
From: Rachel Clark
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2020 3:32:18 AM

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as
the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. 
Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear
“fleet” was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant
before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in
effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its
performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business
model is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys
for their profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete
decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge
license transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a
company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected
officials in New York support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as
if it were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission
Indian Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to
base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises
risks of ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive
contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it
stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is
considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a
host of additional unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from
liability and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small
modular reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in
New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary
structure does not remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for
example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to
use Indian Point’s waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.
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Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point
decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell
against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business
practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of
corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred
from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials
and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern
or input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of
the region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the
plant.  Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which
the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge
of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped
to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an
obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,

Rachel Clark

Weehawken, NJ 07086



From: Doreen Tignanelli
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021
Date: Sunday, March 15, 2020 1:39:31 PM

Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the
licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec
has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point.
Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet”
was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the
job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model
is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their
profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning,
especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license
transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no
experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York
support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it
were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian
Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of
ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination
of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to
do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil
any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional
unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability
and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular
reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico,
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not
remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship
radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s
waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the
public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of
high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted
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stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and
the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or
input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the
region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety
and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to
decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation,
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Doreen Tignanelli

29 Colburn Dr    

Poughkeepsie NY 12603



From: Susan Buhrmaster
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Saturday, March 14, 2020 10:02:35 PM

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the
licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec
has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point.
Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet”
was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the
job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model
is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their
profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning,
especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license
transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no
experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York
support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it
were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian
Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of
ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination
of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to
do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil
any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional
unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability
and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular
reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico,
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not
remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship
radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s
waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the
public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of
high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted
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stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and
the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or
input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the
region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety
and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to
decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation,
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,

Susan Buhrmaster

Crompond, NY 10517



From: Suzannah Glidden
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Saturday, March 14, 2020 4:15:31 PM

To:  Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov

Re-  To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff on
the imperative rejection of Holtec as licensee of Indian Point Energy Center

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as
the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. 
Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear
“fleet” was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant
before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in
effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its
performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business
model is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys
for their profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete
decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge
license transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a
company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected
officials in New York support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as
if it were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission
Indian Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to
base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises
risks of ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive
contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it
stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is
considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a
host of additional unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from
liability and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small
modular reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in
New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary
structure does not remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for
example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to

mailto:suzannahglidden@optonline.net
mailto:Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov
mailto:Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov
https://ag.ny.gov/press-release/2020/ag-james-takes-action-ensure-safe-rapid-and-complete-dismantling-indian-point


use Indian Point’s waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point
decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell
against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business
practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of
corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred
from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials
and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern
or input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of
the region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the
plant.  Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which
the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge
of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped
to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an
obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,

Suzannah Glidden

North Salem, NY 10560

 



From: Lou Goldstein
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Friday, March 13, 2020 9:00:50 AM

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the
licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec
has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point.
Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet”
was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the
job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model
is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their
profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning,
especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license
transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no
experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York
support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it
were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian
Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of
ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination
of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to
do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil
any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional
unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability
and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular
reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico,
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not
remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship
radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s
waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the
public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of
high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted
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stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and
the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or
input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the
region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety
and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to
decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation,
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,

Louis Goldstein

White Plains, NY 10603



From: Littlepaige Wemple
To: Docket, Hearing
Cc: cwaction@googlegroups.com
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec
Date: Thursday, March 12, 2020 9:59:48 PM
Importance: High

TO:  The Nuclear Regulatory Commission

FROM:  Littlepaige Wemple, Charlottesville, VA 22901

SUBJECT:  Opposing the Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as
the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. 
Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear
“fleet” was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant
before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect
learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance
has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model
is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their
profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning,
especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license
transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with
no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New
York support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR) improperly filed with the NRC as if it
were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian
Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of
ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive
contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it
stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is
considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a
host of additional unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability
and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular
reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico,
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does
not remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship
radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s
waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the
public interest and public safety.
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Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that speak against their
claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and
trusted stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud,
pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the
TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern
or input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of
the region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the
plant.  Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which
the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not
passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of
Indian Point.  

It is VITAL that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped
to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an
obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

 



From: Laura
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Thursday, March 12, 2020 12:34:47 PM

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center.  Given
its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission
must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which
ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative
to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet” was
acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The
bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based
on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they
haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning
costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to
Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and
uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York support the AG’s filing
and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point.  In fact,
there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR
ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical components, even though its presence
greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the
PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it
plan to remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is
considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of
additional unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and
accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and
a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy.  These side businesses create
perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even
if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high
standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear
materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for
malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and
lying to officials and the public.  
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Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear
Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster
Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future
viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an
unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian
Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian
Point.

