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Conference of Radiation Control Program Directors, Inc. (CRCPD)

Good morning, Chairman Meserve and Commissioners.

My name is Paul Schmidt and I am here as the Chairman of the Conference of
Radiation Control Program Directors, commonly referred to as CRCPD.

I thank you for the kind invitation to appear befcre you this morning to discuss
some issues of importance to the CRCPD, provide an update on a number of
important initiatives within our organization and highlight some noteworthy
efforts. My comments reflect input from the executive board and some of our 55
committees and task forces addressing the wide variety of radiation issues that
impact the states.

I would first like to express CRCPD’s appreciation for the support and interaction
provided by the Office of State and Tribal Programs. At the headquarters level,
the efforts of Paul Lohaus (NRC liaison to CRCPD), Fred Combs, Jim Myers and
others from STP are instrumental in helping to maintain a positive working
relationship between CRCPD and the NRC. The addition of RADRAP is also
worthy of mention as a good on-line mechanism for increasing communication
among state and federal radiation regulatory agencies. We look forward to better
information sharing through use of the internet and a continued positive
relationship with your agency. In addition, in my other role as director of the
Wisconsin Radiation Control Program, I would like to extend my appreciation for
the support provided by the NRC to an official agreement state ‘wannabe’. I have
seen first-hand how critical the support of staff from STP and the NRC regional
office is to a developing agreement state. I hope this level of national and regional
support to all developing agreement states can also continue into the fu.ure.

My next comments focus on the partnership activities of the CRCPD. In order to
fulfill the CRCPD mission to a) promote consistency in addressing and resolving
radiation issues; b) encourage high standards of quality in radiation protection
programs; and c) provide leadership in radiation safety and education; we
recognize the importance of developing active partnerships with organizations and
agencies involved in the many radiation protection issues that impact the states.
As indicated by this slide, we pursue every opportunity to establish active
partnerships with other groups through liaisons and other means.

- CRCPD’s membership consists of state and local radiation control program
directors and staff, staff of related federal and international agencies,
representatives from the medical profession, academia and industry, and others
totaling approximately 1,000 members. The members provide the working
eneigy for our committees and task forces. An Office of Executive Director in
Frankfort, KY provides coordination and administrative support.



CRCPD, through cooperative agreements, works closely with numerous federal
agencies, including the FDA, EPA, DOE, FEMA, DOT and others, in"
addition to our activities with the NRC.

We work closely with many professional organizations, including the Health
Physics Society, American College of Radiology, Council of State
"Governments, National Council on Radiation Protection and Measurements
(NCRP) and the International Atomic Energy Agency.

We also patticipate, whenever possible, in national initiatives focused on
improving specific aspects of radiation protection. Some recent examples
include: '

1. Participation in the NRC National Materials Working Group, as well as the

NMWG Steering Committee, since the stated philosophy of this group “to
create a true partnership of the NRC and the States that will ensure
protection of public health, safety and the environment” is consistent with
our goals and activities. We are very pleased for the opportunity to
participate in this effort.

. Participation in ‘Cavalier Challenge’, a joint NRC and FBI emergency

preparedness tabletop exercise held on May 24 in Lynchburg, VA.
According to the Chairman of our E-6 Committee on Emergency Response
Planning who attended this event, the exercise provided excellent
interaction between the participants. We commend the NRC on jointly
sponsoring this activity and support further opportunities for interaction of

. federal and state emergency responders.

e We believe the CRCPD, through its partnership efforts, provides a unique forum
for communication about radiation issues that can help us move forward in
improving radiation protection.

e In the area of regulation development, I would like to make you aware of two
initiatives within CRCPD:

of

1. During the Nov, 1999 Commission briefing, then Chairman i30b Hallisey

MA informed you of a CRCPD initiative to create a committee to examine
the state’s role in regulation development due to the impact of an increasing
number of agreement states. In Feb, 2000, the CRCPD Board created the
S-5 Ad hoc Committee on the State’s Role in National Radioactive
Materials Regulation Development. We view this committee as
complimentary to the NRC National Materials Working Group and look
forward to interaction between the two groups.

2. The CRCPD Board recently evaluated the performance and activities of the



many committees charged with developing portions of the ‘Suggested State
Regulations for the Control of Radiation (SSR)’, which is the template,
radiation control regulations developed to encourage regulatory consistency
among states, and has implemented changes designed to improve
performance. We are keenly aware of the need to develop SSR’s in an

" expeditious manner to reflect federal regulation changes, and are committed
to continual improvements in the SSR development process. A key
component of SSR development is federal participation. We request that
the NRC continue to provide the financial support necessary for NRC
resource staff to be involved in the SSR process.

Last month, the CRCPD held its annual National Conference on Radiation Control
in Tampa, FL. We were pleased to have Commissioner Diaz attend and present
the keynote address at the conference. Two items from this conference are:

1.

CRCPD now has a member-approved strategic plan that establishes clear goals

and priorities to help guide the future activities of our organization. I have
provided a summary copy for your information.

As an organization consisting primarily of state regulators, we recognize the
need to establish and evaluate performance indicators for regulatory processes.
The recent vevision of the NRC reactor oversight process is a good example of
revisiting perfor:aance indicators. We request that NRC continue its outreach
efforts > inform the state regulatcry community of the revised reactor
oversight process. We also offer our assistance in any future redesign of
nuclear plant and other regulatory processes.

My next comments focus on REP and radioactive materials issues:

1.

