 25, 1975 35 Part C, Sch C Addition of I-125
seeds for
interstitial
treatment of cancer
to Group VI.

Jan. 19, 1976 20 D.1(a) * Incorporation of '

"As Low AS Is
|

Reasonably

| Achievable ( ALARA)" '

wording.
|

! Jan 29, 1976 20 Part D, App. A * Modification of
! occupational .

( exposure limit
| for Rn-222.
|

| Feb. 23, 1976 35 Part C, Sch. C Addition of
Sn-113/In-113m
generators to Group
III.

April 19, 1976 35 Part C, Sch. C Addition of Yb-169
DTPA for

i cisternography- ,

June 2, 1976 20 Parts C, D Requirements for l
31 and E preservations of i

'

32 certain records
35 required by the
40 regulations
70
150

Aug. 4, 1976 34 E.203 Personnel monitoring ;

requirements for )
industrial l

i radiographers. ;

Aug. 16, 1976 35 Part C, Sch. C Addition of I-125
fibrinogen for;

! detection of deep
vein thrombosis to
Group II.

|

i
|

|
" Compatibility Item.

3
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Effective Date 10 CFR Part Regulations Summary

(cont'd)

Dec. 29, 1976 20 D.103 * Authorizes use of
respirators. Bases
internal exposure
limits on intake
into the body.

Jan. 5, 1977 40 C.21(d) Establishes GL for
depleted uranium
products.

March 7, 1977 40 C.3(c) * Exemption for
personnel neutron
dosimeters
containing thorium.

May 31, 1977 31 C.22(i) Addition of Se-75 to
32 C.28(h) invitro GL.

June 27, 1977 31 C.22(i) Addition of Mock |
'

32 C.28(h) lodine-125
calibration sources
to 3 vitro GL.

'

Aug. 15, 1977 35 C.26(b) Modification of
requirements for
individual physician ;

iuse of radioactive
material for human
use.

Jan. 6, 1978 40 C.21(a) Extends small
quantity source
material GL to
Federal, State and
local governments
for operational
purposes. |

1

Jan 16, 1978 35 Part C, Sch. C Addition of Tc-99m
human serum albumin
serum albumin for
heart' blood pool
imaging to Group
III.

" Compatibility item.

4
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Effective Date 10 CFR Part Regulations Summary'-

(cont'd)

Feb. 7, 1978 35 Part C, Sch. C Addition of Tc-99m
.medronate sodium for
bone imaging to

'
,

group III.
|

| Feb. 16, 1978 30 C.4(c) * Exemption for spark
gap irraditors ,

containing Co-60.

March 14, 1978 20 0.203(c) * Additional
,

requirements
j for controlling

areas in which
radiation levels in
excess of 500 rems /
hr exist. |

June 16, 1978 25 Part C, Sch. C Addition of Tc-99m )
gluceptate sodium |

for brain and renal
perfusion imaging
to Group'III.

June 23, 1978 20 0.203(f) * Removal or defacing
of radioactive
material labels on !

empty containers.

Sept. 7, 1978 35 Part C, Sch. C Addition of Tc-99m ;

human serum albumin '

. microspheres for
venography to
Group III.

Dec. 28, 1978 35 G.2(c) Requirement to
perform survey of
patients to confirm
that implants have
been removed

March 22, 1979 35 Part C, Sch. C Deletion of
diagnostic
procedures from
medical groups.

* Compatibility Item.

5
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Effective Date 10 CFR Part Regulations Summa ry

(cont'd)

| June 5, 1979 30 C.31(d) Notice of
40 discontinued

licensed
70 operations.

| July 9, 1979 35 G.3(d),(e), Teletherapy
(f),(g),(h) calibrations

(f),(g),(h)

Aug. 20, 1979 19 D.1, *Contro'i of
radiation to

20 D.101, D.102 transient workers.
J.13

Sept. 27, 1979 71 C.100 * Modification of
transportation
requirements.

March 3, 1980 34 Part E Amendments to
"

C.26(e) industrial
radiography
requirements.

March 28, 1980 71 A.3(b) * Correction to
C.101 reference to Postal

Service
regulations.

Sept. 2, 1980 35 C.26(c) Testing of l
radioisotope i
generators, j

Sept. 19, 1980 40 C.21(a) Deletion of GL for
source material
medicinals.

Nov. 10, 1980 35 D.409 Medical
misadministration
reporting.

Nov. 17, 1980 40 A.2 * Requirements to
C.25(e),(f) implement the
(g), (h) Uranium Mill

Tailings Act.
C.29 i
Part C, Sch. E

" Compatibility Item.

6
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!Effective Date 10 CFR Part Regulations Summary

(cont'd)

Dec. 1, 1980 20 D 106(g) * Reference to 40 CFR
190 for uranium fuel
cycle' operations.

Jan. 28, 1981 20 .D.304 '* Deletion of waste ,

burial. I

authorization.
l

March 6, 1981 35 Part C, Sch, C Addition of.Tc-99m |

oxidronate sodium to
Group III.

March 13, 1981 34 E.203(b) Disposal of
dosimeter records.

,

i

March 31, 1981 20 D.306 Biomedical waste
rule. ;

1

May 13, 1981 30 C.4(c) * Exemption for i
survey instrument i
calibration sources. i

i

i Sept. 23, 1981 30 C.4(c) * Addition of Am-241 )
to exemption for |

survey instrument+

calibration sources.

Nov. 30, 1981 20 D.201 * Radiation
protection
survey requirement.

Dec. 24, 1981 40 C.3(c)(6) * Clarification of
exemption for i

uranium shielding
in shipping
containers.

March 26, 1982 35 Part C, Sch. C Addition of Tc-99m
labeled disofenin to
Group III.

.

* Compatibility Item.

7
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Effective Date 10 c.FR Part Regulations Summary

(cont'd) )
i

April 15, 1982 20 D.103 Placement of !

provisions of
Reg. Guide 8.15 in
regulations. |

June 29, 1982 35 Part C, Sch. C Addition of Tc-99m
labeled succimer to
Group III.

July 6, 1982 71 C.104 * Advance
notification
of transport of'
waste.

Sept. 13, 1982 35 C.26(a) Change medical
isotope committee to
radiation safety
committee.

Jan. 26, 1983 61 Part M * Licensing
D.307 requirements for
D.308 ' land disposal of
D.309 radioactive waste,

and waste
classification.

Dec. 27, 1983** 20 0.311 * Transfer for
disposal and
manifests.

March 4, 1983 35 G.4(h),(i) Teletherapy room
monitors and
servicing of source
exposure mechanisms.

March 7, 1983 35 C.26(c) Exemption from
requirements for use
of approved
radiopharmaceuticals
for unapproved
procedures. I

June 28, 1983 35 Part C, Sch. C Addition of I-125
sealed source in
portable device to
Group VI.

* Compatibility. Item.
** Published in conjunction with Part 61.

8
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Effective Date 10 CFR Part Regulations Summary

[ cont'd) ;

!

Aug. 15, 1983 30 C.32 Expiration and
40 termination of
70 licenses. ,

|

Sept. 6, 1983 71 Part T Transportation regs |
(proposed) compatibility with |

IAEA. i

Sept. 28, 1983 30 W.501 Irretrievable well
70 logging source.
150

Sept. 11, 2984 * Elimination of
exemption for glass
enamel and glass
enamel frit.

Sept. 10, 1985 35 C.26(c) Additional |
radiopharmaceuticals ;
for unapproved
procedures

Nov. 15, 1985 40 Part U * Uranium Mill
Appendix A (proposed) Tailings EPA
150 Standards

July 16, 1986 34 Part E * Industrial
Radiography storage
surveys and
quarterly audits )

Feb. 11, 1987 30 Part C,M,U * Bankruptcy
40 notification
61
70

March 24, 1987 35 Part G, Exemptions for use
(proposed) of aerosols.
Part C

l

April 1, 1987 35 Part G, Revision for medical
(proposed) use. " Medical
Part C misadministration

reporting

* Compatibility item.

9
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Effective Date 10 CFR Part Regulations Summary

(cont'd)

l July 14,1987 39 Part W * Requirements for
' well logging

Feb. 12, 1988 20 Part D *NVLAP
certifications of

j dosimetry
processors.

!
; July 27,1988 30, 40 Part C * Decommissioning

70;

'1 Part D Greater than1 June 26, 1989 6
Class C

.

| July 17,1989 39 Part W Exemption -
; Authorized to use

sealed sources in
j. well logging.

October 12, 1989 35 Part G Addition of
' Palladium-103-

for interstitial
Treatment of
cancer.-

4

April 7, 1990 30, 40, Part C * Emergency Plan.
70

| August 23, 1990 - 35, Part G Use of Radiopharma-
August 23, 1991 ceuticals for'

therapy.'

January 10, 1991 34 Part E * Safety Requirements
for radiographic
equipment.

April 18, 1991 34 Part E ASNT Certification
of Radiographers

* Compatibility Item.

10
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j

Alton B. Cobb, M.D.
State Health Officer |
State Board of Health |
Felix J. Underwood Building
2423 North State Street
P. O. Box 1700
Jackson, Mississippi 39205

Dear Dr. Cobb: e
i
'

This will confirm a recent conversation between Mr. Fuente of your staff and
Mr. R. L. Woodruff of my staff relating to NRC's review of the Mississippi
Radiation Control Program for Agreement Materials. As discussed, the review is
scheduled for September 9-13, 1991.. 1

e

|

Mr. Woodruff, my Region II State Agreements Officer, will be the NRC's
representative for the review. If your schedule permits, Mr. Woodruff would
like to discuss the results of the review with you or your representative on
Friday, September 13, 1991. ;

If you have any questions or desire to discuss this matter with me, please do
not hesitate to call.

Sincerely,

Stewart D. Ebneter
Regional Administrator

cc: Eddie S. Fuente, Director
Division of Radiological Health
3150 Lawson Street
Jackson, Mississippi 39215-1700

bec: V. L. Miller, Assistant Director
for State Agreements Program, GPA

J. P. Stohr, Director, DRSS, RII
R. E. Trojanowski, RSLO, RII
R. L. Woodruf f, RSAO, RII
Document Control Desk (SP01)

gphRII:SAO RII:

RLWood uff SDEbnete
08/6 /91 08/f1/91

M en44si-



. . , ,.| " ' . '.E 2 ; J . . . T '. " '' ~~ > *" " - ..ejggpv W m W piNw:m p t < - - ~ .-
. . . .

.Y. Y . . . .. : . . .
-, : | | : | : .. W. ,; '...,;...-- .

*I'~

-?. . . .
- '. .

. ..
.

. . , , . - . - . . , . .. ...., - - . . :. . . . . . , . . . ~ . . .. . , , . . , ... . . ..m..

U,* , . h . / .'s p- p . "- ' .| +*

+' . . .
. .

, -

' ' . . '
+

^

,s_ , ,
,,

...,; .,
'g

- ..- . ;. (: . ,

. n . : . : e . . .. . . . ; & N J|.:).)1"; .Q |. i

.

, . .~ __ ;,. . . . . . ;... -- , ,.. . - ..~ . . .. _.

j:':f,; %:f5T,y .fWY!Q._yg g~f,...
. . .

..

? (,) / .i . ', . !. ,
. . ; ~. t , , . ;.L, [^ =y.i f | . ; ", ; ' &' 7. 4 Q;. .,, ,.|%. . .R, : t 'r 'n p ; L 4 ''

LR,

s-

.
'

. [ ": %: ; . ;)-{y.R..Q. :7 g . /. . u. ( [ .g\ . , . , . . . . . . .
- - . . . . ; . ; :?-.

. : ~.:. . . . ....
.

.

>y nn .

... .y .

,

f.,,. - c e.. . -
.. -

..,... .r.,i . ,. . .. . . .
.

n..

::r|WYWh%W ; .~ -
.

.- - :- .: . ..',c -h
;

_

, ., ;, ;.

.. ;. . .

3UbND, . NN,, L . : i'W."!..?f&. f. .I.#M DN. MY, NdN:y ....
t

'

* -
. ., , . n - :~ , m r. . .

:.; .

. . .- v < . :. - . .--..? ./ . . . .. . , . . ,;.. :- ~ .: - ce :
: . .

. . . . :. - . .. ... .. ..

fD;b .v . . g" ; ;" . v . gy .,E
.- :

. . _-
..- g. . *k, . ;; . .

- ..
s

,
. T. ;cv. -- ..: :. _ ...7,.,. . ,_ , , .; . _ . . , . _ . - . . . . ,

- .gj" )f ; ?.gf .[j
' |- |,| " '~ . .; [ '.| |. .

'
.

: +
,

*~ : , .. . .
.

.- : .,.. . ~. _ _ . ' .;,

. . c.; rn: .. ,.. . . .. ....v....,
- . . < - - -e+ - . , . . _ - .m .; :..,.. . . ,. ... . . . . . - , :. . . .. ... .. .. .. ; ~

.. . . . ,._+ 4.._ 7.. .. , . . .
.. . . . .. .: .

. , .-
.- .,._

.
. ..w.. .. ; .. : . . .

.
y. 4

. . .. .
. . ; -

. . ?
'

R$.[h.., .khl.h['qN E'd.y .h!D..?.?. *'f. p .k. . , h.. ,,

, M ; [. .. - .! b - k-l. 'b 0 b ..'I 4'' h' -N r.- D) .hk
'

t.

.. ,
.,.4y ; . . s, . - m.. . ........m.. .v.

.

. . . - . . R ., .s -h ? f,.|..*W '"20.<. ?| . ..N;'f| ? '.'.': h .( . . f;3
. ..

I. E J^
*

,. - .
,

. . . - .. - -
- . ... . - ,

'...s.; : * ,:

.....s . . . . < . . . .'# . , w. t. .
. 9

. o c . . . .. ., .. .

-. ,, 'h ;i I.(
.

%)O , | : k' ~. f. Y J -- -

, f 4' . . . . - .h
. . , . . ' .. . - . , ( ..

, . . ' , .. . . .
~

7

. ., . ..7: - D.:.|h.kN. hdh . . . . , , , ...,... ..I [h.[ , .h'' . . ,. - - ; .. . - - ; .. . .. .;.-- : , - .s.g: , + :: .=, c . v.,
h, ..@.[+,.

~ . '
_

,

1, .Mk. .u.t"i
"'

}f ,I , .,.. . ,- . . .
.

:

''
:..

_

..
- ;:. -

. . : . c - ~

'

}_. . 'I;* ' y. y. | '. . . . . . _' ; ' - ?
'

'

4 . .
. . . a.

_

-

- f. : ):) - .[ .. b .
.

.

'

, . . . .

..

.4, A o
.

.;,. . :. . . _.. . . ..- .c: - - . . . .. .. . . .. . ..

. b .? . ',': * L O :: .- ~
,.7.:. .

.. ,.

< , .w , o 1. v .

. .. d . :.
. . . .

[.r A ?@?n.
..,:f. 73 :D,.i $'$h9.p--y 4. .,

.; 3 7. ; g '. ; 7 w ?. :.C . .. ^ : ' . tv.< ;. ?
. . . .

-

'"
. .m. .ii7 M N ; g.a . .k .;

g.. L . [.
.. . ~,. . ;

~ , . ,
. . ' , ' .'.Y. 'f ~ 131 ' - 0,y ,3'.9

.v- .- i #.y y
.

e , - ..

L

y 7 .4. . p:*- ;. .. . ..; .q ;. -: h ., .y.R ,
'

::3. . , f - }. . . .. . . . . . > r ;.. . .

: : .y >,. .
....

c. :w. ,. :.

2f U. . : . 4,Q.7 y j i[%g , $
..

?Yh: Wf'|-|[', f. f h.f.' ;; ; ; ?: N.. ' I;' |',_ _

. . . . . . 4. . . . . .. .

'.(. 3. L (,f.4. h|0.. . ; %gb ( ,J%Ygy4.y'#%. s
. -- . - , . . . . , ., .

. .,....c.... . .. .. ; ___, ,, ..
. y

. ..

