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The letter seeks additional information from DOE on EM management or risk due to deficiencies 
in software quality assurance of the Radcalc program. 

I am concerned that users of Radcalc outside DOE may overreact to what could be 
inconsequential administrative deficiencies. On the other hand, if quality assurance has indeed 
been lost, this letter may actually understate the significance of the issue. Erring on the side of 
conservatism, I support the reporting requirement contained in the letter. 

Sean Sullivan 
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It is of concern that the current level of risk associated with the use of RADCALC is not well 
understood. However, I think it is important that DOE be notified in a timely manner of the 
various DNFSB staff findings to date with the use of RADCALC and provide an opportunity for 
DOE to help better explain the current levels of risk, if any, and how they are being managed. 
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