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General Comment

At a time when public trust of nuclear is low enough to affect new builds

One would expect nuclear professionals acknowledge the danger they control,

not deny it, further degrading public trust in them to protect us. The very regulators

charged with this protection are now trying to green-wash radiation as healthy. Meanwhile the public
grows more informed about atomic atmospheric testing over US soil, a string of US nuclear accidents
'super fund sites' and Nat Labs that are never cleaned up, incoming radiation from foreign accidents,
and past sea dumping

I suggest that LNT itself is part of this white washing by combining the 3 forms of radiation

Alpha Gamma and Beta which have separate health effects. Lost in today's nuclear culture, is the idea of
'the promise of containment'. Atomic was initially advertised as controllable - it is not, The lessons learned
after Fukushima by the NRC amounted to venting containment in fuel accident, hardly containment.

The only people concerned with radiation are plant workers

The public is worried about fission products escaping containment, that would include the

host of chemicals that make up spent fuel bundles, these all have totally different effects,

are passed by the body differently and are retained by tissues differently - They affect different sexes
and ages differently

LNT is simplistic, but not worse than guessing it is good for you. Hot particles hit tissue and cause damage,
the more damage the more chances of injured genes and damaged DNA
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Should we then, stop using sunscreen on our kids? -

on twitter as (@thatarcher - The Price-Anderson Act
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