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· Enelosed are the Maryland Radlologlcal Health Program's comments on ·the. 
· Nucl~ar Regulatory Commission Strategic Assessment and Rebaselining Initiative . . •·· 
Therik you for the opportunity to comment on this subject. 

. · .. • .:. · .. · If you should have any questions, please feel free to contaot me at . 
· · (410)· &31'-3~00. You may al~ nntch my office toll-free by d~llng 1-800.-S33-6tOt .··· 
• . . and·· raquestf~ .~xtension 3300. 
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Roland u. fletcher·, Manager 
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''Together We Can Qean Up'' -~,:t~~ 
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State Of Maryland 

Comments on 

U.S. NRC Strategic Assessment and Rabaselining Initiative 

Direction Setting Issue Paper # 12 

•Risk·lnfgrm@d. Porfomance Based Rtaulation• 

·' 
Wh.ere it is true that many compl11x licensees would. prefer performance ~ased . 

. regulation, we have seen that many smaller licensees prefer prescriptive regulati.cm~ . . . 
.. . M$f;y. times prescriptive regulation is good in that it has had a larger base of review , · · : 

"< .·· · < :againstJ'otentiat hazards and provides an increased attention tp detail th~t may · be ~ · • :, ·· 
• . : :/ ' .. lae~i~ With performance based regulation. Regulation should continue to refiect. · ... 

conservatism: we.U below what a risk based evalucwtion would allow. Failure to meet .. ·. 
· a performance based criteria should result in consequences to the licensee. 
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