TN~vTSITYo

0

t'neral ScrN ices Bldg
St.
222 South (chapel
DelaJdre
[fiert(
ark, IDclim rt 1 714ý-4lSOl

OCCUPATION.1AL.
HEALTH AND SAFET Y

~Ne

t,

,ý83 1-X 475
h 3;02
1-I52H
/
t02,'8
I t,

VI

1 3013/ 3,2

. .(

70#/71
October 8,1999

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555-0001
Attention: Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff
Re:

Proposed Rules for Certain Generally Licensed Material
FR Vol. 64, No. 142, July 26, 1999

We
comment on the proposed rulemaking referenced above.
The University of Delaware welcomes the opportunity to
suggest that several changes in the proposed rule be considered.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS
Incorporation into a Specific License
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Authority of the Responsible Person
The proposed rule states that the responsible person must have the "authority for taking required actions to comply with
appropriate regulations" implying authority over the actions of the user (general licensee) of the licensed device. It also
implies liability in the case of misuse or improper disposal. The rule further states that the appointment of the
responsible person "does not relieve the general licensee of responsibility". This is contradictory. The rule should be
revised to state that the responsible person acts solely in an advisory role and that the general licensee alone is
responsible for complying with regulations and liable for misuse or improper disposal.
Timeliness of Disposition
The statement in the proposed rule that "general licensees are unlikely to keep a device unused for more than 2 years" is
inaccurate. The imposition of a two-year limit on storage would be a hardship for the university research community. It
is often the nature of scientific research in a university setting for radioactive devices to be used intermittently. For
instance, funding of grants to conduct research utilizing generally licensed devices is sometimes not forthcoming and a
device may need to be stored until the project is again funded. One common laboratory device is the liquid scintillation
counter which usually contains a generally licensed external radiation standard. The proposed rule might require
disposal of this expensive piece of lab equipment which, almost certainly, would be used at a future time. The
University recommends that the permitted storage time period be changed to 5 years.
The University appreciates the opportunity to comment on a rule that may substantially affect our radiation safety
program. Please contact me if you have questions concerning our comments.

Sincerely,

Robin L. Elliott
Radiation Safety Officer

