
 

REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: All Rules 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

NOTE WELL: This request when viewed on computer may extend several pages. 
Please be sure you have review through the end of the document. 

 
The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 
 
On all Submission for Permanent Rule forms, the Commission states that OSBM 
certified the Rules on July 16, 2013.   

 
As G.S. 150B-19.1 requires certification prior to publication, I want to ensure that the 
Rules were certified before publication (it appears to be April 18, 2013, from the Notice 
of Text), and then were reviewed by OSBM after publication and re-certified.  Is this 
correct? 

 
If so, please include the initial certification date on the forms.  If you want to include both 
dates, you may do so, but it is more important to show that the Rules were certified prior 
to publication in accordance with the statute and that the agency complied with the APA. 
 
Further, throughout the Rules, the term “agreement state” is written as “Agreement 
State” and “agreement state” interchangeably.  Going forward, the Commission may 
wish to designate one or the other as the proper term for these Rules. 

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 



REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .0104 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 

Please confirm that you do not wish to incorporate all of the definitions in G.S. 104E. 

I recognize that many of the terms not defined in G.S. 104E-5 are defined in 10 CFR 
20.1003, and that the definitions in this Rule are generally repeated verbatim.  What is 
the reason for adopting the terms and not just incorporating by reference by citing to the 
CFR (which is what you are doing when you reference definitions in the statute)? 

In Sub-Item 10(a), is the reference to “10 CFR 20.1001 – 20.2401” supposed to be “10 
CFR Part 20”?  Please note the same concern for Item 12.  (I do recognize this is how it 
is written in 10 CFR 20 .1003.) 

In Item 12, you have already said that “Annual limit on intake” is “ALI” in (10)(b).  Do you 
need to have it in both places?  Please note, I have the same concerns for other 
acronyms, including “SARs” and “SCBA” [as in Item (15)] and “DAC”, which is noted in 
10(a) and (39). 

In Item 12, I don’t think it is necessary to have the last sentence in parentheses.  Why 
not begin the sentence, “The ALI values…” 

Sub-Item 21(a) is the definition of byproduct material in G.S. 104E-5(4). Therefore, you 
do not need to repeat it in the Rule. 

(4)        "By-product material" means any radioactive material, except special 

nuclear material, yielded in or made radioactive by exposure to the radiation 

incident to the process of producing or utilizing special nuclear material. 

In Sub-Item 21(c), my reading of the CFR is slightly different.  I read the discrete source 
of Radium-226 to be separate from “any material” made radioactive by use of a particle 
accelerator and produced, extracted or converted after extraction for use for a 
commercial, medical or research activity.  As such, I would make those two categories 
(c) and (d) if my reading is correct. 



In Sub-Item 21(d), line 12, I believe you mean to state, “and the head of any other 
appropriate federal agency” 

In Item 22, please move the “greater than” language on line 25 so it is aligned with the 
language above it. 

In Item 23, please insert a comma after “procedure” and remove the period after 
“pharmaceutical” on line 29.  Further, I assume the licensee or facility will generate this 
manual and they will approve the manual themselves? 

On Page 3, please delete the blank line space on line 33. 

In Item 28, so that I understand: the consortium is required to consist of medical use 
licensees that jointly control a production facility?  Please define the term “same 
geographical area.”  I think line 11 should read, “The consortium’s PET radionuclide 
production facility must be located at an educational institution, federal or medical 
facility.” 

Is Item 29 really intending to state the term is called “Constraint (dose constraint)” or is it 
supposed to read: 

 “Constraint” or “dose constraint” means… 

In Item 43, should “Background” be capitalized? 

In Item 44, I think it should be written: 

 “Dose” or “radiation dose” is a generic term… 

If you wish to keep the parenthesis, please make sure “radiation dose” is in quotes.   

Please note the same for Item 57. 

In Item 44, line 31, I believe you mean to say, “committed dose equivalent, committed 
effective dose equivalent,…”  Otherwise, you are just repeating “effective dose 
equivalent” twice on that line. 

In Item 47, I believe you can remove the second “an” on line 1. 

In Item 60, line 31, the proper citation is “42 U.S.C. 2011, et seq.” 

In Sub-Item 68(b), I do no think you need the “(See Bioassay)” on line 17.  If you feel you 
need to retain the reference, please say, “(See “Bioassay” as defined in this Rule.)” 

In Item 71, I take it the inspection will be conducted by agency or Commission staff? 

In Item 73, you don’t put the acronym in parentheses as you do for other definitions.  
Unless you have a compelling reason for doing so, I think you should in order to be 
consistent.  

In Item 74, please move the comma following “License” so it is inside the quotation 
marks. 



In Item 86, please bring the comma following “Monitoring” into the quotation marks. 

In Item 89, it would make more sense to me for the definition to read: 

 “Nonstochastic effect” or “deterministic effect” means health effects… 

In Item 91, page 8, line 37, should the sentence read, “Occupational dose does not 
include doses received…” 

In Item 91, page 9, line 3, should the reference be to “member of the public,” in keeping 
with Item 83? 

In Item 92, please spell out “one” on line 6.  Also, how is the term equivalent for this 
definition?  I take it your regulated public knows, but I don’t, so I wanted to ask. 

In Item 95, you use the Rules for the practice of pharmacy.  In Item 96, you use the 
statute for practicing as a physician.  Why not use the statute for both?  Thus: 

“Pharmacist” means a person licensed to practice pharmacy in North Carolina 
pursuant to G.S. Chapter 90, Article 4A. 

“Physician” means a person licensed to practice medicine in North Carolina 
pursuant to G.S. Chapter 90, Article 1. 

In Item 97, remove the extra period at the end of the sentence 17.  Remove the original 
period as set forth in the formatting rules. 

