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General Comment

I am appalled at the cavalier attitude of so-called "scientists" who are willing to expose human beings to 
higher levels of radiation based on some flaky voodoo theory of hormesis! Where is the science justifying 
this? In spite of what the three doctors state, there is a preponderance of evidence showing that when a person 
is frequently exposed to radiation, even supposedly "low" levels, that individual is at increased risk for a 
variety of cancers, as well as the teratogenic effect on human embryos. Their logic is pathetically flawed 
when, instead of calling for greater safety measures for nuclear industry workers and medical patients, they 
propose arbitrarily raising the ceiling on allowable exposure.

Dr. Mohan Doss claims he only wants to "help prevent unnecessary, radiation-phobia-related deaths, 
morbidity, and injuries associated with distrust of radio-medical diagnostics/therapies and from 
nuclear/radiological emergencies through countering phobia-promoting misinformation [sic] spread by 
alarmists [sic] via the news and other media including journal publications." Well, I promise you that those of 
us who have the sense to question the necessity of certain medical procedures in an attempt to limit our 
exposure to radiation are certainly not going to consent to higher levels of exposure! In fact, many who are 
comfortable with current imaging and treatment procedures will balk at the idea of being subjected to greatly 
increased multiple exposures. So much for assuring the public that "doctor knows best!"

Government agencies have a mandate to act in behalf of the American constituency, NOT corporate lobbyists. 
The Nuclear Regulatory Commission is duty bound to enact regulations that err on the side of caution. Never 
has the Precautionary Principle been so applicable as in the regulation of all aspects of nuclear generation. 

I only recently discovered this proposed rule. I have alerted a number of acquaintances, but most people 
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remain unaware that the actions of three petitioners may possibly have a lasting deleterious effect on the 
health of them and their children. Please do not allow the credentials of these misguided professionals to sway 
NRC officials and override the health and safety of millions! Thank you.
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