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" S S December 12, 1990

MEMORANDUM FOR: Vandy L. Miller, Assistant Dire eements
Program, State Programs, Offi rnmental fand
Public Affairs njré fo

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, Radiocactive 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, 1983, 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 crganization 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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I11.

State Resronse

It has been our practice to file all correspondence, including inspection
reports, in chronclogical 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
qQuantity 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.

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
Ticenses 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.

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.

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. 1 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 awmendment 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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1I1. 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 tLhe 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 tc the initial use of licensed materials.

Recommendaticns

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 woild be beneficial
both to the licensee and our staff. However, implementation relies
heavily upon the availabiliiy 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 I1 licenses.

Present Status

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

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 leak
testing.

Recommendations

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
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
will be discussed below. A revised organization chart is
provided as Enclosure 1.

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;
however, al]l State employees will receive a five percent or a

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

o Budget. A revised budget for FY S1 (July 1, 1990 te 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 approximateiy $25,000.00.
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The sources of the revenue are as follows:

State Funds $223,500.00
Radiclogical Health Fees 325,000.00
EPA/Radon Grant 115,800.00
Water Quality Fees 142 ,675.00

Total $807,975.00

o 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
135 review. The State appears to be current on their licensing
work oad.

(ompliance. The status of the inspection program appears to be
on *arget. The State is in the process of revising their
inspe - tion frequency schedule to be compatible with the latest
(Apri. 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.

S A tin

Richard L. Woodruff

Enclosures:

1. Organizaticnal Chart
2. License File Review

3. Compliance File Review

cc w/encls:
Stewart D. Ebneter, Regional
Administrator, Region 11



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, M5

License No: MS-697-01

Issued: 03-16-90

Expires: 03-01-91

License Type: Industrial Radiography



Two license files were selected for review.

ENCLOSURE 3

REVIEW OF SELECTED COMPLIANCE FILES

these casework reviews.

W

Licensee:

Location:

License No:

License Type:
Inspection Date:

Type of Report:

Type of Inspaction:
Inspectors:

Enforcement Letter, Date:
Signed By:

Licensee Response Date:

State Acknowledgement Date:

Licensee:

Location:

License No:

License Type:
Inspection Date:

Type of Report:

Type of Inspection:
Inspectors:

Enforcement Letter, Date:
Signed By:

Licensee Response Date:

State Acknowledgement Date:

No comments were developed from

South Central Regional Medical Center
Laurel, MS

MS-277-02

Teletherapy

07-24-30

Form

Routine, announced

Robert W. Goff

Pending

Interstate Nuclear Services, (INS)
Vicksburg, MS

MS-495-01

Nuclear Laundry

08-03-90

Narrative

Routine, Announced

Robert W. Goff and J. Barlow
08-27-90

Eddie S. Fuente

Pending

N/A
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Smith 9/77-7/88 Branch Director Resigned Bob Goff

Dot Rogers 11/88-3/89 Secretary Neceased Ivy Saxton
Johnnie Jones 11/87-5/89 Sec. Principal v ansfer Vacant
William Bryan 5/89-6/89 Chemist II Resigned George Powe!l

s ]
-

List the RCP salary schedule:

Position Title Annual! Salary Range

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 - 528,260
Chemist Chief $26,736 - $40,052
Chemist 11 $21,372 - §32,016
Secretary Principal $13,379 - 820,036
Secretary £€11,980 - $17,949

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

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

The salary schedule for Health "!:sicist Trainee position
appears to be adequate for rercuitment. The salary schedules
for the recruitment of train’d Health Physicists 1c not
sufficient to attract individuals from industry or other
government Agencies. Whetler salaries are adeguate to maintain
present personnel is yet t be resolved due to short period for
which salary increases and realignment of positions have been in
effect.

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 sne is promoted to a Health Physicist.
Health Physicist are promoted to Health Physicist Senior when he
or she meets the minimum requirements and the Hezalth Physicist
Administrative and Program Director have determined that this
individual has satisfactory performed his job duties as a Health

24



July 10, 1991

M Eddie S. Fuente, Director

C 'ision of Radiological Health
3150 Lawson Street

Jackson, MS 39215-1700

Dear Mr. Fuente:

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

I am enclosing a list of questions entitled, “Appendix A, Evaluation of
Agreement State Radiation Control Programs, State Review Guidelines and
Questionnaire." 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 compieted copy of the
document including the guidelines, questionnaires, and your answers prior to
Septemper 5, 1991.

Sincerely,

Richard L. Woodruff
Regional State Agreements Officer

E <losure:

Evaluation of Agreement State
Radiation Control Program
State Review Guidelines,
and Questionnaire

bcec w/encl:
. L. Woodruff
ocument Control Desk (SP01)“
I\ ‘
RII:SA RII;
RiLWoqdruff:er SDEbneter
07/ ¢ /91 07/7/91

910710

10750+
FDR STPREG {.SGMI
PDR



APPENDIX A
STATE REVIEW GUIDELINES AND
STATE RESPONSES TO QUESTIONNAIRE

Ver. 2/1/%90
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APPENDIX A
EVALUAT.ON OF AGREEMENT STATE RADIATION CONTROL PROGRAM
STATE REVIEW GUIDELINES AND QUESTIONNAIRE

Name of State Program Mississippi
Date of NRC Review September 1991

I. LEGISLATION AND REGULATIONS

A.

Lega) 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
regulating uranium or thorium recovery and associated wastes pursuant
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, sirnce
the last review? Please attach copies of the changes.

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

a. apply civil penalties,
b. collect fees,

R require performance bonds or sureties for decommissioning
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-leve)

waste facilities.

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

Status &énd Compatibility of Reguiations (Category 1)

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




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:

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

- H 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 yr 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?

IT. ORGANIZATION

A

Location of the Radiation Contro! Program Within the
State Organization (Category 11)

NRC Guidelines: The RCP should be located in a State organization
parallel with comparable health 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.

@ 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.



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)
should be clearly drawn to provide uniformity in licensing and
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
cortract agencies.

2. 1f regional offices or contract agencies are used:

a. To whom do regional or contract agencies personne! 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)?

g, To whom do their personnel report to administratively?
d. To whom do their personnel report to technicaliy?

Legal Assistance (Category 1I)

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?



2. Is the legal staff knowledgeable regarding radiocactive
materials, the RCP, statutes, and regulations?

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

Technica) 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 guidarce on the uses of
radioactive drugs in or on humans. Thé Committee should represent a
wide spectrum of medical disciplines. The Committee should advise
the RCP on policy matters and regulations related to use of
radioisotopes in or on humans. Procedures should be developed to
avoid conflict of interest, even though Committees are advisory. This
does not mean that representatives of the regulated community should
not ser\: on advisory committees or not be used as consultants.

Questions:

1. What technical advisory committees have been established to
assist the RCP?

2. Are regular meetings sched .ed? If so, what is the frequency?

3. Please provide a list of the names and affiliations of the
technical committee(s) members.

4. What procedures exist to avoid areas of conflict of interest by
members of the committees?

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

111. 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. "he 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 cieanup. 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 draft form. The plan



should be reviewed annually by Program staff for adequacy and to
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?
€. supervising cleanup?

- 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 1ist, 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?
Budget (Category II)

NRC Guidelines: Operating funds should be sufficient to support
program needs such as staff travel necessary to condurt an effective
compliance program, including routine inspectiorns, 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 operacing 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.
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Questions:

: 8 Show the amourt 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
£ X=ray
d. Environmental surveillance
e. Emergency planning
f. LLW regulation

qg. 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 radiocactive 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.

Laboratury Support (Category, I1)

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



Questions:

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

b 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. 1f laboratory services are provided by a8 non-State agency:
a. Discuss the contractual arrangements.
b. Is the party providing the service a State licensee?

L. 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 aipha
emitters?

B Can it selectively determine the presence and quantity of
gamma emitters?

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?

F Please 1ist the types and numbers of laboratory instrumentation
and services available.

Administrative Procedures (Category II)

NRC Guidelines: The RCP should establish written interna) 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, decommicsioning and
license termination, fee collecticn, contacts with communication

8



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:

a. Office administration,
b. Receipt, assignment and tracking of license applications,

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

d. Terminating liconses and decomrissioning licensed
facilities,

e. Collecting fees,

¥i Responding to press inquiries,

g. Conflict of interest for RCP employees,

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

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

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

2. What other written administrative procedures have been
developed?

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

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

Management (Category II)

NRC Guidelines: Program management should receive periodic reports
from the staff on the status of regulatory actions (backlogs, problem
cases, finquiries, 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 reviewer and document the results. Complex licenses

9



(major manufacturers, large scope - Type A Broad, or ones with the
potential for significant releases tc environment) should receive
second party review (supervisory, committee, or consultant).
Supervisory review of inspections, reporis and enforcement actions
should alsc 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.?

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

3. How often is a statistical tabulation of licensecs, 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?

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

8. How many field accompaniments of inspec.ors 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?

Do all inspection reports receive supervisory review?

Does all enforcement correspondence receive supervisory review
prior to dispatch?

I 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



Office Equipment and Support Services (Category 1I)

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
radicactive materials program, including if appropriate, any
problem areas.

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

¢. 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 bace 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..)

- 5 wWhat licensing functions are on your computer system?

8. what compliance functions are on your system?

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

10. Are computers or terminals available to the professional staff,
and if so, what use is made of them?

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



Iv.

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 1in accordance with UMTRCA and applicable State
administrative procedure laws.

Questions:

1. Are licensing and inspection files available for inspection by
the public?

2. If so, what information may be withheld?

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

PERSONNEL

A

Qualifications of Technical Staff (Category 1I)

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 1ife sciences?

2. What additional training and experierce coes the RCP director
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



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 1listing the professional (technical)
pe~son-years of effort applied to the agreement or radioartive
material program by individual. Include the name, posit.on,
fraction of time spent and include the following areas:
administrative/supervisor, inspection,,
laboratory, regulation development, other). The table heading
should be:

NAME POSITION AREA OF EFFORT FTE%

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

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

Staff Supervision (Category I1I)

NRC Guidelines: Supervisory personnel should be adegquate 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:
 §R Identify the junior personne! and senior personnel.

2a. What duties are assigned to junicr personnel?

b. How is their work monitored?

13



: 8 Is there adequate supervisory or senior guidance and direction
for junior personnel?

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

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.

Staff Continuity (Categery 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 qualifications. Salaries should be
comparable to similar employment in the geographical area. The RCP
organization structure should be suck that staff turnover is
minimized and program continuity maintained through opportunities for
promotion. Promotion opportunities should exist from junior level to
senior level or supervisory positions. There also should be
opportunity for periodic salary increases compatible with experience
and responsibility.

14



Questions:

B8 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.

& 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,
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 arnd
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 bern
issued since the last review?

b. How many were major licenses? (See question 11 for criteria.)
3. List the specific licenses (name and license number) that were

terminated since the last review.
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7a.

8a.

10.

ii.

How many amendments were issued during the review period?

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

Note any variances in licensing policies and procedures or
exemptions from the regulations granted since the last review.

Do you require licensees to submit contingency plans?
(Reference: A1l Agreement and Non-Agreement State letter dated
May 21, 1987, or NUREG 0767).

List the licensees (name and license rumber) who are subject to
contingency plans requirements and the status of their plans
(approved, under review, etc.).

wWhat criterion does the State use to determine the need for a
prelicensing visit?

How many prelicensing visits were made during this review
period?

