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. Changing oversight safety regulations from independent watchdog agency to industry is a very dangerous 
change and precedent not in the public interest! The proposed change may be a criminal abdication of 
responsibility. 

"For decades, the industry has developed new fuel designs that the NRC allowed to be implemented via a 
tried and true process. Owners would submit license amendment requests to the NRC seeking approval to 
load a small number of Lead Test Assemblies (L TAs) into the reactor cores. If these small, NRC-approved 
tests proved successful, the tested fuel designs could be used more broadly." The old saying goes: "If it ain't 
broke, don't fix it" · 

The industry is first and foremost trying to save a buck and that is NOT a rationale or reason to gift industry 
such power. The industry may/will put the public and nation at severe risk because safety is not their primary 
concern, saving money is.! It is NOT acceptable or wise to "experiment" with the public safety! 

· The public will essentially be used as guinea-pigs for industry economy rather than safety-FIRST! Shifting 
nuclear plant safety oversight from independent (supposedly) agency methods and legal requirements to 
industry puts the fox firmly in charge of the hen house and abdicates the safety responsioilities the public 



have always been assured were there, and they relied-on such oversight for their protection and safety! 

Who will bear the burden for an "accident" or other threat to the public? Who will pay for any consequence of 
industry cost-cutting and/or short-cut safety protections? When a scenario that is highly questionable and 
potentially dangerous in essence is adopted, any subsequent "accident" is not accidental, it is foreseeable and 
thus constitutes criminal negligence! 

This proposal is a serious and dangerous betrayal of the public trust and responsibility by the NRC, and 
collusion/complicity to irresponsible money-first corporate mindset and MO, determining what is done or not 
done!. 

I trust nuclear experts dedicated to public safety like Harold Chernoff, NRC staff in opposition, and the Union 
of Concerned Scientists who have all challenged and opposed this ill-conceived proposal! Please listen to 
their wise counsel! 

Giving-in to deregulation, rolling-back safety regulations, and or putting profits above people as well as our 
nation's health and safety, we are seeing in the current DC charade are fools actions, against science and 
expert consideration, and should be soundly rejected! Science and independent expertise should be the prime 
considerations, not profits or economy, or industry ease! 

Please, for the sake of a secure and sustainable future reject this dangerous proposal! 




