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Ms Amy Snyder, Senior Project Manager
Mail Stop T8-FM5
Office of Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C 20555

Dear Ms Snyder:
Thank you for your email of May 15, 2017 notifying me of the opportunity to address the review panel for
my 2.206 petition request concerning license SUC 1593.
Before I make the decision to address the panel, could you please tell me the names of the panel
members and provide a brief background of their expertise?
Also, do you know if the panel has any specific questions on my petition?
The reason I ask is because what I presented in the petition request is relatively straight forward and
knowledgeable individuals with multidisciplinary scientific training and experience should be able to
comprehend the problems I identified with the Environmental Radiation Monitoring Plan.
If they require additional information, such as the geologic map of the County or the topographic maps of
the area, I will provide them although they are now available on-line.
I hope the panel will view this as a scientific issue and not an administrative one. I recognize some of my
suggestions will be arguable, such as a request to add air sampling to the monitoring effort, but air
transport of DU aerosols has long been recognized as the primary transport mechanism posing risk to
humans through inhalation (e.g., p. 72, in, Douglas Clark, 2001, MS thesis in Chemical Engineering,
University of Kansas: Formation of the oxide fume and aerosol dispersion from the oxidation of uranium
metal at temperatures less than 1000oC). Finding no airborne DU will go a long way in ending the citizen
concern regarding their personal risk.
A sediment sample from an area miles away from the probable deposition site of DU and fed by many
tens of miles of gullies not associated with the deposition sites and in an environment that all surface

flows are intermittent with surface cover so porous that precipitation percolates almost immediately into
the subsurface is hardly an adequate indicator of material transport from the DU deposition sites.
As I mentioned in my earlier comments, if someone were tasked with designing a sampling program to
specifically show no migration of DU from the RCAs, the ERMP for PTA, as currently accepted, fits that
goal completely. I trust that you have assigned a reasonable review panel and they will recognize the
enigma.
I will place confidence in your judgment for this public opportunity. You have been with the license
request long enough to know the details of performance. In your review of earlier documents you
probably saw how air monitoring was once the primary objective of the monitoring plan.   If you feel the
panel has the expertise and knowledge to understand the reasoning behind my petition, perhaps
additional information is not needed and the process can be accelerated. I presume members of the
panel have seen all the comments I sent to Mr. McCree and updated through you. If any monitoring is to
be done at all, it might as well be done properly.
Scientists need to reject “alternative facts” with the full range of knowledge available to them and seek
objectivity to maintain integrity. As a teacher, I feel it is imperative to pursue scientific accuracy and pass
it on to establish an informed citizenry. The NRC has a special function in that area in that it is also a
regulatory agency and for its scientists and rule makers, scientific accuracy must hold a penultimate
position following its mission of public health and safety.
Feel free to share this letter with the panel.

Sincerely,
/s/
Michael Reimer, Ph.D.
Retired geologist
GeoMike5@att.net