In Items 95, 96 and 97 (and elsewhere), make sure you show you are striking the 
original punctuation at the end of the sentence, as the punctuation is part of the word 
preceding it. 

While I am sure there is a reason it was done, I would not have broken 101 into Sub-
Items (a) and (b), but just kept it as one sentence. 

Throughout the Rule, you are not consistent with putting acronyms into the quotation 
marks.  For instance, they are in Item 105 and 107, but are not in Items 12 or 106.  I 
would prefer that they not be in the quotation marks, but either way you want to do it is 
fine with me.  Please make changes to be consistent within the Rule. 

In Item 109, please insert the opening quotation mark before “Quarterly.” 

In Item 115, please make sure all text is correctly justified. 

In Item 121, what is a “biological insult”? 

On Page 13, considering this is a chart, do you want a line space between Footnote b on 
line 12 and Item 126 on 13? 

In Item 126, please insert the opening quotation mark before “Research and 
development.” 



In Item 127, do you mean to leave out being in the registrant’s control?  Elsewhere in the 
Rule, the CFR language is amended to state “licensee or registrant”, but not here.  
Please note the same question for Item 131. 

Further in Item 127, I assume the burials referred to are of radioactive materials? 

In Item 144, what is “unity” as used in this context? 

In Item 147, while I am fine with putting acronyms in parentheses and not using 
quotation marks, I think alternate phrases should be in quotes.  How about this: 

 “Supplied-air respirator” (SAR) or “airline respirator” means…” 

Also for Item 147, please make sure the text is justified. 

In Item 151, please strike the period on line 2 and replace it with a comma, following the 
formatting rules.  

In Item 154, I recommend striking “in Rule .0113 of this Section.” on line 14 and 
replacing it with “that Rule.” 

In Item 158, I believe you mean to state, “User seal check” or “fit check” means… 

In Item 160, please capitalize “Paragraphs” on line 37. Change the reference to “rule 
.0104 of this Section” to “this Rule.”  Further, if you follow my suggestion regarding Item 
21, you will need to amend the reference to “Paragraphs (b), (c), (d) and (e)” 

Why do you have Items 161-163 in this Rule, particularly given the language of Rule 11 
.0105?  Are these commonly used terms that you wanted to make sure your public could 
easily locate? 

Do you want an empty line on page 17 between the footnote on line 31 and Item 166? 

In Item 170, I assume your regulated public knows what “radiopharmaceutical” means? 

Assuming you are adopting the definitions of 10 CFR 20.1003 in order to fully implement 
your Rule, I think it should be in the History Note, as it seems to carry out the provisions 
of G.S. 104E-10.  If not there, it must be somewhere in the Rule. 

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 



REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .0105 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 
 
What is the rationale behind this Rule?  Are you concerned that the regulated public will 
not know other terms are defined elsewhere? 

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 

 



 

REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .0117 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 
 
In (a)(1), is the reference to “10 CFR 20.1001 – 20.2401” supposed to be “10 CFR Part 
20”?   
 
I do not understand the rationale behind breaking down (a)(2) and (a)(3).  Why are some 
parts of 10 CFR in (2) and others in (3)? 
 
It seems to me that it would be much easier to read this Rule if you broke down 10 CFR 
as (a)(1)(A), etc. and broke it down by Part.  For example: 
 
 (a)(2) The following parts of 10 CFR: 
   (A)  Part 21 
   (B)  Parts 30.1, 30.4, etc.   
 
In (a)(2), line 11, state “40.32(d) and portions of 40.32(e) pertaining to uranium 
enrichment and 40.32(g).” 
 
In (a)(3), line 17 and elsewhere, do not state (f-h).  Instead, “(f) through (h).” 
 
Move the punctuation inside the quotation marks in (a)(9) on line 33 and (a)(14), line 6. 
 
In (a)(10), add a closing quotation mark. 
 
Please remove the blank line on Page 2, line 24. 
 
Please correct the line spacing and use 1.5 in (b)(6). 
 
In Paragraph (b), why are you only giving the physical address to purchase CFRs that 
are available for free on the Internet?  If you want to retain the language for how 
someone can buy them, add a (b)(15) to state that CFRs can accessed at the url for 
GPO, and note they can be accessed free of charge (which is how I presume most 
people are going to look for this information). 
 



In (b)(9) and (13), I presume these are copying costs for the agency?  If so, add G.S. 
150B-19(5)(b).  If not, where is the agency’s authority to charge for these documents? 
 
Add an “and” at the end of (b)(13). 
 
Add G.S. 104E-25(b) to your History Note. 

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 

 

 

 

 

 

 



REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .0301 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 
 
On line 13, what is the difference between “manufacture” and “produce”?  Please 
confirm you intended an “and” between them, as G.S. 104E-10(b) speaks to 
“manufacture or produce.” 
 
Please confirm you did not mean to include “transport” in Paragraph (a). 
 
In (b), replace the comma after “Section” with a semicolon. 
 
I could’ve missed it, but I don’t see definitions for “healing arts”, or “panoramic or 
underwater irradiators” in the Rules.  I take it your regulated public knows what this 
means? 
 
In (b)(6), you state that licensees operating panoramic or underwater irradiators are 
subject to Section .0100.  As that is the “General Provisions” Section, I would expect 
every licensee would be subject to that Section.  Is this not the correct interpretation, or 
is there a reason that those specific licensees have to be told they are subject to the 
general provisions?   
 
If you need to retain the language in (b)(6), it appears that (b)(6) should be (b)(2), to 
keep the Sections in numerical order within the Rule.   
 
Further, you could combine (b)(1) and (c), since those provisions apply to all licensees.  
 
I take it the reference in the History Note to G.S. 104E-19 is because of the reference in 
Paragraph (c) to the fees?  

