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ENCLOSURE 1

APPLICATION OF "GUIDELINES FOR NRC REVIEW
OF AGREEEMENT STATE RADIATION CONTROL PROGRAMS"

The "Guidelines for NRC Review of Agreement State Radiation Contro! Programs,”
were published in the Federal Register on December 4, 1981 as an NRC Policy
Statement. The Guide provides 30 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 2 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 several Category ! 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 to identify underlying problems that are
causing, or contributing to, difficulties in Category I indicators.

It §s 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.
If at least one sianificant Category I comment is provided, the State will be
notified that the program deficiency may seriously affect the State's ability to
protect the public health and safety and should be addressed on a priority basis.
When more than one significant Catecory I comment is provided, the State will be
notified that the need of improvement in the particular program areas is
critical. The NRC would request an immediate response, and may perform a
follow-up review of the program within six months. If the State program has not
improved or if additional deficiencies have developed, the NRC may institute
proceedings to suspend or revoke all or part of the Agreement, Category II
comments would concern functions and activities which support the State program
and therefore would not be critical to the State's ability to protect the public.
The State will be asked to respond to these comments and the State's actions will
be evaluated during the next regular program review.