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

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

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

INCLUDE:

Broad (Type A) Licenses

LLW Disposal Licenses

LLW Processing and Brokers

Major Manufacturers and Distributors

Uranium Mills

Large Irradiators (Pool Type or Other)

Radiopharmacies

Other Licenses With a Potential Significance for
Environmental Impact

0 Other Licensees You Consider to be "Major" Licensees

00000 O0CO

The table heading should be:

Licensee Name License Number License Type

16



£.5

Adequacy of Product Evaluations (Category 1)

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
sufety 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, wuses, drawing
identifications, and permissive ¢~ 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:

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

- How many SS&0 evaluations have been made for which registry
documents have not yet been issued?

3. What guides and procedures are used to evaluate registry
applications?

4, Please describe the . -ocedures for supervisory review of SS5&D
registrations.

5a. Do you have any pressing concerns about 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 mode)
number and describe your concerns.

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 und rejulatory
positinons. The present compliance status of licensees should be
considered in licensing actions. Under the NRC Exchange-of=
Information program, evaluation sheets, service licenses, and
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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 i ternal 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&0D 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.
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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 1is responsible for filing
materials in folders?).

15. Are there opportunities for license reviewers to accompany
inspectors?

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
o\ :rdue, 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 pericdic status reports. When
backlngs occur the program should develop and implement a plan to
reduce the backlog. The plan shouid identify priorities for
inspections and establish target dates and milestones for assessing
progress.

Questions:

¥ 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 1in 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,
2, and 3 licenses with overdue inspections. Include the
inspection priority, the due date, and the number of months
the inspection 1is overdue. (If 1ist 1is 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

$. 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 numbér 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?
¢. 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?

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 Jlicensed operations, e.g., major
processors, broad licensees, and industrial radiographers should be
inspected approximately annually =-- smaller or Tless hazardous
operations may be 1inspected less frequently. The minimum
inspection frequency including for initial inspections should be no
Jess than the NRC system.

Questions:

1. Please attach a copy of the State's priority system.
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- How are inspection priorities assigned to licenses?
B Is the priority noted in the license file?

4. Discuss any variances in the State's pricorities 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
vaicn the State is inspecting more frequently due to
compliince problems. Please discuss the nature of those

[ ] -
protiom-,

Ins:ector's Performance and Capability (Category 1)

NRC Guidelines: Inspectors should be competent to evaluate health
and safety problems and to determine compliance with State
regulations. Inspectors 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.

Questions:

- B How do new inspectors become qualified to conduct independent
inspections?

' 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 duriny the review period? If not,
explain.

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 ‘e Agency in

less than 30 days (10 CFR 20.403 types). For thote incidents not
requiring reporting to the Agency ir less than 30 days,
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Air Samplers: Hi and Low Volume
Lab Counters: Detect 0.001 uc/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 regquired to licensees being
inspected.

Questions:
1. Discuss the State's policy for conducting confirmatory

measurements as a part of each inspection (e.g., air samples,
wipe samples, air flows, dose rates).

N

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?

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:

the Ticensee (name, license number and type of operation)
types of media sampled

the number and locations of stations sampled

the frequency of sample collection

the analyses run on each type of sample

T OQOnNoO®
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How i such data used inm your licensing and inspection
programs for these State licenses?

Please attach copies of any summaries or periodic reports
relating to this aspect of your environmental surveiliance
program.

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

Questions:

1.

3a.

Have there been any applications or approvals for
incineration, compacting or for methocs of LLW disposal not
provided for in the regulations (i e , 10 CFR 20.302
requests)? If so, please list the appl’icant and nature of
application and status.

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

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.

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

How does the RCP handle inspection findings concerning

industrial safety hazards? (Reference A/S Jletter dated
January 18, 1989.)
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INCIDENT REPORTING CHECK LIST

1. Type of Incident or Alleged Incident:

4 Was an investigation conducted by your staff? _
Date Initiated:

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

[ ] Loss of package effectiveness or contamination?
Theft 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?

3
3

| WY | W Y WA | WY | W] W T ] R

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 A1l 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.:

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

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?

I1s the case closed?
Is record of incident in RAM files?
what enforcement action was taken?

NAME OF PERSON PREPARING THIS SUMMARY DATE
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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 £, Sch. B *Addition of

30 Part D, App. B an exempt quantity

for Ba-133.

March 26, 971 20 *fadition and
modification
of transport and
packaging
71 procedures.

N = B w
o0 0O

Fey

o
I D
~N O

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.
! Refers to the Suggested State Regulations for Control of Radiation prepared
by the Conference of Radiation Control Program Directors, Inc.



Authorization to use
C-14 in in vitro

or laboratory tests.

*Requirement that
suppliers must

customers are
authorized to

material shipped.

*Special curie
definitions and
concentration

values for U and Th.

Addition of H-3 and
Fe-59 to in vitro

extension of
Medical Group

*Modification of
requirements for
distribution of
31.5 GL devices.

*Clarification of
AEC contractors
exemption pursuant

Reorganization Act.

Effective Date 10 CFR Part Regulations Summary
(cont'd)
Jan. 10, 1974 31 C.22(1)
32 €.28(h) n
clinical
March 11, 1974 30 C.40
31
verify that
40
70
receive the
150
July 29, 1974 30 A.2(1)
Part D, App. A
Aug. 16, 1974 3l €.22(h)
32 C.26(c) tests and
35 C.28(h)
€.28(J)
licensing.
Jan. 15, 1975 31 €.22(d)
32 C.28(d)
Jan. 19, 1975 -~ A.3(c)
to Energy
June 25, 1975 20 D.206

*Compatibility Item.

*Requirements for
control of licensed
material in
unrestricted areas
and not in storage.



Summary

Effective Date 10 CFR Part Regulations
(cont'd)
June 25, 1975 35 Part €, Sch. L
Jan. 19, 1976 20 0.1(a)
Jan 29, 1976 20 Part D, App. A
Feb. 23, 1976 35 Part £, 5ch. €
April 19, 1976 35 Pavt L, Sch. €
June 2, 1976 20 Parts C, D

31 and E

32

35

40

70

150
Aug. 4, 1976 34 £.203
Aug. 16, 1976 35 Part C, Sch. -

*Compatibility I%em.

Addition of 1-125
seeds for
interstitial
treatment of cancer
to Group VI.

*Incorporation of
“"As Low AS Is
Reasonably
Achievable (ALARA)"
wording.

*Modification of
occupational
exposure limit
for Rn-222.

Addition of
Sn=-113/In-113m
generators to Group
15 P

Addition of Yb-169
DTPA for
cisternography
Requirements for
preservations of
certain records
required by the
requlations

Personnel menitoring
requirements for
industrial
radiographers.

Addition of 1-125
fibrinogen for
detection of deep
vein thrombosis to
Group II.



”

*Authorizes use of
respirators. Bases
internal exposure
1imits on intake
into the body.

Establishes GL for
depleted uranium

*Exemption for
personnel neutron

containing thorium.

Addition of Se-75 to

Addition of Mock

calibration sources
to in vitre GL.

Modification of
requirements for
individual physician
use of radioactive
material for human

Extends small
quantity source
material GL to
Federal, State and
local governments
for operational

Effective Date 10 CFR Part Regulations Summary
(cont'd)
Dec. 29, 1976 20 D.103
Jan. 5, 1977 40 €.21(d)
products.
March 7, 1977 40 E. 3¢
dosimeters
May 31, 1977 31 C.22(1)
32 C.28(h) invitro GL.
June 27, 1977 31 C.22(1)
32 C.28(h) lodine-125
Aug. 15, 1977 35 C.26(b)
use.
Jan. 6, 1978 40 €.21(a)
purposes.
Jan 16, 1978 35 Part €, Sch. €

*Compatibility Item.

Addition of Tc-99m
human serum albumin
serum albumin for
heart blood pool
imaging to Group

1§ § &



Addition of Tc-99m
medronate sodium for
bone imaging to

*Exemption for spark
gap irraditors
containing Co=60.

requirements

for controlling
areas in which
radiation levels in
excess of 500 rems/

Addition of Tc=99m
gluceptate sodium
for brain u«nd renal
perfusion imaging
to Group III.

*Removal or defacing
of radiocactive
material labels on
empty containers.

Addition of Tc-%9m
human serum albumin
microspheres for
venography to

Requirement to
perform survey of
patients to confirm
that implants have
been removed

Effective Date 10 CFR Part Regulations Summary
(cont'd)
Feb. 7, 1978 35 Part C, Sch. C
group III.
Feb. 16, 1978 30 C.4(c)
March 14, 1978 20 D.203(c) *Additional
hr exist.
June 16, 1978 25 Part €, Seh. L
June 23, 1978 20 D.203(f)
Sept. 7, 1978 35 rart €, Sch. ©
Group III.
Dec. 28, 1978 35 G.2(c)
March 22, 1979 35 Part C, Sch. €

*Compatibility Item.

Deletion of
diagnostic
procedures from
medical groups.



Effective Date 10 CFR Part Regulations Summary

(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 - s *Controi 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

€.101 reference to Postal
Service
regulations.

Sept. 2, 1980 35 C.26(c) Testing of
racdioisotope
generators.

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 Mil]

Tailings Act.
C.29

*Compatibility Item.

Part L, Sch. &



Effective Date

10 CFR Part

Regulations

Summary

(cont'd)

Dec. 1, 1980

Jan. 28, 1981

March 6, 1981

March 13, 1981

March 31, 1981

May 13, 1981

Sept. 23, 1981

Nov. 30, 1981

Dec. 24, 1981

March 26, 1982

*Compatibility Item.

20

20

35

34

20

30

30

20

40

35

D.106(g)

D.304

Part L. Seh. €

E.203(b)

D.306

C.4(c)

C.4(c)

D.201

C.3(c)(6)

Part L, Sch. L

*Reference to 40 CFR

190 for uranium fuel
cycle operations.

*Deletion of waste
burial
auchorization,

Addition of Tc-99m

oxidronate sodium to

Group III.

Disposal of
desimeter records.

Biomedical waste
rule.

*Exemption for
survey instrument
calibration sources.

*Addition of Am-241
to exemption for
survey instrument
calibration sources.

*Radiation
protection
survey reguirement.

*Clarification of
exemption for
uranium shielding
in shipping
containers.

Addition of Tc=99m

labeled disofenin to

Group III.



Effective Date

10 TFR Part

Regulations

Summary

(cont'd)

April 15, 1982

June 29, 1982

July 6, 1982

Sept. 13, 1982

Jan. 26, 1983

Dec. 27, 1983**

March 4, 1983

March 7, 1983

June 28, 1983

20

35

71

35

61

20

35

35

35

*Compatibility Item.

**Piblished in conjunction with Part 61.

D.103

Part €, Seh. C

€.104

C.26(a)

Part M
D.307
D.308
D.309

D.311

G.4(h),(1)

C.26(c)

Part C, Sch. C

8

Placement of
provisions of

Reg. Guide 8.15 in
regulations.

Addition of Tc-99m
labeled succimer to
Group III.

*Advance
notification

of transport of
waste.

Change medical
isotope committee to
radiation safety
committee.

*Licensing
requirements for
land disposal of
radioactive waste,
and waste
classification.

*Transfer for
disposal and
manifests.

Teletherapy room
monitors and
servicing of source
exposure mechanisms.

Exemption from
requirements for use
of approved
radiopharmaceuticals
for unapproved
procedures.,

Addition of I-125
sealed source in
portable device to
Group VI.