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 



 

REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .0303 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 
 
In (a), I take it your regulated public knows what “product” and “material” means? 
 
In Paragraph (a), who is issuing the license?  The Rule directs the reader to 10 CFR 
32.11, which references many issuing bodies. 
 
On line 9, do you mean “rules in this Section”?  If so, I think it would be better to state 
that.  (If not, capitalize “Rules” on line 9.) 
 
Capitalize “Rule” on lines 10, and 15.   
 
Capitalize “Paragraph” on line 10.  
 
In Paragraphs (d) through (g), you are restating almost all of 10 CFR 30.70.  Why are 
you not just incorporating it by reference?  Does the agreement with the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission require the Commission adopt rules, rather than incorporating 
them? 
 
Assuming you have a compelling reason to retain the language in Paragraph (d), please 
note the following variances with the CFR, which I assume need to be changed in the 
Rule: 
 
On page 2, line 11, insert the closing parenthesis after “58” 
 
On page 2, line 28, the formula for Eu 152 in the CFR is “T/2 = 9.2 Hrs.” 
 
On page 3, insert a space between “Niobium” and “(Columbium)” on line 31.   
 
On page 5, please insert a space between “Tungsten” and “(Wolfram)” on line 23. 
 
On Page 5, the values for Xenon in the CFR are in column 1.  I assume you want to 
make this the same in the Rule? 
 
On Page 6, line 4, change “and/or” to “or” 



 
In Paragraphs (e), (f) and (g), I believe you intended to change the reference to 
Paragraph (b) to Paragraph (d). 
 
We need to work with you to ensure that the formula at the end of the Rule actually looks 
like a formula.  As it currently looks in the Code, it is not at all clear that is what it is. 
 
Please insert 10 CFR 30.70 in the History Note. 

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .0304 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 
 
What is the reference to “the license formerly provided in Rule .0303(b) of this Section” a 
reference to?  How long ago was a license issued under that part of the Rule?  (It would 
appear to pre-date 1993, at least.)  Do you need to retain this language? 
 
Please capitalize “Paragraph” on line 24. 
 
Please capitalize “Section” on line 26. 
 
Paragraph (f) restates 10 C.F.R. 30.71.  Is there a reason the federal regulation is not 
incorporated by reference? 
 
Assuming there is a compelling reason to keep the language in (f), please insert the 
closing parenthesis on page 1, line 37, after “Sb 125” 
 
Why is the margin of the table pushed so far to the right? 
 
Please insert 10 C.F.R. 30.71 in your History Note. 

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 
 
 
 



REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .0305 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 
 
The sentence in Paragraph (a) appears to be missing some language.  Are you trying to 
say that if the authority to transfer or control the products is not in these Rules because 
the person is exempt, then the exempt person must seek the authority from the U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission? 
 
Paragraph (b) is very similar to 10 CFR 30.15.  Is there a reason it is not incorporated by 
reference? 
 
In (b), line 9, I believe you can remove the “or” before “persons who incorporate…” 
 
In (b), line 10, what is the “initial transfer”?  Is it the very first sale or distribution?  Does 
your regulated public know what the term means? 
 
Please fix the spacing between the end of the Subpart and the beginning of the 
language in (b)(1)(A). 
 
Please make sure the spacing for (b)(1)(F)(i) through (iv) is correct. 
 
Please remove the “or” at the end of (b)(1)(F)(ii). 
 
In (b)(1)(F)(iii), change the end of the sentence to “surface; or” (following Rule 26 NCAC 
02C .0405, of course.) 
 
In (b)(1)(F)(iv), please spell out “one” on line 33. 
 
In (b)(2), you do not need to reserve space within the Rule for future codification.  Please 
simply strike the language and renumber it. 
 
In (b), all of the subparagraphs begin with lowercase letters.  Beginning with (c), they 
begin with capitalized letters.  Please be consistent throughout the Rule with the 
capitalization. 
 
In (b)(7), please spell out “one” on line 12. 



 
In (b)(8), I believe the “does” should be “do” on line 16.  
 
In (b)(8), I prefer if the part of the sentence from lines 18 through 21 was instead its own 
sentence and not in parenthesis. 
 
In Paragraph (c), please amend the reference to “Subparagraph (b)(8) of this Rule.” 
 
Please adjust the spacing in (c)(2). 
 
In (d)(2), did you mean to change the reference to “Subparagraph (d)(1)?” 
 
Also in (d)(2), what is a “frivolous purpose”?   
 
In (e)(1), what is an “airborne hazard”?  Is it the same as “airborne radioactive material” 
as defined in Rule .0104(9)? 
 
In (e)(1), line 32, where you refer to “the equivalent,” do you mean the state equivalent to 
the CFR, i.e., the laws used to license the transfer? 
 
In (e)(2), please make “rules” lowercase.   
 
In (f), does this mean that a person can have an unlimited number of these capsules, so 
long as they meet the other requirements in the Paragraph? 
 
In (f)(1), please replace the period with “; and” 
 
Please remove the period after “104E-20” in the History Note. 
 
Please add 10 CFR 30.15, 30.19 and 30.20 to your History Note. 

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 



REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .0309 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 
 
I believe Paragraph (a) would read much better if it were broken down into 
subparagraphs.  For example:   
 

(a)  A general license shall be issued to: 
(1)  commercial and industrial firms; 
(2)  research, educational and medical firms; 

 
Throughout the Rule where there are references to Paragraph (c)(8) [see, for example, 
(b)(2)], do you want to retain that reference or change it to (c)(9)? 
 
You have amended (c), line 20, to include “shall.”  As such, you should now strike “shall”  
in (c)(5), line 24, and at the beginning of (c)(6), (8) through (17).  Also, please remove 
“shall” from (c)(7), line 2 of page 3. 
 
