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July 5, 2023

From: Phyllis, Peer Plus
Email to: rulemaking.comments@nrc.gov
Subject: Public comment: Docket ID NRC-2022-0218

Before addressing the main point of my comments, | want to let you know that | reviewed
existing comments that have been posted. And before | knew it, | got deep into a comment that
was from Mr. Lattanze. In his comment he notified your organization that a document that the
commissioners used to reach the decision to put the burden of reporting on patients does not
meet NRC’s own qualifications Requirements. In short, the NRC had entered this rulemaking
process, as the result of a document that is littered with inaccuracies.

It is also clearly biased in favor of the nuclear medicine industry, to the detriment of the
patients that the industry is supposedly serving. | do not need to have a nuclear medicine
background read and understand all the errors obviously led the commissioners to the wrong
conclusion

Why is the NRC not fixing this wrong decision to put patients in the middle of having to report
a mishandling of radiation?

| am speaking out today because | believe it is important to voice my concern and help
maintain a record of this entire process. It has been a shameful example of an industry
holding sway over the federal agency charged with it’s regulation.

With that said, | am struck by one particular argument the nuclear medical industry has floated
as a cost, in terms of dollars and time.

An excuse to not treat an extravasation as a reportable medical event: the
This is striking because, according to public information, ever since the initial extravasation

A petition was filed, the nuclear medical industry has spent in excess of $5.2 million dollars to
lobby
Against changing the extravasation regulations.

Why is the industry spending millions of dollars and countless hours of effort literally to
battle?

Something they say will cost too much and take too much time? Who and what are they trying
to

protect? They should be the ones to answer, but | can tell you this: it certainly isn’t the patient.
It is importa essentially a myth; they almost never happen, but if they do, it is always minor and
never harms the patient. To note that the nuclear medical industry has long argued that
extravasations were we now know otherwise. Even the NRC itself admits at least 28,000
patients are extravasated annually that would exceed the agency’s current medical event
reporting requirements. The problem is clear, and even the NRC acknowledges it. Yet here we
are
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battling against rulemaking that essentially puts the onus on patients
while protecting the industry.

Extravasations have caused untold hours of patient pain, suffering, and worry, not to

mention all the ripple effects - including, importantly, potentially flawed diagnosis. We are tired
of seeing this very real problem get swept under the rug or, worse, being added to the burdens
that patients already face.

Phyllis Rodgers
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