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Aspt. Director for Dtate Agreements Propram
Office of State Programs

U.8. Nuclear Repulstory Commiasion

1 Washington, D.C.
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Dear Mr. Nugabaumer:

comments on the proposed revision to 10 C.F.R., Part 35:

On Page T of the Draft Commlseion staff paper the statement is made: "All

the individusls that commented onm the proposed revision submitted in SECY 83-62

agreed the current Part 35 vas in need of revision....." T nent comments to
you on proposed changes to Part 35 on June 8, 1082, whieh 414 not contain a
gtatement that I sgreed Fart 39 needed to be reviged. On that same Page T,
the statement i¢ made: "The staff is not aware of anyone who would recommend
retaining the current Part 35 over the proposed revision." 1 wasn't avare
thie was & popularity contest but now that I am, I vote to retain the current 4

On Page 12 the statement 18 made: "Most cltations are not made for failure to
follow a certaln procedure....." In Enclosure 9 the number of citations for
violations of statements made in the application and for violations of

regul atory guildes is about k1% of the total number of violations. That data
gupports the abhove statement. However, {f k1% of the citations are for not
following procedures that licensees esnild they would follew, why would it be
accepiable for them to atate that they will follow & procedures lioted (n the
liceneing gulde?

On Page 13, the recommendation (¢ made to the Commission to certify that the ‘
changes proposed 16 Part 35 will not have a negative wconomle impact on small
entition. On Page 1€ of Eneclousure ki, there are peveral hypothetieal llcensees
Misted for which coste from addit!onal vwork load attiributed to the proposed
regulatory chunger have been Jlpted, These costs run from a vinimue of $1618

to & maximum of $1%,018 per Livensee, Thewe conte may seem negative to the
Conmiasion but they cre not nepative in helping to ralse the cort of nedical
eare, Murther, the cort range &100 Indlestes that from 408 te el sddttional
techndelan boure would be needsd by llcentspes If the projoand changes to Purt 39

are approved, In our Ctete there !¢ a shortage of nuclear medical technlciane,
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i Orn Pages 1B and 19 record retention is discussed. Bome records ure 4o be v
retained for 1 year or 2 yearc and this e said "to provide adequste cvidence
¢ compliance with requiremente.” There seeme to be no point at all in
keeping records for such short periods of tlme Yecause the Commirelupn inspectors
will probably pever inspect a private pract!oper's or hospital's nuelear medical
program &8s these types of licenses have nd priorisy. The teletherayy rrograus
are acheduled for {nspection onew every eix yesrs.

5¢ ,O0n Fage 27, "rodliatrizst™ {0 deftned, NRC hag informed the Agreement ftates ¢/
thet it will perwit podlatrisis to use byproduct material scurces on humans
provided the podinmtrist has eight Yours of training §in radiation aufety, 1t is
doubtful that thin training "ls sufficlent to ensurs that they are able to
understand and follow regulations for the cafe use of byproduet material" which
is spparently a Cormigelion goal as noted nn Page 20,

6. 1 gee no une in & reguirement that dosuge messurement records include patient o

Infermaticn an discussed on Page 38, This is alresdy being done by recording

the doange 1n the patient's treatment record.

T: Request for ¢lur!ficstion, on Page 89, Sectlon 35,32 (a)(1), the nembership of 7
the radiation safety committee must inelude an authorized user for each type of
S s+ I8 this per group or one for puclear medicine, one for tele-
therapy?

8, On Page 90 parsgraph (a)(WM{V), indicates that mmeriecal ballots by the radiation
saf'ety committee must be included in the minutes. If such detall is warranted "
in the resulstions perbaps then trese should be a requirement for the committee
to follow PFobert's Bules of Order.

9. On thet same Page 90, paragraph (b)(2), indicates the Committee will "review on /
the basis of safety and approve or dlsapprove any individual whe i to Le
lieted as an authorized user.....” Does thin mean that s person who has not
coused any major spille or who has never bheen over exposed to radlation or in
short, hae 8 good radintion pafety record, should be approved by the committee
regardlesn of uny review of his academie backeround or clinieal experienve with
radionuclides?

10, 1 obJect mont stremucinly to the convept of "Provisional suthorized user, Section
3584, page 92, 1t eculd be ne long as five yeare at 1llcenee reneval time
hefore the licensing mgency would be informed of u provisional user. Further,
with the turnover of medical ataff, several provisional users could come and go
and never be approed to the licensing ageneys Thid authority should eontinue
to be reserved for the hroad sedionl lldensee who e allowed to decignnte uypern,

11, In Parsgrsph 35,600, page 107, the definitieon of "portable 1ow level rndlation v//
survey instrument” does not role out & g.m, turvey Inetrument. in Tmesoranh
20,621 (), however, that pum. ¢urvey loetrusent plight Le Geed V) & pernon
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