In Subparagraph (c)(2), which time period controls?  The six month period or the interval 
on the label? 
 
The “and” at the end of (c)(2)(A) is new and needs to be underlined. 
 
In (c)(2)(B), please use the figures for “10” on line 30.  As set forth in Rule 26 NCAC 02C 
.0108(9), use figures for numbers over nine. 
 
In (c)(3)(A), is there a rule governing licenses for the leak test kit services?  The 
language would indicate that there is such a rule. 
 
“State” should not be capitalized at the end of (c)(3)(B). 

In (c)(4), why did you make the change to combine (C) and (D)?  I don’t think it makes 
the Rule read any better. I recommend keeping it as originally written and simply 
inserting “the” at the beginning of each sentence, and add an “and” at the end of (C). If 
you wish to keep the change, please insert a semicolon at the end of the language.  
Also, what is the “next” required test, as used on line 13? 



In (c)(5), is the term “immediately” defined somewhere, or known to the regulated 
public? 

In (c)(5)(B), who will furnish the agency with the description of the event within 30 days?  
The transferor?   

In (c)(7)(B), line 11, please insert a “the” before “license number is not applicable.” 

In (c)(8), I do not know why there is a “D” and (1), (2), (3) and (4) there.  This is not 
original language, and it wasn’t published like that.  Please just remove them. 

In (c)(8), please end the first sentence on line 14 after “Rule.”  Begin the next sentence, 
“However, a holder…” 

In (c)(8)(A) through (D), to be consistent with the rest of the Rule, please begin the 
sentences with lowercase words. 

In (c)(8)(B), make the “as” on line 18 lowercase.  Please capitalize “Paragraph” on line 
19.  On line 20, change “Section” to “Rule.”  On lines 20-21, change the reference to 
“Rule .0328(a)(3) of this Chapter.” 

In (c)(8)(C), replace the “be” on line 24 with “are.” 

Change (c)(8)(D) to “reports the transfer under Subparagraph (c)(7) of this Rule.” 

In (c)(9), remove the “only” on line 27. Change the reference to “Subparagraph (c)(7) of 
this Rule.” Delete, “In this case” on line 29.  End the sentence after “device” on line 31.  
Begin the next sentence, “The transferor shall…”    When you say the transferor shall 
provide “the initial transferor’s name,” on line 33, I take it that means the very first 
transferor, and not the actor here (if they are not the initial transferor).  What if they don’t 
know it? (Or as a general practice, will they always know?)  On line 36, I believe you 
mean to reference Subparagraph (c)(11).  I think you can also end the sentence after 
“Subparagraph (c)(11) of this Rule.”, as the rest of the sentence repeats (c)(11). 

I assume you combined (A)(i) and (ii) with (A) to comply with Rule 26 NCAC 02C .0207, 
which allows only three levels of text.  Is that correct? 

Please insert a semicolon at the end of (c)(9)(B). 

In (c)(13), do not spell out “millicurie” on line 25, as the Rule has already used only the 
abbreviation.  Just use the abbreviation.  

In (c)(13)(C), I believe the reference in line 35 should be to (c)(11). 

In (c)(16), make “agency” on lines 13 and 17 lowercase.  Can the timeframe be less than 
30 days?  In what circumstances would the timeframe not be 30 days?  I assume the 
agency will grant the request to extend time?  I see in the language what the agency will 
consider, but what circumstances will be given an extension?  (This appears to be a 
waiver provision, and per G.S. 150B-19(6), there must be guidelines for the waiver.)  Or 
are you saying that so long as the individual makes the request and sends in supporting 



documentation, the agency will absolutely grant the request? Either way, the language 
should be clarified. 

Please adjust the alignment of (c)(17).  

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 



 

REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .0317 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 

In (a), line 6, make “agency” lowercase.   

In line 7, replace “a” with “that specific” license.  Also on line 7, please properly format 
the deletion, including removing and adding the colon. 

In (a)(6), does your regulated public know what “to the extent practical” means? 

In (c), delete “duly.”   

In (e), the subparagraphs should begin with lowercase letters to be consistent. 

In (e)(1), this sentence is too long to read well.  Why not break it up into two sentences? 

Identify the source or device by manufacturer and model number registered with 
the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission under 10 CFR 32.210 or an agreement 
state.  A source or device containing radium-226 or accelerator-produced 
radioactive material must identify the manufacturer and model number if 
registered with a state under provisions comparable to 10 CFR 32.210. 

In (f), line 4, do you mean to say “shall” instead of “may”? 

In (h), delete “certain” on line 14.  

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 



REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .0318 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 

Why are you defining terms for the purposes of Rule .0117(a)?  What is the point of this? 

This appears to be repeating much of 10 CFR 35.2.  Why is it not incorporated by 
reference? 

Some of the definitions set forth here are not used in the Rule.  If they need to be 
defined in the Code in order to conform to the federal requirements, why not put them in 
Rule 11 .0104? 

Just to confirm – master material licensees issue permits, not licenses?  [See (a)(2)(B)] 

In (b)(3), who authorizes the identifier of authorized nuclear pharmacists? 

In (c)(1), does the individual meet the requirements of 10 CFR 35.59 and either: 
35.190(a), 35.290(a), 35.392(a), 35.394(a), 35.490(a), 35.590(a) or 35.690(a)?  If so, I’d 
insert “either” in the Rule. 

In (e), line 19, should it read “manufacturer-assembled source train”? 

In (f) and (g), you state “dose in excess of # gray (# rads).”  In Paragraph (i), it reads “# 
rads (# gray).”  Please change the order in (i) to be consistent. 