Effective Date 10 CFR Part Regulations Summary

(cont'd)

Aug. 15, 1983 30 E. 38 Expiration and

40 termination of
70 licenses.
Sept. 6, 1983 71 Part T Transportation regs
(proposed) compatibility with
TAEA.
Sept. 28, 1983 30 W.504 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 Mil

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

*Compatibility Item.

reporting



Effective Date 10 CFR Part Regulations Summary

(cont'd)

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

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

July 27, 1988 30, 40 Part C *Decommissioning

70

June 26, 1989 61 Part D Greater than
Class C

July 17, 1989 39 Part W Exemption -
Authorized to use
sealed sources in
well logging.

October 12, 1989 35 Part G Addition of
Palladium-103
for interstitial
Treatment of
cancer.

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

70
August 23, 1990 - 38, 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

*Compatibility Item.

10

of Radiographers
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; August 12, 1991 Cf’ﬂ‘a

Alton B. Cobb, M.D.

State Health Officer

State Board of Health

Felix J. Underwood Building
2423 North State Street

P. 0. Box 1700

Jackson, Mississippi 39205

Dear Dr. Cobb: &

Thi, 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 Materialis. As discussed, the review is
scheduled for September 9-13, l991u

Mr. Woodruff, my Region II State Agreements Officer, will be the NRC's
representative for the review. If your schedule permits, Mr. Woodruff would
1ike 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. Woodruff, RSAD, RII
Document Control Desk (SP01)

RIT:SAQ RIT: st
Pl &u/ﬂ“" 6

RLWoodruff SDEbnete

08/ b /91 08/ /91
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Alton B. Cobb, M.D.

State Health Officer

State Board of Health

Felix J. Underwood Building
2423 North State Street

P. 0. Box 1700

Jackson, MS 39205

Dear Dr. Cobb:

This is to confirm the discussion 'Mr. Richard L. Woodruff, Region 1] 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 exckange 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.

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 to
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.

Y270



; Alton B. Cobb, M.D. 2 NOV 22 1831

We appreciate your continued support of the Radiation Control Program and your
regulatory efforts to protect public health and safety. ™ . 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 Pregram
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 Kammerer, 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 11, NRC

E. Fuente, Director,
Division of Radiologicz] Health
MS Department of Health

State Liaison Officer

NRC Public Document Room

State Public Document Room

Distribution: bce w/encls:

SA RF JlLubenau The Chairman

DIR RF SDroggitis Ccmmissioner Rogers

EDC RF RWoodruff, RSAR, RIl Commissioner Curtiss

HRDenton RTrojanowski, RSLO, RII Commissioner Remick 4¢:;"'
CKammerer Mississippi File

VMiller Document Control Desk (5P01)

*See previous concurrence.
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APPLICATION OF "GUIDELINES FOR NRC REVIEW OF
AGREEMENT STATE RADIATION CONTROL PROGRAMS"

The "Guidelines for NRC Review ¢ Agreement State Radiation Control Piograms,"
were published in the Federa)l 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 1 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 1 indicator areas, then the need for
improvemenis may be critical.

Category Il 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 develupment of problems in one or more of the principal
program areas, i.e., these that fall under Category I indicators. Category 1l
indicators freguently can be used to identify underlying problems that are
causing, or contributing to, difficulties in Category I indicators.

It 15 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 ! 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
deficicncies may seriously affect the State’s ability to protect the public
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
follow-up correspondence or perform a special limited review. NRC staff may
hold a special meeting with appropriate State reprrsentatives. 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.



SUMMARY OF ASSESSMENTS AND COMMENTS
MISSISSIPPI RADIATION CONTROL PROGRAM
FOR THE PERIOD
AUGUST 4, 1989 TO SEPTEMBER 13, 1991

SCOPE OF REVIEW

This proo~am review was conducted in accordance with the Commission’s Policy
Statement for reviewing Agreement State Programs published in the

Register 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 ‘ndicators provided in the
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 perivd 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 Ticense and compliance files were reviewed by Richard L. Woodruff,
Region 11 State Agreements Officer. Fisld accompaniments of two inspectors
were made by Mr. Woodruff on September 4 and 5, 1991. A summary meeting
regarding the results f the review was held with Ms. Therese L. Hanna,
Director, Policy and Planning, State Health Department, and

Messrs. Bobby Redding, Assistant Director, Burzau 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 CF} 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 %o the State in a letter to
Dr. Cobb dated September 28, 1989. A1l comments made at that time were

satisfartorily resolved and closed out during our visit held in September of
1990.



CURRENT REVIEW COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

A1l 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 REPRESEWTATIVES

A summary meeting te 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. Geff. 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 Kadiation 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 Contrel 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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AFFENDIX A
EVALLUATION OF AGREEMENT STATE RADIATIOR CORTROL PRUGRA!
STATE QUESTIONRAIRE UPLATE
Rape of 2tate brograt:  Lilssissiprl
keporting Period froo:  Aupari 4..1880 t0 Ssptembes 35, 2001
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Eranioe mol o orerations in the réporting perioca:
9 Campens g Powvnadd titg of Regulations {Catogams 13

1 Wra% dn the effective date of the last compatibilityv-re.ated
’ the Stave s regulations”

M 18
B heferring w0 the latest NRC chronology of amendments, identify
se Tkl DAVY Lot peen adoptec by the Clate, eXplall way They

wore pot adorsed. and discus:z any actions being tawven to adopt

¢ Deagdadmn of Rediclogical Health gtaff is cnrreﬁf;y

revising tre Missiszippi Regulations in their entirety. The
Eight bastion of the E57°CR is being used to revise our
regulations., A rough draft is available for review and a fins!
draft will be sent to NRC for review and comments. The current
revizion will include all of NRC’s chronclogy amendments
provided with the state questionnaire and is expected 1o be
approved vy the MC State Board of Health in January 196%.

I

. .gentify the person respongible for developing new or amendec
regqu.ationg affecting agreement materiale.

Mr. Eddie Fuente, Director and staff.
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8) organization chart(s) showing tne position of the radiavion
coslros  ceran (RCF ) witnin the State organizetion anc ile
reiavionship to the Governor and conparabie heaitn and safety
Prograne

-

e Frata has it Officery reports Yo the Stase Bdaard of Fexls
N the GoVarnor.

Lok PP S0 )

b wCE internal organization charts. If appiicable, incluace
repicgel offices and contract agentie

o
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} 3N of she ECP (Cavegory 1I)
1.  What changes occurred in the organization of the KUF during the
reoorting period”
: : Ko changes
es 1f changez ocrurred. how have they affected the ROP anc ite

effectiveness”
Kot arplicabie }
C. legal Assistance (Category 1I)

1. If legal aszistance was utilized during the reporting period,
briefly describe the circumstances.

Consultation
a. recs
¥ Stract and Caer Provertie: (nowm)
i ¢. Oper Records
{7' 2.  Was the legal assistance satisfactory during this pericd?
5 5 Append.ix 4 Revision §

*f‘ Yage £ Questionnaire Update 871461 Draft




l

o

|

! #,

i

4 - = - Ciuad =

]
1€

4 FE ST A 4 s -,.!:‘;;}_:_.:M{'ié (Gmu&f)l”y' R

u' R . A e+ o i ——- -

; i Fieass 1iet tne pages, affiliations. and teras ¢ the technicsd

‘ culmml tee (& membersa.

It

: Stewen. . Zachowo MLB. Augaat 18971 /Aupacst 1994

; M5 Meciczl Aascciaticn

4

i Davie L Sneed, POE Ausast 190E/Bugust 1991

; M Dental Asscéiation

1 : !

) ALt 3 < M JOE RUEUST o AuEast  AHEe

?? Mi- Redicingica. Sooiety

: Sl A R o Bagnat Leulibidg. & i

; “ P i iy

l = ik - T i T S S R i “

: roe st Arme Irongy bl Septd Svgusaent 1 v

B i) o Fakedh S ol o1 Tnc oo el 801

f e Euathe hugast L1556, August 1842

: V. i3 an envidory Ccommittes op conBultant was uded Suring Lne

" PO T 2% T Pelral s SRy Y GESRCPIDE Sach CLrCURBLALCY \;.v:. ¥,

- SUDSeDT, Tne need, the result, anc the pauner oblained - o

| Mestins o theons (BH1C .. oY Jetter

; _

“ & DhYBicish Teguest 10 increase the sSTtaAnAArd 3-8 nillicaries
gogs for GA-R7 scans to B-10 gillindries for the imaging
oneeiogy patients. Documentation of tue physicizis” reguest

: Was proviges 1o 1ne meqical members o1 tne Agvisory Louncii. A
written respotise was provided by each member. Alec, during ihne

: review per.od each member of the Advisory Council was provided

: a copy of the proposed increase in fees, which was supportea oy

: all menbers.

4

E 111. MANAGEMENT AND AIMINISTRATION

|

A. Qualisy of Emergency Planuing (Category 1)

i

; L. Urher than ine commpunications l1isi, wWhen was the emergency p.an

? lazt reviged”

3 The Mise.sslppi Radiclogical Emergency Preparedness F.an wae

£ revViavs Tt 143 entiret; Kay 180l

é

:

i r

TP S L
NEVIEIDTN

Apzendis A
Questionnaire Upiate

£/714/81 Draft




Ay,

L6 6

F B PO o

Pags 4

o |

.4
The Vivisivy of radiclogicai heaith & Gulcsnce 1or
SR Eii0l Emesglncder WAS (ARSY peVised ir-Iv

If the plan wse revised gince the last review, wh
Woeres o

Rewisaty 33 ivE Sh ety .

il the oAt was SU0s LA xa‘¢y revisgd.s Qurlug 1he

A ¢d 3 R L. U ) B -
L 58 PR Y C SN R B UES r“"" Lo tha OEPOrtans Ty o o

revision wnile it was in deaft forn”

Ty .
Aipd WiBos el

PaYr e

".r..'

Wien allt oW WaS e pian 185 vaated

& «ff hoare drill was conducted on Auguat ZB-Z3.

resprrge o (ngnd Gulf Buslesr Srasior

fhow Lhe amount for funds for the RCF for the curven

vesr olbdtaived Teon: (FY §Z) Thousands

. Ziate peneral funi

AT

L5 W

Fha
Era
e

& Yegern. granis and contracts (i

(¥ N
T
j o
s
o
’J
P
Q"

g, " Other State Water Analysis

e.  Total:

Show the total amounts in the current KCF budget
a. Administration

. hadicactive materiais

A Tl

d. Environmental surveiliance

€. Enerpency planning

Appendix A
Questionnaire Update

&t changes

PREPLELANLE

- e L 8 N
B4 130 ' il ¢ A G R

LR B
LR

allocated for:
86,0
173.8

L4
ol
e
£33

s
&
o>
.

o

~3

Revision b
Draft

E/14/87




St il ankis

L L T T T T T e T BT p————

b ia ‘BE L TATAON i
E- wrib il 4 PeRalatioy ¢
Yoo - gl 10 - 13 L5 E’f =3
3 iy

& By

oL Wiaas peroen saue of your radicaciive materials jrogral is

2y &
IS e ¥l
o by s o ; !
UL

4. Idscuss snv changes in program funding thet occurred during the

ot L P BT ay ThE Yeasrnz Tor the chandez (new (rograns.,
chapes “1 enrhasis. statewide reduction, fee cost recovery
perasnitasy . £%9. b, ane how the changes affecteq the prograr.

e

iWo adutiionas graita/contracts avarded: ohe by trA 10 condut
radsl @ludies anc one oy Wik Tor oversight ectivities st

Wk faiel RigE Maas Clee RS in T aptag] Healeh BRes inenasne
pffentdve diziy Lo lbel.

