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Mr. Michael H. Mobley, Director " ;

Division of Radiologics1 Health ;~

Tennessee Department of Environment ,

and Conservation
3rd Floor, L & C Annex

,

Nashville, TN 37243-1532

Dear Mr. Mobley:

This replies to your December 31, 1996',' letters to Chairman Jackson and
Commissioners Rogers, Dicus, Diaz and McGaffigan which provided comments on ;

the November 22, 1995 draft " EPA /NRC Risk Harmonization White Paper." i

We agree with you that EPA's air emissions standard is not more protective
than NRC's air emissions standard. The section you quote on page 15 of the
White Paper is entitled, "Different exposure scenarios are used in some
programs." As one example, the paper says that, under National Emissions !

Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants, "the scenarios addressed by EPA are i
more extensive." While one could infer that this means that EPA's standard is -

'

more stringent, we agree with you that such an inference would be incorrect.
Such an inference was not intended. Elsewhere in the paper, it is made clear ;

that, "The agencies usually achieve similar levels of protection, despite >

fundamental differences in approaches." t

We also agree that it is inaccurate to describe EPA's drinking water standard
as being simply 4 mres/ year. The paper repeats this common error on page 22. t

As you stated, the standard actually corresponds to a range of dose limits ,

that vary by radionuclide, and there is no standard for some radionuclides.

Thank you for your interest in risk harmonization. We will forward both of !

your comments to the ISCORS Risk Harmonization Subcommittee. For your
information, Robert Nelson, at (301) 415-7298, is NRC's risk harmonization i
technical contact. ;

i

Sincerely, j

Odginalsigned by CarlJ. Paperie!)o |
Carl J. Paperiello, Director !
Office of Nuclear Material Safety !

and Safeguards
;
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January 30, 1997

Mr. Michael H. Mobley, Director
Division of Radiological Health
Tennessee Department of Environment

and Conservation
3rd Floor, L & C Annex
Nashville, TN 37243-1532

Dear Mr. Mobley:

This replies to your December 31, 1996, letters to Chairman Jackson and
Commissioners Rogers, Dicus, Diaz and McGaffigan which provided comments onthe November 22, 1995 I

draft " EPA /NRC Risk Harmonization White Paper."
i

We agree with you that EPA's air emissions standard is not more protective |
than NRC's air emissions standard.
White Paper is entitled, "Different exposure scenarios are used in someThe section you quote on page 15 of theprograms."

As one example, the paper says that, under National Emissions
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants, "the scenarios addressed by EPA aremore extensive."

While one could infer that this means that EPA's standard ismore stringent, we agree with you that such an inference would be incorrect.
Such an inference was not intended. Elsewhere in the paper, it is made clear
that, "The agencies usually achieve similar levels of protection, despitefundamental differences in approaches."

We also agree that it is inaccurate to describe EPA's drinking water standard
as being simply 4 mrem / year. The paper repeats this common error on page 22.

|

As you stated, the standard actually corresponds to a range of dose limits
that vary by radionuclide, and there is no standard for some radionuclides.

Thank you for your interest in risk harmonization. We will forward both of
your comments to the ISCORS Risk Harmonization Subcommittee. For your
information, Robert Nelson, at (301) 415-7298, is NRC's risk harmonization
technical contact.

Sincerely,
,

s -'

& & mz,

Carl J. Paperie lo, Director
Office of Nuclear Material Safetyj

and Safeguards
;
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