In (k), should the definition be “Pulsed dose-rate remote afterloader” as in the CFR?  
Also, to be consistent, the sentences of (1) and (2) should begin with capitalized letters. 

In (p)(3), you refer to a pharmacist who is an authorized user.  However, for the 
purposes of the Rule, “authorized user” is a “physician, dentist, or podiatrist.”  [See 
Paragraph (c)]  Please amend the language in one or the other to be consistent. 

To be consistent, “the” in (q)(4)(A) on line 5 should be capitalized.  Please note the same 
for (q)(B)(1) – (4). 

In Subparagraph (q)(4)(B), I’d prefer you move “the following” behind “delegate” and end 
the sentence, “supervision of the authorized physician:” 



To be consistent, the sentences in (r)(1) through (4) and (s)(1) through (5) (including 
subparagraphs) should begin with capital letters. 

In (r), state “Paragraphs (s) through (v) of this Rule…” 

In (s)(1)(F), I take it the physician will determine if the training is “appropriate”, as in 
(s)(3)?  Extend the underline to the entire word “added:” on line 7, page 5.   

In (s)(5), is there a timeframe to review the work? 

In Paragraph (u), could you state, “An applicant for an initial, amended or renewed 
license…”  End the sentence after “this Rule.”  Begin the next sentence, “If the applicant 
intends to do so, the application shall include a statement of the activities…” 

Who will determine if the training is “adequate” in (u)?  I am guessing the applicant will 
say it’s adequate, but will the agency determine if it in fact is?  What guidelines will it use 
to make this determination? 

I would make Paragraph (v) two sentences.  End the first after “accessible.”  Begin the 
sentence, “That physician is not required to be authorized by the agency…” 

Close the parenthesis after “(W)(1),” on  line 29. 

I take it the documents in (W)(1) and (2) (such as “written radiation protection 
procedures”) are internal documents for that business and not in Rule somewhere? 

Why do you need Paragraph (aa)? 

In (bb), who will approves the radiation safety practice?  The agency, the Commission, 
the federal commission? 

In (bb), please make the sentences in Subparagraphs begin with capital letters. 

Change (bb)(5) to read “retain records of items required by this Paragraph.”  How long 
do they retain the records? 

In (cc)(2), insert a colon after “including” 

In (cc)(5), you are saying that the licensee will instruct his employees on how to notify 
people.  Is that what you intend?  And is this the only thing the Radiation Safety Officer 
can designate (notification in this instance), or are there other things?  The Rule is rather 
prescriptive regarding the activities of this person, so I am curious about the delegation. 

In (dd)(1), please insert an “A” before “list” 

Please add 10 CFR 35.2 to your History Note. 

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
 
 



If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 
 



REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .0321 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 

Delete the comma after “users” in (a)(3), line 10. 

Do you intend to use the reference to Rule .0117(a)(2) in (a)(2) and (3)? 

In (a)(6), who will produce the procedures manual? Delete the comma and “as” and 
insert a “the” before “licensed activities” 

In (b)(1), line 22, do you mean to state “Sealed sources not exceeding…” 

In (c), which time period will control between the six months or the other intervals? 

In (d), how long must the licensee (I’m assuming) need to keep the records? 

In (f), why is “IN VITRO” in all caps?   

In (f), line 17, delete “Rule .0314 of this Chapter” and just state, “that Rule.” 

In (g)(2), state, “post on the individual’s door a “Radioactive Materials” sign…”  Remove 
the comma after “chart” 

In (g)(4), make “Notify” lowercase to be consistent.  I take it that “Radiation Safety 
Officer” is as defined in Rule .0104(115)? 

I suggest amending the last part of (g)(4) by adding after “immediately” “after the 
determination that the patient died.” 

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 



REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .0322 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 

Please explain the reference to Rule .0117(a)(2) in (a)(1). 

In (a)(1), end it with a “; and”  Please make the sentences in (a)(1) and (2) begin with 
capitalized letters to be consistent. 

In (c)(4)(A), is “Sealed Sources and Device Registry” capitalized in everyday use?  It is 
not in Rule .0104(133). 

In (c)(4)(B), is there a reason you state “IDE” on line 24?  This is an acronym not used 
elsewhere in the Rule, so it sticks out.  However, if the regulated public would generally 
know it by “IDE,” then you may keep it. 

In (d), line 27, by “initially” do you mean upon hire or when they begin caring for these 
individuals? 

Also, I do not believe you need the comma after “instruction.” 

Please delete the “and” at the end of (d)(4)(A).  (I think the use of “both” in (d)(4) makes 
it clear both are required.) 

Please insert a semicolon before “and” in (d)(4)(B). 

Do you mean the individual must be trained on notification in (d)(5)?  And who is the 
designee here?  (Is this the training – appropriate notification and who to notify?) 

In (e)(1), please insert an “A” before “list” 

 Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 



REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .0328 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 
 
Throughout this Rule, replace “ten” with “10”.  Per Rule 26 NCAC 02C .0108(9), use 
figures for numbers over nine. 
 
In (a)(2)(C), replace the period after “rems” with a semicolon. 
 
In (a)(3), how is the statement “identified”? 
 
In (a)(3)(C), I believe you need to move the quotation mark to behind “distributor)” on 
line 6, assuming this language is part of the language. 
 
Throughout the Rule, replace “he” with “he or she” and “his” with “his or her” [see 
Paragraphs (b), (c), (d)] 
 
In (b), line 11, replace “the” with “any” and remove “if any”.  I’d rewrite the sentence as: 
 
“If the applicant desires that the device be tested at intervals longer than six months,  
 either for the proper operation of any on-off mechanism and indicator or leakage of    
 radioactive material…”  (I don’t think you need the “or both” language.) 
 