& vers ie funiding sutficient €O aupport all ¢f the rragran
neens 17 Yo% what are tne problem areas’
Yos., exioo arne expandicn (additiona. staff) during this
$450a0 Yea

Waboratory Susiors (Lategory, 1)

i Ware there change: in the laboratory support. such 48 new
ingtrumeniz, eto., in this periody  if 80, please exp.siln.

1 = BE-G000 guantum Technology with Gampa- Data Keduction
softwars
2. Have there bLeen problems in obtaining timely and accurate lab

-
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Aduinistrative rrocedures (Category 11)
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What word processing, data base, and spread sheet programs are
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3. Public Information (Category I1)
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licensing & compliance 205
Emergency resvonss %
Low-level waste B5%

Bab. oS H.P. Adm. Administration”’
iicensing & com~
pliance e
Emergency reap.

1
low-level waste : W

Jonathan bBarlow H.P.Benior Licensing &
compliance 98.
Emergency resp. 1

B. J. amith H.P.Senior Licensing & 85.
compliance

3¢ 3 0

o
3%

Emergency rez;. 1.86%

Melissa White H.F.lrainee Licensing & ob. bk
compliance
Emergency recy. 1.5%
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D.2.%
Page L

Staff Supervision {(Category 11)

i

fas

Coppute the professional/teclnival person-year eilori ol
perainoyears per 100 licenses {(excluding managem-it above 1
girect rAll supervisor, vacancie:, and personne’ as;1gnoa 1o

n.l.s and burial site licenses). Count only time decicated 1o
redioaciive materials.

NAYT sl L1 PERSONNEARS
Bop Uoit rn.F.Administrative B
Jonnthan :3'::w HoP.Senicy SO0
:’:. l.". ur : H.P.ue'}ior‘ o 00
Malissa Wnix H.P.Trainee JaU

Peraon-years =  J3.60 1

B AL yerssn-vears 5 1.13 person-years/lil licenses.

. LAORNSCE

(& Tne BLalling ievel anesguate to meel NOrmal AN STRCial NeEead
anc vacsap’  If not, explain.

kes. but conaidering anticipated growtl, the director has

grzipnesl another rosition teo Eranch. Mav bs hired during thiz .
figeal year, i
lin you ourrently have vacancies? I1f so, when do you expect tc

$iid ther”

Yeu:. K.V, Benior ~ Environmental Branch - currently

recruiting.

Sscretary - X-Ray Branch - hiring freeze in effect:
however, justification for
this positicn has been
submitted to the State
Personnel Board.

Identify your senior personnel assigned to monitor the work of
Junior personnel.

Bob Goff - Health Physicist Administrative
Jonathan Barliow - Senior Health Physicist
E. J. Smith - Senior Health Physicist

Training (Category 11)

1
- -

Frepare a table listing the vear each of your technical
personnel attended the tolliowing NKU training courses:

NAME LICENSING INSPECTION MEDICAL KADIOGRABMY i
Appendix A Revigion &

Questionnaire Update 8/14/91 Draft




*y p‘)l \\thﬂ +4

" 2 . 5 b
<l Precare o liatins the vesr clinl of wour teshnide i
perRLn he folliowing NROC treining oourses: 5
]
St » 1
47 S EH i
it L b I o e
:\.: ‘. % ""i. .’iE' 206G ING L“. .-..'.\L. e vt B ETS !
|
=i 1R P skt |
bob Gefl 190k 145€ 16ET 18017 :
e 1855 i8¢ 1862 it i
b 4 - - . = 7 - 'S

B.J.bmith 59 196 191 193 |
i

& 1L env of s smiteriale staff clirrent v psed NAC Irainiy
U528 laentily 4no enpioyess ans the oOursed nesfon ;
:
Melisss wiiite uaé not attended anv cours i
i
N 2o > : 2Ry o i e A !
EVGESEENE SIS TR S R S S S S 3
! igertify the terhinical gtaff whe Jefr the Agresnen Prograr !
firing tnis yoriod and, if possible. give the reasons for the !
1

-,

¢

-
o v Ayt
v AA‘.L.\.-M.

[avid Rep s Health Fhvaicig®
leorge rowe. i Chepist

Mevil Peterson ArElnes

vavid Tetum H.P. Benior
derry  Thonss H.r. Traipnes

Jarpy

Thomaz was the only individual
Radioactive Materials Branch.

Liat the RCF salary schedule as follows:

who werged

REASDN UK LEAVID }
fledicas SChoO. g
Higher halary 5
nAflier SelBry :
tiigher Ealary j
Eigher Salamy :

§31,225.64 - $46,752.00

27,550.32

- 41,283.72
K.P. Sr. 23,960.40 - 35,808.84
H.B. 22.358.86 - 33,471.72
H.P.Trainee 16,867.72 - 28,250.68
Chief Chemist 27 696.36 ~ 41,.482.40
Sec. Prix. AR B4 = 20,054 EF
Sec. 1~.a¢-.t4 ~ 18,763.44

Apperdix
Questionnaire Updato

in the

Revision &
B/14/51 Draft




' PN

Technical Wwasiity of Licensing Actions ((ategory 1)

Pleass guve the total mumber of licenses in each category.

2 wy-tme o mw Toagad£4 2
e ...A'

#3]

Aaa S0 I"ﬂe‘ h_\AJ‘d‘
Acan ‘m‘ﬁ Eroad Non=Medical
Acade o dther
‘;rrrturiA +ion Services
Fiyxad Gauge
Gas Ubronstograrhs
and otlier Meaguring Bystems
Incastrla.. Broad 0
g faal othe A
infptfrl«. Radiograrhy 19
irradiators, Ponl
Irradiatora, Self-Uontained. others 4
leak iest & Usiioravion Services !
i BrOsST {PrOTEsSSAINE, o
{y'y~ﬂ‘, > ‘\\'\"'\;V""“I \.
LIW Broker (no rroﬁeSomni) v

Wl\fr‘nivl i

1

Lt ST % SR

{

€5

e
-

Manufacturing and Distribution. rroac O
Mapnufaciuring ang istribution. other {
Medical . Broad U
Medicsi. Uther Institutional {
{Hospitais & Clinics)
Medical, Frivate Practice 1%
Mopile Nuclear Services
Nubiesy iAundr; 3
Nuclear Pharmacies
Fortalle Gaage ans
Industrial Use of Lixiscopes
R& D, Eroad
K & D, other
source Material Procezsing
Teletherary (Human Use)
Teletherary Services
U-Fill Tailings, Rare Earth, Source Material
Veterinary Medicine
We.l Logging (inciuding Field Flooding)
Other

PPN

.

ot el ™ E =R & elow Rl 4]

320

TOTAL NMeER OF SPECIFIC LICENSES:

Update the ligt of the Stste’s major licensess. In addition to
the name. license number and type, please indicate if the
license 15 new or was terminated (acticn). inciuae:

o Brosd Licenses
Appencix b Revision &
Questionnaire Update 8/14/91 Draft




€5

boa

et

Al ‘l ™ &$

S Erorere (R1d Tipes)

Mapufacturers and Diatributors

Uranium Mills

irradiators (Other than Belf~Containes

o ear Pharpacied
ey wicenses With a Potential Siguificants
for Environmental Impact

il e hendine should bed

laceness feme . license Number . - ldosnss IyPe . ACLiLn
Wi o s Men, Ut ME*MBu-Ol Medic&i Brosd

Nt No=rhl~ Facaticnal prosd

| SRR T A ﬁo‘aau-ha Educational Broas
Hndv. 2% Hentiery P Ma~BEEL~U5 Edncational Brioas
S M2-4353-01 Fadiopharnacy

s Me=Au=G1 Nac jear wsanarms

(PR BN VL Ma~tl=-01 Large Meuical ihn,

How pavy new licenses (not amenduents in entiretly) were iss vied
b this neecsding rariod?

How many rencwzis were issued”

ROB Wwasy  pies il 1icehses Were terminatec

How many other amendments were issted?

505

laentify any major, unusual, or romplex licenses issued or
renewea in this period.

No major, unusual, or complex licenses have been issued.

Have any new or amended licenses affected the list of licenaes:

requiring coentingency plans?

N

Piscuszs any variances in licensing poiicies anc procecares or
exenztions from the regulations granted during the period.

Appenaix A Revision

Questionnaire Update 8/14/91 Draft




A

U,  How many prelicensing visits were made during this pericd:

£

2, Adeguacy ol Frocost Evaluaticn (Category 1)

r 44 Prepare & tabie Llétlh; new and revised coky reglatrations of
& =) R S 1 |

FOA LA BOUrSeL u.u utt; JEE ;uu-}“‘) d.u O e rapc '~A!a§ Pol iy
The tabie hesding should be:

B e et PP R S I 0 LB LTI AN, TR

it 01 T " " " y S L Iy o alis a4 N
P - 21 SHENILAE TRDET .Y}"; L angacate JNEi0@&TE 11
¢ g 3
Fegigtiry Distyibutor or Device ol & hgreement
) v ey Yy er 4 oy Nl M T
JEPL PR S BS99 e G 1 125 AR SRIRIRAEINGE o3 G~ o8 i o, LR .<.|)£.t;.... CIREPREeSL YRR ¥ 1. S astL §

it tne apriicarions for So&iipegistrations for WALOH MeEISIY)
QUoLtents tave Not yetl peen 1ss0ed

C.  Licehaiig Procesurss (Category 1l1)

1. Were changes mads in your written licensing procecare
procedures . apdatess policy memorands, &tc.) auring in

reporting period

N¢ cnanges

| 71, COMPLIANGE

=T v e

A.  Blawa oi lnapsetion trogray (Category i)

;i Prepare a tatle indicating the Inspection Priority and the
numver of inspections made in each priority for the reporting
pericd. The table heading should be:

lnspection Number of Number of
Eriopity . _licensees _dnspeciions

28 36
39 35
67 4=
220 15

N SO

- s

L. Prepave 3 table showing the nugber of Priopity 2, 2, and 3
licenses with inspections that are overdue by more than &0% of
their schedulec frequency. lnciute the licensee name,
inspection priority, the due date, ané the number of monthe the

ik Appenaix A hevision &
Page 15 Questionnaire Update 8/714/91 Draft




G.

fH.do

irspection 18 overaue. The list lnﬁuid include initia:
drix VA an s st gre overdus. | The tabls beading @nciu

Ligensee Name  Priovity  Due Date . Months O/

Prepave = table indicating the total mmber of inspections for
ali .ower praoorities that are oversue bty more than 10Uk of
theliy stz liied frejuency.

Angrensics. Friopdty. oo o Homber Overdue
Mparyte wvour vlan far ingrecting overdue insvecticne. If

there i A LACKiI0F oF overdue inspections piease retury your
SOTI0N. D8 £6 85 1n1nat1n& the DACAlOE Witn Lne QUeSIIOILALle.