..a .. . ; ;. . .- <~_ . .~ . : .o - ~ - - - .- . ,>:.

.
. f b ,,' ; y*k, . pg . :, |e. ';f' . , . |. . j,

' f. , . - f f ,) . |.
'

'_ .: '
- , .;:-.

-

4

, . . .f. 9 ] -
4 :. ~

.%. ..{{ - -',. . .. ..,f' . . ' .N j ,, . - , , ,,; - ,.,p .

,
$ ' .'.s

~ . . .. . . ..
'

.

, .w.... . . - .

. ' h,.j{ ' ' , . . . n .~ f . , ',. (, 3 . ..,- . 7 - .
- ' '

. . . w; . . g s% ; y ' . ' . e . c. . , %=.;q . , r. .. M. y . u ; a: ..
.

q . g.] . : . .. . . -+ ,e . ;,
- : .

. .. _ . . , . . . -_ y _,_, . .g ..,,._.g.;.....,.;. ... .~.. . .. . . . . . . f.; .,.. , .,a ,

::
. . . . . ..,.,:e.. .

. . .. . a. . . . . . . , ,
_

._ ..

%,:| s ' . ~Je e.7( .: (;_.
. .-

.
; . g%,g.

..
.

r; . . . .
.

.

. . ,.

._ : p W f Wti,y . P y f".F q i i:. ; wggygr"
:.. " /e . : .-

L,g . - ~..

~,u.' . ; F x' . <. , . . ; . : . . _. . . >.:.v . , . . , ; -; . _... ... ,. ; . . . , , . . . . <. , . ,
.,. ..r_

..

. ,. :
- ~

. _.; _;._ .;_..._ . - _.3 ...
. . ::r - : . . ;c . . - - . . . .

- -

, . _ . _ . _ . . . . . - . _ ._ ... .,s

. .. .- : .. . ; .. - w *. . .. - .
..

...,.-.;, . _,J '. ..

- ; _I... . ,.g . .. . . w .; ..(.. i. ..: ,a_., ,. . - . ? '
7

:

. , - . .. . .;.. .. . . ; . - S
: . - . , e. . ?. . - g- " &

.. * -g- . ;. . .;
- .

., g. < ; . ,y-

.. s ,, .. .. . ..
.;- .,.-:.S ..

..,L< ,.. . , - ,.-..: * ' . , * , ' , ' . - , ., * .** '- .
i..', .'..';.... . ..

3 .. . , , . ,

.. .

.. . * .. :
:

. . .

.%., .g . ...
,! ', . .

,:
. .

. . _..
. " ,wc

'*;...',:, ..as.. ._e
.

. ..
.

s
'. , . , - . . . . -

c .a
.

.. .e. ,

,

.
_ .,s

. . . . ' . , _ .(_ .; . . .. ?
.

.

, . . . ... . . . . . . . , . - . . . .

: 3..e. 4..,
: - . . . . . . .

, . . - .

; $_ ; u._ }. . . ; . 3. , , ; ; ..,; n q,. ; ;[ my. v.
. . .,

y . y. .an,;
_

.., ;
. ,:. . . . ,; ; . . , _. p..

.

..,s s *
. . ?. . . . . . . .,.._;., . . ,.

.

. . . .

. 1 , _,

1_.*
. . , , ,.- .z _ , ' . . . . ._ . , ,.

# '

. ,. ,

..'.L.
,, ,9 + * . > , ' , 'e , g . _,

,

* ,' , .,
#

,

.,. , - - . . .-c- ". .

<, ' . . . ',-.3....
_. - ., _ . 7 . . . . . . . . . .. _ .- . _, . ; . ,. , .-;...,.

' c.
*

. - . ...x . .* * .
. - . .

.

, , . ' , - ' . ' . , * _ ' + :) 8 -- ..I.
'

,y - .. _ ;.
..

: . .- .
,

. . _ .. ; G 'c ^ .
. , '

. ., .,. . .. .; . ; ... z

- .- '. .g_ . .[ , ' . . ' . , ! '' * i ,. 2 . .. - ; . .; ',.,.!
. , . -., ,-_ , .' . ; .- | -' ' [ .[, , . ' ,, ' . / , g. . ... .. _ .. . ,, .. :

,

. -

,. .. . , . , . , . . . . , . . . s, . ( ' f' #-
.,.;.

. ._

'..y
'

* '

, . -
. ; _ ., .,

.

...g..

:_ , . . . . .., .. . . , . . , . ..

''l '. |
' ' * *+ * * * *.I * ' ,* ; .

. .. . ' .
,.

,, i N,. . g[
,

8 ,/ '.* . , *. .. . ,' *| ..+ .' . . . . ; . . . . - , . . . . , . ,. . . _ . . . " ..,.. .

. . .' .. . .. ,. .; .
.

, . _ .

.

. ..
. . . . ; ..,. . . ,

..
'

e.y
, .* .[ . . , ._ .

.,._;"..I, , _;, *, '.**N'
-

., y;,. ,- ' .
., -,? .,

t .
.f. _, . - ' . .' , . *' . ' L.

.. . ' (_ , + '' * . * * ., , ; [* | ' p. . '_y _ - *
*

. ' . - + .+ ,; . , , '. _s
.

,,....,;. .
.

+ , ,+ , . ,, , . . . , . . . , , .
,',.'c

.. '. , . ,', .,*, . . .
. . .

._ .+...p.,...y.','.,j
:, ,. . . _ _

,

.. , ,-
.

.

.. .

,

..' - '.,
sy

~ . , y; . , . ., .. .
. r+ " ;. . <

- , , . _ _ .
- -

v +' . . . , t , . 1,.9,. . : . . ,. . .

i; - ' :: '. . .. . . . . . - , _ : ' . -
_ '

| |J . . ; '.. ):3 f
.

.. | ' ;I; ?.?L :j.~ | | | .' ;;si . [ ; | * ;. ,.' _ , , . . ;, . _ . |.[ j _ .} . .
'.'?* ..

*d's,. ..
' * I ', * ,t ,,t,,

t

;.; } y:_ ' J . .; _ (,1 ^ "| ||i': }:-'i.
,

J

'. :L . ' . - 2 -;

.
, _v - ..: ~ ; ,,; .-

.

;- _
.+. ,- . ,. .. .* .,.;,...e+. . . ' , '

'*_ ' . .. * *

.

.I,8'- .,.
-

,
, . ' ,-[' * 'g

. .. .

;..'g ...., . + . . +_ *'s '
+ .....,..g, , ,

* , . . . ' , . .. - . , .

'.,,,,m.*.'.:.'*f<
,

--,e...-
. + * ,- ,'.'4. ,,'f

' .. , .,. . .- : . * +.' ,,[.

,g*. . , * .p
, * h . '' ' . ' '[' '* ,. ,

, ,N
,

, ) ,r. ' ; . ,
,

,.k
,

a

' .
f'[. . . '-* ..*a4,*q,.',', ., '' Y F'.*

'

'T';'*,''.s'-
.* h" - ". ' - , ,,y(.,.

. ' . . , N . .I' .,'.'h.'-;-,'.'f,,.
, .

, . , ,

[ * . ,0 [ . i,
_

. ~. . ' . . $. ] E , , .,?
. _ . . , .'' .

-

# ','..'.',.,s" . .'-i*f.'+;..'[,._*.
'

- .. : .
-

e.

'...c.7.., .-.~ - ,
.

... ,,,

; , . ,. . W )%,. , , . .
,

_

a '. ' y ; ....n, -;;^ '~ , ' -
-~

a, :te . :.. y. ' g . - - ..'u y , v.,.'4,,.. , ,:. ,.r g.
.

- -
. .

,- i . . ,. :. ..;f;.- . ' ; . ;..,
.

, . .
.-.- . . . . 3

*
.

I ' _. x. . | ,;., . f :: .. ' ' . ,, ^.. .
-

,,

' ~ ' '

- '; ' ' . , , , '- . ' . - . ',' , ,, *c* . f..; y* ' * 'q,, , r.!

'

. , .,Q ., e . . , . ' . '.L.
'

*. . ' ' .> . , . ' ' . . . .
.

.i, ~ :- .C : 7, ' . . . . , . c....
.

, ,.. r
*

..;.'' ,
,# ',;- ' , *

*

_

.'. . . -I f'.+

- , .' >f;,.^ >,e ..
. , . . , . ' ' * * = _, *.,*

,.

- ,>- . .. , , , . ' , f ', ; * . , ; . ,2., I,t

,
h,i

,

-- > *

. . ,; . . 4 .c 3 , ,7 ;;9*
, ' , ' , ' .

:...y_. , . , . .

. . . _
*

* * , " , +, s-. , ( , , ,_
. .- -. - , .. , . . . . b. . + f . ' ' 'I

, , , ' ' , '_ . . . ' , " ' ,* ' '
* '' '

***3 ' ' ','.j
: -~ ..

..*'.;, ,. ,,,. ,. ,' .,;.'..'.9., - .,. , ' . , .i.,. , =. ,,
f.,

-

. ' , . ;. . , .. , , .
,f. . g
,..

_

., .. ,, , .

+7 ., .; / ,. . :- . _ - , _ - ,.
_ . , , . _,a..

_

| ?' . *m

.

| .|, 1*' ?,
r + ?,$ ', ,.

. W , . a,. 3, : '. f . f f || .. |/ . ' . _ ' . . . 7. . . . w}. '' -
-,+e .

* ..
| , ,.

* .h'* , f
- ; . .

: . . . . . ' . '
'' .'

'

,e .- :,,,' - ;. j '. : **, '; ' '* . * .. . , " ' -h s
--H"- )

., ., _ . . - _ -_.,'_',.''*,:: - ' . .
. ? "s'

. . . . ,',,';..,, *. . ,' M) - ,;
',

*

. . ;. -
.,n. y '" - .

. ~. .. . . ' ,..
*,'.,'s,

*
..

'

,_, .,...
' . '

.d -- . . . . '.;u s .. .; . . . . . . . ..., > . ',>S.- .

. .
. .

.

,, . 'y[ ~

'.'[L.'f.*,, ,.,,f '* *, , . '- ,''..;. . , '.
, . .u :

-

. . . r

,

. . ' ' ':. . *. . .' ' g, y .d. * ' + : ''
,

- k,c-
.;..' .. , ''. ' , , , . .sa .. _ ,

.

.

. ' . - , :. . ' . >' ,'. % , j>' i, #' *. f. * , [ .Q ~,
;,*.. -*

- a. ; . <,

.7
,, + * * - - -..:6; , ' , _ . . ' ; h3. r , ' , .. , *. .. ' '.*. , . *

,, j
.

,,, ~ , -,' ,- ,

.
.

- -*

. ,. -
, .r - ',

,

> '

/ - . - -r ..

.:".s
.:n *', ..My -n. . .g - n. .,.~ :. 4. :

.-

. ,- . .. * -: t. - : - .. . , . . - .; :, ; . a.
, f . .J, : ' .; ' ,: . . '

$.. ..?.
,~ s',.

.

A .

,.o} ' .". . .. ;- v , . ' . . * ^r
'

.N,'.'-*., ,. .:. < :
. . [ + [ "' ' . ,,

.! , ,

.

*

. . ' , . . '.
. . - r.

.r

;,,
^ * * , , -*,., , - ' l'-

',
t;' . ,_.,- . , , .. ,- .

, .
., :. . :.,, ,- .,. . . . . .

t.- .t

;
-[[ ' . ,| , ^ ; . .. *' ; , , , , - . , , _[

*
'

'

* w v' . . .*
b'* "

*. . , ...: ...: . . . . , . - .. .. s. . : . .. . . e . . . . .* v .s. . . - .t
.. . .; . ,:, , - - .., . . s'- b ' u *' '~c..

* *

,

'#
.

Y f. b . , . . . * ' g,'J , , . ,e '';, ,
, ,

.- w..- - m++
S

f 7 sets ;

.

. . . . >
..

. . * *g.g. , , [* =+ . , ,# e-

./.
* '' '

.e',.* , , . ' . +* * .' *

, ' ' ,I
. r

| . ' .
.t'.

.

4s .' 4

4 , .' +*' * ,. L' 4

- _ ,;,. -- . *,

.g , 3 ,:- .. ,c . .. . . . ...,y ; ,- . -

. .- .,.j.,*. .. ,
, . ;. -

, . - . . .. ...>.. - ~. . _ .. . . . . , _. _ _. - , . . '
".s.

. , , ,
.

.
*

'#,.
#

,

4*- , * *, ( . ;
_ '[

* '.
#

.:",.,,'[- p' 'I_..f :.? .J -s'..- .. . . .,. . ., . . . - _ . , ,
5.g'.a";.:2

'*

,

.
; . . .. . , . , ,. . .. .. .. . ..

g, . . * . - ,. ;- : ,
.s - .

.\ .

.
.

.. .
- .: -

; A' ,..

: ' , .
.

.,

,.
,

. . ' . . -'+ -
' * * -

"

_

. :, , . ,. . - - + .-. < ...
-

..

''._.j''|.
+.

~ . ' . '' .* ' *-
4 ,. - ,. ' . , -

.

... - . ..
~

~.. .. .- . . ,,

. , . , .
-

'| .
t

-'

.

*
,

.p ,|; , , , J . ' f . . , *.,
. " , - ' . * . i.''! ''e . . | ..

+*'.'.*I ' ~ - ' . <[J . .. j , <

;,y, .s u

...4 .*, . ,'_- w .* , ' . . . *. , ' ' ,..
,

,.
8. '

..'&
,. , ,, *,.

.
,

;:~ . *

. . , , ..-..; . . ._ _ . , , _. . _ . ,;; ;.:
c.. 7- - . :. -

., . ;. ,

... . ; ; [ 0' :'-Q.' ' %'.3 k,0 .
, - . _-. . . ,. . .., - ., .. . .

$W *.

|'.L !' .' L \f':'(f,.'[.' Y ' ,."Y
*' ,* %* ||Of& * .. ,- . .~ ' . , '

,,y,' _:| . :' *.;n }*i || ~ N ;;,- . .,. . .. ...;. . _- . .'. '; '''. ~ *

. ,a.. * . _* } _ .' ,* , ,.. . . , ,.

,.2 .* k. - * ., * g q,_ _ _y
, ' .' e-' , ,4 : ,

_ ( ..m
"

*
,

>

. , -t ' | y,I . . A_ - . O']. XW 4,. ' ./. .- ( _ . ;;:; I ( ,tg.
.,,,p

' *
*

.s._.,
.

.- . . < ;
*

v.. -[ - . ,,,. . . ;.. ..:., - . . . .,. '- . . , , -

-, ~ .. -
. , ., , ". :% [ - ' , ' f . ' . .[ * . * . . . . f , ., ' ' { .

* '

,.

. . ' ' - - .,, -. i , ., ., ,,,; 3-
- - .- -

i *

- . . . , ' , ' , ' * , ,'-
,

.
,

,. . ., .. . . . , . y , . . , , ., ,



- ' -

BQ9BCb&i.

@ RIO

o UNITED STATESg
! NUCLEAR REGULATORY CMMISSION ,

g
; -| W ASHINGTON. D. C. 20655

k . . . . p# November 22, 1991

Alton B. Cobb, M.D.
State Health Officer

'

State Board of Health
Felix J. Underwood Building,

2423 North State Street
P. O. Box 1700
Jackson, MS 39205

Dear Dr. Cobb: '

This is to confirm the discussion'Mr. Richard L. Woodruff, Region II State
Agreements Officer, held on September 13, 1991, with Ms. Therese L. Hanna and
Messrs. Bobby Redding, Eddie S. Fuente, and Robert W. Goff following our
review and evaluation of the State's Radiation Control Program.

As a result of our review of the State's program and the routine exchange of
information between the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) and the State of
Mississippi, the staff determined that overall the Mississippi program for
regulation of agreement materials is adequate to protect the public health and
safety and is compatible with the Commission's program. However, this finding
of compatibility is contingent upon the State adopting the " dosimetry
processor" requirements of 10 CFR 20.202(c), and " financial assurance"
requirements of 10 CFR 30.35 as soon as possible.

i
!

