
, , , , ,
,a~ s s oa a a a a u - e a e u - ,,y u o ~ .7 o

, , , _ , , , _ . , , ,

on~=* , ,we'sapaw * AMCHOMA81. *. AvGEL.ANO * CO. 3 PO*v'* tmugghJ .- v .60-Oo~ . 6vm40vnO .o
Amg3.e 4M*CAG.O . C.o*.Sk.MA,CCM * S.MM.Ngv&w g

.. oo.nm u . Aco2 3 m uac,
. m 31 gig e yne.cCowse e viaNNA

8 0 " ' b ' W D* * 8,'h, . . . . .. . . . . . . . . .g .gsanA%Ca8CO * 8.N Jos s -. Coef A mec A * se AY7tt * Di ocau.oto . evChe U >'% , L .i

WASH 6e=0?ON * vv06tB PAAM BA$ $ = Ah f AACitCA .1. #'''8,

GREENEE4k
2013th Street N.E. a. Atlanta. Georgia 30309

Telephone (404) 876 8256 * FAX (404) 092 7601
' 0FFICE OF E%it P, 1934t

DOCKETm & MR vicFTo,Tne seer,,eary of the Co, mis. ion
CCCg./gygR nU. S . Nuclear Regulatory Commission 7

n y' !f ;- f _washington, o.c. :osss j.-
.

..; ,
FromeRod McCoy
10 Thirteenth St. y

h'' %-h
Atlanta, Ga. 30300

I want to thank the commi s si c n for the opportunity toDear Commisaioners,

participatu in the process of'devalopang this rule and teencourage fuller participation in futura p r oc e s s e s . I realize
there are a number of interests to consider in this t a sa .

will' .

keep my communts here brief and to the point by avoidingrepotition of points I haves c ov e r ned both in writing and on the
F"i u s i on by-producta which have been generated by humanpanel in Atlanta. .

action are unnecessary forms'of pollution to the bio-sphere. The
particular effects of these f or ms of pollutants is littleunder stood or egreed_upon. Many are virtually permanent hazards.

By ne st ab l i sh i n g a decomm4ssioning st andar d which terminates
l i i.: en s e e liability the NRC 1s praparing to shift all financ1al
and other buedons for future FREDICTADL.E health effects onto thepublic. In a time when the nation is moving toward insuringbrealth care to all citizens the N T, C is shi f ting theresponsibility for these guarantowd health effects to thetaxpayer where there is currently a known causal agent, the
generators of these wastes. This practice further releases abusiness to open new operattions with similar associated haz ar ds'

This last point along with the p l anned tr anspor t at ion ofcm enother site.
thwme wasta*s from contaminated facilities to other previously
uncontaminated sites for containment while rel emming property
a c k nowl e d o red as bearing resideal radioactive contamination toa ruling uhich merelycontribute'to with the use of radionuclidesunrestricted uno,
pr oll f or at es the hazards assylated

The commission consistently acknowledges the complexity andin industry.

uncerta.inty of the " decontamination" process throughout the
proposed rule .The " f l ex i b i l,i t y" of its propound standard

-

complicates the issue further.This rule as proposed contributes to the illusion that theseinevitable.acceptable and even
In c onc l usi on this r ul.e . c annot be c onsi d er ed to adequatelyfacilities and t h eri r wastes are

p r o t e c t' the public wel f ar e. My position continues to be that the 1

commission must first propose to end the production of any man-
j

made radioactive
wa st ee ' be fcr e any standard for decommissioning |

jcan be considered complete. Sincprely, |
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