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The KRC is to be commended for contracting this study of materials
safe ty re gulations.

The men who produced the report have pulled no punche s, unearthed
some existing conditions that demand correction, and have come up
with 22 notable ideas on how to correct them.

Their report, on the whole, is written in eleer language. ('1 hough
we did take issue with the needlessly prissy phrase "regulrtory
implementation gap", which is repeated throughou t. Why not just
say " regulatory lack" or " omission"?)
We have some commen ts on the following recommendations:

#1 - Since ERC, dire ctly o r indirectly, i s the creator of the . medi-
cal and industrial uses of radionuclide by-products, we feel
liRC shou 3 d be repponsible for regulating all hazardous materials
used in these processe s.

O the rwi se , the re could be a cat's cradle of conflicting or
overlapping authori ty o c such f acilitie s. This night pro-
duce complete confusion, or stalemates - in which nobody
cl~ aims re sponsibili ty.

#2 - The study suggests the threshold for " soluble uranium exposure"
be lowered from 2 mg. Based on sone of URC's other exposure
gui deline s, we feel i t should probably be lowered to .2 mg or
even .02 mg.

#3 - Re : devices used in gauges to measure level, thickne ss and den-
sity: Aren ' t there effective non-radioactive ways to do these
jobs? Possibly with lasers? If so, why not phase out this
group or device s?

The " limiting criteria" for accidental exposures - 200 rem to
the extremi ties, 50 rem to body orgens - are not only high,
bu t pose an unconscionable risk to workers at anyone e xpo se d
to these gadgets.

#7 - We mu s t taFe exception to the proposal tha t NRC recuire re-
maining states to join the Agreement State s Program. In PA,
this would probably rest with the Dept of Environmen tal Re-
sou rce s, whose performance has not been so hot. #e don't
think they're ready for thi s.

#19 - Thi s recommendation indirectly points un a ma[' or flaw in
NRC regulations - cnd other communicetions: ...a licensee
may unwittingly fail to comply with a requirerent because
the licensee did not in terpre t it the sare wa) URO di d. "
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An old maxim says: " Don ' t e xplain sorrething so your hearer will
simply unde rstand it. Explain so he can't possibly misunderstand."
Your writers are so addicted to pompous jargon - in endless sentences
lacking commas - it of ten takes 2 or 3 readings to get the gist.
Get rid o' them syllables'

Be t te r ye t, hire a couple of WRITERS (preferably ex-newsren) to
draf t your stuff!
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