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General Comment

Hi there!

I am not a scientist; just a citizen who is able to read and think clearly. Of course, in a democracy, supposedly 
the citizens rule.

So saying, I register here my absolute opposition to any decision that gives credence to, let alone adopts, the 
so-called hormesis theory of biological response to low doses of radiation. Not only does the weight of 
scientific opinion--as opposed to public relations hacks of one sort or another, whether degreed or not is 
immaterial--militate against such a position, but the choice to do so would also be anomalous indeed given the 
recent governmental decision to cancel investigation into the prevalence of leukemia when nuclear reactors 
are upwind or upstream.

Sometimes, officials and experts decry simple citizens as haters of science. If this decision goes through, the 
corruption of science that it represents will show the truth behind this assertion of hatred: people truly do 
despise false authority, that only sells itself to the highest bidder.

Whatever the case may be, time will tell. The Nuclear Fool Cycle will show the hubris of embracing this 
insidious technology for any other purpose than a relatively efficient way to commit mass collective suicide.

The least that administrators could do who do not want to help such a process of mass destruction along is 
that they do not encourage further nuclear adventures in profiteering at the expense of the public health.
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