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General Comment

The NRC is without a doubt one of the most transparent organizations in the country. Relative to operating
commerical nuclear power plants, the NRC already provides public access to the most comprehensive
performance metrics for each licensee possible. I would not recommend a dramatic change in NRC transparency
relative to power reactors or DOE facilities due to the sensitive nature of infomation that deeper transparency
could reveal. The NRC web site and commission briefings are extremely forthcoming and reveal discussions on
seemingly every detail of oversight associated with the commission.

If there were an area for improvement, I would state that there seem to be no metrics established for non-part
50 special nuclear material holders that the public can easily view. There seem to be a high number of medical,
radiographic and geologic instrumentation incidents that recur. I believe the NRC could improve oversight
structure and publish metrics for this area of regulatory service.
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