In (b)(10), whose operating experience will be considered?  The applicant’s, the 
agency’s or someone else’s? 
 
In Paragraph (c), strike the comma after “Commission” on line 28. 
 
On line 29, I would recommend saying “collect the sample for analysis by a specific…” 
 
In (c)(1), is this written instructions “for each activity” to be followed? (The “activity” being 
what is in the main paragraph of (c), correct?) 
 
In (c)(2), please confirm you did not mean to replace “quarter” with “year” on line 32.  (I 
don’t think you did, but wanted to check.) 
 
In (c)(3), why not replace “such activities” with “the activity or activities” as in (c)(2)?   
 



In (d), I take it in practice the licensee will have the equivalent regulations of another 
state to give to the transferee?  If it is transferred through an intermediary, who will 
supply the regulations – the licensee or the intermediary? 
 
In (e), remove the commas on line 9 after “person” and “devices.”  
 
Please define “temporarily” on line 14. 
 
Paragraph (e) is disjointed.  First it states transfers must be reported.  Then it says that if 
there are no transfers, a report is due.  Then it says that there are quarterly reports.  
Why not start it by saying that all distributors must issue quarterly reports to the agencies 
in (1) through (3).  If no transfers were made, then state that in the report.  Then have 
the language about the transfers. 
 
In (f), please remove the commas after “person” and “devices”. 
 
Please define “substantially” on line 25.  (I am more comfortable with the use of that term 
in (c), because I think that a substantially similar form gives much less wiggle room than 
“substantially the same information.”) 

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 



REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .0331 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 
 
Replace “ten” with “10” throughout the Rule. 
 
I would suggest either ending (1) – (3) with semicolons and ending (4) with a “; and” or 
amending the introductory language with “approved if all of the following requirements 
are satisfied.” 
 
In (2)(h), is mock iodine “0.05 microcurie of iodine-129 and 0.005 microcurie of 
americuium-241”?  (I’ve never heard of “mock iodine” before, so I thought I’d ask.) 
 
In (3)(a), delete the comma after “Rule” and replace it with a semicolon. 
 
In (b), please move the comma and the period (if you are keeping it) within the 
punctuation. 
 
Why is IN VITRO in all caps? 
 
Please eliminate the extra empty line space between the end of the Rule and the History 
Note. 

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 



REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .0333 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 
 
Replace “Rule” on line 5 with “Rules” 
 
I believe you mean “if the applicant meets the following conditions” on lines 6 and 7. 

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 



REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .0334 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT: Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 
 
What is a “generator” and “reagent kit”?  I take it your regulated public is familiar with 
these terms? 
 
I believe you mean “if the applicant meets the following conditions” on lines 6 and 7. 
 
Please replace the comma after “Section” on line 8 with a semicolon. 
 
You need to state the “equivalent” in line 10.  Do you mean the equivalent regulations of 
an agreement state?  Without stating the equivalent requirements, this Rule is 
ambiguous and cannot be approved. 

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .0338 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 
 
In (a), please change “his” to “his or her” 
 
In (b)(1), please insert a “the” before licensee. 
 
Does your regulated public know what “controlling” means in (b)(2)?  
 
In (c), I believe you intended to change the reference to Paragraph (d) to (b). 
 
In (d), line 24, insert “prior” before “agency approval” 
 
I assume after the licensee furnishes the change to the agency within 20 days, the 
agency will then have to decide whether to reapprove the plan? 
 
On lines 26 and 27, will the licensee really need six months to tell affected off-site 
response organizations? 
 
On line 29, do you need to state “prior” before “approval by the agency.”?  The use of 
“prior” seems duplicative of the “prior application” before it. 
 
In (e), should there be a space between the chemical terms separated by a slash?   
 
In (f), what is a portable gauge? 
 
Also in (f), ordinarily the words “at a minimum” or “minimum” are not used in rules, as the 
Rule sets the minimum standard.  Do you have a reason to retain this? 
 
Remove the comma following “removal” on line 36. 
 
Why are Paragraphs (g) through (j) in this Rule?  Why not put them in Rule .0333? 
 
Please underline all of the new language in (h). 
 
End (h)(1) with a “; and” 
 



End (i)(1) with a  “; or” 
 
I believe the commas in (j) are unnecessary. 

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 
 



REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .0352 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 
 
What are “unsealed form”, “foils” or “plates”?  I take it your regulated public knows these 
terms? 
 
In Paragraph (b), line 9, do you mean to say “shall” rather than “may”?  If not, when will 
the factors not be used? 
 
In both (b) and (c), I think you should insert articles at the beginning of the 
Subparagraphs.  For instance, (b)(5), “the facility design…”  In (c)(1), “a description…” 
 
In (c)(1), delete or define “near” 
 
In (c)(8), line 4, do you mean to say “when needed” instead of “when appropriate”? 
 
In (c)(8)(D), replace “Subparagraph (c)(8) of this Rule” with “this Subparagraph.” 
 
In (c)(8)(D), where you say “state” on line 15, I take it you mean “State” as defined in 
Rule .0104 (and thus, only the state of NC)? 
 
In (c)(10), line 20, insert a “to” before “workers”.  On line 21, delete “would” and change 
“offer” to “offers.” 
 
In (c)(12), I would not remove “the licensee shall” 
 
I think (c)(12)(D) and (E) can be combined. It appears to me that (E) is an explanation of 
the term used in (D) and not necessarily a requirement in the quarterly communications 
check. 
 
In (d), how does the off-site response organization know about the plan?  Is the licensee 
required to submit it to them in advance?  I know Rule .0338 requires submission of a 
change of the plan, but I don’t see how the organizations get notice of the initial plan. 
 
In Paragraph (e), you are reciting 10 CFR 30.72, but do not include Radium-226.  Did 
you intend to leave out Radium-226 in the Rule?  
 



