
From: Peter Borotto
To: RulemakingComments Resource
Subject: [External_Sender] Public comment: Docket ID NRC–2022–0218
Date: Friday, July 14, 2023 9:20:57 PM

To the NRC,

I support patient advocacy organizations and urge the NRC to reconsider extravasation
rulemaking.

The NRC estimates 28,000 patients are extravasated with large doses of radiation every year.
Rather than having providers report when they mishandle medical isotopes, NRC’s proposed
rulemaking puts the burden on patients. This approach is not right. The burden should be on
trained clinicians to identify and measure extravasations when they happen so harm can be
mitigated immediately, and the extent of the extravasation understood. 

It is disturbing that the NRC has put the interests of those they regulate above the radiation
protection of patients. The NRC should not propose new patient-based reporting requirements.
Rather, the NRC should require that providers treat an extravasation like any other medical
event. Doing so will drive the providers to improve training of their employees, reduce
extravasations, and increase radiation protection. That is the purpose of regulation.

Sincerely,
Peter Borotto

mailto:pgborotto@gmail.com
mailto:RulemakingComments.Resource@nrc.gov


From: Erika Bell
To: RulemakingComments Resource
Subject: [External_Sender] Public comment: Docket ID NRC–2022–0218
Date: Friday, July 14, 2023 5:05:33 PM

I support patient advocacy organizations and urge the NRC to reconsider extravasation
rulemaking. 

The NRC estimates 28,000 patients are extravasated with large doses of radiation every year.
Rather than having providers report when they mishandle medical isotopes, NRC’s proposed
rulemaking puts the burden on patients. This approach is not right. The burden should be on
trained clinicians to identify and measure extravasations when they happen so harm can be
mitigated immediately, and the extent of the extravasation understood. 

It is disturbing that the NRC has put the interests of those they regulate above the radiation
protection of patients. The NRC should not propose new patient-based reporting requirements.
Rather, the NRC should require that providers treat an extravasation like any other medical
event. Doing so will drive the providers to improve training of their employees, reduce
extravasations, and increase radiation protection. That is the purpose of regulation.

Erika Bell

mailto:erika@bayareacancer.org
mailto:RulemakingComments.Resource@nrc.gov


From: Simon Davies
To: RulemakingComments Resource
Subject: [External_Sender] Public comment: Docket ID NRC–2022–0218
Date: Friday, July 14, 2023 4:59:17 PM
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I support patient advocacy organizations and urge the NRC to reconsider
extravasation rulemaking.

The NRC estimates 28,000 patients are extravasated with large doses of radiation
every year. Rather than having providers report when they mishandle medical
isotopes, NRC’s proposed rulemaking puts the burden on patients. This approach is
not right. The burden should be on trained clinicians to identify and measure
extravasations when they happen so harm can be mitigated immediately, and the
extent of the extravasation understood.

It is disturbing that the NRC has put the interests of those they regulate above the
radiation protection of patients. The NRC should not propose new patient-based
reporting requirements. Rather, the NRC should require that providers treat an
extravasation like any other medical event. Doing so will drive the providers to
improve training of their employees, reduce extravasations, and increase radiation
protection. That is the purpose of regulation.
-- 
Simon Davies
Executive Director
Teen Cancer America
Tel: 310 208 0400
11845 Olympic Blvd. #775W
Los Angeles, CA 90064
simon@teencanceramerica.org
www.teencanceramerica.org
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From: jbradonb@indy.rr.com
To: RulemakingComments Resource
Subject: [External_Sender] Public comment for Docket ID NRC-2022-0218
Date: Friday, July 14, 2023 4:51:40 PM

Public comment for Docket ID NRC–2022–0218
 
I support patient advocacy organizations and urge the NRC to reconsider extravasation rulemaking.
 