Status and Compatibility of Regulations is a Category I indicator. For those
regulations deemed a matter of compatibility by NRC, State regulations should
be amended as soon as practicable but no later than three years. On
February 12, 1988, the NRC regulations on " dosimetry processors" were adopted

| and on July 27, 1988 the " financial assurance" regulations were adopted.
These amendments to our regulations are matters of compatibility. Based upon,

! discussions with your staff and our compliance file reviews, it appears that
the " dosimetry processor" rule is being regulated administratively through

,

your licensing and compliance program until the Mississippi regulations can be
amended. Mississippi has a " Financial Surety Arrangements for Site
Reclamation" rule, 801.C.25(f); however, this rule needs to be revised toi

'

remain compatible with the NRC regulations. Also, from our exit meeting, we
understand that the State's regulations are in the process of being revised in
their entirety, and will be offered to the State Board of Health for
consideration during their January 1992 meeting. We would appreciate
receiving your comments and plans on the adoption of these rules.

An explanation of our policies and practices for reviewing Agreement State
programs is attached as Enclosure 1.

Enclosure 2 contains our summary regarding the technical aspects of our review
of the program. There were no major comments developed during the review and
the review was summarized with Mr. Fuente and his staff during our exit
meeting with him.

MyM W
____ _ _ _ _ _ _ _



' Alton B. Cobb, M.D. 2 NOV 2 31951,

.

We appreciate your continued support of the Radiation Control Program and your
regulatory efforts to protect public health and safety. 9..t Radiation Control
Program facility that you have established is one of the best, and contributes
to the high quality work being performed by the Radiation Control Program
staff. We also appreciate your cooperation with this office and the courtesy
and cooperation extended by your staff to Mr. Woodruff during the review.

A copy of this letter and the enclosures are provided for placement in the
State Public Document Room or otherwise be made available for public
examination.

Sincerely,

original signed by Carlton Kammerer

Carlton Kamerer, Director
Office of State Programs

Enclosures:
1. Application of NRC Guidelines
2. Summary of Assessment

and Comments

cc w/encls:
J. Taylor, Executive Director for

Operations, NRC
S. Ebneter, Regional Administrator,

Region II, NRC
E. Fuente, Director, ]

Division of Radiological Health
MS Department of Health

State Liaison Officer
NRC Public Document Room
State Public Document Room

Distribution: bec w/encls:
SA RF JLubenau The Chaiman
DIR RF SDroggitis Ccmissioner Rogers

.

EDD RF RWoodruff, RSAR, Rll Comissioner Curtiss
HRDenton RTrojanowski,RSLO,RIl Comissioner Remick V

@ACKamerer Mississippi File
|VMiller Document Control Desk (SPD1) !

*See previous concurrence. /
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.

APPLICATION OF " GUIDELINES FOR NRC REVIEW 0F
AGREEMENT STATE RADIATION CONTROL PROGRAMS"

The * Guidelines for NRC Review c Agreement State Radiation Control Programs,"
were published in the Federal Register on June 4,1987, as an NRC Policy
Statement. The Guide provides 29 indicators for evaluating Agreement State
program areas. Guidance as to their relative importance to an Agreement State
program is provided by categorizing the indicators into two categories.

Category I indicators address program functions which directly relate to the
State's ability to protect the public health and safety. If significant
problems exist in one or more Category I indicator areas, then the need for
improvements may be critical. ;

Category II indicators acMress program functions which provide essential
technical and administrative support for the primary program functions. Good ,
performance in meeting the guidelines for these indicators is essential in
order to avoid the development of problems in one or more of the principal
program areas, i.e., those that fall under Category I indicators. Category II
indicators frequently can be used to identify underlying problems that are
causing, or contributing to, difficulties in Category I indicators. ;

It is the NRC's intention to use these categories in the following manner. In
reporting findings to State management, the NRC will indicate the category of
each comment made. If no significant Category I coments are provided, this
will indicate that the program is adequate to protect the public health and
safety and is compatible with the NRC's program. If one or more significant
Category I comments are provided, the State will be notified that the program
deficiencies may seriously affect the State's ability to protect the public

4

health and safety and that the need of improvement in particular program areas i

is critical. If, following receipt and evaluation, the State's response !
appears satisfactory in addressing the significant Category I coments, the i

staff may offer findings of adequacy and compatibility as appropriate or defer
such offering ur,til the State's actions are examined and their effectiveness ,

confirmed in a subsequent review. If additional information is needed to |
evaluate the State's actions, the staff may request the information through i

,

follow-up correspondence or perform a special limited review. NRC staff may
hold a special meeting with appropriate State reprasentatives. No significant '

items will be left unresolved over a prolonged period. The Commission will be
informed of the results of the reviews of the individual Agreement State
programs and copies of the review correspondence to the States will be placed
in the NRC Public Document Room. If the State program does not improve or if
additional significant Category I deficiencies have developed, a staff finding
that the program is not adequate will be considered and the NRC may institute
proceedings to suspend or revoke all or part of the Agreement in accordance
with Section 274j of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 as amended.

ENCLOSURE 1

_.
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i

: SUMMARY OF ASSESSMENTS AND COMMENTS
'

MISSISSIPPI RADIATION CONTROL PROGRAM i

FOR THE PERIOD |

AUGUST 4, 1989 TO SEPTEMBER 13, 1991
|
|

SCOPE OF REVIEW I
!

This program review was conducted in accordance with the Commission's Policy i
Statement for reviewing Agreement State Programs published in the Federal
Peoister on June 4,1987, and the internal procedures established by the
Office of Government?1 and Public Affairs, State Programs. The State's :

program review was reviewed against the 29 program indicators provided in the |
Guidelines. The review included inspector accompaniments, discussions with i
program management and staff, technical evaluation of selected license and |
compliance files and the evaluation of the State's responses to an NRC '

questionnaire that was sent to the State in preparation for the review.

The 27th regulatory program review meeting with Mississippi representatives
,

was held during the periad of September 9-13, 1991, in Jackson, Mississippi. |

The State was represented by Eddie S. Fuente, Director, Division of
Radiological Health, and Robert W. Goff, Health Physics Administrator.

Selected license and compliance files were reviewed by Richard L. Woodruff,
Region II State Agreements Officer. Field accompaniments of two inspectors
were made by Mr. Woodruff on September 4 and 5, 1991. A summary meeting,

'

regarding the results af the review was held with Ms. Therese L. Hanna,
i Director, Policy and Planning, State Health Department, and
'

Messrs. Bobby Redding, Assistant Director, Bur 2au of Environmental Health,
Eddie S. Fuente, Director, Division of Radiological Health, and
Robert W. Goff, Health Physics Administrator.

CONCLUSION

The Mississippi program for control of agreement materials is adequate to !protect public health and safety, and compatible with the NRC's program for -

similar materials. However, this finding is contingent upon the State's
adoption of the dosimeter processor provisions of 10 CFC 20.202(c) and the
amendment of the State's regulations on financial surety in accordance with
10 CFR 30 and 40 requirements. The State's revised regulations are scheduled
to be offered to the State Board of Health for consideration during the
Board's January 1992 meeting.

STATUS OF PROGRAM RELATED TO PREVIOUS NRC FINDINGS

The results of the previous review were reported to the State in a letter to
Dr. Cobb dated September 28, 1989. All coments made at that time were
satisfactorily resolved and closed out during our visit held in September of
1990.

A

ENCLOSURE 2

. - _ . - - _ . - - _ _ _ _ _ _ -. - - _-, - -.



_ _ _ _ _. _ _ . _ _ _ . - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

,

,

|

2,

CURRENT REVIEW COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

All 29 indicators were reviewed and the State fully: satisfies 28 of these
indicators. Specific comments on the remaining indicator were made in the
cover letter to this report. No other comments were developed during the
review.

~

|

!SUMMARY DISCUSSION WITH STATE REPRESENTATIVES.

A summary meeting to present the results of the regulatory program _ review
meeting was neld on Friday, September:13,1991, with Ms. Therese L. Hanna,
Messrs. Bobby Redding, Eddie S. Fuente, and Robert W. Goff. In general, the

,

reviewer discussed the scope of the review, and expressed the staff view that'

the program was adequate and compatible, contingent upon the adoption of the
10 CFp 20.202(c) provisions and the financial assurance requirements of 10 CFR=
30 and 40. In addition, the Representatives were informed that we were
pleased with the State's support of the Radiation Control- Program and we
appreciated the State's cooperation and support to NRC. Ms. Hanna and
Mr. Redding were also informed that the details of the review were discussed
with the Radiation Control Program staff and a letter from NRC would be sent
to Dr. Cobb with the results of the review. In response, Mr. Redding and
Ms. Hanna related that they were pleased to receive a good report on the
Radiation Control Program, and that the rules needed for compatibility would
be submitted to the State Board of Health for their consideration at the
January 1992 meeting.

.
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t:ra n. m t.; . operations'in~the reporting yeriodi
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.

. .s 4 -u -.
,
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u
ma . ': 9. - h te's regulationa?*

,
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,m , . ; r.
,s ,

?

)
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. . .

+
, s: erring u th. latest NRC chronology of amendments loennly ;..

!u. s o.c tas . niv , n t oeen adol teu by .the t. tate, exp'.a:a. way tne >
u. m m- d:rm and discuss any actions being taxen to ed:7t

: t T/ .
l

i

t

Tw 1 - w +r -6f Etjiological Fealth staffLis curror.*iy I

re-v; sin g t * - Mississippi Regulations in their entirety. The'

,

1; gr.t Edition of the SGER Lis being used to revise our

I regulation . ' A rough draft is available for review and a final
i draf t will be sent to NRC for review and cor:.ents. The current-

revision.will include.all of NRC's chronology amendments
'provided with the state questionnaire and is expected to be
approved by'the MS State Board of. health in January 1992.g

,

i

I 3. Ider.tify the person responsible for developing new or amended
| reculations affecting agreement materials.
i

L
t'.r. ' Eddie Fuente, Director and staff.

|
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.2. .tur;n '.ne .m rorung periv ..o , cia. the r.Anagere .~ . rr.pr e n m , 1.

|Liion ud the RCF witnin the State organizatic'. iq,:c: .

| , .
r .. .

I i
,,
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} 2. If cheges occurred, how have they affe:ted the RCP and its '

|' effectiveness?

1;ot applicable

! C. L e 1 Asrir+ne e (Category II)

1. If legal assistance was utilized during the reporting reriod,
briefly describe the circumstances.

Consultation

a. Fees
||

.
1 Strae+. and Cr: Prerertie (norm| - - i

l I c. Oren hecords |

! !
'

|

L. Was tha legal ssaistance satisfactory during this teriod?- i
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D. Ennistrative I-recedurea (Category II) i
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poliry mercranda, etc., made in your written administrative
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. processing of license applications, inspection policies,

.
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4- .. .. .. . -

contacts with media. con:llets ci. interest po ucles-:cr
employees. and exchar.ge of infornt ion procedures .

, - . .
. . .

.v.e.t Appena,ir. n r.ev ulon L

Page L Q.testionnaire Update S/14/91 Draft-

. -. , _. ._ . . . . . . ~ . - . . ...a.._ . _ - - ._



__. . . _ . .. . _ .__ . _ __ .. . -. . -

1

t
s
a %

4

i

.;. h.v
. .

Nc channs have tuen maae since the.last review. Division ct'
.. . . , . .

h o u a. m. . n% n,c rternal r'racadur es ani ww as:snrii . im'
,

Dep a r tr.,en' of Health Manual of Personnei Policies and*

Proceduree ar* available for review.
-|

4
1

E. l'a n ;girs ,,_+. 1Cnie p ru II)''

'

1. How many ranseement reviews of license cases were Ierforc'ed in
this wr un; f

4

,

i

|

All insrae+ina reports are reviewed by the Brar.9 Director. !

with tne exception cf the inspections conducted by the Erm.ch j
-Direetcr. Those inspecticns are revmueo by the Director. ;

-Notices of Incpection Findings andclicenses, which art' reviewed |

i iree:er an. D;re.:tcr, are siced - ty in-!. 3 i n. im - '

f
'

Dirr-c ~ O r I

i

2. Wrn a'' Ticonse reviewers inol .,eo ir the cases eaiee-M w
.

m'.d ng.fle'it rOView/ if hot. eXTdaih.

-
s

3. 'vih r, + n ,:n t e were rwAe of - regi6ne.) and cont ret off M

N/A

|
. Dific' &uimeni._snt.Ezzythrrir.m (Categcry i11

1. Haa tne secrr-tsrial and clerical aurport been adequate. during.
this period? If not, explain.

N.. during the reriod of December 1990-to May 1991. the
Division ci h&oiological Health had tud secretaria; vacancies
that could no. be filled dae to state-wide hiring freene.
Syecial Termission was Franted to hire a secretary for th+
Radioactive Materials Branch. The hiring freeze remains in
effect for the second secretarial position.

2. What word processing, data base, and spread sheet programs are
you using?

;

Word-Ferfect 5.1 !
'

Data-Base III and IV, and Lotus 1,2,3.

G. hblic Information (Category II)

1. Have changes occurred in the manner in which you handle public
e4n m~. _ . a~o.o..

- ? No
!

, , , . m-~Je,.m.-

.u:ix.

D.2.E Appendix A Revision b
Pager6 Questiermaire Update' 8/14/91 Draft.
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:
1- s-
d
e
i

%

b

}
z. . i,

6
t

i
1 A. smgi,nt u .m.u;_henn2L_Etafi . lCategory 1J )
I

;
Iriea.= e lir any new prcfessionai personnel and indicE te. The1

4.

i 6 eye-e~ tiwy received, if applicable, and additional training
. . en erience in health physics.i an '. t

:
i

Ur .EGiticL. ha:=
,

i

E n a .a ,,:E t+ H . ._-. -2 rain-e eh - :no ory-
. .. ..

r -Cnexinry
i
j ..

f W:rr. er Se:.'e - Radiation Safety Technician at U K in the
; F^ := : r Rr arrr uinate2y CJtentha.
.

::. s w : : ei;r' 11 ; ;
i

}

| 1. Cm. tule lirting the professional (technissi . rvrson-.
ym7 . ,- f * t uTaied to the acreetent or radioac-ive

4 t.m _ m re by indiviauel. include tue nar..e. Tos h ion,

am. :ra .q .c v: tir - speut in tne f oHouing ares.s:

,
. _ _ .

- r- runla licencin; & ces;113ner r mery -

r ap: s - 11/s. J-mills. If these regulatory responsibilitiei
i.s u,3n cffiy-3, the W shou'6 be- em.ma nim e i, ",,

inr10w el; Mraonnal contributing to the radioactivev .
,

: 1-m- - 'gre if consultanta were used to carry eut tha
i rrcroc. 2 F.AM rercnsibilities, include their effcrt.r. E

tu - c. e s t i n e s P. .id be:

3 . , - . _.abg dLgA _. h wn. 1 r._ u.tJ.s.J _ _ _ruy., .

A..+ca . ._ _

. _ . . .

Lu.e - . e:. a virector Administ, ration h
licensing & compliance 20%
Emergency reslonse 5L

. low-level waste SL-
,

Ecb G.Jf H.P. Adm. . Administration /
licensing & com-
pliance- 97%
Emergency resp. 1.5x
Low-level waste 1.6L3

Jonathan barlow H.P. Senior Licensing &.

compliance. 98.5%
Emergency resp. 1.5%

B. J. smith H.P. Senior. Licensing & 98.5%
complian^e
Emergency rear. 1. 0

,

Melissa Wnite H.P. Trainee Licensing & bo.DA' j'
cc pliance
Emergency rect. 1. 5%

.l.'.s Aprendix A heviaicn 6.

Pagm 7 Questionnaire Update 8/14/91 Draft
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,

I
|

- I

.,

9 .

n.v

CCCPU'e the pro:essional/ technical person-ver.ir_eftert or.