In (e), both sources I used to review the CFR (the NRC website and Westlaw) state the 
radioactive material with the “m” immediately beside it (ex: “Holmium-166m”).  Previous 
rules from the Commission also have them immediately beside each other. Please 
confirm that you intended to have the space there. 
 
In (e), page 5, line 36, “noncombustible” should be lowercase. 
 
In (f), change the reference to “Subparagraph (e) of this Rule” 
 
Please insert 10 CFR 30.72 into your History Note. 

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 
 



REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .0358 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 
 
So that I understand, in Paragraph (a) and (b), if the individual will not expose others to 
the total effective dose equivalent of 100 millirem, no instructions are required to be 
issued? 
 
In (b), written instructions are required along with “instructions” (line 9).  Is this to include 
oral instructions?  (What other method are you contemplating?) 
 
In (c), I assume your regulated public knows the terms “retained activity,” “activity 
administered,” and “occupancy factor”? 
 
In (c)(3), do you mean to say “half-life”? 
 
Paragraph (d) states that the licensee is required to maintain a record three years after 
the release that instructions were provided to breast-feeding women if the radiation dose 
to the infant or child could result in a total effective dose equivalent exceeding 500 
millirem.  Paragraph (b) requires the issuance of the instructions if the dose could 
exceed 100 millirem.  I know that dose is an inclusive term that means many things 
[Rule .0104(44)].  It just makes the Rule read oddly.  Do you mean to state “100 
millirems” in (d)?  If not, I think you need to require that the guidance be given to the 
breast-feeding women if the radiation does to the infant could result in total effective 
dose equivalent exceeding 500 millirem in (b).  Are the instructions referred to in (d) are 
the ones set forth in (b)? Are the records only to be retained for three years if the 
exposure will be over 500 millirem  and not for 100 millirem? 
 
In (d), please insert “the” before “release” on line 21 and delete the comma after 
“release.” 
 
In your History Note, I assume the reference to G.S. 104E-107(a)(8) is the public health 
portion of the hazardous aspects of waste disposal? 
 
Also, since this does refer to recordkeeping, it would be appropriate to add 104E-12 to 
the History Note. 



Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 



 

REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .0361 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 
 
I assume your regulated public knows what “uptake, dilution or excretion studies” are? 
 
In (a), line 6, replace “in accordance with” with “as set forth in” and capitalize “Chapter.” 
 
In (a)(3)(B), delete “who” on line 24.   
 
In (a)(3)(B) and (C), why are you referring to Rule .0117 and not .0318(c)? 
 
In (a)(3)(C), I believe you mean to refer to Part (a)(3)(A) and (a)(3)(B). 
 
Are the Radioactive Drug Research Committee approved protocols referenced in (a)(4) 
and (a)(5) rules themselves, or are they subject to change outside rulemaking?  If so, 
that creates an issue for approving this Rule. 
 
In (c) and (d), should there be spaces after the slash in the generator descriptor? 
 
I do not think you need the commas in (e), line 15.  If you are concerned individuals will 
not understand that the categories are 1) molybdenum-99; 2) strontium-82 and 
strontium-85, then you can rewrite the sentence: 
  
         A licensee that must measure concentrations of molybdenum-99 or strontium-82     
         and strontium-85 shall retain… 

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 



REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .0362 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 
 
Please complete the underline of “(2)” in (b)(2). Delete “on which” and just state “the” 
 
Do you want to add 104E-12 to your History Note, since this Rule speaks to records? 

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 

 



REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .1004 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 
 
This is a (very) basic question, but how does one become exposed to radiation if it’s not 
deposited in the body?  Environmental exposure that is absorbed through the skin?  (I’m 
asking because of language in (a), line 5) 
 
In (a)(2), the licensee will have these individual’s social security numbers? 
 
I realize this is existing language, but I think (a)(4) should read, “Section 15A NCAC 11 
.1000: NOTICES: INSTRUCTIONS: REPORTS AND INSTRUCTIONS.” 
 
To be consistent, the sentences in (b)(1) and (2) should begin with lowercase letters.   
 
In (b)(1), I know “TEDE” is defined as part of Total Effective Dose Equivalent in Rule 
.0104.  For someone like me who doesn’t know the subject matter, it’s a bit jarring to 
see.  I take it your regulated public has no trouble knowing what it means when they see 
it? 
 
In (c)(1), insert a space between “the” and “exposure” on line 33. 
 
In (c)(1), if the licensee or registrant has 30 days to send the report after it has 
determined the exposure – is this because the individual has a standing request, or 
because the licensee or registrant must comb through records to find the information 
and need more than 30 days?  If so, what if it takes more than 30 days to determine 
there was no exposure – it doesn’t seem that the licensee has to send a report at all.  Is 
that your intent?  Also, is there a mechanism to make this request (writing, telephone, 
etc.) or will any communicated request work? 
 
Strike “shall” at the beginning of (c)(2) and (3). 
 
Remove the blank line on page 2, line 3. 
 
In (d), change “Rule” to “Rules”  
 
In (d), line 11, state “his or her” 
 



Do you want to cite to 104E-10(b) in the History Note, as you do in many other Rules, or 
keep the blanket citation? 

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 

 



REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .1604 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 

In (a), I read “control” to mean “limit.”  Is that correct? 

In (a)(2), line 10, delete the “to” before “the skin” (both places). 

In (a)(2)(A), replace the comma at the end of the sentence with a semicolon. 

In Paragraphs (d) and (e), is the reference to “10 CFR 20.1001 – 20.2401” supposed to 
be “10 CFR Part 20”?   

