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I support Commicsiconer Curtiss’ suggested ¢ ternative of modifying
2) to require that an organization report to the NRC that it

begun evaluating a potential defect. = S do not Id\'ur‘
incorporating a'speciftic tine-dimitiiniPart &1.‘_Any armh‘l;uxt 16
\ s«xlly arbitrary to sone d gree: It is too short in many
cases, and thereby conducive to over-reporting; it is too long in
others, and tlhereby conducive to tardy evaluations,. Part 21
presently sets forth a "rule of reason" which permits the needs of
the evaluation to take precedence over perhaps comferting, but
nonetheless misleading, nunbers. I do not read Section 206 of the

Energy reorganization Act of 1974 to preclude the agency’s
following a rule of reason. Moreover, a rule of reason is fally

Ol

enforceable, even though the 60 days suggested in the statement of
uhnsigvlation for the revised Part 21 is nol enforceable in every
case,

However, Commissioner Curtiss’ suggested alternative serves to
preserve the benefits of a rule of reason, at the same time that
it helps to assure that an organization will act promptly in
evaluating a potential defect.

ce: Chairman Carrx
Commissioner Rogers
Commissioner Curtiss
EDO
OGC

Q1G

: ould be enforceable in any given case in
which 60 days was "as soon as" it was "practicable" to identify the
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