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TO: Carol Gallagher, Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Docket ID NRC-2015-0057
Nov. 17, 2015
Rapid City, SD
WHEREAS the NRC has stated it is examining petitions to relax “Standards for Protection Against Radiation”
to determine whether these should be considered in rulemaking and is requesting public comments;
WHEREAS NRC agreement with these petitions would introduce rules to weaken radiation protection
standards at US nuclear facilities;
WHEREAS the NRC apparently pays attention to the evidence on risks of low levels of radiation;
WHEREAS Dakota Rural Action is a 28-year-old statewide grassroots non-profit committed to protect ground
water and air quality from pollution;
NOW THEREFORE, the Black Hills Chapter of this South Dakota membership organization respectfully
submits the following comments:
There is no safe dose of radiation. International and U.S. scientific bodies and reports have concluded that there
is "no threshold" for radiation exposure. Any amount can harm a person.
The hormesis theory is just that, a theory. The U.S. Department of Energy itself affirms challenges to this
concept, which posits that every little bit of radiation can help build up resistance to cancer. Whilst it is
unproven, we support acting on the basis of the U.N. Precautionary Principle and rejecting any moves to loosen
regulations on radiation emissions.
The promoters of hormesis theory only minimally cloak their ulterior motive that they would benefit by making
money off the suffering of those exposed to radiation, because less regulation means more sales of radioactive
materials and more medical business for treating cancer from radiation’s proven cumulative effects.
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Rather than easing up on radiation protections, regulators should be tightening them to respond to findings more
recent than the existing rules. These findings demonstrate that women and children are more susceptible to the
ill effects of radiation. We urge the standards be targeted to assure that the most radiation sensitive groups in
our lifecycle are protected.
The idea that nuclear industry workers should be allowed to be exposed to more radiation than non-industry
workers is preposterous. Raising the general public’s permissible levels of exposure to the workers’ permissible
level is even more outlandish. Petitioners’ proposals in that regard should be dismissed out of hand. Workers’
permissible levels should be reduced to that of the general public’s and targeted to their gender.
In conclusion, we encourage you to deny the petitioners’ proposed changes of 10 CFR Part 20 and instead make
plans to increase radiation protections to respond to the Precautionary Principle and the defense of the most
vulnerable members of not only society but also the rest of the natural world.
Thank you for your consideration,
Gena Parkhurst, Chairperson
Black Hills Chapter, Dakota Rural Action
Dakota Rural Action field office:
Josh McDonald, Organizer
Dakota Rural Action
518 6th Street, Suite 6
Rapid City, SD 57701
605-716-2200
jmcdonald@dakotarural.org
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TO: Carol Gallagher, Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Docket ID NRC-2015-0057
Nov. 17, 2015
Rapid City, SD
WHEREAS the NRC has stated it is examining petitions to relax “Standards for Protection Against
Radiation” to determine whether these should be considered in rulemaking and is requesting public
comments;
WHEREAS NRC agreement with these petitions would introduce rules to weaken radiation protection
standards at US nuclear facilities;
WHEREAS the NRC apparently pays attention to the evidence on risks of low levels of radiation;
WHEREAS Dakota Rural Action is a 28-year-old statewide grassroots non-profit committed to protect
ground water and air quality from pollution;
NOW THEREFORE, the Black Hills Chapter of this South Dakota membership organization respectfully
submits the following comments:
There is no safe dose of radiation. International and U.S. scientific bodies and reports have concluded
that there is "no threshold" for radiation exposure. Any amount can harm a person.
The hormesis theory is just that, a theory. The U.S. Department of Energy itself affirms challenges to this
concept, which posits that every little bit of radiation can help build up resistance to cancer. Whilst it is
unproven, we support acting on the basis of the U.N. Precautionary Principle and rejecting any moves to
loosen regulations on radiation emissions.
The promoters of hormesis theory only minimally cloak their ulterior motive that they would benefit by
making money off the suffering of those exposed to radiation, because less regulation means more sales
of radioactive materials and more medical business for treating cancer from radiation’s proven
cumulative effects.

Rather than easing up on radiation protections, regulators should be tightening them to respond to
findings more recent than the existing rules. These findings demonstrate that women and children are
more susceptible to the ill effects of radiation. We urge the standards be targeted to assure that the
most radiation sensitive groups in our lifecycle are protected.
The idea that nuclear industry workers should be allowed to be exposed to more radiation than nonindustry workers is preposterous. Raising the general public’s permissible levels of exposure to the
workers’ permissible level is even more outlandish. Petitioners’ proposals in that regard should be
dismissed out of hand. Workers’ permissible levels should be reduced to that of the general public’s and
targeted to their gender.
In conclusion, we encourage you to deny the petitioners’ proposed changes of 10 CFR Part 20 and
instead make plans to increase radiation protections to respond to the Precautionary Principle and the
defense of the most vulnerable members of not only society but also the rest of the natural world.
Thank you for your consideration,
Gena Parkhurst, Chairperson
Black Hills Chapter, Dakota Rural Action

Dakota Rural Action field office:
Josh McDonald, Organizer
Dakota Rural Action
518 6th Street, Suite 6
Rapid City, SD 57701
605-716-2200
jmcdonald@dakotarural.org