; 3 ;‘;‘ ghniid contely Insvest iy Trioviviag,
:hm@f::&Z &) 3 ‘11» frame gosals for roducinﬁ the baﬁ&.op.
r:"“ 3 mathos to messurs the Frogran ‘s r*ﬁ#hﬂ RIS prowvide
for manacement review of the program’s success in wﬂet: 8 the
BOBLE

&

se~out inspections prior to license termination
aring the reporting period?

rm

oW many tiose-outl inspections are pending &% this time’

Nor
How many reciprocity notices were received in the reporting
period

1002 from approximately 45 different companies

How manv reciprocity inspections were conducted?

m

[

(ther than recx;rocity licenseesz, how many fielc ingpections of
radicgrapners were performed”

"t T
18 !
ERE

Aprendix A kevision &
Questionnaire Update 8/14/61 Draft




v
§ SN o

Anspe

: 8

Fow a'a

Wrat peroen: age - le NS0T YOur 10Las hunner o2

stiob freguency (Category )

Pretare a table showing the State’s inepection priority

£ ot d $ oot e s
SLLRG 4 e IValOWES

-~

(See attachment )

Inspettion
Freguesncy

ey POL:
3

Marufacturing and Distribution, Broad
e B

Buriear Fnarmacies

oource Meterizl Ppocesaing
Tewstherary (Humay Uss)
Aoademic, Broag Noti-Medical
ACKJeRic, VtLer

Descntamination Services

st BEChted - {RG TRCCRSEINE )
Nuclear Laundry

Bt X ) ] s Ll e 2
Novile hNaclear Services

2 Sodta BEG

Indqustrial, other

irrac:ator:z, Self-Contained and Other

leak Teat and Calibration Services
Manufacturing and Distribution, Non-Broad
Medical, Institutional (Hospitals & Clinice)
R&l, Nen-Broad

U-Mill Tailings (Rare Barth, Source Material)
Well Logging (including Field Flooding)

Medical, Private Practice
Portavlie Gauge and
Incustirial Use of Lixiscopes

Teletharary Seryices

FAXeQ Laugs
Veterinary Medicine

Appendix A
Questionnaire Update
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et
dhe o

21 ARCIGEeNYE revealea alnl noiusntl ogourne
ot ¥ caticys elther by Teiepniie &0 i

Pig sy Aucioents involve sguipment or source failure o
operatine procedures that were deficient but were aprroved’

<
44 Wiy

5. How snd when were other State licensess who might be
alferted notified?

{1) The Global X-Kay & Teating incident (S-L&-H1)
grapas failed 10 setrart f0 the aafe paBiting i & =32
YT osxpogare device, Un 4-1=81 the Imiigians Sadiztior
oo entire [HAvigion was 'informed of the dncident. ane
SRR would be performing an evaluation of 1he BXDCSUre

Gy A ane LOQ18TANA  AAQIATIUN Frotesiion LNvisiul seli
& rerresentalive 10 QOBErVE NS evVaLUALLOL

(27 At International Paper Company & Genera. hadicisctome
Prooncts Madel BROZHS sealed source was found to v

jeming. A copy of the letter dated Augast &, 1rii, was
sent 1o grate of jllinois by Kav-Kav/3ensail, ins. wa-s
proviced to uz bw o Internaticnal Paper Cosphyy o7

Avguss 1t Awel.
i, Was the NRL notitiedd

il bt RS £ Tl e o Y ; e 4 B Nl L. Yol A o v
L - 44 0ERL  ATREY & 499.‘}';‘-. I rRS e T3y 4 # !h‘ Was- JOSEL3Es t.,\

telephone 4/1/31,

(o) international Paper Conmgpany lncident - NRC bas nct
b=en notified by the state of Mississippi.

For incidents involving tailure of equipment or sources, was
inforsation on the incident provided to the agency responsible
for evaluation of the device for an assessment of possible
generic aesign deficlency? Please proviae details for each
case.

See 4.A. and incident reports.
I1f the RCP utilized medical or technical consultants for an

ewergency during the reporting period, please describe the
circunstences for each case.

N/A

In the reporting period, were there any cases involiving
possible criminal wrongdoing that werse locked into or are

Appendix A Revision &
Questionnaire Update B/14/81 braft




4o w

présent v wnoerg ing review. il so, pisase Gescribw the

Y 3 ' § R ) (S Fe
Ronys
E Euforcemens boossaures (Category 1)

b
4
- ey
i

uring tne reporting period the State issued orders, applied

CiviL ek, Vivd. sougly criminad penalties, Inpowiiied sources,
or heldl #rea:? snforcenmert hearings. identify these casee and

give & rrie’ supnmary of the circumstance:s and reaults for each
CREE

o=
¥
P
i
+
<
T
e
*
L)
=
o
—
)
o
o
o
S
E
-
2
w3
]
@
¥
e
o
Lic
£
x
®
)
o
-
A=
4
.
bl
<
b |

SR AERTRN A

: grant mestine to determine i recizroced
pesiers sasro ¢ Lmtisiana Radivactive Material uicense ho
Lk 2 O3 wovia continge, | Tne resuirvements set forta in
thet pantineg are cutlined 4in ovr letter dated $,/2%,.81
Wil s AVALLsbhle fob réview;
p el e Bl Lhdan dene  Amdanad e eder 270 mand g

padirive gtudies witil the Gamma Caners was rejairesd or

hatgee mae in the enforcesent procediras auring the

% . 3 =
¥, Lareptiog Feoteaures (Category i1)

*
i
ot
3
b 4
s
Jbe
o
R
=
o
o]
i
3
xd
-
o
£
f
3
®
‘9.
5
®
Sk
[
-
a
n

i. Were chang=s maie

the peroriing jet

None
G. luapection Reporii (Category 11)

1. Were changes made in the ormats of your reports or inspection
forms during thie period?

A teletnerapy inspection report was revised.
f. Confirmatory Measurements (Category 11)

1. Describe any changee in ynur instrumentation or methods of
calibration in this reporting period.

A Keithly Model 36100 survey instrument was purchased.
INSirnenls are ca ilbratea by the manufacturer,

Vii. ZTATUZ OF PREVIOUZ NEC COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Vi B Arpendix A Revision &
Page 17 Queationnaire Update 8/14/91 Traft
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following comments &7 ochesrvations were develcped Curing ihe review ag
aye pumberes GERETOLR Y WiTtH The Tespeltive Puldslllie Troviosa 3t
J)~:- o B
P AF FRETEL SR FIUIE - SUFESR < 518 e )
L gEn 14 24
LEgs A,“ BEAERD
.
e 4 n - A r - . ~ 5 - - T e i . .
e DeSULEr LB i otke 1551 Miesissippi legisiziure. ammends
~ ” r o . 3 00 & -
Section 4b=14-31, actrine a nexw echediie
¥ 1 wEd : feo Bohediues T als
& rerivemeiry fer i iwe Smount of the narmzl annusl fTes tharges 57 1
SeRopy Al e g & liwes the licensat Lo oopdust lieenzed
st Aen Abeans o Coare for kne guccesdine twelive calennsy montls i
L3 pew Borandiv B 1LCNSS0 A3 ATPenURN P, I
& = 3 R i
BT R S Y e N B i B 0 S o B il i LN I B i
e &1 - U gnrmt ihle with the NET »sog '
Fotraery 10, 38R0 wevision of 10 CFR 20,2020 requirements for
Sy Eag . b GOE I LY TEHOREEOTS. I
i
T 4 "7 i S 2. &
G o neirtan of the CuCro heglui.s1icn wvervis
a7 ine process of revising the Rrates

o Theld irety. Thnis revicion will &.8t in2iune an
to whe State '3z Financial Surety Arrangements for Dite g
neslamation:. GUIC.EOLE S Yull, end Otaer Puies un eneygency :
rlarniveg.  and Tindaririz] readiogravhy eguirment that are neede’ ]
for compet saty. Tue Dtate s plans oh submitting the revised i
riies 1 Lale Buancl 0 hesith prior to tne boara & danusry 1.0
Masting ez rorrally bacone effective thirty deyv: after aprpove’

vy the "Bosrd,

CORGANIZATION

ani filed with the Secretary of State’s Office.

Tie Mississipri hadiation Advisory Counci. meets at least annually.
minutes fron the last two meetings dated 06-06-90 and 05-(0B-81 were
provided for review.

The

MANAGEMENT ANL ADMINISTRATION

g F / Mw‘:"n

The $tate operates under an open records  law wherety projpristsry
nforpation car pe withneld ag appropriaste. The Steile doed not ojeralse
anser "mmeet’ provisions.



Eigitenr livenze %11

#z were golected for caaework review, This samyle

aLBy Inoauges sile reviews on a‘x of the ma, or licenses Tae guality ol
the Thoenadng Sraote was found 10 be axcellent ant .e.y few compisntz

were deveidrad o the cadenarl. zt was noted tha* license reviewsrs avo
alec inspectsrs. &v i 1bat the guality of wors 1é enhanced by two levels

of managenss! pov.ew

 grior to the doouments dispescs 1o the Jitences,

The cesewory 2 !igied under Appendix D.

3.4 AE
& 4
¥ DR A< = oy

ARSTECEOD SCODARENIES

-~

% - B ol

PR 2 Dt MG
watehrs anbess
Tate:

License~:
location:
License Number:
Date:

we mval Copablslty

e were performed during the review &8 1o.iouws:

svnoonr Internationai Corporatior
satkzon, Mg

ME-205-01, Amenoment 35
\ ."t.'d!‘ l)}ldmnt‘o“. v
(il ."a.’;..}._"‘

heal ingpection Serviee, ino,
rascagouls, MO

He-T23~01

OF-04-G1

Teledyne Irby Steel, Inc.
Guifport, M8

ME-170-01. Amendment 50
09-08-51

Each ingpector was well preparded and conducted the inspection in
accordance with Gtate procedures.

Recponses 1o Incidents and Alleged Incidents

All of the incident
FaViewsl BLS B et
to ttate Prosrans ar
implemsnted by 3tate
neaitli Phyeils Aduind

files for the veara 1950 and 1831 (1o date) wers

S £ilep were cbtafned foon the Btate for digiributis
rd the AROD. The new incident reporting syaten being
Frograms was discussed with the Marerials Branch
iratoyr.

y




snapeciion Fro leanres

Sixteen ingpecticr casewcrk files were reviewsd during the review. A
1isting of lness files ano a swumary table ~f the resuits are
provided as Appencin ' to this peport.  Bach cesewcrk file was
discusased with the tecwical staff during the review and summarized
with Mr. Fuenis on krioay. teptember 13, 1691,




AFribhoid

AV B OF sRLECTED LICENGS Fllk:

Bignteen license fiies were pliected for full veview, Ine Ccasswiry was
reviewsd in general for: (1) significant errora {2} omisgione:

{3} aeficiencise in tbe licensing actions: ) properly topjadetos
aprlications: (5) a}prnr'lata signatures; tc) to det&rmlnﬁ if the Licenss
revieve were sdeguste and proterly sudported by lafornation in the £iies
{7) in acpordance witr o Resnith Physice” approach.

Tne £ .-LFW-hg licenser Werg

AURErINa ] CHECVSDY DaTher WE

-

o P ey g
u’-~; -A'.. paoe
Wicense Nl
legusc:

.
R Y S
-

N,

-
LB PR § 8

L 34¥.] !’4.'.. WA
:&*:

o X Lisenses-
Location:
Ll"n- hamxu\:

ssued

a'plr»a.

Libenee ¢YL*

;..

No, 4 ioensee;
Location:
License Number:
Issued:

Expires:
License Type:

No. & Licensee:
Location:
License Number:
Yor e V.

