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U.S, YNuclear Zegulatory Co mmission

Jivision of Fuel Cycle end Material Saféty
Trarsportation Eranch FJ-ELT
deshingten, D,C. 20555
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ttention: Charles E, Mclonald, Chief

Reference: 10 CFR, Part 71 (Q.4.)

Dear Sir:

t0 reguest an extension of the July 1

Tae parpose cf this 3 .
Quality Assurance program reguired bty Par
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dezdline for submission of th
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feel an extension is essential and wouléd create no hazard of over

exposure to any segrent of the population,

I ryself and, I am sure others in the indusiry,” have many questions
Tegerding the proposed QA requirerent that need clarificaiion.

Fy first cuestion is the necessity for users to develop 2 Qi program.

ne cdo indeed ship and transport rediocactive material, but our activities

r n accordance with written practices, contained in our operating and
ency remual (MRC approved).

Yy second questica is the value of the Q4 program. The mejerity of
sources shipped in intersiate comzerce, are those reiurned to the supplier
and rcet are less than 20 curies and in special form (type A guantities)
ani seem to Tte exempt frorm QA recuirerents.
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the manufacture,
ners, out the

:an n favor of a guality assurance program covering
esair, cesign, assectly, testing and ma.n.e*ance of contai
of 1

2se of centainers weould seem to fall within.the scope icensed activities

>
ani is well ‘e54.=~ed at the present time., I am guite familiar with ros:
publisned radiztion incidents and fail to see justification for the prog

o incluce users. 9002] 304

One final provler I have, is ¢th
agreenent states and shiprents frem
= Zope you will azgree 2 six months
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