In Paragraph (d), when may a licensee or registrant not use Appendix B to determine the 
dose?  Paragraph (c) provides for external measurements, and ALI is for inhalation or 
ingestion.  Are the two methods of measurement interchangeable, or should “may” be 
“shall”? 
 
In (f), are you referring only to past employment and not concurrent employment?  I ask 
because Rule .1638(e) speaks to calculating current and prior occupation exposure. 

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 



REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .1626 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 
 
In (a)(1), I read this as the label must be: 

1) The radiation symbol and say, “CAUTION RADIOACTIVE MATERIAL”; 
or 

2) Just the words “DANGER RADIOACTIVE MATERIAL” 
 
Is this the intent?  If not, I’d write it thusly: 
 

(1)  Each container of licensed radioactive material bears a durable, visible 
labels bearing the radiation symbol and the words: 

(A)  CAUTION 
RADIOACTIVE MATERIAL; or 

(B) DANGER 
                                        RADIOACTIVE MATERIAL 
 
If it was your intent to only require words in the second instance, please bring “or the 
words” on line 10 over to be in line with the text above it. 
 
In Paragraph (c), please capitalize “Rule” on line 24. 
 
In (c)(2)(1) and (2), do you mean to state “10 CFR Part 20”?  (This is how it’s written in 
the CFR itself.) 
 
The language in (c)(3) is very broad.  How will this individual be determined as taking the 
necessary precautions?  And who will do it? 
 
Replace the comma at the end of (c)(4) with a semicolon. 
 
In (c)(5), delete the comma after “record” on line 35.  Please place the opening 
parenthesis before “for example” and place the closing parenthesis after “record” on line 
37.  The end of the sentence in the Subparagraph will be “; or” 
 
I take it your regulated public knows what “water-filled canals” and “hot cells” are? 
 
Delete the parenthesis at the end of (c)(6). 



 
Do you want to add 104E-15 to the History Note? 

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 

 

 



REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .1633 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 
 
I believe you need to insert “Part” in all references to 10 CFR 20 so it reads, “10 CFR 
Part 20.” 
 
In (e), line 22 should read, “shall be made to the agency instead.” 
 
In (f), where does one get the low-level radioactive waste manifest?  Remove “this” on 
line 26 before “10 CFR 20.” 
 
Fix the formatting for (g), as the (g) is currently in text of (f) on line 26. 
 
Please explain the intent of (g).  Rule .1628 (as I read it) does not speak to needing or 
having that designation.  Is this Paragraph to address G.S. 104E-25?  (Please note, your 
current definition Rule does not incorporate the statutory definition of “low-level 
radioactive waste” in G.S. 104E-at this time.) 
 
In (h), delete the comma after “Chapter”  Do you need to capitalize “State” on line 32?  (I 
don’t believe you do.)   On line 33, delete the comma and following text and just state 
“the Solid Waste Disposal Act established by the Energy Policy Act of 2005.” 
 
How does 104E-7(a)(3) apply to this Rule (since it’s in the History Note)? 

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 

 

 

 

 

 



REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 
AGENCY: Radiation Protection Commission 

RULE CITATION: 15A NCAC 11 .1648 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT:  Friday, September 13, 2013 

The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 
 
Why not simplify the language (a) and state “informing the agency the date the planned 
special exposure was conducted and including the information required by Rule .1639 of 
this Section.” 
 
Isn’t the language in (b) already stated in Rule .1004(d)?  Do you feel you need to repeat 
it here? 

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Amanda J. Reeder 
Commission Counsel 
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REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 

 
AGENCY: N.C. STATE HEARING AID DEALERS AND FITTERS BOARDS 

RULE CITATION: 21 NCAC 22F .0108 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT: TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 3, 2013 

 
The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 

In line 5 the word “the” in “”of the examination” was not underlined in the notice of text 
but it should have been. Please underline it although it is not necessary to highlight it. 

I am not going to raise an issue – yet – as to what is meant by an exam that is 
“controlled” by the board. But I would like to determine what the board means by 
“control.” 

In the second sentence line 6 I believe that if you would change “shall be received by” to 
either “must be received by” or “shall be delivered to” it would sound better. 

In the last sentence line 8 change “should” to “shall” or “may.” In either case you are 
going to need to specify standards for determining whether to hold it at another location. 
As an alternative you can delete the discretionary portion of that sentence beginning with 
“unless . . . .” That would be especially true if you do not actually change or intend to 
change the review location. 

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Joseph J. DeLuca, Jr. 
Commission Counsel 
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REQUEST FOR TECHNICAL CHANGE 

 

 
AGENCY: NC DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTAION 

RULE CITATION: 19A NCAC 01B .0502 

DEADLINE FOR RECEIPT: TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 3, 2013 

 
The Rules Review Commission staff has completed its opinion review of this rule or set 
of rules your agency filed with the RRC for review by the RRC at its next meeting.  The 
Commission has not yet met and therefore there has not been a determination as to 
whether the rule will be approved.  You may call this office to inquire concerning the staff 
recommendation. 
 
In reviewing these rules, the staff determined that one or more technical changes need 
to be made. Approval of any rule is contingent on making this technical change as set 
out in G.S. 150B-21.10. 

Maybe it’s just me, but something about the structure of this rule bugs me. Although the 
parenthetical notations “(Mail)” and “(Delivery)” are located at the end of a line in each 
address, in reality they are located in the middle of their respective addresses. I would 
prefer to see it located at the beginning (before the box and street number) or end (after 
the zip code) of each address. What do you think? 

Please retype or otherwise correct the rule(s) or submission form(s) as necessary and 
deliver it to our office at 1711 New Hope Church Rd, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609. 
 
If you have any questions or problems concerning this request, please contact me. 
 
 
Joseph J. DeLuca, Jr. 
Commission Counsel 
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