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Subject: Comments on 015-12-05, Administrative Monetary Penalties 

Best Theratronics Ltd. has had a chance to review the CNSC discussion paper, 0IS-12-05, and 

has several comments it wishes to make. 


1) 	 Section 3.3 states that one of the justifications for implementing an AMP is that it is less 

costly and results in more timely and effective enforcement, when compared to 

prosecution. Although this may be true, the current AMP system outlined in 0IS-12-05 

does not seem to provide a means for the offending party to dispute the AMP. 0IS-12-05 

should include the framework for the offending party to challenge the AMP. 


2) 	 The document is very general in its language, which makes it difficult to comment. 
a. 	 Section 4.1 describes that only some provisions of the NSCA will be considered 

violations and that not all violations will result in an AMP, based on a graduated 
approach. It is important to understand which provisions of the NSCA the CNSC 
will designate as violations and what factors will be used in determining the 
graduated approach framework. 

b. 	 In 4.2, the CNSC states a baseline penalty will be set, but does not define what 
that baseline value will be. As well, what is the framework for determining the 
category number for the offence? 

Given the generality of 0IS-12-05, it will be important for the CNSC to circulate a draft of 
the proposed implementation of any AMP prior to implementation. 

We thank the CNSC for this opportunity to comment on 0IS-12-05 and look forward to further 
discussion surrounding the implementation of any AMP framework. 
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