. , : . _ pe: 100 licenses (exclu-ium n snaedet 6 ve thepe a ,

diren Fid sapervisor, vacancies, and personnel assigned to
c;ilis and burial site licenses). Count only time dedicated to

're.iiasetive materials.

IEC B251TKG EEi2iJin

Eau 0;.f.t H.P. Ad:uinictrative .:ro

|. Jc:c.the br:s H.P.Senier .F
B. J. Sr.ith H.P.Senier .60'

Melissa Wnsw H.P. Trainee .90
-.-- 1

Person-years ~ 3.G)

| y.f 2 rg n-vears : 1.18 pn sen-years /100 licensec. |
'

. z'. m en a ?

. is toe suf fine. .tevel adequate to meet normal anc sp+cm n+.m
Ana Lhci.dp~ Ii nGt. eXplaMF.

Yes, bat considering anticipated frowth, the directer has i
'

an ien x wot!*r position to I r9n h. Mav be'hirei durire M ai
fiscal yaor.

| |
| 4. b yoi: curren-ly have vacancies? If so, when do you e m u*. : >

j fil] t Led
I,

i 1

Yes. H.P. Senior - Environmental Branch - currently ,

'
recruiting.

Secretary - X-Ray Branch - hiring freeze in effect:
however, justification for
this position has been

-

submitted to the State
Personnel Board.

C. Staff Emer.y.ision (Category II)

1. Identify your senior personnel assigned to monitor the work of'
junior personnel,

l

Bob Goff - Health Physicist Administrative
Jonathan Barlow - Senior Health Physicist
E. J. Smith - Senior Health Physicist

L. Traid nr (Category II)

1. Prepare'a table listing the year each of your_ technical

3 personnel attenced the tollowing NRC training coure.es:
i e

1

EAME LICENSING INSPECTION MEDICAL ' F.AMOGPJ.PHY |
|
I

D.c.E Appendir. A F.cvielen :.- i

'Page E. Questionnaire Update 8/14/91 Draft' !
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,

i <

a

r. . o

Em m 1&C MdG 19:d Iber
;H IF F 'sJwa. .-

,

E. J. -tr 19' 0 1980 19Se IL '
8

Moliac8 vir.ite -- - - -

"

'. Pr m r- t cir:a.r tame listine th : ye ea"h c ' vnr t e d&-
s. . t > :2c tne tolios: Int bff".t, trainir cour v:

4 * *4 e

pt = : ..- m

WELL
. .,

.,x. . . - . w, , . ., .,a- . .,,- - ... .... v.g.m. , a ra,, ,.; - :. n . nr a. ..u a a. .au .

'
Eab Ge fi 190E 1986 19E.7 1WI
,7.Ecr c; 19n 1967- 1End is.
E . J . E::d tn 1 9 1- 1963 1991 199C

: :f 3 m cf . m r teriale staff current:y ncea r;k'? t re ini ,
' '

p;en e idmtifv the employees an. the-coureee neede

Meilen mute nez not attended -any couraec...

- e... .. .. .

.uas, m ,_ m_ _

. ....-ys
.n;.

* [di r 4; + y- + pf + .:.*M,g { 3] ' 3 { g [[ ghp -} g,I+ 4, })c. k { nc. 9tay.s p* ~r- f wa y +
'

, ,

during this reriod aro. 1,.. possiMe. give the r easons fer the
.

,

turuOVerG

f*..,',,, n1
.. c...,FS . ,05 E:,.a e, r . r. . _t.m : h. ~!;. . a

1- Ievic Eer;er Heslth Phyaicist Eedies: .:.enooi
|

| . b.eorge row.4 L,hetist .... ,. .

higner r.&lary
t e . .

n.r. . raine.- n g.nu - oa t ar;.e s a reterc m
.. . ,- . .. . ,

David Tatu- H.P. Senior Higher Salary
- .

.. 2 . . . . .

oorry 2nct.se n .1. ._irainee e.:gner balary
,

Jerry To m a was the only individan! who ucrke<! in ine
i hadioactive Materials Branch.

vlet tye Etv salary schedule as follows:
.

n. L .
--

.s-

|

| Posi11 r Title Annual Salav v br ge

! Direetor. $31,223.64H- $46,752.00
H.P. Adm. 27,550.32 41,283.72;

' H.P. Sr. '23,960.40 - 35,898.84
H . P.. 22.353.36 - 33,477.72

j H.P. Trainee 18,867.72 - 28,259.88
Chief Chemiet 27,696.36 - 41,492.40

'

..c, m. . .tw , . .m ,acm.. _ .nn . c. .v. .c. _w .c
.. - - . ~ . . . <,

Gee. 12,522.e4 - 1e.763.44'

1 ,, . 3, . , p,
t - eahm.14 M.e

i'

'

..L.E App & dix A hevision b
Page 9 Questionnaire Update 6/14/91 Draft
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.

.

, -

n. m

A IirnraaMilit L.rL12ensing A312n2 (Catercry )

. Pl e a.= . riw the total number of licenses in each categcry.

G1.es:.1A.d Fs'ific Ilcenses M. 'f.Eirense2

heu:c~_c. Froei MediQal ~l
Academie. Eroad Non-Medical 3
Acaden.ic. Other in

D m i r.:n im. Service.s 0

Fixed'Nurt .

69
Gas Chec:ntograrhs 10

an3 ct).sr Measuring Systems
. I nc.astraa2 erosd 0

, - c

: iia.= ' . : otte e

j ni P r i9 ; EBding"arby 1. 9
. .. . .

1rrar at c r . -n,-
-

-Irradiaw r?. Self-Centained. others 4

1.e u 'iest a La :tration Service 1 ?
-

,

l
i n crc.r.er (processing, e <

in + + , m , W ".tirni 0

LLX Ercker ino rronessing) .U
[*j [ .j p r e ' + 4 :

.. . _ , j
Manuf acturing -and D.istrioution. erono O
Manufacturire and Distribution, other '.
Meo.;cu:. roaa u

.

e
,

- . .

Mediesi . t".her Institutions; ,l.'

(Hosrdtals >< Cliniec )
Mediea), Pr:vate Fractice Ib

Meoile Nue2 ear Services c

Naciesr Lau:.n> 1.
Nuclear Pharmacies 1

Fortable Gaage ana
Initstria; Use of Lixiscopes S1

R & D Broad 0
h & D, other 0
_ . . .

dource Material Proceasing 0
Teletherary (Human Use) 7 :

Teletherary Services 0 |
U-Mill Tailinga, Rare Earth, Source Material 0

'

Voterinary Medicine 0
Well Logging.(including Field Flooding) 11
Other 1

.

1

320 :

TOTAL NUPaER OF SPECIFIC LICENSES: ~ {

2. Update the list of the- Ste.te's mjor liceneaes. In addition to
the name, license number and type, please indicate if the

license is new or was terminated taction b include: !
j

* Broad Licenses

. L. .E Appendix'A AevisionL5
'.

Page 10 Questionnaire Update 8/14/91 Draft - |
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i

.

.

. .

u..,

i.. visposal
s $' pol'.T ! G ( E $ . . *,Te 'i |~ ' t

Mnuiacturera and Distributors - |'

Uranium Mills
,

I*

Irradiatars (Other than Self-Containea:^

!beiese Pnarmscire'

: u1eenae.- With a Fot enti al H enilicare: i

'

for Environmental Impact

'i. u - v: :=hauld be:

Licur:c .are _... Litense .Sttner Licenae Iva hub

Univ. ei Me %.. Ctr. M5-MBic01 Medical Broad-
, : MF-EEL-M Eauraticna ErowW.

9 MS-EEL-02 Educational B w !i - -

Ur. iv . at .grn F M3-EEL-0:4 Edncational Er m |
Fyno - MS-493-01 Radiophern acy _ j

lhe MS-4bb-01 hucient L unar. - i

he . s .A. L.-t e, v2 ta rp n,+ _u e s2 . Ar.a .
.

, , ... , . .-.

)

.-uce. m tnot amenaments in entirety) were issued
-

, .
. ..e. na rm v

- 4, 7 c- pc pj e.i*/ .in w }- .s-

)

g-

. . H e .- rm r. ; us a r v-r+ issaed'/
.

"M 4

a LL c. p. . ; .~ t li ze ned were terminated 7L. Hv

L

6. Ec.u sr.v nt ne- acc-ndments were issued?'

5 51
1

7. Identify any major, unusual,- or complex licenses issued or
renewed-in this period.

- No major, unusual, or complex licenses have been issued.

I6. Have any new or amended licenses affected the list of licensee:
|requiring contingency plans?

N-

a
,

S. Discuss any variances in licensing po.ticles ano proceaares cr
exemptions from tne regulations granted during the period.'

.t . c . t. Appena,ix A r.evision 6, ..
,

,

Pu+ 11 Qaestionnaire Update '8/14/91' Draft j
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.
,

.

. ,

n. ,

V#.,

10 iiaw ray rr 21:ensing visits were made .during this I(riodi >

r
J

E. f N , u g l a: a lyi niiiOn (Category I)

1. Prepare a t;d9 listing new and revised 53 D rrCistr6tions ci ;

se a; + :: . ac':ee Gnd devices issasd during th- reiertir4 i+r.;

The tarle h-oding ahbuld be:

. M:ciuf acturer, Iypi cf Indiente indicate II''

r.eristry Distributor or Device 1.g Idreement,. e. . . . .

. .. --- u a n - -. .td : ., . - . , - , , , ; ,-.. . . n n.. - . . _ . . . .

u. .. .-.-~.a.-.

s .- .---.-,. w .- ~ a ...

n. /.
k

.. 21 < 1 1 n - 87 tJ ::d icnc for dSA -reg 10tratiens f or una::n re;;;1: s

u:.>eu:u. . s nr. t nec yet been issued.

None

C. 1.LF,25Lili IT.:22 mire iCh;efary 11)

1. We W chstre.: :'n:ie in your written licensing proce;Jres ( rn
proc ed. ires . .:,:dat c 3. Tclicy memoranda, etc. ) duriv tna
rei:rtint wrin ,

Nr: chanFe;

m"Di T ' ?_o-t.r -.. m .. mL,

|

l

A. 21.1:m. 'u17.Jeti; ' f mrt. (Category I)

1

1. PrepSre a table indicating the Insrection Priority and the
numier of inspections made in each priority fer the reporting
period. The table heading should be:

Inspecticn Number of Number of'
~ kr.iority Licensees- Inspectiona

1

[
!

l 1 28 36
2 39 35
3 67 49
4 220 75

E. -Prcinre a table ~ showing the-number cf Priority 1, 2. and 9
licenses with' inspections that are overdue by :: ore' than 60A cf

~

| trwir scheaulea - trequency. Inclune tne licensee n m .,-
~

!
' insiection priority, the due date, and the number of nonthe the

.. .. . . t.. $.ppenG1X h toeV1Slon Jumu- , L

Page 12 Questionnaire Update- 8/14/91 Draft
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. _ _ . - -. . . . . . . . - . - ..

.

.

.

n . l.,).

ir.sg. t. t ot. u overaue. 2ne ust anoun in:.;ude innlaic , , - , .. .

.

11 t. .t Overdae ' nm ,b..- bescing s ,;,- :' * .

Licann - br e_ _. Prierity lue Dat+ & nthe_0/G

i.k :

:: . Prep w- s t able indicating the total number of inspections for

a.1 a. a : yr.crniet that are overaue by more than 100.; ci
frequency.ti . ;r . m.r

,

i

!

, . . 3, . - . |
m,: w . a c t: a ese uve= w ,

1

i

.
t

I

4. De r =3 vc r T0 rci for insrecting nvordue insteMima. If' !
'

1

.. A t w.ior'of overclue inspections please ret m ycur jthen ;

act i :. ,_u icr eliminsting the backlog witn t'e questionah:.re . Ir
, : ., : . . ;. m. . a .. . :.. . ,

~
. . . .~.-,..a..,...:_. , ,. ... . . _ . . .. ,. - . ._ --. . _ . s. ..

rm eri::' e4 tin + frame goals for raducing the backli% )
-.-y +c narence flie progrAr's p*ofre t .H pr' avid- 1:g

for n;nniement review of the proFram's. success in neeting the |
g rs L . |

-|
: A >

i

i

E. . H:s r.sn close-cr* insrections prior to license terminaiden |
were n3de caring the reporting period 7

I

l

r
s

| C. - w r ar , cics-cat inspections are pending at this tice5
l i
!

b ?r.'"

i. r.cu mmn rec'.procity notices were received in the reporting
., . . .-,

period?

1002 from approximately 45 different companies
,

I

8. How cany reciprocity inspections were conducted?

15

9. Other than reciprocity licensees, how n any field inspections of
rcaicgrarhere were performed?

f.
< > .JJ

s.

D.2.E Appendix A hovisigr. b
Par 13 Qaestionnaire Update S/14/91 Draft
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_

f-
'

|

.

1
i

i

l
. 1

I

l
1.. MM T w ennap- u inis o: year tota nwner c: ra u rrat v

._-+: c;

10 4

bre7ti;R_1210d'mry (Category I ) I

r. .

1. Prete.re a-tEble showing the State's inepaction priority
f al ou.;:a;..e;a.: a

I ke Attac bent)

Lici nc.e Ins:<:ct i : |

s h _ _ __ __ II.R.tuency
.

,,,

i

|

hca e u he>= i %itcr I }
'

. , .. . .

troe .jww t rit . .
,

| Indo-; in Eadiography j
'

| ArraG1L~ Crc, PCC: .

i m_, c: eer i-rw e. sing, including incinerataa , lo n
'

| r, te g.9
., . . . li

. t.,uiuf acturing and v. .ictrioution, uroaa N/A
]

her- - ' ?r w ,

\

e.ur'.ea r Fnarmaci+s .

v 2

Source l'* 1.le r j 6 3 'FreCPE O 3 Mf? hn
Teb-t h+rapv t Hur.an use) :*

heam.ic . Erona Non-Medical 2
-

50hJC 1C. Vin 6r
MO_^ntaL1Datj Cr. services n/A

.

,t I CC T-e3Jirte 1 1in
, , . .

.a- Li _ sb
i Nucl% r Laundry i

Emle L.d. ear Servicea z
E N L, 'rv:. gj; .

Induatrial, other 3-4
Irrad: at or2, Self-Contained and Other 3
leak Test and Calibration Services .4-
Manufacturing and Distribution, Non-Broad N/A

,

Medical, Institutional '(iiospitals & Clinics) . 2-3
R&D, Son-Eroad 3
U-Mill *iailings (Eare Earth, Source Material) N/A
Well Logging (including Field Flooding)- 2

Medical, Private Practice 3 --

Portable Gauge and
Industrial Use of Lixiscopes 4

Telethararm Servicer N/A

rixea Gauge ,

Veterinar; Medicin' h/A1

, .

t . e. . c Appendix n. nevisien o
Page 14 Questionnaire Update 8/14/S1 Draft
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- ____-_-
. .

.

.

.

u. w

Gao Chr:c w -rap:m ana

b a .n : :. : . ?vr en: =at ~

Oth+: 4

*The ins; niion frequency for teletherapy inerecticn: hsn bee
. h. , Jusu t a c e: r:n d.er tirr;.cn1En ensnes, ic one year. n.

. .. . -

in:;r e n . .nara :tio- frequency wae n:c provide: as regaer.;e ::

car letter anted 2/b/91 to the NEC.

2. I de..t i f- a rvisi m licensNa ce grcaI2 -f licenseec th- cu+
is insr+ctin more frequently than en}1ed for in the {t sta ':
insretion r.ricrity ayatem and discusa the reason fcr the
OnM.g -

.? ,

IIszu9 N;I. rci hri_Cmdility - ( Cat +g: ry I i

2. Prepr- a tw enowing tne number ano types c: surervis-:m
g asc.n.p nir.en t.3 r sa curing tne reporung per.4oc. Ine:ude;

t hu+_rvi_or._ _._hne t o n T icenef_CAJI?ry _._.__._I_aR_t
3 -

I
l noo n,:_--. -. , . .

v. Mr ow b,ac2 ear aec eans eam, y .. ... ..