The NRC estimates 28,000 patients are extravasated with large doses of radiation every year. Rather
than having providers report when they mishandle medical isotopes, NRC’s proposed rulemaking
puts the burden on patients. This approach is not right. The burden should be on trained clinicians to
identify and measure extravasations when they happen so harm can be mitigated immediately, and
the extent of the extravasation understood.
 
It is disturbing that the NRC has put the interests of those they regulate above the radiation
protection of patients. The NRC should not propose new patient-based reporting requirements.
Rather, the NRC should require that providers treat an extravasation like any other medical event.
Doing so will drive the providers to improve training of their employees, reduce extravasations, and
increase radiation protection. That is the purpose of regulation.
 
John (Bradon) Barnes
 

mailto:jbradonb@indy.rr.com
mailto:RulemakingComments.Resource@nrc.gov


From: MaryAnne Gucciardi
To: RulemakingComments Resource
Subject: [External_Sender] Public comment: Docket ID NRC–2022–0218
Date: Friday, July 14, 2023 4:28:54 PM

I support patient advocacy organizations and urge the NRC to reconsider extravasation
rulemaking. 

The NRC estimates 28,000 patients are extravasated with large doses of radiation every year.
Rather than having providers report when they mishandle medical isotopes, NRC’s proposed
rulemaking puts the burden on patients. This approach is not right. The burden should be on
trained clinicians to identify and measure extravasations when they happen so harm can be
mitigated immediately, and the extent of the extravasation understood. 

It is disturbing that the NRC has put the interests of those they regulate above the radiation
protection of patients. The NRC should not propose new patient-based reporting requirements.
Rather, the NRC should require that providers treat an extravasation like any other medical
event. Doing so will drive the providers to improve training of their employees, reduce
extravasations, and increase radiation protection. That is the purpose of regulation.

Thank you.

Best regards,

MaryAnne Gucciardi

mailto:mgucc001@gmail.com
mailto:RulemakingComments.Resource@nrc.gov


From: Mary O"Neill
To: RulemakingComments Resource
Subject: [External_Sender] Public comment: Docket ID NRC–2022–0218
Date: Friday, July 14, 2023 3:46:09 PM

I support patient advocacy organizations and urge the NRC to reconsider extravasation
rulemaking. The NRC estimates 28,000 patients are extravasated with large doses of radiation
every year. Rather than having providers report when they mishandle medical isotopes, NRC’s
proposed rulemaking puts the burden on patients. This approach is not right. The burden
should be on trained clinicians to identify and measure extravasations when they happen so
harm can be mitigated immediately, and the extent of the extravasation understood. It is
disturbing that the NRC has put the interests of those they regulate above the radiation
protection of patients. The NRC should not propose new patient-based reporting requirements.
Rather, the NRC should require that providers treat an extravasation like any other medical
event. Doing so will drive the providers to improve training of their employees, reduce
extravasations, and increase radiation protection. That is the purpose of regulation.
-- 
Warm Regards,

Mary O'Neill

c: 404-444-4456
e: mcocoaching@gmail.com

mailto:mcocoaching@gmail.com
mailto:RulemakingComments.Resource@nrc.gov
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From: Sally Migliore
To: RulemakingComments Resource
Subject: [External_Sender] Public comment: Docket ID NRC-2022-0218
Date: Friday, July 14, 2023 3:21:23 PM

I support patient advocacy organizations and urge the NRC to reconsider extravasation
rulemaking.

The NRC estimates 28,000 patients are extravasated with large doses of radiation every year.
Rather than having providers report when they mishandle medical isotopes, NRC’s proposed
rulemaking puts the burden on patients. This approach is not right. The burden should be on
trained clinicians to identify and measure extravasations when they happen so harm can be
mitigated immediately, and the extent of the extravasation understood.

It is disturbing that the NRC has put the interests of those they regulate above the radiation
protection of patients. The NRC should not propose new patient-based reporting requirements.
Rather, the NRC should require that providers treat an extravasation like any other medical
event. Doing so will drive the providers to improve training of their employees, reduce
extravasations, and increase radiation protection. That is the purpose of regulation.