<
-

Eyp‘rea'
Livense Type

reviewed ant for purposes ol This report, &
assignes to each license az follows:

Svncny Internstioral Dopgeretion
vasason, Mo

Vo=4235-01 . Anendusns

Fi=3D-¥1

- b - o
E v - 2. *
v L. - -3
AMEEY FREIEALT

Rez. Inspection Bervice, inc.
ragcagouls, Mo
y\ OJ‘Q 01

L -
ol Ay ¥
E LI
~ "

o

ingdustrial Radiogesphy

Teledwme Irby Stee’ . In
Gulfport, MG

Ye-170=-01, Amendment &
05=02-§1

0e~01-84 ;
inGusirial Racicography. Iixea

Field YNemorial Community Hospitael
Centreville, MS

M5-384-01, Amendment 12

05-14-91

05-01-94

Institutiona?! Medical

Yalobusha General Heepital
Water Valley, ME

Mi-424-01, Anencment &

NE-NF. AL

0407183

Medical. Groups 1. 1I, and 111

e




N

Ko,

~d

11

Licenses :
Location:

L

icenss Nambe:

l18susd:
Exyire:

L

-

icense Tvie:

ioensea

Locetion:

e 1‘ s

o

: AR
-t 4

1w T

08 LB A ST

Jad s | Wit

it

ioenses

LOCalIon:

1
L

Lrense Mapios

LEBN0AT

i
EXFAYes

-

-t

G- 7 e ey &
Oenee . VIvi

- T L

T Sy .
OOBT IO

1

Liceupe Nophar:

lesued:
Expires:
License Tvps:

-
-

icenses

Locastion:

License Namper:

lesued:
Exypires:
Lirense Tyre:

L

icensee:

Locaticu

Lirense Nomrer:

Isaued:
Expires:

-

S o
Smevrme Teve
B 08-S 0 o

Buptist Memorial Hospite.
Oxford. M3

Ma-232-01, Amendment Lo
060890

0501 -82

Teletherary

Urdversity of Mississippl
LUniversity, M&

ME-ERl 0. Amendmens 4°
P B o

. I u y A8
N e

ficadgenic, Broac

Halliburton logging Cervices, Inc.
nousnon. 12

Mi=-a15-0%, Amendment 16

W isall=g)

e

Wireline

e

PRRLN (.50 I\. D&h‘bbo ;‘.E-
Tupelc, MS

Ma-726-01

Op-03-51 (hand delivered)
O8=-91-32

Fortable Gangs

Construction Quality Consultants,
Memphie. TN

MS-T725-01

07-28-91

06-01-92

Portable Gauge

S0il Testing Engineerse, Inc.
Baton Rouge, LA

M5-690-01, Amendment 2
05-17-61

Terminatea

Pertable Gauge

LR

o




Apieai LA

Ko,

kg

No.

e

.

o

-3

Licenses:
Locatior:
Licenss X
issueq:

Expirves:

Licenss Type:

Licenss=«:
wocation:

Licenses:
woTaRtich:

License Luanivwy:

1@8Wen

Expires:

Licenee Typed

Issued:
Expirez:

Livense Type:

Licenses:
Location:

License Number:

Issued:

Exypires:

License Tyre:

Licenses:
Locstion:

License Numher:

issued:

Expires:

lirenas Tyre
i 3 oLl .

WIURE Y

Licernse bBunts
lasuen:
Ex: TEs:
License 1yre

s Buiider’s. lnc,
héu; POJht. Hc
Ya-684-0U1, Amenament
Ub-19-51

Terminaten

rortable auge

hadiclogy Associates of Oxford, F.A.

unford, Mo
FME-472-01, Anendment 1(
FLa Tl o A

Lergminsied

Medicai. Groups 1,11, ang 11l

Mississippi State Univereity
Haazi8a1ppi grate, M
Yi-ELi~0., Apendment 30

R ™ ¥ fog - 03

anger timely renewsll

bryal Azademic

SRR P ORI RGN L1 S e e IS e
vnavereity of Missisgipeld Hedical

VACAS0. ﬁ.:

MRMBl-0Ll, Amendment 135
Ua-Uh~bl

T =03-85

Broas Medical

luterstate Ruclear Services
Vickesburg, Mo

1M3-495-01, Amendment 15
10-24-90

{Under timely renewal)
Nuclesr Laundry

GammaMed, Inc.
Columbus, MS
M5-661-01, Amendment
3-05-31

W-Gl-ve

Boa; Irvadiater

PRI I e TNy M0 R TN




ik Licenses. University of Souinerr Mississimpi

Location: Hatviesburg, o

License Number: M3-EBL~03
issueo: Oo-04-51
Expires: [ WL

Licenss Tvipe: Eroac Academic

Summary Table

The following table Jista the specific copments developed during the review of

the ngivered casewory 188 ‘abanve,

Additiona. informatior is needed in the Xy
ATTA108TI0N tO Qeastrile e preparation of
enitping papers. the transporation WA progran,

ang the use oi cervifice.ss of compiiance.

More informaticy i meenss to determinge if all 4,
gaiprping reguiremsuts huve teen met by the ghip-
er. a& the material iz receives via common carrier.

Tne standard licenas sondition on melybdenmum~8E £,
breakthroush test limitz needz to by updated.

locnpentation is neeced o verify that out-of- 3,
state app.icants heve a va.id RAM license in the
“home address Agency jurisdiction.

e e e

LB L sl el

i
;
|




purnary and Cong anin

The Etatr RSee A 13
the inspection. in
1n3ye tions were con
reconkatat i ae T

enforcement aoriong
languages; (3 1

fron the licen:

were gufficisnt iy duta
. . v 3 Sy, 1 -

- v 4 va -

nealth and safety

L 0

1 :" ey 2.2 r-ﬁz: 3 | WY

thic resort & me
Lo LOWAnE COmpLiaiar ¢

V.- Poaa L P LN

Lipmy gy
Locatinn:
tirense Not
License Ty
inepection Date:
Tope of Instesti
hhspectors:
Ty of kKeport:
Enforcemenl ieil

Licerses Resr~‘s

State scknowliesgener

thg ﬂ.», 3
Licensee:

Locat ion:

Licevc« No.:
License Type:
Inspection Date:
Tyre of Inspection:
Inspectors:

Type of Report:

R S

o letiars:

181
-

T -

e

ave

Enforcement Letter/Date:
Licensee Response Late:

frate Acknowledgenmens Dete:

as -No - L
LI CENSRE
Loneticn:

aliia .

Licenase No.:

z . the files were reviewed to Aetermine

ARl e
APDERDIY ¥

-

REESTRE: COMPL RN CE G s

=cxion form to document informatica obtaines
¥ the

gurda

and sucstantiated all itenms ©f nponcompilance anc
we s reviewe % ForLTriat

ert 123 written in agpropriate regilatory

(4) if adeguate respcnuses Vere received

sat the enforcement actions; and (51 if the reporic

to document that the licenses’s ;rogram WAS

the ruies aho »egiletions, anid to yfotec: pibiis

Lo optergine;: (1) if & 1

filez wara pelectec for
aamwnpk code (3 throogh

review, Wor purposss of
16 wax assigned 10 tae

Nonlesr Pharmacy
27'2?’59

Routine, unannouncsad
<. pariow and bB. uoff
Forn

AU gated OB-17-b¢
0G-11-86

e AT

Teledyne Irby Steel, Inc.
Gulfport, ME

ME-170-01

industrial Radiography
053-27-80

RKoutine, unannouncec
B. J. Smith

Form

NOV dated 05-03-80
05-09-80

06-04-80

heal Inspection Services, Inc.
Pagragou.a, MS
ME-171-01




Arpenain

vage Na. 3 tcontinass
License Ty'@‘
Inspecsuion Date:

Type of Inspectica:
lnspeciors:

Type of Report:

Euforcemen: Lettsr/ Lot

Licensse Respouse Lat
State Acknowlsdgensit

P s #
Caaé f\. iy ‘“f!
._J (5.2 8 FC g T

cation:

yl» oi Lna;
.1122"3. |73

sy "4. f\~

Enforcenei® ;Pifft g

Livenses fe;.,”.td‘ B

x4

AT G e WL Aoty

st hol il
Linensee:

Location:

Livense No,:
Licenss Type:
Inspection Date:
Type of inspestion:
Inzpectora:

Type of Report:

Enforcement letter/ Date:
Licensee Reaponse Date:
tate Acknowledgement Date:

Case No, 06
Licengee:

Location:

License No.:
License Type:
Inspection [ave
Type ot inspection:
Ineracsrma:

Type ¢ Report:

tntorcement [etter/ be’ﬁz

Licenive Responee Date

Z1ate Acknowleagement late:

industrial Raciogrerhy
Vp-Ud-B1

initial. unannounceu
B, Btk

Form

Fenaing

é“.‘l.‘dini

Fending

Field Memorial Commuanity 4

uﬂntrev Alt, e

L i e S S
Madical, Groups T and

Of-12-80
noullne, &NNGanNcCed
5, J. Smith

¥ Orn
R

NV dated N2«2B~30

i

- AV=gy
e e
PR Pl W S‘.'

Ya'obushe General Hospi
wWater Valley, M5
Mimq24-01

Medical, Groupe I, 11,
07-19-90

routine, announced
Jonathan F. Barliow
Form

07-26-80

08-01-90 and 11-08-80 (1lst response inadequate )
05-06~90 (acknowledgement to lst letter)

Baptizt Memorial Hospital

Oxford, MS
ME-232-01
Toletherepy
11-06-80

houtine, announced
Jonathan ¥, Rariew
Form

NOV dated 12-03-50
12-10-80

12-14-50




Arpendix ¥

Case hc,07
Licenaee;

Location’

License byl

14 -~anme Tyve:

Jnipection Lave:

T)-I’" Lt :r..;;-e‘.ti-.»:.:
Insyertors:

Type of Reporti:

inforcement Letter/ vate:
Livensee Kesionze m*e
Etate Aokunow.eagemnesi Laie:

License Tyrpe:

Ar_,“".'.l"‘. :v,.%g.‘. X

Tyre of Inspection:
Inspectors:

Tere of Rerinrt:

Inforcement lLetter/ late:
Licenzee Kezponze jstar
State Acknowledgemert Date:

wme Ko i

O
T 2. sl
walengees
LOCALIoNS

Lirmn:‘.. N

Licenge Tyﬂe

Inspection Date:

Type cof Inspection:
Inspectors:

Type of Report:

Enforcement Letter/Date:
Licensee Response Date:
State Acknowledgement Date:

Licensee:

Locat Lon:

Licengs No.:
Licenze Type:
inepecticn Dave:
Tyvre of Report:
Iype of inspection:

A

Univeraity of Mississippi
Jnivars;t». ME

Mo-EBL-01, Amendment 45
Broad Acadenic
JG/0e=-07 /791

Aoutine, announced

Bob Goff and Nelissa White
Narratvive

Fending

rending

Veyining

Heliburton loegging Services. (ur.
rouston, TA (Laurel, Mc tem‘orary
L -':--. U_,
Wireline
7’ :'s\_-‘
Eoutine, announced
Jonethar F. Barlow
Fewr
NW deted OT7~ZB-80
(B G8aLl

Miscisgippl State University
Miesissippi Stete, Mo
ME-FBI D2

Erced Acedemic
04,/16-18/51

Routine, announced
Bob Goff

Narrative

NOV dated 05-21-91
06-03-51

06-10-81

Unlver31ty cf Mississipri Meciza! Center

30>
Un-naub‘ bt

ME-MBL~01, MB-683-01, and ME-885-02

Broad Medical

01-10-51 and 01-14 through 1&6-51
Narrative

houtine, announced

1
-

-5
-

4 |




Cage No. 10 (Continuec:
insmertlors:

Enforcenent letier late:
Licensec hespouse Ua'e:
State Acknowledgenert Dt

Lage Mol
micenges:
wocations

Ehfovcam&nt Letter Date:
L_.k 206 b.f*ﬁy.‘\.'!.tu.:.“' ST RS
Frate Acknowlisageneny late:

¥ '

)‘LQE‘ .._’1 L
_o.k PR 4

wocativn:
.-M SRS lV!L‘ .
License Iype
Insrention Lh'st
Type of Inapection:

v

.-uJV i -

Tvie cf Report:

Enforcement letter/Date:
wibensee Responss Usto:
Siate Acknowledgement Date:

e 4 ”~
e 4

Licensece:

location:

License No.:

License Type:
Inspection Date:

Type of Inspection:
Inspectors:

Tyre of Report:
zntorcement Letter Dat

e - T - A .
Licefiers LRATONAD '.‘“.

