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Mr. Brian Torrie, Director General

Regulatory Policy Directorate

Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission

280 Slater Street -
P.O. Box 1046, Station B

Ottawa, Ontario 1
K1P 5S9

Dear Mr. Torrie:
Subject: NB Power Comments on DIS-16-02 Radiation Protection and Dosimetry

The purpose of this letter is to provide NB Power’s comments on DIS-16-02 Radiation
Protection and Dosimetry (Reference 1). NB Power’s Point Lepreau Nuclear Generating Station
(PLNGS) has collaborated with Bruce Power, Ontario Power, Canadian Nuclear Laboratories,
SNC Lavalin and Cameco to review the proposed regulatory document in detail.

PLNGS is supportive of this initiative to revise the current regulatory guidance and appreciates
the opportunity to provide input to strengthen the licencing process. Comments have been
provided (Attachment 1) recommending changes for improving the regulatory guidance.

NB Power is prepared to clarify our comments and concerns. If you require additional
information, please contact Scott Demmons at 506-659-6557 or sdemmons@nbpower.com.

Brett Plummer
Site Vice President and Chief Nuclear Officer
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Comments on draft DIS 16-02, Radiation Protection and Dosimetry
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42.| Section 4.1 | 1 his has Ine potential 10 create conrusion ana O NOL INGIUUE B=3 19 111 PIUPUSEU NEJLUAIY wAJOR Consolidating G-313 with KEGDUG-
Content duplication of information. Industry maintains .This is covered under REGDOC-2.2.2 2.2.2 will avoid confusion and duplication
om G-313 | both NSRD and /or Class |l licences and its Personnel Training. It is suggested that of information.
on training programs include elements of the using an Annex similar to what was done for
categories | appropriate regulations and recommended the Workers Involved in Licensed Activities
of workers | training content. with Nuclear Substances and Radiation
and Devices, and with Class Il Nuclear Facilities
correspond and Prescribed Equipment may be
ing appropriate.
radiation
protection
training
topic areas
(skills and
knowledge)
will be
adopted
and refined
43. Section 4.1 | Better defil 5 sougnt. Define trivial dose (no further action Clarification
CNSC required) and provide guidance on use for
guidance dose calculations. Industry recommends 1
for mSv per year or less than 0.1 mSv per
principles event.
of worker
dose Define “component” in G-91 table in section
control will 7.
be
established
and aligned
with
CNSC’s G-
91, RD-58,
G-121, G-
147, G-150,
and

! please identify whether the comment is a major comment or a request for clarification
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Comments on draft DIS 1.-C™ Radiation Protection and Dosimetry

In a given ume mrame. ruswncal ur
mathematical arguments can be used for
this determination. For routine sampling
considerations, this could be considered
annually for example. If an event does not
occur in a given year with many
challenges to that event occurring, it
should be considerec ot reasonably
probable. For example if no dose has
been assigned via a methodology type
which has a routine frequency by many
workers, exposure to that hazard is not
reasonably probable, and the dosimetry
should be unlicenced and or reduced from
routine to screening at best.

47.

Section 4.1
S-106 Rev.
1 will be
incorporate
d, with
changes
reflecting
the
updates
described
in section
3.2 of the
discussion

paper

Industry does not agree with the inclusion of this
document in REGDOC-2.7.2 because S$-106 is
the license document for dosimetry lab licensees
and is detailed, specific and focused on
dosimetry labs. Industry does not feel it is
appropriate for do: netry labs to be audited
against other elements of REGDOC 2.7.2.

Also, the proposed replacement for existing
performance criteria: DIS 16-02, does not
specifically identify the document. When this
paper says, “New performance criteria for
bioassay have recently been published by the
American National Standards Institute in 2011” is
it referencing ANSI/HPS N13.30-2011
Performance Criteria for Radiobioassay?

If so, industry is concerned that adopting the
ANSI standard would lead to additional
administrative burden with no improvement to
safety and quality.

$-106 should be integrated into a separate
REGDOC.

Industry also recommends strongly that
references and e basis of ANSI/HPS
N13.30-2011 be scrutir '~ d to prevent
inadvertent consequences or to become
incompatible with current accepted
practices. 1dustry should be consulted to
identify what problems are being solved.

MAJOR

There will be an administrative buraen
with no improvement to safety and
quality if this standard is adopted

Placing this QA document into a larger
guidance document would impact the
dosimetry licencing process and lead to
potential confusion of requirements.S-
106 would become applicable to
companies who are not actually licensed
operators under any additional
regulations. Combining it with all other
content listed in these documents would
be difficult and confusing for those
companies.

Depending on the extent that ANSI/HPS
N13.30-2011 is to be followed, NB Power
will be better able to assess the impact of
additional changes.

! please identify whether the comment is a major comment or a request for clarification
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67.] Appendix A | All of the following proposed new elements will If there are  enaed changes then further MAJOR NB Power will be better able to assess
have an impact on industry: discussions are required with industry. the impact of potential changes once a
o Justification, Limitation, Optimization, and detailed draft is made available for
dose constraints. As stated above, there are comment.

many different opinions on how to implement
the concept: dose constraint. This would
lead to significant administrative burden to
demonstrate regulatory compliance.
¢ Radiation Protection Training and
Qualification
Training requirements for Class Il and NSRD
licences should be included in their
respective Regulations. Adding them to this
regulation may conflict with OPGs
Systematic Approach to Training (SAT)
requirements for its Class | operating
licenses.
¢ Radiological personal protective
equipment. What new requirements will be
added regarding RPPE, as the current
regulations and regulatory documents
provide minimal guidance on their use?
¢ Respiratory protection for airborne
nuclear substances. Respiratory protection
is generally addressed by meeting CSA
standards. Will this model continue or will
there be new requirements? Design features
/ engineered controls for radiation protection
(shielding, ventilation, dust control).Will the
CNSC be introducing requirements over and
above whal as currently been accepted? If
so, the ~hannes could introduce significant
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