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I em sure you are avare that Con Hd's proposal to
require permission for an individual to exceed 1250 mrem por
gunarter does not represent sufiiclent correetive actlon. One
has the disquieting feeling that this permission will be mercly
an adminiztrative formality, partieularly since 1t is to be
granted before gn individuzl reaches the 1250 wrem level. This
dizqguict 1s reinforeccd by the impllcation in Mr, Cahill's
statement that the 2 yem 1init represents the real corrective
action., It 18 further relinfeorced by the lfact vhat the
dosimoter “verification” level has not been changed from 2000 nrem.
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‘e ipadequacy of Con Ed's 2 rem limit was perhaps the
najor factor which prompted my July 27 letter. HNelther your
letter nor the Inspection Aeport addressed the case<by-ease
inadequnrey of this limit. I therefore repcat the question which
you failed to answver:

Question: VWas the AFC awsre of this case~by-cine inadeguacy
in the company's corrective actlion? I the AEC was not aware
of the Inadaquaey, why was 1t overlooked? If the AFC was
avare of the inadequacy, why did it accept the company's aetion?
To the supgestion that rediation control progreams be
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andardized, you enclosed & 1list of appliecable guides and
gltandards and wade Lhis sbalement s
"Due to major differences in licensecen!'
personnel, organizations, type and complexity
of radiztion-related activities, 1t is not
poseible that all radiation control programns
be identiezl." (p. 3, your letter of
November 12, 1974)

Concelvably, this might justify differences in the radiation
control programs of a power plant and a reprocessing plant, for
examplie, But there scems to be no reason why different pover
plants should have different programs. The Naval Reactors (HR)
program, as an example, has for ycars required Lhe same
persounel radiation centrol program for each of its submarines.
The KR prosram is standardized, and has wmuch more detalled
requirenents than the list of guldes you enclosed. While the 1lict
of guldes and standards you enclosed may seem impressive to the
uninfore=d you must admit that they previde only general, not
detailed guidance.

The NR progrom direcctly addressed the possibhle problem of
Jibm badgn-dosineter discrepancy by requiring more frequent.
film badie ehecks as an Individual pets ecloser to his OXDNASUK
Tindit, This propgram is more detailed and more comprehengive

thin o tothe Congsolidated Rdioon or Hothestor Gas & Bleoet»ie
pregesds pontioned In my Jduly 27 letler. The Havets préienm
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vould have prevented most or all of the Con Ed and Rochooter
overcyposures. Liazison between Regulatory Operations and N
in thiy malter would seem advisable,