State Acknow;edgement Date:

Bouw Goff
KOV dated (2-0u=lad
u;-au—&.

L - '.-.‘l
BTt W et

Intergiate Nutlear Service:s
Vicksburg, Mo

e

‘ "

Aot ing, announgec

AL i - SRR N L LR S s
Mowa®daep

NOV dated OB&-27-80

e ab=g0)

- ] s
1o =l

Gabmabe¢, 1ns,
Uolumbus, Mo
R B i

Fecl irradiator
04-18-61

houtine, announced
Bov Gofd

Fora

Ciear, acated 05-01-51
A

N&

University of Bouthern Mississippi

Hattiesburg, MS
MS-EBL~00 and MB-233-01

Broad Academic and Irradiator

06-28-89

Routine, anncunced
Bob Goff

Narrat.ve

NOV dated 07-31-b0
Cp- 188G

0B-26-8%




BIPeNaALY L

Licensee:

Loration:

License Number.

Livense Type:

inspection Date:

iype oi lnspscrion:
inspestiors:

iyré of Report:
Eaforcement ietler imie;
LlTBnass TEATONEE J5Te

LA Le ATRIUWISLRESESL . o8

iy oe l PN T LS
HIvTosmeny e Llitel' ruaie]
bRl healolise 50

Svate AcRpowiedgenent ales

Lase. D4t

Licensee:

Wocaticn:

Licens: humber:

wicense Type:

inspection Date:

Type of Inspection
ingpectors:

Type of Report:
Enforcement letter/late:
Licensee kKesponse Date:
State Acknowledeement Date:

(1.

Medlab of Miassissippi
Lotunbas. M5

Bo-coi=01

Fathosory Laboratory

g =13=41

Ciose out sarvey

gL anith

Larrative

N/A, (iicense terminated)

=

; y

T

e

Y s
.

s J
3

o

i}

<

- T
sl A

soby Goff and 8, J. ofaln
i‘d{ e B usve

Clexw da.ed 01-05-91

Pads

L5

Giova. X-kav and Testing Corporation
ralfporv, MS (temporary location)
w~UL T =vl (unger peciprocity)
sndastrial Radicgraphy

De-3t=-a1

incident Investigation (over exposure )
Bob Goff

Narrative

NOV darved 04-26-51

05-30-81

06-11-81




A

Arpendiy §

Summary Table

The following table iists the specific comments developed during the review of
tne nupbered casewcrs files above.

Soacific O :

- ase o,

a. More information iz needed 10 determine if all : 4,
QA teste wers periornec and documented as re-
guired by licerse eondition.

e B asynow. 1o licensee’s zsoond B
responee
e . Mors information ig peeded 1o document if survewvs &,

weres Madse With the LLOALLILTatea survey meter.
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FEE SCHEDULE




MISSISSIPPI LEGISLATURE REGULAR SESSION 1991

By: Representative Buelow (By Request) To: Public Health and
wWellare

APPROVED
BY GOVERNOR

HOUSE BILL NO. 1357
(As Sent to Governor)

1. AN ACT TO AMEND SECTION 41-3-18, MISSISSIPPI CODE OF 1972, TO

2. PRESCRIBE FEES FOR FOOD HANDLING ESTABLISHMENT PERMITS: TO AMEND

3 SECTION 41-25-3, MISSISSIPPI CODE OF 1972, TO PRESCRIBE FEES FOR

4. MOBILE HOME AND RECREATIONAL VEHICLE PARK PERMITS: TO AMERND

5. SECTIONS 41-59-11, 41-59-17, 41-59-23, 41-59-33 AND 41-59-15,

6. MISSISSIPPI CODE OF 1972, TO PROVIDE THAT FEES FOR AMBULANCE

7. SERVICE LICENSES, AMBULANCE PERMITS AND EMERGENCY MEDICAL

8. TECHNICIAN CERTIFICATES SHALL BE FIXED BY THE STATE BOARD OF

9. HEALTH; TO AMEND SECTIONS 43-20-11 AND 43-20-13, MISSISSIPPI CODE
10. OF 1972, TO PRESCRIBE FEES FOR CHILD CARE FACILITY LICEHSES; TO
11. AMEND SECTION 45-14-31, MISSISSIPPI CODE OF 1972, TO PRESCRIBL A
12. SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR RADIOLOGICAL HEALTH LICENSES AND PERMITS: AND
13. FOR RELATED PURFOSES.

14. BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF MISSISSIFPIL:
113, SECTION 10. Section 45-14-31, Mississippi Code of 1972, is
174, amended as follows:

175. 45-14-31. All iaitial application and registration fee and

176. annual fees due under this section shall be paid directly to the
177. agency for deposit into the Radiclogical 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 reguirements 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

l184. hereby authorized to charge and collect fees in accordance with
185. the following schedules:

186 SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR RADIOACTIVE MATERIAL LICENSES

187. Category Applicaticn Fee Annual Fee
188. I. Waste Disposal

189. (a) Licenses specifically $250,000.00 §250,000,00
190. authorizing the receipt

191. of low-level waste



192,
193,
194,
195,
196.
197.
198.
199.
200.
201.
202,
201,
204.
205.
206.
207.
208,
209.
210.
211.
212,
213,
214.
215.
216.
217.
218.
219.
220.
221,
222,
223,

radicactive materlal from
other persons for the purpose
of commercial disposal by
land burial by the waste
disposal licensee.

{(b) Licenses specifically
authorizlﬁq the receipt of
waste radioactive material
from other persons for the
purpose of packaging the
material. The licensee

will dispose of the material
by transfer to another person
authorized to receive or
dispose of the material.

(c) Licenses specifically
authorizing the receipt of
prepackaged waste radicactive
material from other persons,
The licensee wili dispose of
the material by transfer to
another person authorized to
receive or dlspése of the
material.

{d) Licenses specifically

$

1,500.00

$ 1,500,00

2

$00.00

S

S00.00

$

1,500,00

$

1,500.00

authorizing the receipt of

waste radicactive material

from other persons for the

purpose of super-compaction

(compaction of sevenfold or

greater). The licensee will

dispose of the material by

B, No. 1357

HO2 . H91IR13I0VI.ASG
FAGE 7



224.
225.
226.
227.
228.
228,
230,
231.
232,
233.
234.
235.
236.
237.
238.
239.
240.
241.
242,
243.
244.
245,
246.
247.
248.
249,
250.
251.
252,
253.
254,
255.

transfer to another person

authorized to receive or

dispose of the material.

{e) Licenses specifically s 2,500.00

$

2,500.00

authorizing the receipt of

waste radicactive material

from other persons for the

purpose of incineration. The

licensee will dispose of

radicactive ash by transfer to

another person authorized to

receive or dispose of this

material.,
I1. Nuclear Laundries

Licenses for commercial s 2,000.00

$

2,000,00

collection in laundries

of items contaminated with

radicactive material.

111. Distributors of
Generally Licensed

Devices $ 7 70.00

s

2,000.00

Licenses issued to distribute
items containing radicactive

material to persons generally
licensed.

IV. Human Use

(a) Licenses issued for human $ 350,00

350.00

use of radicactive material
in sealed sources contained
in teletherapy devices.

(b) Licenses lssued to $ 500.00

500.00

physicians or medical

H. B. No. 1387
H02,H91R1303.A5C
PAGE 8



256,
257.
258.
259.
260.
261.
262.
263.
264.
265.
266.
267.
268.
269.
270.
271.

272.

273.

274.
275.

276.

277.

278.

279.
280.

281.

282.

283.

284,
285.

286.

287.

instltutions for human use
of radicactive materlal
except licenses in category
Ivia).

(c} Licenses issued to

S

200.00

$

200,00

physiclians or medical

institutions for human use

of radicactive material

provided by a mobile nuclear

medicine service.

{d) Licenses specifically

$

600.00

-

600.00

authorizing mobile nuclear

medicine services to licensees

in category 1V(cj).

(e) Licenses specifically

$

200.00

$

200,00

authorizing the use of

radivactive material contained

in eye applicators or bone

mineral analyzers.

V. Radlopharmacies

(a) Licenses specifically

$

2,000.00

§

2,000.00

authorizing the processing or

manufacturing and distribution

or redistribution of radio-

pharmaceuticals, generators,

reagent kits and/or sources

and devices containing

radicactive material.

(b) Licenses specifically

900.00

$

900.00

authorizing distribution or

redistribution of radio-

pharmaceuticalsa, generators,

H. B. Bo. 1357
HO2.H91R1303.A56
PAGE 9



288.
289.
290,
291.
292,
293.
294.
295.
296.
297,
298.
299.
300.
301.
j0z.
303.
304.
305.
J06.
307.
3os.
309.
3l10.
311.
312.
313,
314.
315.
316.
317.
31s.

reagent kits and/or services

and devices containing

radicactive material but not

involving processing of

radicactive material.

VI. 1Industrial Radiography
Licenses issued for industrial
radlogt;phy operations.

Vii. HWell Logging Operations
(a) Licenses for possession

and use of radiocactlve material
for well logging and subsurface

tracer studies.

(b) Licenses for possession

$

%

1,500.00

g

1,500.00

1,500.00

$

1,500.00

s

400.00

400.00

and use of radicactive

material in mackers

including radicactive collars

and radicactive iron nails.

VIII. Irradiators

(a) Licenses for possession and
use of radioactive material in
sealed sources for lrradiation
of materials where the source
is not removed from its shield
(self-shielded unitsj.

(b) Licenses for possession and
use of radicactive material in
sealed sources for irradiation
of materials where the source
is exposed for irradiation

purposes.

H. B, No. 1357
HO2.H91K1303.AS8C
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400.00

400.00

2,000.00

$

2,000.00




319.
320.
32,
322.
323,
324.
325.
326.
327.
328.
329.
330.
331.
332,
333.
334.
33s.
336.
337.
33s.
339.
34qu.
341.
342.
343,
344.
345.
346.
347.
348.
349.

350.

IX. Civil Defense

Licenses for possession and $

250.00

250.00

use of radicactive material
for Civil Defense activities.

X. Broad Scope Licenses

{a) Licenses of broad scope S

650,00

650,00

for possession and use of

radicactive material lssued

for educational research and

development and instructional

purposes.
(b) Licenses of broad scope $

750.00

750.00

for possession and use of

radicactive materials issued

for human use, medical

research and development

and instructional purposes.