Boi; G:ff- e. Earleu Nu? lear Medicine ~ :M:991
EMt Gof' J Earlow Eroad Acadetic 6-39-M
bb Gof # E.J.54 th Industrial had. 1 - ? +.
Bob Gcff B..' Emith ' Nuclear Merlicine 2 - 7-J<
.so Goi b.J.fmitn Nuclear Medicine s-la-s
b:fr Goff B.J. Smith Nuclear Med2eine 3-14 -n
. . -,

n . v . .:.: nn h,ac 2enr ;r,ec.c. ine tr t .
. - . . ..

.rcc ;c:;-

bb Gc ff B.J.Stith Nuclear Medicine 2-06-M

2. W rc al in.;ect.re neccmpanied at least annuall> by tie
corilianca vnervisor during the reporting periof' If not,
explain.

Yes

D. Regenses to incidents and Alleged Incidents (Category I)

1. How many reporta_of incidents and alleged incidents were
received during the reporting period?

19

2. How many on-site inspections of incidents were conducted during
the peried?

IU.,
i

e e e
v . . r., Appena,1x h nevision s

, .- , a g
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wr. n rc - O i.:.t i t i> 31 ; e i , e i t h.: , t y t el e t w - -
,

writtu reg 1.

.

i

4' iiia ac , it ::1,.)en * o Arvolve equiIcent'or scurm ia2;ure '".

operating procedures that were deficient but were approved?
If sc,

n. How end when were other State licensees who might be

aife:ted notified?

. - A'
.(') Tne Global 'X-Eay & Testing incident ( M'd-91) . . '.

, .. .
.

. .

.aa ;ed to retract to tre aev pas 2:1 1 in : -- - -|t- ' .

j5 . etuosure device. On 4- H itthe Louisiena.h;dia ' c'

mien -Isivision was inf orne- of th& :n?ioant m.*~t', |*
..

FH w.ad bo yerfernine an evaluation of tha exg sure
o,, ;. lne usaialana.haalation rrotee'. on .uvision sent
a tetreaenta uve to observr tne eva ust urn

(2 At internstional paper Cce.pany a General hadici.u P
Pre nH.s %d=1 85C:3 sealed smr:4 was foun ' u i +

,

| h ainv. A copy of the letter dated Aue:aat L. Ie d, was
'

em ta stata of 311inois ' by Key-hay /Sensail, ite u8- o

provicto'to us 4y Intertiat ion &l Paper' Coa.pnr o<
, A q are it , 1H.
I
!

1 . hu ine Sh. totitiedi

t b d A-hay & Te.stans ind dent - t?h; was uttni>. ; L;*<_,

telephone 4/1/31.

(L) internstion 1 Paper Company incident - NR; Las nm
been notified by the state of tiississippi.

5. For incidents involving f ailure of equignent er sources, was
information on the incident provided to the agency responsible
for evaluation of the device for an assessment of-possible
generic design deficiency? Please provide details for each
c&Se.

i- See 4.A. and incident-reports.
t

6. If th4 ECP utilized medical or technical consultants for an
emergency during the reporting period, please describe the
circumstances for each case.

fl/A
.p

'? . In the reporting period, were there any cases involvina
possible criminal wrongdoing that were looked into er are

Is. L E Appendix A Revielon L
Page 10 Questionnaire Update- 8/14/91 Draft
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g o n..

E L f r c r e n'. A u * :r' (Cetetcry 1)

1. If durir.F tif reporting period-the State issued orderrs, applied
c.s agia criminal paulties, iralcunued so;rc _e .v iv 1 '. W.a. m.

er hel. 4- "' ' enf:rectent hearings, identify theev cen s ar i

rive - bris: F.r ary of the circumstancea and reaults for.e;eh
ca:.e ,

*

A. W-tru:" ntet:ve . from Global X-Ray & 'Iesting were called .for
m- : =+ t i n t o deterr:.ne.if rerg rc.a 1'

-

rs -- ;* i.ouisiana Radieactive Material wicens- t,

iA* u wc 2.0 continue. Tna requiremen's de; icrin in,

u.. ' tem iu are c utlined in our Ietter dated ,5/h92. .

V .. ,n h Ya :. 2 s.d: tDr re'?ieN.

. _ . ., ,g. 3 7 % p,. . 3 . p _ - ,,.g ,: - % .1

studies until the Garr:s C cers was relaired orroc .i m: 2

:-

IO : ,es.- '

i LMe in the enforcer +nt proce=trer daring the*s'

rei ort b -> r i |>

|

N r..-

F. E 3rectier 1; m m ..e i :e;e:: cry I] )

f 1. . Were chares P.wie to your written inepection procedure 3 durinn
|' ine r-: : ..ac ;-:-im;
i

t.one

G. Instect innle;<ng (Categ6ry II) I

1. Were chanrea made in the formata of' your reports or inspection
forms during this period? |

1

1

A teletherapy inspection report was revised. .j

H. Confirmaterv Measurements (Category II) 1

I

1. Describe any changes in your. instrumentation or methods of
. calibration.in this reporting period.

A Keithly Model 36100 survey instrument was purchased.
instr oents are calloratea ny tne manufacturer.,

s.

VII. ?TA'''UE .0F PREVIOU2 NEC COMENTS AND RECOMENDATION3

9.2.E Appendix A Revision 5
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<
. * su' A
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2n ha ent:rr , witnir five years, the staff has campieted 1w
a . . = . .r. 3 r..s. : . a .- . saea.. .-

'_5 FV. +.. .- [. p r ,- .
. .-,.1

A r..e e c: or . -lice:wir.g and/or nand deliverr af n.wnse f or
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2.:J i = n.nw 4, na ..n regara to :wre evei: entat:.~ u cn
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u : . t. m. : -: s'..:. adaitional quest aene have ore;. a .c -
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. . ,

Ci.it. Liv IL3]%%r.i are aleO pe:iO51;a.ly 1%ir.L'ed L It
. . . . .aa an.._-- as ptos.cle in cocittenting inspection resulta.

, . . , . -s. .

u.. .: rt m A_. . .v: &.. . .- _.w b,.
. .u,ur.n . , la. y .,r r._a:i

,, - * . . .
- , } ./ 4 - (~j J-3 ; p) h.q. V gl*, p {.j ffg{ $ $QQQg{$, ppCh}{g" (;f
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r

2ne Of..50 WrE - . ' r 15-d under AITendiX u.-

.., ,, .,
. . - . .

n;.,n, fg s 4. 7.s t .yo.-
h. : v., e.. , _ .. ;.-.-~1 . . sv,<

1, 2

2nOpcetcr act:Las:Jul Oi2 ;: Were Ierfort:9d during the rVView as IO;1tM:
|

| .1 .L.
. . . , 4

/, .. ,.
=,

1

I ri OAD5 e' $yn?5T 1DIATEBI10nbi CCrpOPTJtiCT !

!' n j. w. M:
. r,z., :.- .. u..

'

-.

; c. 3 . :- - W -19''-Oi, /g,end;pnt $h !.

. . ,,

2 %.^ 4'7~- . . Jitchr r'nDrn:60y

D:. t c_ (y- y4M

9 ts v. . . . .

- ~ .+;
w

U. 09: . Ecd }n2[ection Sr.pyiee, ]n;."

.'i. ,0 7 - h&Jeagoula, M3 !
,. r . - . . i

Lol C &i a -: i GOrt . Or au-01
'

[c. + c - ()p -(il, - 9 *.
i
I

License-: 2eaeayne Ir.oy oteel, Inc. ;
.,- . . - .

Loc a ..-ic n. Gulfport, MS
License Ed+r: M5-170-01. Amendment'55
Date: 09-05-91

Each inepector was well preparded and conducted the inspection in
accordance With State procedures.

1

EeEIcrJn._Ic_ln;ident _.and_ Alleged Inc.idents

All of the incident files for the yeara 1990 and 1991 (to date) Wer+
.. -... . . . . n,-- u . . n. . c .

A.
z, . u . . x. . . . . u.1 c. * Ave u4 cs%....a. - A A w KeT6 G,D+w. n.gc. 2 uO w a t. . .s... . . . .u u . .% caA u

, , . .
to Etate :.>reerata ana tne AzuD. The new incident reportinr sy3tet oein;r

1SCusSeG M4tn the huler1315 branchiEp,ae!i9nleQ by *.,rI,alU Pro [.rC.3 Ma$ d..
. , . , ,

I5+Ll'.L Physit 2 IsC' ini3trht01'.

- , _ . _ . - , - . . . . - , . _ . . . . _ . . - . . _ . _ , . _ _ . _ . . . . . . . _ . . . . - - . - . . - , , - , . _ .
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Sixteen inspectu: cus+v rk files U-re re.'iewad durint the revies. 6 |
listing of inese tilea and a summary table of the results are j

provided a:. ic.d r a l !o this repar:. Each cascurrh file vu i

discussed with th+- tec hnical staff during the review and su=narized
with Mr. Fuent, on :riosy. september 13, 19s1.

I

i

i

|
t

1

i

|

,

I

,

.
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I

i-h
!-
.

I

I

6kt.tkJu o
,

ca.u v: trut.'.1 r 0 D a. nN:~.> :,. w . .
-

. ... . . . ..-.n . . . . .

t1u:

Eignieen. license Ilieb were M iacsed for full review. Tne ce.severk wu
reviewed in geners1 tar. !1) Significant' errors: (2) emiesicus.: !

1 0 def:cien;:ec in 1:. 12 ensing actienc: (4) rroparly ronpleted
,

applications: (5) appropr1ste signstures; (6) to determin+ if tne license |
revieve were Ed-qu 'i <- e : pre! sly eurierted by informan; in t h - fi s: -

(7) in accordance citi- e "Hesith Physice" approach. ;
,

i

Tne follcuing 12 cant er. w-re revi&wed and for purposet of tnu report, a ;

numerieel ce: w:rt, nnix: w" eseign&d to esch licente a.1 fellews:
,

!b '.k+ u-m- Evnr _ Int ernn:.or.3; i': rv rnt i:'n
| LO h tir2.. d6CAbOn, Mc

!Lic er.se km l'. 5-4 3 b-6 2 . AannT.n r.1
'

2esuec:
. . - <, .

u < - 00 .. .d
>

- - - . . . --m . s..,. .,

_ lune Tyr B cleer I % rta:.

l.s. a,e+nsa . n+s. insp-et:en-cervice, nie .
. _ _ , . . . .

-

Le etien; i-am;agoulu, E
Lic+nse thr.i - M572F 01
Is a.:e 5 : 05-13-31
;.,,.m.. m . . .. q e_u .. ..

uleenee .y5 +f . In laat rial . . .s.aalograps.. - . . . . .. .

t

'Na 5 Licen.cect Teledvne Irby Steel, Im .
! Location: Gulfport, M3
| ,

.

. , . __

| Licenze I d bor: E. . ./O-U 2 , teenaaent Lt
. .

t Icsaec : 06-02-91
| Expiree: 02 01-93

.. - . . . - .. .. .. .

uleenee tyw: 2nousu lai naulograpny. t1x:o

No. 4 Licensee: Field Memorial Cormunity Hospital
Location: Centreville, M3
License t h ber: MS-384-01, Icendment 12
Issued: 05-14-91
Expires: 05-01-94
License Type: Institutional Medical

No. 5 Licensee: Yalobueha General Hospital
Locetion: Water Valley, M3
License Number: M5-424-01, toenament 8
n ,.- n. oc, _n. c . or..,
. ..e -- a s

Expires: 04-01-93
, m -

.iuicense type: Mea.1 cal, Groups .1. l.,, and 7,_t

._ - _ _ _ _ __ .. -._ _ . .. .. . .. -
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1

i
l

1

;

I
|
t

; nWna l.> v 4
-

I
t

!-
t

[ . +. v .. . . .. . +

! n0. t bleensm.: n9pt ist Men.3r16 2 nOS}s1164
. . Oxierd. M2isoc6 t ;.on .

- -
'

y,
e r-9,. Amentent 2c;
, -

Licede h 2.&.. a 2. .u.y

Issued: 06-05-90- '

E:q ir: . 05-0:-E2
LicenEe lyt-: TeletherSpy*

|

f

h n*. *f License +: Un:avere ty of Mississipp:
'

~ ,

weetdor- Univeraity., M2 i
'

c+:.w 1: e - : Mi-ELL-O'. Amen s en- 4c i

Issa . . ::-:. e- % |
Erfirec: U-01 -C ' l

, ;L cens '.l yu : 1.cade::.ic. Eroad . ,
;

No. F Licensee - Halliburton Loggine Services, Inc. !
'Locat wn: h aeton, TX

License % % .ME-4.15-01, Amenhent 10-

:ssaea: v/ ov-s2
-

,i

Expif t1L : U 4 -W -iy..- . ., m.-

c

L' ce:ne ~y]+ Wireline
. ,
!

|

|
..2. e ae + :

-

!,_ - - . . .. -
2 n o u s n. aoos.-t .r.. !pm .

i7 erat wn: . -. rug 2 c , a,,:2 ,

. , ,

c

Lieenee Noem vj.-726-01
. |

1esuec: 06-03-51 (hand delivered) i

Z::pi rer - -06-01- X !

Licen s h y : Portable Gaug+ l
i
i

No. 10 Licensse: Cens'.ru:tien Quality Consu'tants. Inc.
Location: Memphis, TN
License Norber: MS-725-01
Iesued: 07-29-91-

! Expires: 08-01-92
License Type: Portable Gauge

No. 11 . Licensee: Soil Testing Engineers, Inc.
Location: Eaton Rouge, LA
License No:nber: MS-690-01, Amendment 2

-Issued: 05-17-91
Expiret: Terminated
Liecnee T m : Perteble Gauge

i

| !

c

f
I
,

~, .- , - - - , ,--4 , e-. , ,.,,v ., ., .m.,vs.. ,.e,,n,, ,_.w., ,..wwnwwww,..,.,,
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.

j .

, ,

h 1 H n n .. & b.

,
J'
4

4e-
3:
5. ,s ,. - s,.- - . , , s ,

lo, . As uleeneee: ca . .e rulicer 5. inc.
3

Locatior- weet roint. Mo,. . , .

License L.s . MS-034-01. Amendment Y
$
i Iseuec: 06-19-31

Expire: -Tierminated. .;
~

j License Typa: Portable Gauge
.

. t.

F:. 1" License: Esdiulogy Associates of Oxford. P.A. .

,

Locat on: ux:oru, t-. . . ,

o!

MF-4 9-01. Amendment 10! License U m '

(- , .... ...

f asuea: . U u.-- w- 0 . ;

i ExpiTt * U rmin3Ied f
. . .. . . - , , .

-

; w eense 2yy , Mea. .ical, G.rouls 1.11, sno 11,2
.

I
a

| No. 24- Licaneee Mississippi State Univereity
i

~ N seiscippi state, M...j uccatici..

.
License !.ar m ME-ELL.02,' Amendment 35

i ,. .- .

1dbjeu'. U p - U .i - J .'
,

.r.xpiree,: (unx r time.ly renewai!
, . .

i
-

erva.2 n Suemic
. .. . . . .

: 2.1cene iype. ,

i
i

I M. 15 Licenze : :i:a.mity of Mississipii M+2ica <en:c.; .

. . , , , ,j' 000atlen: o aw.ccn. r2a .;

{ Licensa N.nbe* F 'MEL-01, Amendment 33-

| Issued: Os-06-91
| Expires: C7-02-95-
i Licen.?e Type broed Medical

!
'

3o. 16 LicenSet* IltterStSte Nucle &P Service 8
Location: Vicksburg, MS

,

; License Number: M3-495-01, Amendment 13

| Issued: 10-24-90
| Expires: (Under timely renewal)

License Tyre: Nuclear Laundry;

;

,

No. 17 Liceneee: GammaMed, Inc.
,

i Locetior.: Columbua, MS

| License Number: MS-661-03, Amendment 5'

; Issued: 09-05-91
|- Expires: 10-01-UZ
; I.irens= Tn -- Pxd Irredia+ nr-
!

l

!

