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RE: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Strategic Assessment and Rebaselining Initiative 

These comments are submitted on behalf of the Council on Radionuclides and Radiopharmaceuticals 
(CORAR). CORAR is comprised of manufacturers of radiopharmaceuticals, life science research 
radiochemicals, and radioactive sealed sources used in medicine and quality and safety assurance. 
CORAR members are particularly concerned about NRC's current and future activities in the regulation of 
decontamination of non-reactor materials licensee facilities . 

e CORAR supports the NRC initiative to determine which strategy and direction the agency should tah~ to 
meet current and future challenges. As stakeholders, we appreciate having the opportunity to participate in 
the recent public meetings in Washington and Chicago, as well as the opportunity to submit these written 
comments. 

We have developed comments on several of the Direction Setting Issue papers that impact the 
radiopharmaceutical and medical isotope industry. Comments and supporting documents are in these 
attachments, which are arranged as follows: 

Attachment I 

Attachment II 

Attachment III 

Direction Setting Issue No. 4 - NRC's Relationship with Agreement States 
Addendum - Comments to Mr. Richard Bangart, Director of State 

Programs 
Direction Setting Issue No . 5 - Low Level Radioactive Waste 

Addendum A - Position Paper on LLR W 
Addendum B - Lessons Learned from the Barnwell Closure to 31 States 

Direction Setting Issue No. 7 - Material/Medical Oversight 
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Attachment IV 
Attachment V 

Attachment VI 
Attachment VII 
Attachment VIII 
Attachment IX 

Direction Setting Issue No. 9 - Decommissioning Non-Reactor Facilities 
Direction Setting Issue No. 12 - Risk-Informed, Performance-Based Regulation 

Addendum - CORAR Position Paper 
Direction Setting Issue No. 13 - The Role oflndustry 
Direction Setting Issue No. 14- Public Communication Initiatives 
Direction Setting Issue No. 21 - Fees 
Comments of the Strategic Planning Framework 

CORAR will be pleased to work with the NRC on further development of the Strategic Assessment and 
Rebaselining Initiative. 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide comments on this important issues. Please call me at 
(314) 895-2913 if we can be of further assistance, or if any clarification is necessary. 

Sincerely, 

RoyW. Brown 
Chairman, 
Council on Radionuclides and Radiopharmaceuticals 

·. 
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ATTACHMENT VII 

Council on Radionuclides and Radiopharmaceuticals (CORAR) 
Direction Setting Issue No. 14 - Public Communication Initiatives 

Specific Comments 

1. What, if any, important considerations may have been omitted from the issue paper? 

• While we realize the importance of the need for NRC to maintain an arm's length 
relationship with industry or any other special interest in the process of public 
communication, NRC should consider the need to protect commercially sensitive 
information in a forum where the public has access. Another consideration is the need to 
involve industry, to the allowable practical and legal extent, in the process of developing 
information notices and other public information prior to its dissemination. Failure to do 
this has on occasion resulted in overreaction or confusion of the regulated community or 
the public, needless wasted effort on the part of licensees to provide corrected or 
clarifying information and needless utilization ofNRC resources in response to concerns 
from the licensee, industry or the public. 

• CORAR agrees that public participation, particularly in the rulemaking process, is an 
essential component of good regulation. The public should have access to information 
and should have the opportunity to provide comments and other input. However, 
consideration needs to be made of the methods and options for public involvement to 
ensure that members of the public that are involved in the input process be accountable for 
the comments or other information provided. Some of the relatively informal methods 
proposed for exchanging information may be exploited by those expressing emotional or 
irrational viewpoints rather than well founded, technically based arguments. 

2. How accurate are the NRC's assumptions and projections for internal and external 
factors discussed in the issues paper? 

While we believe the assumptions and projections for factors discussed are generally accurate, 
we provide the following specific comments. 

• As our members have been involved in and impressed with NRC workshops and enhanced 
participatory rulemaking, we agree with the assumption that enhanced participation be 
considered by the agency in its rulemaking plans. We are grateful for past opportunities to 
participate in these events and would like to see these continue. 

• While it is easy to understand the need for NRC to avoid the perception that it has 
assumed a promotional rule in the area of public communication, the NRC should play a 
more active role in the communication of more positive information on industry 
performance in areas where efforts have been successful in reducing dose, reducing 
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environmental impact, and safely transporting radioactive materials and providing valuable 
products that improve the quality oflife in ways that the public may not either recognize 
or be willing to accept. 

3. Do the Commissioner's preliminary views associated with each issue paper respond to 
the current environment and challenge? 

• One significant aspect of the current environment with respect to public communication is 
the fact that the way information is provided to the public on the use and safety of 
radioactive materials, particularly in the non-reactor segment of the nuclear industry, is 
fundamentally flawed and, as a result, often counterproductive. 

• The unjustified level of concern that the public has over radioactive materials in general is 
exacerbated by the heightened level of attention and the perception of alarm created every 
time a message is conveyed that is initiated over the concern that the NRC may later be 
perceived as being out of touch or there is some anticipation of major public concerns. 
The phobia suffered by the public is fostered by the repeated communication of negative 
information made even more sensational by the popular media. There is no question that 
the NRC should exercise its responsibility to promptly communicate information for which 
the public needs to be concerned. However, too often a wrongful sense of urgency is 
established when information is provided in a reactionary mode or when too much 
emphasis is placed on events or concerns with relatively insignificant risks. 

4. Which option do you endorse? 

Without endorsing any one of the options presented in DSI 14 specifically, we recommend the 
Commission move forward with the following objectives in its public communication 
initiatives: 

• Identify and address public concerns while responding in a way that is commensurate with 
the level of risk involved. Also, take the opportunity when ever possible to inform the 
public of industry and agency achievements in the use and regulation of ionizing radiation 
and radioactive materials. 

• Both interactive and noninteractive methods should be available as modes of 
communication. The use of the Internet should be used to its full capability to make 
available documents previously only available through Freedom of Information, the PDR, 
GPO and other less convenient routes. We appreciate the progress NRC has made thus 
far in this effort. 
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• Facilitated meetings have worked very well in the past and should be the primary method 
of communication in significant rulemaking efforts. Emphasis should be placed upon the 
need for participants to be accountable for comments and other information expressed. 
Agency documents should be available in a written format with the opportunity for 
licensees and other interested parties to obtain these electronically. 

• The content of public communication should include information that needs to be 
communicated in the interests of health and safety. Information regarding issues of 
relative insignificance, if communicated, should be made available to the public without 
unnecessary alarm or media attention. Communication of information that directly affects 
a particular company or industry should be coordinated with the affected party to ensure 
accuracy and to prepare the party for subsequent inquiries. Information of commercially 
sensitive nature should be treated accordingly. 


