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Comments on Proposed Rule
vcertification of Industrial
Radiographers”

Dear Mr. Chilk:

South Carolina Electric and Gas Company (SCE&G) has reviewed
the Proposed Rule and offers the following comments to the

thirteen (13) NRC questions in the "Invitation to Comment:"

Question 1 - The available training for radiographers is
excellent.

Question 2 - A third party certification would not reduce
the number of overexposures in the radiography
industry.

Question 3 - A third party certification would not motivate
radiographers to work more safely.

Question 4 - The present system is satisfactory for
radiographer training. There exists
flexibility for the establishment of in-house
specialized training as well as the use of
outside training agencies.

Question 5 - If a third party certification program is
adopted, familiarity with equipment should be
emphasized in determining the competence of
individuals to act as radiographers.
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If a third party certification program is
adopted, it should be mandatory for new
radiographers, and apply to previously
certified radiographers within an established
time frame.

If a third party cert.fication is adopted, it
should be issued to individuals for life,
based on a predetermined minimum application
period at which time the radiographer must be
recertified.

The third party certification program would
affect the availability of a licensee to
respond to variable manpower needs.

The cost of a third party certification
program to the licensee would not be warranted
although, in all probability, the licensee
would eventually be required to financially
support such a program.

The present system is preferable because of
the prerequisites in training, procedures and
other controls already established and the
commitment of the licensee at this time to
assure a safe and controlled radiography
program.

Radiographers who do not operate equipment
safely or follow established procedures,
should be terminated. The licensee should be
committed to such action through its
radiography program. NRC enforcement actions
should not be necessary.

A small licensee may bear a disproportionat?
adverse economic impact under a third party
system depending upon the extent of licensee
radiography involvement versus that of
contract services.
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Question 13 - Although we cannot estimate the cost of

implementing a third party certification
program, our feeling is that the costs would
significantly outweigh the benefits.

If there are any queries concerning these comments, please

contact us.
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Very truly yours,

-

O. W. Dixon, Jr.

Summer
Nichols, Jr.
Dixon, Jr.
Babb

Nauman
Whitaker, Jr.
Williams, Jr.
Bradham
Clary

Mahan
Koon
Ligon (NSC)