Sally MIgliore

 

mailto:sallymigliore@gmail.com
mailto:RulemakingComments.Resource@nrc.gov


From: NK
To: RulemakingComments Resource
Subject: [External_Sender] Public comment: Docket ID NRC–2022–0218
Date: Friday, July 14, 2023 2:41:58 PM

I support patient advocacy organizations and urge the NRC to reconsider extravasation rulemaking.

The NRC estimates 28,000 patients are extravasated with large doses of radiation every year. Rather than having
providers report when they mishandle medical isotopes, NRC’s proposed rulemaking puts the burden on patients.
This approach is not right. The burden should be on trained clinicians to identify and measure extravasations when
they happen so harm can be mitigated immediately, and the extent of the extravasation understood.

It is disturbing that the NRC has put the interests of those they regulate above the radiation protection of patients.
The NRC should not propose new patient-based reporting requirements. Rather, the NRC should require that
providers treat an extravasation like any other medical event. Doing so will drive the providers to improve training
of their employees, reduce extravasations, and increase radiation protection. That is the purpose of regulation.

 Nancy Kuivila

mailto:kuiv@mindspring.com
mailto:RulemakingComments.Resource@nrc.gov


From: Brenda Summers
To: RulemakingComments Resource
Subject: [External_Sender] Public comment: Docket ID NRC–2022–0218
Date: Friday, July 14, 2023 2:39:22 PM

I support patient advocacy organizations and urge the NRC to reconsider extravasation
rulemaking. 

The NRC estimates 28,000 patients are extravasated with large doses of radiation every year.
Rather than having providers report when they mishandle medical isotopes, NRC’s proposed
rulemaking puts the burden on patients. This approach is not right. The burden should be on
trained clinicians to identify and measure extravasations when they happen so harm can be
mitigated immediately, and the extent of the extravasation understood. 

It is disturbing that the NRC has put the interests of those they regulate above the radiation
protection of patients. The NRC should not propose new patient-based reporting requirements.
Rather, the NRC should require that providers treat an extravasation like any other medical
event. Doing so will drive the providers to improve training of their employees, reduce
extravasations, and increase radiation protection. That is the purpose of regulation. 

Brenda Summers
bsummers@mindspring.com

mailto:bsummers@mindspring.com
mailto:RulemakingComments.Resource@nrc.gov


From: Alison Silberman
To: RulemakingComments Resource
Subject: [External_Sender] Public comment: Docket ID NRC–2022–0218
Date: Friday, July 14, 2023 2:22:06 PM

I support patient advocacy organizations and urge the NRC to reconsider extravasation
rulemaking. 

The NRC estimates 28,000 patients are extravasated with large doses of radiation every year.
Rather than having providers report when they mishandle medical isotopes, NRC’s proposed
rulemaking puts the burden on patients. This approach is not right. The burden should be on
trained clinicians to identify and measure extravasations when they happen so harm can be
mitigated immediately, and the extent of the extravasation understood. 

It is disturbing that the NRC has put the interests of those they regulate above the radiation
protection of patients. The NRC should not propose new patient-based reporting requirements.
Rather, the NRC should require that providers treat an extravasation like any other medical
event. Doing so will drive the providers to improve training of their employees, reduce
extravasations, and increase radiation protection. That is the purpose of regulation.

mailto:asilberman@stupidcancer.org
mailto:RulemakingComments.Resource@nrc.gov
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I support patient advocacy organizations and urge the NRC to reconsider
extravasation rulemaking.

The NRC estimates 28,000 patients are extravasated with large doses of radiation
every year. Rather than having providers report when they mishandle medical
isotopes, NRC’s proposed rulemaking puts the burden on patients. This approach
is not right. The burden should be on trained clinicians to identify and measure
extravasations when they happen so harm can be mitigated immediately, and the
extent of the extravasation understood.