.

;

i

l

*.
4
4

7

4'

i
t.-_ , _ . - _ . . . . _ _ , .,__..._..___._,..__.__,...__.a.__._.____ . _ . _ . _ _ _ .



4

- . . - - . . . - .- . . . - . . . . - . . - , _ - - . - . - . - . ~ . ~ . . - _ . - . . .,.,, ~ . . - - - . ,

:- |

. . -

2 .

4 ~ ,%
4

t.

i '

i
} .---
i
1

1
1
4

?

} n1 : ** m s .' . %
!.
e

i

)
4

2
j av. 4b Li Cellbte : un1VerSity Of c.outnern_MISSISS1P11.- , , . . , . .

3

j l.r?Cht i 07: N&ttieO'Durk Ma
- , , a

L.
. y

, 2 CFni' ysit C r : i c-Lt.r Od ..

: . ,

j iSLueo: O o - +). ,v942-

|! Erpirar, f.G-01-922 License Type: rroaa Acaa,emic a
.

. .

-
;

.< |

/

1

|
'

Sam m e,a ab.r4
.

;
4

j ID f011 N inC 1,Sble 33St3 il af OM CifiC-CD:12?n13.deV9101"d durinf th r6ViFi Of 'j
i lla n'.LD9P&d Ch!.,eW r3.fi292 6D'.C.4

1

i

f d +0ifi: Ccci;11J CifiF 'rf NLLier
4

*
4 |j , . , . . . ,, - , '

j a. tioditional 2nforn:M 10L 18 nerGeo in the 2.d.
1

j 6ppi1Cht10n R GebCr10e tne prepSrstion 01 .;

} Enipping'pa}9PS, II .e; transIcration GA program, i

$ knd tne USe ..- ; Cert 1I i C a '.e b Of COOplianCe.
a.
(
I 'D . MOre infOrraiicn iD 3C +T s 10- d0terCins if 811 4.
1-

l,; .>.._ s. q- e-.s.2 .

.n u ....c
> g. .._ . m.+ee. ... ,.e.

;. c .a A y. ns . .,,E ,., . . , e.. :M. y ew. >y mae.s.

3 er, a3 :.ne na:erl1.3 :s recel<e via cc::en carrier.
. . . . .

1<
4

- .. , , .

; c. 7n.e standard ,n.eens ec;raitica on rh,yooemn = .c.
,

j- breakthrough test li:d ts needs to by updated. ;

!
t d. Doctmen tat io: u needed i verify that cut-of- E [
! state applicants have a valid FE license in tha

,

| "home address" Agency jurisdiction.

(
1
1

4

5
4

o
I
1

-

3

4
a
a
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'
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4
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i

.

.fx.. :. w,5 v y .v1 1, .

1

i

!.. .. 7. .r.. Cr%. _ J hi7 W .r. . '# w. -~
-

- .

bx=srvsw m.u.,:.
.

T .e : Lir ~ u,3e; a :w- n.cc :::cr. icrm to d:ctanent inf ernst .:n chaine'. c ar ;;.~

the inspaction. I: c m a_. tha files were reviewed to determine if tha
inspectiona were cc ; x'e ar.c suc3tantiated all ite:La of noncompliance anc
recc:::1.endc .a m . T. we reviewed to deterrine: (1) if spiropriait. _ -

enfereerAnt e : * ne. ver- * .ar : /2? written in a;propriate regalatory
,

. . .. . .

3anguap: s c- t am s s' - a. . +m era: (4) at aceguate req <.nsos were receiveoa

frot the li;en.=e- 1. . c. - an 2+ enforcement actions; and (5) if th^ reNrt::
were e.:f ficientb se m is : 1.e docu: Lent that the licensee ~e program was

t' > u.e s sad rer.:leticns , ani ta protec' r{ as..::.cie: ^ t- : .
,

; a. . ,._ .v.
..a. ~ - . e . .cnc..

.
- : ;e= wara reaeetec for reviev mecr iurposa= moe. , . s - .

s : wc. , ; 4.. onn u .:-: ce

i b rei :.21. - Lte' * w e.rk code (1 threcPh 16) war assifned V tna
10 i LWing COlpila',.+ 21 m .

GiE_.E,_. N

T. .u. _ c..
.

. .. .
T. .,.o r. .s. c ,, a %. . e, . . e. m. .

.. m .. . .

Locciion- Jackson, MS

Linen:fa Nc: M 3-4 9.'-01
Licenza Tyi- 0 leer Pharmacy

,

In?pection Late- 07-2t-83
,iype e, . ins .e m -n : ..eutine. unannouneen

.. . .

.

Ir.srector . . Earlow and E. G?ff
. -w

ly*e og ttepor : - ror;-.

En::or cement Letter e i L t - 2m uatec 06-1_<-t2, . . ..

Licencee Eesr0nF DW! 0F11-89
Etate r.cknowle sttere Date: M-4l-bd

. -

, .

1
i

Csse No M
( Licensee: Teledyne Irby Steel, Inc.
'

Locat i m: Galfport, MS
Licenc& No.: -MS-170-01
License Type: Industrial Radiography
Inspection Date: 03-27-90

, .

K.outine, unannouncec2yle of Inspection:
. .

Insrectors: B. J. Smith
Type of Report: Form
Enforcement Latter/Date: NOV dated 05-03-90
Licensee Respcnse Late: 05-09-90
Etate AcAnowledgement Dete: 09-04-90

4 - m e. q
. , -,.

weena-e: resa inspection dervacea. ,2nc.
. .

#
- -.tas^agOuaa, MOt/?L:1CL

1.iCen3e ISO. : M D 1 I.;-f>.al- . . -

|
!

n m ,. - - ,, _
_ _ ______ _ . _ _ _ _
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Ap] vr. ; 1 - L e. .

}dth b 2d ! CCht11d
. . . . Ra21ogrerny.

, ..

..

a;iCense iym . inaust ria1
.m

Ius;er,uen Lat . Uh-04-91
'lype of Inspectix - Initial. unannounced
Insrecura : E. J. Ecith ;

Type of Emort: Form |
Enforcer.ent Lett~r/ b: ta: Pending |

Licenzee Respense x : Fending
State' Acknowledge. m ne: Pendine ,

,

:
f

r . - -. ,s , :

W F' Dv. C
Licen m : Fiele Merarial Cers.uiity t a; m
Loca . lo:.: wnt revi3 -ne, t,o
. .

,
. .. -

.. . ,',4.
|

Li ew.-- w. - - M, " ~.1; Groups'I ar.a Il ;

Ins:ection Dat+: CG-1E-96
,

}yI- c:. inape et; hout1ne, announeen :.

>

2nn:ector.s : n. v. smin, ;
- , n .

. ..

;y;x a nep..rt : reru
.FnfOrCAr.Cr* .1*ter- ~ ~e. NIV dQtEd 0.9-29-03 |

,. . .m:w eer.ezp u a 2. . w-%.
- . .,

..

. e .v. . a . ;. . u . . .c....n- . w . .. . . .. v. .. ..c.,.
. .

=

bK ? _

,

Licenaea: Ya".obushe General Hospital -

I.ocation: Water Valley, MS
License No.: M5-424-01

aealca1, G.roupe .7, p2 . ano ,.1i
.. ,. , - ,.,

u eenr- Aypo-
- y

.
,

Instsetion Iute: 07-19-90- i
Type of Inspection; hcutine, announced

Incrector.:: .Tonathan I'. Earlow.

Type of Rerr.srt: Form
Enforcement Letter / Date: 07-26-90
Licensee Response Date: 08-01-90 and 11-09-90 (lat- response inadequate )
State Acknowledgement Date: 09-06-90 (acknewledgement to lot letter)

Case No. 06
Licensea: Baptist Memorial Hospital
Location: Oz. ford, MS
License &.: M3-232-01
License Type: Teletherapy
Inspection-Date: 11-06-90
Typ ct inspection: houtine, announced
Irr ~<ra:

, - Jona+ hen F. Berlow
m

1- - zyre c: neport: . Fore
,

Entercement letter / Date: NOV dated 12-03-90 :
Licenm hea;ense Det. - 12-10-90
State Act.nowledgement Date: 12-14-90

:
I

e y g y ,y --'-me --,q q .- ,--.p.,,g- ew**e-=a-wrr**wa''e ur um r e 's e r7e '- we v a' maes +ee' es w %--+=ew u ww w w r + =--94T+re'*- v-eas 'm - c'e m.t e t '9-w w *v
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3
MT. P nd ly 1. 3 .

<

!

i

.k
. ease s,.o.Oi

Licenaec: University of Mississippi

Location: University. MS '

| Licen:e h :: . . MF-EEL-DI, Amendment C
.

j I.4 wnse Type- hoad Acede:r.ic
i .r.4ection Late: 06/ 6-07/910
t

. I - Of in4 Ct li 1. . RQuIiD6, annOUDCC d. -4
. .

j
1 Inspecters: Bob Goff and Melissa White
.
; Type of Repert: - b.arrative-

'

j inforcement Letter, 1. ate Fending
~1

- - ---

r eensee hesiense pate: renm nr
81 EI t $0hnO'.d eC ?e".

* M. . Iih?.infg
,

|
4

* ''
- . . . ,

License: i-it11 burton logging Services. 1:r .

j . Locatien: Ficuston, TX (Laurel, M2. te:Iorary titu)
4 . . . . ... ... o,.aen-. .s2 x-. .:. r . ..

i License Type: Wireline
1, .in ,..,w 4 ,. e

_2_4. t.-
. m. _. * p _ c qt

.... . . . ..

, -.,yle c: 2 nspec ta, on: Routine, announcea2
. .

;
1 Insn Mcra: .Jonethtr F. Barlow

777 Of Re-m" - ?cy:
1 Inforcement letter / iste: NOV dzted 07-26-97
1
a Licancee hestense inte: fM940

State Acknowledgement Te te-: b-00-99i
:
1
<
1
'

Dc: N' 00
Licenate: Misaieeippi State University
uration: Mie.3iasippi State,- MS,

| - Licen-e Sc.: M''-Eh02
1 License Type: Proad Academic
} Inspection Date: - 04/16-18/91
,

,
2ype e.,. 2nspection: Ecutine, announced

.

| Inspectors: Bob Goff
I TyTe of Report: Narrative
| Enforcement Letter /Date: NOV dated 05-21-91
$ Licensee Response Date: 06-03-91
i State Acknowledgement Date: 06-10-91
l
e
$

l
C,a.se D. 10

a
<-

censee: University c:. Mississippi Mec...1:a, Centcr. . . . . .

j
. . . . ,,,

i ux at _.on: cuceva, o
j License- No.: MS-MBL-01, MS-683-01. and M?-683-02
I Licenae 2yle: Eroad Medicali
5 - . . 0. .U ~el ano, U2 n tnrougu, ac ci. . . . ., , . . -.

r 2nspe.-t icu' D.. ate: 22

I- Tyre of Report - Narrative
4-
4 Type of inspection: houtine, announced
a
G

$

1

3,
4

4
'wr - r ,e,-..---r-n, --*--.n---,-ye----e,,i- ..ww-,,-.w,ee,n.,,w.-..,.w-e., *w._ _ _ . www w% _ _ _ . - . . _ _ . . . _ _ _ _ _.se,==.,.,,-n-..
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| ht.5, u.y z 1 I

|

Chi _.;b . 10 ( Con;inue.. >
Ins;emrs: Bob Goff
Enfor6enent Letter lev = GOV dated Oz-06-si
Licensee hesponse Date: K ub-91 )
.. . _ . -. . . . ibi fit +, ACKLOWjeOf+C101 . ' + * 0 0 . c. -6 2_

: 5Ll.d1 |
t Lice r see: Interstate Nuclear Services j
, .

! accation: Vicksburg, M.:. i

[_i C .--nh * ME-466-bl |
-. , . '..aeen.x a ylw: % ;;+ar m.u cry

2 {t". Ob/UL-Ob/'Y i.Ansin '.C
lyi+ c: Inalect wn- houtine, announca
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Licensee: University of Southern Mississippi
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Licensee: Medlab of Miasissippi-

Eccation: Celu=bau. M3
License Number: -ME-2ci-01
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Inspection Date: 06-30-31
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Inspectors: bco Goff
Type of Report: Narrative
Enforcement letter / Late: NOV dated Ot-26-91i

Licensee Response Date: 05-30-91
State Acknowledgement Date: 06-11-91
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MISSISSIPPI LEGISLATURE REGULAR SESSIOt3 1991 1
' *

l 1

| Dy: Representative Duelow (Dy Request) To Public Health and 4

|- Welfare ]

I
>

!

!

ArrROVr0
DY GOVERNOR

HOUSE DILL HO. 1357
(As Sent to Governor)

1. .AN ACT TO AMEND SECTION 41-3-18, MISSISSIPPI CODE OF 1972, TO
2. PRESCRIBE TEES FOR FOOD hat!DLIt3G ESTADLISilMEt3T PERMITS TO AMEllD
3. SECTION 41-25-3, MISSISSIPPI CODE OF 1972, TO PRESCRIBE' FEES FOR
4. MOBILE HOME-At1D RECREATIO!!AL VEHICLE PARK PERMITS: TO ATTEND
5. SECTIONS 41-59-11, 41-59-17, 41-59-23, 41-59-33 AtJD 41-59-35,
6. MISSISSIPPI CODE OF 1972, TO PROVIDE THAT TEES FOR AttBULANCE

I 7. SERVICE LICENSES, At1BULAtJCE PERftITS AND EliERGEt!CY MEDICAL
8. TECHNICIAti CERTIFICATES SHALL DE F1XED DY THE STATE DOARD OF
9. HEALTH: TO AMEtJD SECTIONS 43-20-11 At3D 43-20-13, HISSISSIPPI CODE

10. OF 1972, TO FRESCRIDE TECS FOR CHILD CARE FACILITY LICENSES TO
11. AMEND SECTIOt3 45-14-31, MISSISSIPPI CODE OF 1972, TO PRESCRIDC A
12. SCHEDULE OF TEES FOR RADIOLOGICAL HEALTH LICENSES At3D PEnti1TS; AND
13. FOR RELATED PURPOSES. j

14. DE IT ENACTED DY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF 111SSISSIFPI:

173. SECT 10tl 10. Section 45-14-31, Mississippi Code of 1972,.is

174. amended as follows:

175. 45-14-31. All initial application and registration fee and

| 176. annual fees due under this section shall be paid directly to the-

177. agency for deposit into the Radiological Health Operations Fund in

178. the State Treasury. The Mississippi State Board of. Health shall

179. submit its separate budget for carrying out the provisions of this

180. chapter. Said budget shall be subject to and shall comply with

181. the requirements of the state budget law. In order to supplement |

182, state radiological health budget allocations authorized to carry

183. out and enforce the provisions of this chapter, the agency is

184. hereby authorized to charge and collect fees in accordance with

185. the following schedules: 1

|

186- SCHEDULE OF TEES FOR RADIOACTIVE MATERIAL LICENSES |

187. Category 'Applicaticn Fee Annual Fee

100. I. Haste Disposal

189. (a) Licenses specifically $250,000.00 S250,000.00

190. authorizing the receipt

191. of low-level waste.

|
|

|

_ _ , - , . . . . _ , _ . - _ _ .. ..... ._. _ _ .-
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| 192. radioactive material frcm

193. other persons for the purpose

194 of commercial disposal by I

195. land burial by the waste

19G. disposal licensee.

197. -(b) Licenses specifically 5 1,500.00 S 1,500.00

1198. authorizing the receipt of
1
1199. waste radioactive material
I
;

200. from other persons for the )
201. purpose of-packaging the

202. material. The licensee

203. will dispose of the material

204. by transfer to another person

205. authorized to receive or

206. dispose of the material.
|

| 207. (c) Licenses specifically S 500.00 $ 500.00
(
'

208. authorizing the receipt of
|

i 209. prepackaged waste radioactive

210. material from other persons.

