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General Comment
I am a health physicist and have been working in the radiation safety industry for almost 15 years. I have 
worked in both DOE and NRC regulatory environments, at National Laboratories, commercial nuclear power 
generation plants, and radiopharmeceutical production facilities. I am also a person who takes high value in 
the natural environment, the principles of hormesis, and pragmatism. It has more than occurred to me that 
"dangerous" levels of radiation doesn't have a clear dividing line and much of that gray area is subject to 
personal feelings, assessment of the height and consequences of legal and health risks, as well as cost. It has 
been long known and understood that health affects from radiation exposure bears risk just like anything else 
in life and is subject to the subjective assessments and decisions, such as the criteria I mentioned previously. 
Those risks also bear their own particular levels of risk/reward which can be compared to other things in life 
that also bear risk/reward (comparing the risks and rewards even if the magnitudes or circumstances may not 
be equal).

So it comes with a simple conclusion, which is easy for myself to deduce given that I don't have to necessarily 
live with the consequences that are caused to the public at large, that something needs to be done with 
disposal for all forms of radioactive (rad) waste (as does with non-rad wastes). I also conclude that any 
magnitude of risk, whether the cause is from exposure to radioactive waste, carcinogenic consumer products, 
or anything else in life, does not matter because the human quality of subjective perception (further clouded 
by lack of education, experience, knowledge, or understanding of the interconnection of society's ways of life) 
often proves itself as the overwhelming determining factor of how a hazard (or issue) gets addressed. Thus I 
have been a long-supporter of establishing means and processes to deal with the problem of accumulating 
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nuclear/rad waste. I support the utilization of the attempted repository in Yucca Mountain, I support the 
recycling of uranium and plutonium for use of nuclear fuel, I also support the streamlining and easing of 
restrictions that have long made the construction and maintenance of commercial nuclear power generation 
plants more economical and effective. Thus when waste management is a necessary part of rad material's 
useful life cycle (or at least the parts that cannot be recycled), what is left over needs a final resting place, 
whether that "place" is in the desert, a mountain, or quite literally in someone's back yard. Knowing that the 
effects of radiation and rad material on an individual's life and health is not nearly as harmful as Hollywood 
or Greenpeace would often lead us to believe, or the circumstances in which it would be unhealthy, or the 
circumstances of how rad material would be uncontrolled, I also support the burial of waste provided that it 
can be demonstrated to meet the criteria as stated in the proposed rule (total yearly accumulation is <= 25 
mrem/year). I believe the dose specified is not harmful to health, but the one criteria I do strongly demand for 
is adequate mechanisms of enforcement and consequence. Without this, it doesn't matter if the proposed rule 
asks for 25 mrem/year or 25 Rem/year.
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