It is disturbing that the NRC has put the interests of those they regulate above the
radiation protection of patients. The NRC should not propose new patient-based
reporting requirements. Rather, the NRC should require that providers treat an
extravasation like any other medical event. Doing so will drive the providers to
improve training of their employees, reduce extravasations, and increase radiation
protection. That is the purpose of regulation.
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From: stephanie koze
To: RulemakingComments Resource
Subject: [External_Sender] Public comment for Docket ID NRC–2022–0218
Date: Friday, July 14, 2023 2:04:58 PM

I support patient advocacy organizations and urge the NRC to reconsider extravasation
rulemaking.

The NRC estimates 28,000 patients are extravasated with large doses of radiation every year.
Rather than having providers report when they mishandle medical isotopes, NRC’s proposed
rulemaking puts the burden on patients. This approach is not right. The burden should be on
trained clinicians to identify and measure extravasations when they happen so harm can be
mitigated immediately, and the extent of the extravasation understood.

It is disturbing that the NRC has put the interests of those they regulate above the radiation
protection of patients. The NRC should not propose new patient-based reporting requirements.
Rather, the NRC should require that providers treat an extravasation like any other medical
event. Doing so will drive the providers to improve training of their employees, reduce
extravasations, and increase radiation protection. That is the purpose of regulation.

Thank you.
Stephanie Koze.

mailto:skoze2002@yahoo.com
mailto:RulemakingComments.Resource@nrc.gov


From: Mary Ajango
To: RulemakingComments Resource
Subject: [External_Sender] Public comment: Docket ID NRC–2022–0218
Date: Friday, July 14, 2023 2:00:04 PM

I support patient advocacy organizations and urge the NRC to reconsider extravasation rulemaking.
 
The NRC estimates 28,000 patients are extravasated with large doses of radiation every year. Rather
than having providers report when they mishandle medical isotopes, NRC’s proposed rulemaking
puts the burden on patients. This approach is not right. The burden should be on trained clinicians to
identify and measure extravasations when they happen so harm can be mitigated immediately, and
the extent of the extravasation understood.
 
It is disturbing that the NRC has put the interests of those they regulate above the radiation
protection of patients. The NRC should not propose new patient-based reporting requirements.
Rather, the NRC should require that providers treat an extravasation like any other medical event.
Doing so will drive the providers to improve training of their employees, reduce extravasations, and
increase radiation protection. That is the purpose of regulation.
 
Mary Farrell Ajango (she/her)
Director of Advocacy & Partnerships
 
Young Survival Coalition
Youngsurvival.org
Ph: 317.850.2650
 

mailto:majango@youngsurvival.org
mailto:RulemakingComments.Resource@nrc.gov


From: Katie Mackin
To: RulemakingComments Resource
Subject: [External_Sender] Public comment: Docket ID NRC–2022–0218
Date: Friday, July 14, 2023 12:48:50 PM

I support patient advocacy organizations and urge the NRC to reconsider extravasation rulemaking.

The NRC estimates 28,000 patients are extravasated with large doses of radiation every year. Rather than having
providers report when they mishandle medical isotopes, NRC’s proposed rulemaking puts the burden on patients.
This approach is not right. The burden should be on trained clinicians to identify and measure extravasations when
they happen so harm can be mitigated immediately, and the extent of the extravasation understood.

It is disturbing that the NRC has put the interests of those they regulate above the radiation protection of patients.
The NRC should not propose new patient-based reporting requirements. Rather, the NRC should require that
providers treat an extravasation like any other medical event. Doing so will drive the providers to improve training
of their employees, reduce extravasations, and increase radiation protection. That is the purpose of regulation.

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:ktmackin@gmail.com
mailto:RulemakingComments.Resource@nrc.gov


From: Maggie McGuirt
To: RulemakingComments Resource
Subject: [External_Sender] Public comment: Docket ID NRC–2022–0218
Date: Friday, July 14, 2023 12:28:54 PM

I support patient advocacy organizations and urge the NRC to reconsider extravasation rulemaking.

