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General Comment

I am writing in response to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission extension
on the staff guidance related to acute chemical exposures. of comment period

My comments are focused on the agencys need to appropriately regulate chemicals mixed with
uranium, I believe the Integrated Safety Analysis is the foundation of a safety program that every
fuel cycle facility should adhere to. It allows companies to get a better understanding of the
hazards of their processes that may pose a threat to workers and the environment. Therefore, it is
extremely important that the ISA covers all hazards including what workers breathe, get on their
skin and in their eyes. The need for quantitative standards is not impractical or unnecessary; I think
is necessary for the facilities to assess the potential conseqUences and to adequately protect the
worker. Similar to what is done for OSHA PHA standard.

I believe this guidance will ensure that NRC regulated companies are conducting the proper
analysis and identification of hazards. I think companies should stop complaining and just follow
the rule.

SUNSI Review Complete
Template = ADM - 013
E-RIDS= ADM-03
Add=-1r. • •••)

file:lllC:lUserslCAG/Downloads/N RC-201 5-OO44-DRAFT-0OO2.htmfll 1/1