X1. Research and Development

(a) Licenses for possession S

200.00

200.00

and use of radioactive

material for educational

research and development

and instructional purposes.

(b) Licenses for possession S

500.00

500.00

and use of radiocactive

material for Industrial

research and development.

X1I. Indusy.lal Gauges

{a) Licenses for possession $

400.00

400.00

and use of fixed in-plant

gauge(s) containing

radicactive material.

H. B, No. 1397
HO2.H91R1303.A50
PAGE 11



351.
3s2.
353.
354.
3ss.
3is56.
357.
358.
358,
360.
361.
362,
363,
J64.
165,
366.
367.
o8,
369.
370.
371.
372.
373.
374.
375.
376.
377.
378.
379.
380.
ael.

(b) Licenses for possession

400,00

400,

00

and use of pipe wall thickness

gauge(s) containing

radicactive material,

(c) Lircenses for possession

400,00

400,

00

and use of portable

densitometer(s) containing

radicactive material.

{d) Licenses for possession

200.00

200.

00

and use of portable

industrial gauge(s) containlag

radicactive material except

categories XII(b) and (c).

X111, Licenses for possession

500.00

500.

00

and use of radicactive

material for the performance

of environmental tracer

studies.,

XIV. Licenses authorizing

400.00

400,

00

the installation, removal,

repair and maintenance of

gauge(s) contaluning

radivcactive material.

XV. Licenses authorizing

150.00

150,

00

the use of radioactive

material contained in gas

chromatographs.

XVI. Licenses specifically

2,500.00

2,500,

00

authorizing decommissioning,

decontamination, reclamation,

or site restoration activities,

H. B. No. 1357
HO2.H91R1303.ASG
FAGE 12



s2.
3sl.
g4,
385,
3se.,
3az.
jes,
389.
3%0.
391.
ave
393.
394.
395,
396.
397.
398,
399.
400.
401.
402,
403,
404,
405.
40€.
407.
408,
409.
410.
411.
412,
413,

XVII., Licenses specifically

450.00

o

450,00

authorizing the removal of

radicactive material from

cil and/or gas tubing

and equipment,

XVIII. All other specific
licenses other than those
specified above.

XIX. Addltional permanent

258 cf applicable

200,00

$

200.00

25% of applicable

sites where radicactive

fee

material is stored or

used under same license.

SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR GENERAL LICENSE DEVICES

Initial registration and annual fees for the receipt,

possession or use of radicactive material under a general 'icense

shall be per registration as follows:

{(a) Certain measuring, S 150.00 S 150.00
gauging and controlling

device(s).

{b) Generally licensed gas S 100,00 $ i00.00
chromatographi.

{c) Static elimination S 100.00 S 100,00
device(s) and ion

generating tube(s).

{d) Source material. $ 100.00 S 100.00
(e) Depleted Uranium, $ 100.00 S 100.00
(f£) In Vitro testing S 75.00 S 75.00
and clinical labs,

(gq) All other general S 75.00 S 75.00

license registrations

other than those

specified above,.

fi. B. No. 1357
HO2.H91R13013.ASGC
PAGE 13



414, SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR X-RAY TUBE

415. Fees for the initial registration and annual fees of each
416. X-ray tube shall be as follows:

417, X-RAY TUBES

418. 1. Healing Arts and S 35.00

419, Veterinary Medicine

420.  1I1. Nonhealing Arts

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 tadiation

427. machines within the State of Mississippi shall pay an annual

428. registration fee of One Hundred Fifty Dollars ($150.00).

129. SCHEDULE OF FEES FORV;CCELERATORS
430. Fees for the initial registration and annual fees of eacﬂv

431. acceleratoalshall be Three Hundred Fifty Dollars ($350.00).

432. SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR NEUTRON GENERATOR

433. Fees for initial registration and annual fees for each

434, neutron generator shall be Fifty Dollars ($50.00).

435. SCHEDULE OF 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

435, utilizing special nuclear material sufficient to form a critical

440. mass, shall pay an annual fee of Fifteen Dollars (515.00) per

441. megawatt (thermal) rating for each such reactor so licensed or
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).

H. 8. Bo. 1357
HO2.H91R1303.ASC
PAGE 14



445.
446.
447.
448,
449.
450.
451.
452,
453.
454.
455,
456,
457.
458.
459.
460.

461.

SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR OUT-OF-STATE LICENSELS,
REGISTRANTS AND PERMITTEES
An out-of-state person possessing:

fa) A license from the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory

Commission;

{b) A license or registration from an Agreement State
or Licensing State; or

(c) A reglstration or permit from a state radiological
health program; and who enters the State of Mississippl to conduct
the activities authorized in such license, registration or permit
shall pay an annual fee in accordance with the above fee
schedules.

SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR TANNING EQUIPMENT
Fees for the Initial registration and annual renewal of each

unit of tanning equipment shall be Twenty Dollars (520.00).

SECTION 11. This act shall take effert and be In force from

and after July 1, 1991.

e w4

H. B. No. 1357 ST: Prescribe fees assessed by State
HO02.HI91R1303.ASG Department of Health.
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ot ugag UNITED STATES

‘e NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
REGION 1

101 MARIETTA STREET, NW.

ATLANTA GEORG!A 30323

Seasd December 12, 1990

MEMORANDUM FOR: Vandy L. Miller, Assistant Dire

FROM:

Program, State Programs, Offige rnmental fand
Public Affairs njié fo

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, Radicactive 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

signi

ficant 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

3

Management and Administration

Administrative procedures is a Category Il 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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i1.

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.

Licensing

Licensing Procedures is a Category Il 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
Ticenses 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.

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 pricrity.

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. 1 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.
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111. 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 reguirements, (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 ne« 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 2
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.

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 leak
testing.

Recommendations

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.

Curyent 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-
L tions are compatible with NRC regulations through the 02-88
| NVLAP provisions. Th. State is planning on revisions to their
| regulations during this next fiscal year to include all updated
| changes in accordance with the 1930 version of the SSR and also
| amendments for the provisions on decomaissioning 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.

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;
however, all State employees will receive a five percent or a

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

v 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:

State Funds $223,500.00
Radiological Health Fees 325,000.00
EPA/Radon Grant 115,800.00
Water Quality Fees 143,675.00

Total $807,975.00

o 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
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 lasi 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,

Sl St i

Richard L. Woodruff

Enclosures:

1. Organizaticnal Chart
2. License File Review

3. Compliance File Review

cc w/encls:
Stewart D. Ebneter, Regional
Administrater, Region 11



ENCLOSURE 1
ORGANIZATION CHARTS
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ENCLOSURE 2

REVIEW OF SELECTED LICENSE FILES

One license file was selected for review.
license file.

No comments were developed on this

License: Southern Inspection Services
Location: Vancleave, MS

License No: MS-697-01

Issued: 03-16-90

Expires: £3-01-91

License Type: Industrial Radiography



ENCLOSURE 3

REVIEW OF SELECTED COMPLIANCE FILES

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

1.

"~

Licensee:

Location:

License No:

License Type:
Inspection Date:

Type of Report:

Type of Inspection:
Inspectors:

Enforcement Letter, Date:
Signed By:

Licensee Response Date:

State Acknowledgement Date:

Licensee:

Location:

License No:

License Type:
Inspection Date:

Type of Report:

Type of Inspection:
Inspectors:

Enforcement Letter, Date:
Signed By:

Licensee Response Date:

State Acknowledgement Date:

South Central Regional Medical Center
Laurel, MS

M5-277-02

Teletherapy

07-24-90

Form

Routine, announced

Robert W. Goff

Pending

Interstate Nuclear Services, (INS)
Vicksburg, MS

MS-485-01

Nuclear Laundry

08-03-90

Narrative

Routine, Announced

Robert W. Goff and J. Barlow
08-27-90

cddie S. Fuente

Pending

N/A



M. J. Smith 9/77-7/88 Branch Director Resigned Bob Gott

Dot Rogers 11/88-3/89 Secrotary Deceased Ivy Saxtoen
Johnnie Jones 11/87-5/89 Sec. Principal Transfer Vacant
William Bryan 5/89-6/89 Chemist Il Resigned Ceorce Powel!l
4 Lis% the RCP salary schedule:

Pt tian oy aLoh Annua. Salary Range
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 - 528,260
Chemist Chief $26,736 - $40,052
Chemist 11 $21,372 - $£32,01¢6
Secretary frincipal $§13,379 - §20,036
Secretary $11,980 - §17,949
X, Compare your salary schedule with similar employment alterna-

tives in the same geographical area, such as industrial,
medical, academic employers or other State agencies.

Bacsed 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.

N Explain whether your salary schedule 1s adequate tc recruit and
retain staff.

The salary schedule for dealth Physicist Trainee position
appears to be adeguate for recruitment. The salary schedules
for the recruitment of trained Health Physicists isc not
suffisient to attract individuals from industry or other
government Agencies. Whether salaries are adeguate to maintain
prescent personnel is yet to be resolved due to short pericd for
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 complecing ‘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 regu.rements and the Health Physicist
Bdministrative and Program Di:ector have determined that this
individual has satisfactory performed his job duties as a Health

24
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%, November 22, 1991

Toae®*

Alton B. Cobb, M.D.

State Health Officer

State Board of Health

Felix J. Underwood Building
2423 North State Street

P. 0. 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.

Status and Compatibility of Regulations is a Category 1 indicitor. 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 to
remain compatible with the NRC regulations. Aiso, 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.

G4143T00H
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Alton B. Cobb, M.D. ? NOV 2 2 1891

We oppreciate your continued support of the Radiation Control Program and your
regulatory efforts to protect public health and safety. The 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 Kamrirer, 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: bece w/encls:
SA RF Jiubenau The Chairman
DIR RF SDroggitis Commissioner Rogers
EDO RF RWoodruff, RSAR, RII Commissioner Curtiss
HRDenton RTrojanowski, RSLO, RII Commissioner Remick qﬁ?”'
CKammerer Mississippi File <:3,
VMiller Document Control Desk {SP01)
*See previous concurrence.
OFC_i RII:SA0 LRII:RA { SP:SANDY i SBD 1, iAPA:DD " | Y
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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 Contrel 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 1 indicator areas, then the need for
improvements may be critical.

Category Il 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 underiying problems that are
causing, or contributing to, difficulties in Category 1 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 1 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 1 comments are provided, the State will be notified that the program
deficiencies may seriously affect the State's ability to protect the public
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
follow-up correspondence or perform a special limited review. NRC staff may
hold a special meeting with appropriate State representatives. 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.



SUMMARY OF ASSESSMENTS AND COMMENTS
MISSISSIPPI RADIATION CONTROL PROGRAM
FOR THE PERIOD
AUGUST 4, 1989 TO SEPTEMBER 13, 1991

SCOPE OF REVIEW

This program review was conducted in accordance with the Commission’s Policy
Statement for reviewing Agreement State Programs published in the Federal
Register on June 4, 1987, and the internal procedures established by the
Office of Governmental and Public Affairs, State Programs. The State's
proaram review was reviewed against the 29 program indicators provided in ti:
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. uoff, Health Physics Administrator.

Selected license and compliance files were reviewed by Richard L. Woodruff,
Region 1] 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 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
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. A1l comments made at that time were
satisfactorily resolved and closed out during our visit held in September of
1990.



CURRENT REVIEW COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

A11 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 che 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.