The NRC estimates 28,000 patients are extravasated with large doses of radiation every year. Rather than having
providers report when they mishandle medical isotopes, NRC’s proposed rulemaking puts the burden on patients.
This approach is not right. The burden should be on trained clinicians to identify and measure extravasations when
they happen so harm can be mitigated immediately, and the extent of the extravasation understood.

It is disturbing that the NRC has put the interests of those they regulate above the radiation protection of patients.
The NRC should not propose new patient-based reporting requirements. Rather, the NRC should require that
providers treat an extravasation like any other medical event. Doing so will drive the providers to improve training
of their employees, reduce extravasations, and increase radiation protection. That is the purpose of regulation.

Sincerely,
Maggie McGuirt

mailto:maggiemcguirt@gmail.com
mailto:RulemakingComments.Resource@nrc.gov


From: Eric Kong
To: RulemakingComments Resource
Subject: [External_Sender] Public comment: Docket ID NRC–2022–0218
Date: Friday, July 14, 2023 11:35:28 AM

I support patient advocacy organizations and urge the NRC to reconsider extravasation rulemaking.

The NRC estimates 28,000 patients are extravasated with large doses of radiation every year. Rather than having
providers report when they mishandle medical isotopes, NRC’s proposed rulemaking puts the burden on patients.
This approach is not right. The burden should be on trained clinicians to identify and measure extravasations when
they happen so harm can be mitigated immediately, and the extent of the extravasation understood.

It is disturbing that the NRC has put the interests of those they regulate above the radiation protection of patients.
The NRC should not propose new patient-based reporting requirements. Rather, the NRC should require that
providers treat an extravasation like any other medical event. Doing so will drive the providers to improve training
of their employees, reduce extravasations, and increase radiation protection. That is the purpose of regulation.

Best regards,

Eric Kong

sent from my cell phone

mailto:ekong1996@yahoo.com
mailto:RulemakingComments.Resource@nrc.gov


From: M2Z2 COM, INC
To: RulemakingComments Resource
Subject: [External_Sender] Public comment: Docket ID NRC–2022–0218
Date: Friday, July 14, 2023 11:31:53 AM

I support patient advocacy organizations and urge the NRC to reconsider extravasation
rulemaking. 

The NRC estimates 28,000 patients are extravasated with large doses of radiation every year.
Rather than having providers report when they mishandle medical isotopes, NRC’s proposed
rulemaking puts the burden on patients. This approach is not right. The burden should be on
trained clinicians to identify and measure extravasations when they happen so harm can be
mitigated immediately, and the extent of the extravasation understood. 

It is disturbing that the NRC has put the interests of those they regulate above the radiation
protection of patients. The NRC should not propose new patient-based reporting requirements.
Rather, the NRC should require that providers treat an extravasation like any other medical
event. Doing so will drive the providers to improve training of their employees, reduce
extravasations, and increase radiation protection. That is the purpose of regulation.

mailto:m2z2company@gmail.com
mailto:RulemakingComments.Resource@nrc.gov


From: Brian Slane
To: RulemakingComments Resource
Subject: [External_Sender] Public comment: Docket ID NRC–2022–0218
Date: Friday, July 14, 2023 9:00:21 AM

I support patient advocacy organizations and urge the NRC to reconsider extravasation
rulemaking. 

The NRC estimates 28,000 patients are extravasated with large doses of radiation every year.
Rather than having providers report when they mishandle medical isotopes, NRC’s proposed
rulemaking burdens patients. This approach is not correct. The burden should be on trained
clinicians to identify and measure extravasations when they happen so harm can be mitigated
immediately and the extent of the extravasation understood. 

It is disturbing that the NRC has put the interests of those they regulate above the radiation
protection of patients. The NRC should not propose new patient-based reporting requirements.
Instead, the NRC should require that providers treat extravasation like any other medical
event. Doing so will drive the providers to improve the training of their employees, reduce
extravasations, and increase radiation protection. That is the purpose of regulation.
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