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Attention: Dockating and Service Braach
Subject: Commants on NRC Proposed Rule 10CFR Part 312

Dear Sir:

the

As a manufactuyrer of radi

i ive smoke detactors, we ap
opportunity to maka the £ o P

owing comments cn the pro

l. We feel that there is more definition needed on the marking of the
ex:etﬂal eurface of the smoke detector, We would objec*, from an
aesthetic standpoint, to the 1a*<x1g being visible after 11stallation, |
We presently mark the rear surface of our detuctor with the proposed
information,

2. We would also question the value of marking the detector and package
with the name of the radionuclide and the quantity of activity since
this would be of iittle value to the average person.

3. We also object to the use of the word "siganificant" in the phrase,
"detector contains radioactive material which presents no significant
hazard to health if used in accordance with the instructions” for the
following reasons: First, there has been nocevidence (o our knowledge)
that the amount of radiocactive material in one smoke detector is harmful,
Secondly, this type of wording could bias a person to the point where
they would not purchase a smoke detector. This would deprive him (and
his family) of the protection which is so badly neaded.

As a general comment, I would like to indicate that we presently include
the following information on the rear of our smoke detactors:

1. The stazement, "Contains radiocactive material",
» The nare of the radioclide and the quaaticy of activity,

3. Racomrmended disposal instructions with name of company and address.

e imzact of this -egu.abxon on our company would be hard o ascertain at

this time b2cause of the lack of specific guidelines regarding where and

how the marking would bde applied; howvever, at the very leasz, it would regquire

us T2 tngur @ setagping

80.ing costs and the revision of our labels, and possidly s
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Two

of outdated labels,

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this regulation aad would
ask that we would have the opportunity to comment on the final draft
before enactment,

Sincerely,

i, i

Prentice Moure
Sr. Project Engineer
Electronics Division
PM/md
ce: C. Draper

J. Hampton
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