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b 57Secretary of the Commission
Nuclear Regulatory Commission op &
Washington, D. C.

' bREFERENCE: NRC Proposed New Enforcement Action Po.1cy
m
']

*

Dear Sir: -

s

This new proposed enforcement action policy is poorfin;my opinion
because it is tosconfusing with the severity level concep~t'of a

'

" Violation." To most people the severity level, regardle5s of the 3:f
number assigned to it, will be synonymous with the word 'dViolation." '?
Inspectors should declare findings simply: (1) violation or (2)nno
violation. The individual NRC inspectors judgment,is as in the past,
the key to the whole inspection system anyway. Why make it more
complicated for him and the licensee?

Fines should be leveled as a last resort after appropriate warnings
have been made.

Sincer y yours,

-

Robert M. Boyd
Radiological Safety Officer
Georgia Institute of Technology
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