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Section 53.1590 Rewrite this entire, too confused, too long,section. The logic presented here
is mixed up. How can you call it a backfit if they aren't in compliance with their license?
Make them shut down until it is fixed. A backfit starts with a license-compliant plant and adds
to it.

Here is what [ would do. Tell each Regional Administrator to get a couple of Resident
Inspectors/Senior Resident Inspectors to rewrite this section. Give them one week. Then,
don't combine them, just select the best of the 4 and use it.

Section 53.1610(b)(5) Good

Section 53.1620(d)(1) "microform" or "microfilm"?

Section 53.1620(e¢) Change "30 calendar days" to "15 calendar days"

Section 53.1630(a)(ii))  Delete

Section 53.1640 LERs In this day of instant communication, why would anybody need 60
days to make this report? Why is an event caused by wear acceptable? I think there are too
many exceptions. Also,who is going to monitor/average releases over time for 1 hour? I think
this section needs some rewriting.

Actually, since I believe the purpose of these LERs was to acquire information to aid in
troubleshooting equipment problems, maybe it is time to ask if other industry/INPO activities
actually supersede the need for anything more than a very short description of these LER-
reportable events.

Thank you,

Tom Gurdziel
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