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please provide us with your comments
above, and descridbe the steps taken or planned,
33 eppropriate, to improve the radiation protection prectices at your

In reply to this notice,
Hurboldt Bay facility.
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Division of Compliance

Uriginal signed by

Very truly yours,
L. D. Low

L. D. Low,

REG Central File

ACRS (3)

PDR

DR Reading File
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“ee iw/enclosure
FAMorris, DRL
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itews of poncompliance with Regulatory requirements:

1.

Paragraph 10 CFR 20.201(b) of the ABC's Standards for Protection
Against Radiation requires each licensee to make such surveys
(evaluations) as may be necessary to comply with the regulations
in 10 CFR 20.

Contrary to paragreph 10 CFR 20.201(b), our review of station records
disclosed that surveys (evaluations) were not adequate to determine

compliance with 10 CFR 20,103 with respect to airborne concentrations
wmmznmamnmmwumn.

1970, vhen an entry was made into the drywell access shaft to inves-
tigate the failure of the cleanuy pump seal.

Paregraph 10 CFR 20.403 of the ARC's Standards for Protection Against
ummumum.-mmmwn
employment, & report of the individual's exposure to redistion and
rediosctive material, incurred during the period of employment in
the licensee's facility, within 90 days after the date of ermination
of employment.

Contrary to paragraph 10 CFR 20.408, cur investigation disclosed that
& report of the redistion exposure history of an employee vho termina-
ted smployment was not furnished to him until several weeks after the
90 day time limit.