First, wve want to convey our appreciation for the quality training offered by
the NRC to developing and existing agreement states, as well as stress the
importance of NRC continuing its support of training as more states pursue
agreement state status and address staff turnover.

. Second, we empathize with the NRC as you deliberate the use of KI as a

protective measure for the general public. This issue is of intense interest to

_the states. If the final recommendation is for stockpiling of KI for the public,

we request that the NRC consider funding sources and the development of
implementation guidance for the states in your deliberations.

. We continue to support the NRC’s efforts to reinvent the generally-licensed

sources and devices program and address orphan sources.



4. There are many other issues related to 10 CFR 35 and materials regulation that
are important to CRCPD and the states. I believe the OAS is prepared to
address those issues.

Finally, we would like to extend an invitation to the Commission to attend and
participate in our next National Conference on Radiation Control that will be held
from April 29 -May 2, 2001 in Anchorage, AK. This conference provides a
timely forum for information sharing and discussion of the many radiation issues
affecting the states and always benefits from NRC participation.

Thank you, again, for the opportunity to speak to you this morning. I would be
hanpy to address any questions and comments ‘at your convenience.
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CRCPD STRATEGIC PLAN

Goals and Objectives

GOAL 1: PRODUCE RADIATION PROTECTION SOLUTIONS THAT MEET
COMMUNITY NEEDS.

Objective 1: Determine Membership Needs _

Objective 2: Review Working Group’s Activities Annually
Objective 3: Be Proactive in Handling New Issues

Objective 4: Promote Standardization

Objective 5: Expand Development of CRCPD Guidance Documents

GOAL 2: ASSIST STATES WITH IMPROVING TOOLS.

Objective 1: Develop a Mechanism to Gather Information Requested by Member States
Objective 2: Act as a Clearinghouse for all States/Members

GOAL 3: PROMOTE AN ACTIVE, ENERGIZED MEMBERSHIP

Objective 1: Provide More benefits for CRCPD Members

Objective 2: Promote Opportunities for Participation in Committee Activities
Objective 3: Provide Training Opportunities for CRCPD Members

Objective 4: Increase Communication Among Members

GOAL 4: 'ASSURE SOUND FISCAL AND ORGANIZATIONAL MANAGEMENT
OF CRCPD. ‘

Objective 1: Maintain a Sound Fiscal Plan.

Objective 2: Assure Effective Management of CRCPD

Objective 3: Assure CRCPD Activities are Consistent with the Strategic Plan
Objective 4: Evaluate the Relationship Between the CRCPD and the Organization of
Agreement States

GOAL 5: ENHANCE PROFILE OF ORGANIZATION.
Objective 1: Assume a Leadership Role on Radiation Protection and Public Policy Issues

Objective 2: Actively Liaison with Professional Organizations and Federal Agencies
Objective 3: Advertise What We Have



'CRCPD PARTNERSHIP

Professional
Organizations

T

CRCPD

| * Membership .
Feder.al * 50+ committees & task forces|| N.a .tlo.n al
Agencies « OED Initiatives

: &

State Radiation
Control Programs

ey o)



Edgar D. Bailey, P.E., CHP
Chairman




AGREEMENT STATES




WANNABES




Organization of Agreement

| States




COMPARISONS

~ USNRC  Agreement States




OAS ACTIVITIES -




OAS ACTIVITIES Cont.
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October 2 to 4, 2000
Charleston, South Carolina







OAS CONCERNS Cont.




Training
Risk Management
Regulations and Procedures
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REGULATIONS and
PROCEDURES




REGULATIONS and
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Organization of Agreement
States

Alice Rogers
Texas Natural Resource Conservation Commission
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Naturally Occuring Radioactive
' Materlal |

(NORM)

® Drinking Water Treatment
= O1l and Gas Exploration and Production
= Paper Mill Sludges

m Some Uranium Mill Tailings

. Phosphogypsum Tailings
® Foundry Zircon Sands

m Granite



leferent Standards for Dlsposal
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® [ouisiana <150 pCi/gm in NOW landfill

= Michigan <50 pCi/gm in Type 2 MSW landfills

= New Mexico injection in company’s own wells

= Texas injection of o&g NORM on or offsite

® Texas no standards for industrial NORM disposal



EPA’s Drlnklng Water Rule

Sets hmlts for radon and radlum in drlnklng water

® Disposal of NORM contaminated wastes will be
a problem for many PWS
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m Relook at current authority

m Seek clarification on authority



Kathy Allen, IL

Chair-Elect
Organization of Agreement States
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¢List Program Elements
- IMPEP

- CRCPD’s “Criteria for an Adequate
Radiation Control Program?”

¢Evaluate Element Options
Against WG Philosophy

¢ Create Recommendations for
Consideration




Common Attributes of a
N nal Program
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¢ Develop Priorities Cooperatively

¢ Increase Horizontal
Communication

¢ Create Centers of
Excellence/Expertise

¢ Recognize Current Successes




Common Attributes of a
National Program

¢ Reduce Duplication of Efforts
¢ Share Responsibilities
¢ Share Resources

®Use Alternative Resources




National Program
Challenges

‘OChange Procedures/Processes
4¢Buy-In from States & NRC




Compatibility of Rules
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¢ Levels of Compatibility
-A, B, C, D, H&S
¢ Levels of Review
- Equivalent to Compatibility level

¢ Problems with Changes after
Comment Period




- Recent Compatibility
Changes

€ GL Rule

¢ Medical Rule
- 1-131 Training