211. The licensee will dispose of

212. the material by transfer to

213. another person authorized to

214. receive or dispose of the

215. material.

216. (d) Licenses specifically S 1,500.00 $ 1,500.00

217. authorizing the receipt of

218. waste radioactive material

219. from other persons for the

220. purpose of super-compaction

221. (compaction of sevenfold or

222. areater). The licensee will

223. dispose of the material by

H. D. No. 1357
11024I!91n1303.ASG
PAGE 7
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224. transfer to another person

225. authorized to receive or

226. dispose of the material.

227. (e) Licenses speelfically S 2,500.00 $ 2,500.00

228. authorizing the receipt of

I 229. waste' radioactive material
I
'

230. from oth'er persons for the

231. purpose of incineration. The

232. licensee will dispose'of

l
233. radioactive ash by transfer to

234. 'another person authorized to
1

235. receive or dispose of this

236. material.

237. II. Nuclear Laundries |

238. Licenses for commercial S 2,000.00 S 2,000.00

239. collection in laundries

240. of items contaminated with

241. radioactive material.

242. III. Distributors of I

|
1

! 243. Generally Licensed i
1

244. Devices S 100.00 S 2,000.00*

245. Licenses issued to distribute |

246. Items containing radioactive

247. material to persons generally

248. licensed.

249. IV. Human Use

250. (a) Licenses issued for human S 350.00 $ 350.00

251. use of radioactive material

252. In sealed sources contained

253. In teletherapy devices.

254. (b) Licenses issued to S 500.00 S 500.00

255. physicians or medical

!

1

b2b91 530 ASG
' . PAGE' 8.

!

:.
.- . .. . -- . .- . . - . - . . - . - . , , - . . - . - . ,



|

. . _

| *

l*

l
l

|

|

| 256. Institutions for human use |
|

257. of radioactive material l
i l
i 4

| 258. except licenses in category

| 259. IVla).
1

260. (c) Licenses issued to S 200.00 $ 200.00 |
1

l 261. physicians or medical )

262. Institutic'ns for human use

263. of radioactive material

j 264. provided by a mobile nuclear
i

265. medicine service.

266. (d) Licenses specifically S 600.00 $ 600.00

267. authorizing mobile nuclear
!

268. medicine services to licensees
i

269. in category IV(c).

| 270. (e) Licenses specifically S 200.00 $ 200.00

271. authorizing the use of

272. radioactive material contained
i

! 273. in eye applicators or bone
!

274. mineral analyzers.
|

275. V. Radiopharmacies ;

276. (a) Licenses specifically $ 2,000.00 $ 2,000.00 ;

277. authorizing the processing or

278. manufacturing and distribution

279. or redistribution of radio-

280, pharmaceuticals, generators,

281. reagent kits and/or sources

t

| 282. and devices containing

j 283. radioactive material.

284. (b) Licenses specifically S 900.00 $ 900.00

285. authorizing distribution or

| 286. redistribution of radio-

| 287. pharmaceuticals, generators,

i

i

'
!

i *
H. D. No. 1357
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288. reagent kits and/or services
I

289. and devices containing

290. radioactive material but not
i

291. involving processing of f
i

| 292. radioactive material.

293. VI. Industrial Radiography

294. Licenses issued for industrial S 1,500.00 S 1,500.00 1

|
,

295. radiography operations.

296. VII. Well Logging Operations 1

297. lal Licenses for possession $ 1,500.00 5 1,500.00

298, and use of radioactive material

299. for well logging and subsurface

300. tracer studies.

301. (b) Licenses for possession S 400.00 $ 400.00

102. and use of radioactive

J03. material in markers

104, including radioactive collars

105. and radioactive iron nails.

J06. VIII. Irradiators

307. (a) Licenses for possession and S 400.00 S 400.00
|

308. use of radioactive material in

309. sealed sources for irradiation

310. of materials where the source

311. is not removed from its shield

312. (self-shleided units).
I 313. (b) Licenses for possession and S 2,000.00 $ 2,000.00

i
'

I 314. use of radioactive material in

315. sealed sources for irr'adiation

316. of materials where the source

317. is exposed for irradiation

318. purposes.

i

|

11 . D. No. 1357
H 0 2.1191R 130 3. ASG
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319. IX. Civil Defense

320. Licenses for possession and S 250.00 $ 250.00

321. use of radioactive material

322. for Civil Defense activities.

323. X. Broad Scope Licenses
'

324. (a) Licenses of broad scope S 650.00 $ 650.00

325. for posses'slon and use of ~

326. radioactive materlat issued

327. for educational research and I

!

328. development and instructional
,

l

329, purposes.

330. (b) Licenses of broad scope S -750.00 5 750.00

331. for possession and use of

332. radioactive materials issued
I

333. for human use, medical
'

334. research and-development

335. and instructional purposes.

336. XI. Research and Development
!

337. (a) Licenses for possession S 200.00 5 200.00
r

338. and use of radioactive

339. material for educational

340. research and development
,

341. and instructional purposes.

342. (b) Licenses for possession S 500.00 5 500.00
1

343. and use of radioactive |
!

344. material for industrial !

l

345. research and development.

346. XII. Industclal Gauges

347. (a) Licenses for possession S 400.00 $ 400.00

348. and use of fixed in-plant

349. gauge (s) containing

350. radioactive material.

( l
|

|

H. D. flo . 1357
H02.H91R1303.ASG
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351. (b) Licenses for possession S 400.00 $ 400.00

352. and use of pipe wall thickness

353. gauge (s) containing

354. radioactive material.
I

355. (c) Licenses for possession 5 400.00 S 400.00

| 356. and use of portable
I

| 357. densitometer (s) containing

358. radioactive material.

359. (d) Licenses for possession S 200.00 5 200.00
;

|
360. and use of portable'

361. industrial gauge (s) containiriq

362. radioactive material except

363. categories XII(b) and (c).

364. XIII. Licenses for possession S 500.00 ~ S 500.00

165. and use of radioactive

366. material for the performance

367. of environmental tracer
I

J68. studies.

369. XIV. Licenses authorizing 5 400.00 $ 400.00

370. the installation, removal,

371. repair and maintenance of

372. gauge (s) containing ;

373. radioactive material.

374. xv. Licenses authorizing S 150.00 S 150.00

375. the use of radioactive

376. material contained in gas

377. chromatographs.
j

378. XVI. Licenses specifically S 2,500.00 5 2,500.00

379. authorizing decommissioning,

380. decontamination, reclamation,

381. or site restoration activitles.

Y

11 . B. tJo . 1357
H02.H91R1303.ASG
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382. XVII. Licenses specifically S 450.00 5 450.00

383. authorizing the removal of

384. radioactive material from
,

|
385. oil and/or gas tubing

386. and equipment.

387. XVIII. All other specific $ 200.00 5 200.00

388. licenses other than those

389. specified above.

390. XIX. Additional permanent 25% of applicable 25% of applicable

391. sites where radioactive fee fee

3'2. material is stored or

393. used under same license.

394. SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR GENERAL LICENSE DEVICES

395. Initial registration and annual fees for the receipt,

396. possession or use of radioactive material under a general 'icense

397. shall be per registration as follows:

398. (a) Certain measuring, S 150.00 5 150.00

399. gauging and controlling

400. device (s).

401. (b) Generally licensed gas S 100.00 S 100.00

402. chromatographi.

403. (c) Static elimination S 100.00 $ 100.00 ,

404. device (s) and ion

405. generating tube (s).

| 406. (d) Source material. S 100.00 5 100.00

I
| 407. (e) Depleted Uranium. S 100.00 S 100.00

l
; 408. (f) In Vitro testing S 75.00 $ 75.00
|
| 409. and clinical labs.
| 1

| 410. (q) All other general S 75.00 $ 75.00
|

| 411. license registrations
|

! 412. other than those

413. specified above.

|

11 . B. No. 1357
H02.H91R1303.ASG
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414. SC11EDULE OF TEES FOR X-RAY TUBE
I

!415. Fees for the initial registration and annual fees of each
;
- 1

I416. X-ray tube shall be as follows:
1

417. X-RAY TUDES j

|- 418. I. Healing Arts and S 35.00

f

| 419. Veterinary Medicine
,

t .

| 420. II. Nonheallnq Arts
,

i

I

! 421. (a) Industrial Radiography S 75.00

422. (b) All other nonhealing S 50.00

423. arts X-ray tube (s) not

424. otherwise specified. )
425. SERVICES

426. Each person who assembles, installs or services radiation

427. machines within the State of Mississippi shall pay an annual

428. registration fee of One Hundred rifty Dollars ($150.00).

429. SCllEDULE OF TEES FOR ACCELERATORS

Y
430. Fees for the initial registration and annual fees of each

4J1. accelerator shall be Three llundred Fifty Dollars (s350.00).

432. SCHEDULE Or FEES FOR NEUTRON GENERATOR l

433. rees for initial registration and annual fees for each

434. neutron generator shall be rifty Dollars ($50.00). |

[ 435. SCliEDULE Or FEES FOR NUCLEAR REACTORS !'

|

| 436. A person possessing a Nuclear Regulatory Commission license

437. or permit authorizing a nuclear reactor in the State of

| 438. Mississippi for commercial production of electrical energy

439. utilizing special nuclear material sufficient to form a critical

| 440. mass, shall pay an annual fee of Fifteen Dollars ($15.00) per
,

441. megawatt (thermal) rating for each such reactor so licensed or

j 442. permitted. When more than one (1) reactor is on the same site,

443. the fee or sum of each additional reactor after the first shall be
444. Three Dollars (53.00) per megawatt (thermal).

I
'

!

!

!--
H. D. No. 1357|
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445. SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR OUT-OF-STATE LICENSEES,

! 446. REGISTRANTS AND PERMITTEES
|

447. An out-of-state person possessing:

448. (a) A license from the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory

449. Commission

450. (b) A license or registration from an Agreement State

451. or Licensing States or

452. (c) A registration or permit from a state radiological ;

'

453. health program; and who enters the State of Mississippi to conduct

454. the activities authorized in such-license, registration or permit

455. shall pay an annual' fee in accordance with the above fee ,

i

. 456. schedules.
|
1 457. SCHEDULE OP ' FEES FOR TAtitiltlG EQUIPMENT
,

458. Tees for the initial registration and annual renewal of each,

459. unit of tanning equipment shall be Twenty Dollars (520.00).

460. SECTION 11. This act shall take effect and be in force from .

461. and after July 1, 1991.

,

>

k

dW|b
H. B. No. 1357 ST: Prescribe fees assessed by State

H02.H91R1303.ASG Department of Health.
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UNITED STATES
[p etob*

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
''y" REGION ll

7 O 101 MARIETTA STREET, N.W.o
E f ATLANTA, GEORGl A 30323

'g . . . . / . December 12, 1990

~0t

MEMORANDUM FOR: Vandy L. Miller, Assistant Dire ry eements
Program, State Programs, Offi e pf rnmen alfand

p 24/fDPublic Affairs' -

FROM: Richard L. Woodruff, State Agr. nts Officer
5 ,

SUBJECT: MISSISSIPPI MID-REVIEW VISIT |

A mid review meeting was held with personnel responsible for the Mississippi
Radiation Control Program during the period September 19-20, 1990. The
following persons were contacted during the meeting: '

Eddie S. Fuente, Director, Radiological Health
Robert W. Goff, Health Physicist Administrator, Radioactive Materials
Charles Hilton, Health Physicist Administrator, X-Ray
Robert Bell, Health Physicist Administrator, Environmental
Diantha Stewart, Chief Chemist, Environmental 'j

, Jonathan Barlow, Health Physicist Senior, Materials |
l B. J. Smith, Health Physicist, Materials i

Jerry Thomas, Health Physicist Trainee, Materials

The visit consisted of a follow-up on the status of NRC comments dated j

September 28, 1989, to the State following our 26th program' review; and
significant changes in the Mississippi program since the last review. These
topics are detailed in the following paragraphs.

Status of Comments To Dr. Alton B. Cobb dated September 28, 1989

I. Management and Administration

Administrative procedures is a Category II Indicator. .The following
comment with our recommendation is made.

Comment

Files should be maintained in a fashion to allow for fast, accurate
retrieval of information. The State uses a filing system where backup
information from the licensing process, licensee correspondence, and

,

inspection reports are filed together on one side of the file folder. ;
This' practice results in less efficient retrieval of information from the i

files. Alternative methods for organization of file folders were ;

discussed with program staff.

Recommendation

We recommend that the file folders be organized to allow for more
,

i efficient retrieval of information.

!

'

i
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Vandy L. Miller 2 December 12, 1990

! State Response
!

It has been our practice to file all correspondence, including inspection
reports, in chronological order. However, the staff agrees that some of
the larger licensing files such as the four (4) broad medical and
educational licenses may be somewhat awkward to review due to the large,

| quantity of correspondence. For these licenses, a classification
| folder will be utilized to separate licensing documents, inspection

reports, and general correspondence.

Present Status

The State is in the process of reorganizing their license folders. This
| is done as the license is amended in "its" entirety.
!

! II. Licensing
!

l Licensing Procedures is a Category II Indicator. The following comment
with our recommendation is made.

Comment

The State has a policy of amending licenses in their " entirety" every five
years which is consistent with NRC practice. However, three of the
licenses sampled had not been amended in their entirety since 1980, 1981,
and 1982, respectively. Program staff related that staff turnovers and,

! training of personnel contributed to the backlog.
t

Recommendation
l

| We recommend that the State identify all licenses that are in need of
" entirety" amendments and establish a schedule for these amendments based
upon license category and priority.

State Response

| Since January 1989, the staff has issued 29 license amendments in their
entirety. Another 23 license amendments in their entirety have been'

i scheduled through June 1990. I feel the staff has made significant
improvement in this area.

Present Status

The State continues to make progress in amending licenses in their" entirety." This is accomplished as the licenses are processed during
routine amendment actions. Since the previous review, the State has

,

amended 50 licenses in their entirety and 20 additional licenses will be '

processed during this calendar year.

i

|

!

|

l

|
f I

,. ,
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Vandy L. Miller 3 h 12,.1990

t

| III. Compliance

A. Inspection Procedures is a Category II Indicator. The following
comment with our recommendation is made.

Comment

Based upon file reviews and discussions with program staff, posting
i of " Notices to Employees" is a common citation found during " initial"
!- inspections. Options available to the Program for compliance in
) this area were discussed. . One option that.has been effective in-
i other States is the hand delivery of all new licenses. This allows
| the Program Representative to discuss with the licensee all license
! conditions, regulatory requirements, (posting, training, etc.) and to
i evaluate the licensee's facility, engineering controls, and safety
| procedures prior to the initial use of licensed materials.
.

Recommendations

| We recommend that an inspection policy'be adopted that would require i
! the hand delivery of all new licenses issued by the State.

State Response
.

We agree that hand delivery of all new licenses would be beneficial
both to the licensee and our staff. However, implementation relies
heavily upon the availability of travel funds and staff. To initiate
such a practice, it is our intention to perform either a
prelicensing visit or hand deliver all priority I and II licenses.

Present Status

The State has implemented their hand delivery policy for priority I
and II licenses.

B. Inspection Reports is a Category II Indicator. The following comment
with our recommendation is made.

Comment

Inspection reports should document specific results of inspections
and items of noncompliance in terms of answers to questions (who,
when, why, where, and what). Several reports needed additional
information to fully document the findings such as, who performed the
instrument calibration or when a source was received and due for leaktesting.

Recommendations

5 It has been our practice and certainly our intentions to fully
document the specific results of inspections and items of-

, - . , - . . , _. ___ _ _ _ _ _ . . . , . . . . . , ~ . _ . , _ ,..
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i

noncompliance. The staff reviewed the comments provided by
Mr. Richard Woodruff on the selected license files. ' Every effort
will be made to alleviate the recurrence of these comments in future
inspections.

