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November 7, 2016 

 

 
Mr. Brian Torrie 
Director General 
Regulatory Policy Directorate 
Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission  
P.O. Box 1046, Station B  
280 Slater Street  

Ottawa, Ontario K1P 5S9 

 
 
Re: Nordion Comments on Regulations Amending Certain Regulations Made Under the 
Nuclear Safety and Control Act 
 

 

Dear Mr. Torrie, 

 

Nordion is pleased to have the opportunity to review the Regulations Amending Certain Regulations 
Made Under the Nuclear Safety and Control Act. We have several comments on the proposed 
changes: 
 

1. “One-for-One” Rule 
“The proposed Regulations do increase the administrative costs of licensees or applicants”. 
We understand that the analysis the CNSC has undertaken shows that the proposed changes 
have already been implemented by licensees and therefore no additional cost is required of 
licensees. However, we believe this statement is somewhat misleading as there have been, and 
there will be, administrative costs with regards to the proposed Regulations. Much of these 
administrative costs have already been borne by licensees in implementing requirements of the 
CNSC that are now being formally adopted in the Regulations. However, regardless of whether 
the costs were borne before or after official implementation in the Regulations, the costs were still 
borne by licensees. In addition, any changes to the Regulations requires an administrative cost 
on the part of licensees to review and comment on the proposed changes, and then an additional 
administrative cost to review and perform a gap analysis against the implemented Regulations to 
ensure our programs do indeed fully comply with the new Regulations. 

 
2. Section 15: 
Nordion believes that the addition of the emergency actions types and dose limits provides 
clarification for licensees. 
 
We do wonder whether the CNSC has, or is, considering further limitations based on age or 
preferential use of older personnel in emergency situations? A form of this is being proposed in 
the current amendments as the CNSC is proposing to restrict requests that pregnant woman 
participate in the control of an emergency. This limitation makes sense to protect the fetus. 
Further precedence for age adjustment is the FDA which has set age-based limits on KI intake. 
We wish to understand whether the CNSC foresees such age adjustment for dose limits in 
emergency scenarios. 

 
3. Administrative Monetary Penalties 
Item 24, 24.1 and 24.3 



 
 

 

We understand the CNSC is seeking to be able to use AMP’s as a tool for licensees that fail to 
limit radiation dose during emergencies and that results in an unnecessary radiation dose to 
personnel. However, the proposed language, and the current language, is far too broad and 
potentially overly punitive. 
 
During an emergency situation, quick decisions must be made based on the available 
information, which is rapidly ever evolving during an emergency situation. After an emergency is 
over, hindsight could provide alternative decisions that may have resulted in lower radiation 
doses to personnel. However, during the emergency itself, such alternative decisions were not 
considered, and not as a result of any malice of or lack of emergency training by personnel 
involved, but as a direct result of the necessity in making quick decisions during an emergency 
response scenario. 
 
The proposed  revisions to the AMP regulations does not take into account the complex 
decisions needed during an emergency response. As a minimum, the wording should be revised 
to “reasonably limit radiation doses”. 
 
As a second comment to the proposed AMP language, the proposed language does not clarify 
whether failure to limit radiation doses means to the levels proposed in table 1, or if lower limits 
are expected of licensees.  Again, the proposed language is far too broad and punitive and open 
to subjection. Updating this section provides an opportunity to provide more robust language to 
protect licensees acting reasonably and in good faith during an emergency situation. 
 
Item 24.4 
This items needs to be clarified. In an emergency event, it may be quite some time before a 
radiation dose limit exceedance is known and confirmed. The proposed AMP language requires 
immediate notification when a dose is exceeded. The wording should be changed to “when the 
licensee confirms that a radiation dose is exceeded”. 

 
 
Should you have any questions regarding our comments, please don’t hesitate to contact me at 
richard.wassenaar@nordion.com.  
 
 

Sincerely, 

 
Richard Wassenaar, Ph.D., MCCPM. 

Sr. Manager, Transport Licensing and Gamma Radiation Safety 
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