Cun ent Status |

Three license files were reviewed as documented in Attachments B and
C. The State improved the documentation of specific results of
inspections and items of noncompliance.

Significant Program Changes

The following program changes are provided as an update to the State
Profile tabulation.
* Status and Compatibility of = Regulations. The State's regula-

tions are compatible with NRC regulations through the 02-88
NVLAP provisions. The State is planning on revisions"to their'

regulations during this next fiscal year to include all updated
changes in accordance with the 1990 version of the SSR and also
amendments for the provisions on decommissioning.and emergency
preparedness.

* Organization. There have been no changes in the location of
the Radiation Control Program; however, some personnel changes t

will be discussed below. A revised organization chart is
provided as Enclosure 1.

* Personnel. There have been no changes in the Materials Program
i- except for the addition of one new inspector, Jerry Thomas. The '

resume and educational background for Mr. Thomas was reviewed
and found to meet all of the requirements of the position.

i

| Salaries. There have been no changes in the salary _ structure;
*

'

I however, all State employees will receive a five percent or a
| minimum of $125 increase per pay period beginning October 1,

1990.

* Budget. A revised budget .for FY 91 (July 1, 1990 to June 30,
1991) was received and provided as follows:

Salaries & Fringe Benefits $521,765.00
Travel 19,590.00
Contractual Services 195,290.00

Total $807,975.00

An equipment item is to be added which will increase the total
budget by approximately $25,000.00.

(

, -.. __ __ . _ _ - . _ _ _ . . _ _ _ _ _ _
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|

The sources of the revenue are as follows: e

'State Funds $223,500.00
Radiological Health Fees 325,000.00
EPA / Radon Grant 115,800.00-
Water Quality Fees 143,675.00

Total 5807,975.00-
* Licensing. The State had 325 specific _ licenses on the date of

this review visit. Standard licensing procedures are being
followed. The " major license" listing has not changed since the r

last review. The State appears to be. current on their licensing
workload.

* Compliance. The status of the inspection program appears to be
on target. The State is- in the process of revising their
inspection frequency schedule to be compatible with the latest

.

(April 6, 1990).NRC inspection'' schedule.
* Incidents. Copies of all incidents since last review were

-

obtained, reviewed, and transmitted to HQ and_the AE00's Office.

Conclusion

Based upon this program visit and the previous review, I recommend
that the next full review be scheduled for' September of 1991.

. . /r s kn -

Richard L. Woodruff

Enclosures:
L 1. Organizational Chart

2. License File Review
3. Compliance File Review

cc w/encls:
_ Stewart D. Ebneter, Regional
i Administrator, Region II

.

(

.
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ENCLOSURE 2

REVIEW OF SELECTED LICENSE FILES

| One license file was selected for review. No comments were developed on this )
license file. I

i

; License: Southern Inspection Services
Location: Vancleave, MS

,

License No: MS-697-01 |

Issued: 03-16-90
i Expires: 03-01'-91 ,

j License Type: Industrial Radiography '

;

l

l

i
i

|
:

i

|

*
,

I

,

1

!
1

1

|
|
I

l.
,

|

j

!
_
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ENCLOSURE 3

REVIEW OF SELECTED COMPLIANCE FILES

!

Two license files were selected for review. No comments were developed from
these casework reviews.

1. Licensee: South Central Regional Medical Center
l Location: Laurel, MS

License No: MS-277-02
License Type: Teletherapy
Inspection Date: 07-24-90

| Type of Report: Form
l Type of Inspection: Routine, announced

Inspectors: Robert W. Goff
Enforcement Letter, Date: Pending
Signed By:
Licensee Response Date:
State Acknowledgement Date:

| 2. Licensee: Interstate Nuclear Services, (INS)
! Location: Vicksburg, MS

License No: MS-495-01
License Type: Nuclear Laundry
Inspection Date: 08-03-90
Type of Report: Narrative
Type of Inspection: Routine, Announced
Inspectors: Robert W. Goff and J. Barlow
Enforcement Letter, Date: 08-27-90
Signed By: Eddie S. Fuente
Licensee Response Date: Pending
State Acknowledgement Date: N/A

|
|

'
.

f

|

I
I
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M. J. Smith 9/77-7/88 Branch Director Resigned Bob Goff j
Dct Rogers 11/89-3/89 Secretary Deceased Ivy Saxton

'

Johnnie Jcner 11/87-5/89 Sec. Principal Transfer Vacant
William Bryan 5/89-6/89 Chemist II Resigned George Powell

2. List the RCP salary schedule:

i
position Title

__
Annual Salary Rance

Division Director $31,224 - $46,752

Health Physicist Administrative $27,550 - $41,284

Health Physicist, SR. $23,960 - $35'899,

Health Physicist $22,353 - $33,478
Health Physicist Trainee $18,868 - $28,260

Chemist Chief $26,736 - $40,052 ,

Chemist II $21,372 - $32,016 |
Secretary Frincipal $13,379 - $20,036 |
Secretary $11,980 - $17,949 i

3. Compare your salary schedule with similar employment alterna- )
tives in the same geographical area, such as industrial, ;

medical, academic employers or other State agencies. |

Based on salaries paid to individuals leaving for similar
positions in industry, it appears that the salary schedule is !

far behind. However, recent adjustments to salary schedules and |

realignment of positions have brought some positions in !

alignment with salaries of similar positions of other regional I

Agreement States.

4. Explain whether your salary schedule is adequate to recruit and
retain staff.

The salary schedule for dealth Physicist Trainee position
appears to be adequate for recruitment. The salary schedules
f or the recruitment of trained Health Physicists is not
sufficient to attract individuals from industry or other j

government Agencies. Whether salaries.are adequate to maintain j

present personnel is yet to be resolved due to short period for I

which salary increases and realignment of positions have been in
effect.

I

5. What opportunities are there for promotion within the RCP
organizational structure without[a staff vacancy occurring?

After satisfactorily completing:ene year employment as a Health
Physicist Trainee, he or she is! Promoted to a Health Physicist. |
Health Physicist are promoted tio Health Physicist Senior when he

j or she meets the minimum requayements and the Health Physicist
Administrative and Program Director have determined that this

3
individual has satisfactory performed his job duties as a Health

24

. . ._ -. .- -



OQSEYS [L.

'

.)

# o,, UNITED STATES I| ,

[ g NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION-] q' r,, .p WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555 l

k..../ November 22, 1991

. Alton B. Cobb, M.D.
'

State Health Officer
! State Board of Health
| Felix J. Underwood Building

2423 North State Street
P. O. Box 1700
Jackson, MS 39205

|

Dear Dr. Cobb:
.

| This is to confirm the discussion Mr. Richard L. Woodruff, Region II State
Agreements Officer, held on September 13, 1991, with Ms. Therese L. Hanna and
Messrs. Bobby Redding, Eddie S. Fuente, and Robert W. Goff following our
review and evaluation of the State's Radiation Control Program.

I

As a result of our review of the State's program and the routine exchange of
! information between the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) and the State of

Hississippi, the staff determined that overall the Mississippi program for|

! regulation of agreement materials is adequate to protect the public health and
safety and is compatible with the Commission's program. However, this finding
of compatibility is contingent upon the State adopting the " dosimetry i
processor" requirements of 10 CFR 20.202(c , and " financial assurance"
requirements of 10 CFR 30.35 as soon as po)sible. .

'

s

Status and Compatibility of Regulations is a Category I indict. tor. For those
regulations deemed a matter of compatibility by NRC, State regulations shouldi

'

be amended as soon as practicable but no later than three years. On
: February 12, 1988, the NRC regulations on " dosimetry processors" were adopted

and on July 27, 1988 the " financial assurance" regulations were adopted.
These amendments to our regulations are matters of compatibility. Based upon
discussions with your staff and our compliance file reviews, it appears that
the " dosimetry processor" rule is being regulated administratively through
your licensing and compliance program until the Mississippi regulations can be
amended. Mississippi has a " Financial Surety Arrangements for Site
Reclamation" rule, 801.C.25(f); however, this rule needs to be revised to

| remain compatible with the NRC regulations. Also, from our exit meeting, we
j understand that the State's regulations are in the process of being revised in

their entirety, and will be offered to the State Board of Health fori

| consideration during their January 1992 meeting. We would appreciate
! receiving your comments and plans on the adoption of these rules.

| An explanation of our policies and practices for reviewing Agreement State
programs is attached as Enclosure 1.

Enclosure 2 contains our summary regarding the technical aspects of our review
i f of the program. There were no major comments developed during the review and
( l the review was summarized with Mr. Fuente and his staff during our exit
j meeting with him.

hh N
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. Alton B. Cobb, M.D. 2 NOV 2 21991.

N

| We appreciate your continued support of the Radiation Control Program and your
'

regulatory efforts to protect public health and safety. The Radiation Control
' y( Program facility that you have established is one of the best, and contributes

to the high quality work being performed by the Radiation Control Program
staff. We also appreciate your cooperation with this office and the courtesy
and cooperation extended by your staff to Mr. Woodruff during the review.

A copy of this letter and the enclosures are provided for placement in the
State Public Document Room or otherwise be made available for public
examination.

Sincerely,

original signed by Carlton Kammerer

Carlton Kamster, Director
Office of State Programs

Enclosures:
1. Application of NRC Guidelines
2. Sumary of Assessment

and Comments

cc w/encls:
J. Taylor, Executive Director for

Operations, NRC
S. Ebneter, Regional Administrator,

'

Region II, HRC
E. Fuente, Director,

Division of Radiological Health
MS Department of Health

State Liaison Officer
NRC Public Document Room
State Public Document Room

Distributign: bec w/encls:
SA RF JLubenau The Chairman
DIR RF SDroggitis Ccmissioner Rogers
EDO RF RWoodruff, RSAR, RII Comissioner Curtiss
HRDenton RTrojanowski, RSLO, RIl Comissioner Remick Y

@SCKamerer Mississippi File
VMiller Document Control Desk (SP01)

*See previous concurrence. /
.0,FC,,jRlljsA0 __ RII:RA P S,A,;,nD D_,L PA DDL_

NME ! RWoodruff gSEbneter gM11,1,ej _4;a_;,eLer_gS_ war,tL_|
__

*\
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[ APPLICATION OF " GUIDELINES FOR NRC REVIEW OF
\, AGREEMENT STATE RADIATION CONTROL PROGRAMS"

The " Guidelines for NRC Review of Agreement State Radiation Control Programs,"
were published in the Federal Register on June 4,1987, as an NRC Policy;

Statement. The Guide provides 29 indicators for evaluating Agreement State
program areas. Guidance as to their relative importance to an Agreement State
program is provided by categorizing the indicators into two categories.

1

Category I indicators address program functions which directly relate to the |
State's ability to protect the public health and safety. If significant I

problems exist in one or more Category I indicator areas, then the need for
improvements may be critical.

Category II indicators address program functions which provide essential |

technical and administrative support for the primary program functions. Good
performance in meeting the guidelines for these indicators is essential in
order to avoid the development of problems in one or more of the principal
program areas, i.e., those that fall under Category I indicators. Category II
indicators frequently can be used to identify underlying problems that are
causing, or contributing to, difficulties in Category I indicators.

It is the NRC's intention to use these categories in the following manner. In j

reporting findings to State management, the NRC will indicate the category of
each comment made. If no significant Category I comments are provided, this
will indicate that the program is adequate to protect the public health and ;

safety and is compatible with the NRC's program. If one or more significant '

Category I comments are provided, the State will be notified that the program
,

deficiencies may seriously affect the State's ability to protect the public l
'

health and safety and that the need of improvement in particular program areas
is critical. If, following receipt and evaluation, the State's response
appears satisfactory in addressing the significant Category I comments, the
staff may offer findings of adequacy and compatibility as appropriate or defer
such offering until the State's actions are examined and their effectiveness
confirmed in a subsequent review. If additional information is needed to |evaluate the State's actions, the staff may request the information through i

follow-up correspondence or perform a special limited review. NRC staff may I
hold a special meeting with appropriate State representatives. No significant i

items will be left unresolved over a prolonged period. The Commission will be
informed of the results of the reviews of the individual Agreement State
programs and copies of the review correspondence.to the States will be placed
in the NRC Public Document Room. If the State program does not improve or if
additional significant Category I deficiencies have developed, a staff finding
that the program is not adequate will be considered and the NRC may institute
proceedings to suspend or revoke all or part of the Agreement in accordance
with Section 274j of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 as amended.

,

l
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\ SUMMARY OF ASSESSMENTS AND COMMENTS
MISSISSIPPI RADIATION CONTROL PROGRAM

FOR THE PERIOD
AUGUST 4, 1989 TO SEPTEMBER 13, 1991

SCOPE OF REVIEW

Th'<s program review was conducted in accordance with the Commission's Policy
Statement for reviewing Agreement State Programs published in the Federal
Reaister on June 4,1987, and the internal procedures established by the
Office of Governmental and Public Affairs, State Programs. The State's
program review was reviewed against the 29 program indicators provided in tM
Guidelines. The review included inspector accompaniments, discussions with
program management and staff, technical evaluation of selected license and
compliance files and the evaluation of the State's responses to an NRC

| questionnaire that was sent to the State in preparation for the review.

The 27th regulatory program review meeting with Mississippi representatives
was held during the period of September 9-13, 1991, in Jackson, Mississippi.
The State was represented by Eddie S. Fuente, Director, Division of
Radiological Health, and Robert W. Goff, Health Physics Administrator.

Selected license and compliance files were reviewed by Richard L. Woodruff,
Region II State Agreements Officer. Field accompaniments of two inspectors

| i were made by Mr. Woodruff on September 4 and S, 1991. A summary meeting
regarding the results of the review was held with Ms. Therese L. Hanna,

! Director, Policy and Planning, State Health Department, and
| Messrs. Bobby Redding, Assistant Director, Bureau of Environmental Health,

Eddie S. Fuente, Director, Division of Radiological Health, and
'

Robert W. Goff, Health Physics Administrator.

CONCLUSION -

The Mississippi program for control of agreement materials is adequate to
protect public health and safety, and compatible with the NRC's program for
similar materials. However, this finding is contingent upon the State's
adoption of the dosimeter processor provisions of 10 CFR 20.202(c) and the,

! amendment of the State's regulations on financial surety in accordance with
| 10 CFR 30 and 40 requirements. The State's revised regulations are scheduled
| to be offered to the State Board of Health for consideration during the
l Board's January 1992 meeting.

STATUS OF PROGRAM RELATED TO PREVIOUS NRC FINDINGS

The results of the previous review were reported to the State in a letter to
,

| Dr. Cobb dated September 28, 1989. All comments made at that time were
'

satisfactorily resolved and closed out during our visit held in September of
1990.

I(,

ENCLOSURE 2
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l
l CURRENT REVIEW COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

All 29 indicators were reviewed and the State fully satisfies 28 of these
; indicators. Specific comments on the remaining indicator were made in the

cover letter to this report. No other comments were developed during the
review.

,

SUMMARY DISCUSSION WITH STATE REPRESENTATIVES.

| A summary meeting to present the results of the regulatory program review
: meeting was held on Friday, September 13, 1991, with Ms. Therese L..Hanna,
! Messrs. Bobby Redding, Eddie S. Fuente, and Robert W. Goff. In general, the
! reviewer discussed the scope of the' review, and expressed the staff view that
'

the program was adequate and compatible, contingent upon the adoption of the
; 10 CFR 20.202(c) provisions and the financial assurance requirements of 10 CFR
; 30 and 40. In addition, the Representatives were informed that we were

pleased with the State's support of the Radiation Control Program and we
: appreciated the State's cooperation and support to NRC. Ms. Hanna and

Mr. Redding were also informed that the details of the review were discussed
with the Radiation Control Program staff and a letter from NRC would be sent
to Dr. Cobb with the results of the review. In response, Mr. Redding and

; Ms. Hanna related that they were pleased to receive a good report on the
Radiation Control Program, and that the rules needed for compatibility would

: be submitted to the State Board of Health for their consideration at the
January 1992 meeting.

i
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