Sincerely,

Laura Freeman

Bronx, NY 10470



From: Maria Ribaudo
To: Docket, Hearing
Cc: cwaction@googlegroups.com
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec
Date: Wednesday, March 11, 2020 10:48:54 PM

From:
Maria Parrella Ribaudo 
Ridgewood, NJ 07450
 
To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as
the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. 
Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear
“fleet” was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant
before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in
effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its
performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business
model is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys
for their profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete
decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge
license transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a
company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected
officials in New York support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as
if it were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission
Indian Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to
base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises
risks of ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive
contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it
stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is
considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a
host of additional unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from
liability and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small
modular reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in
New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary
structure does not remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for
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example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to
use Indian Point’s waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point
decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell
against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business
practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of
corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred
from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials
and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern
or input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of
the region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the
plant.  Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which
the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge
of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped
to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an
obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,

Maria Parrella Ribaudo 
Ridgewood, NJ 07450



From: Bryn Hammarstrom
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 [in opposition to Indian Point license transfer to Holtec]
Date: Wednesday, March 11, 2020 9:41:07 PM

[To:]  Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov

[Subject: ]  

[Body]  To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as
the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. 
Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear
“fleet” was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant
before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in
effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its
performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business
model is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys
for their profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete
decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge
license transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a
company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected
officials in New York support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as
if it were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission
Indian Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to
base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises
risks of ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive
contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it
stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is
considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a
host of additional unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from
liability and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small
modular reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in
New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary
structure does not remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for
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example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to
use Indian Point’s waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point
decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell
against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business
practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of
corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred
from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials
and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern
or input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of
the region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the
plant.  Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which
the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge
of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped
to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an
obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,

Bryn Hammarstrom, RN

Middlebury Center, Penn.16935



From: Karl Koessel
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] DocetID 2020-0021
Date: Thursday, March 05, 2020 4:03:56 PM

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the
licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec
has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point.
Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet”
was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the
job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model
is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their
profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning,
especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James saidwhen she filed a petition to challenge license
transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no
experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York
support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it
were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian
Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of
ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination
of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to
do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil
any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional
unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability
and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular
reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico,
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not
remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship
radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s
waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the
public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of
high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted
stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and
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the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or
input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the
region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety
and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to
decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation,
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Thank you for your attention to my opinion.

Sincerely,

Karl Koessel 



From: Lora Schwarzberg
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Wednesday, March 04, 2020 6:33:25 PM

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center.  Given
its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The
Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec has multiple problems,
any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to
a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet” was
acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job.
The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is
based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But
they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if
decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to
Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and
uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York support the AG’s filing and
share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point.  In fact,
there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR
ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical components, even though its presence
greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the
PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it
plan to remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is
considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of
additional unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and
accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs)
and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable
conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy.  These side
businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian
Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s
SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high
standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of
nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying
fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and
misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear
Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster
Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input.  
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Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and
future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an
unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian
Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to
clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission
Indian Point.

Sincerely,

Lora Schwartzberg

South Salem, NY 10590



From: Steven
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Tuesday, March 03, 2020 3:06:00 PM

﻿ To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the
licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec
has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point.
Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet”
was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the
job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model
is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their
profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning,
especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license
transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no
experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York
support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it
were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian
Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of
ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination
of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to
do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil
any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional
unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability
and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular
reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico,
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not
remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship
radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s
waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the
public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of
high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted
stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading
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guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and
the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or
input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the
region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety
and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to
decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation,
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,

Steven Goldman 

New York, NY 10065 

Sent from my iPad



From: biotcher45@aol.com
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Holtec, Entergy and Entergy"s/Indian Point plan to decommissiion this nuclear reactor.
Date: Tuesday, March 03, 2020 2:26:37 PM

Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to
Holtec

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rule makings and
Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the
Indian Point Energy Center.  Given its record, area residents have no
confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission
must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec has
multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from
decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear
imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely.
Its entire nuclear “fleet” was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never
decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is
Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the
job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its
performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are
opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging the
decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they
haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete
decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their
unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a
petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, “Putting the
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no
experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected
officials in New York support the AG’s filing and share her objections to
Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly
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filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec significantly
underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point.  In fact, there is no
site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian
Point’s critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates
decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires.  Holtec
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of
groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it
stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it.
Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet.
The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional
unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs
shields it from liability and accountability.  At the same time, its side
businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a
“consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico,
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized
subsidiary structure does not remedy.  These side businesses create
perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship radioactive waste
from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian
Point’s waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian
Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals
and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics,
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted
stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption,
bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and
misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel
handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of
safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and
has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or
input.  



Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing
the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 million people
live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant.  Decommissioning it is a
complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety
and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work
here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such
as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of
the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track
record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point
safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation,
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate
and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,

Eric Zinn

Brooklyn NY 11210-1131



From: Emily Puthoff
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Monday, March 02, 2020 4:11:02 PM

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center.  Given
its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission
must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which
ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative
to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet” was
acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The
bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based
on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they
haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning
costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to
Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and
uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York support the AG’s filing
and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point.  In fact,
there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR
ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical components, even though its presence
greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the
PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it
plan to remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is
considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of
additional unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and
accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and
a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy.  These side businesses create
perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even
if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high
standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear
materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for
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malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and
lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear
Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster
Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future
viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an
unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to
decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation,
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee
entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,

Emily Puthoff

Kingston, NY 12401



From: Dorothy Calvani
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Friday, February 28, 2020 5:45:14 PM

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center.
Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee.
The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec has
multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point.
Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet”
was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the
job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model
is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their
profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning,
especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license
transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no
experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York
support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it
were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian
Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of
ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination
of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to
do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil
any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional
unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability
and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular
reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico,
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not
remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship
radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s
waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the
public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
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contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of
high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted
stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and
the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or
input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the
region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety
and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to
decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation,
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,

Dorothy Calvani

New York, New York 10024 



From: Erik Lewis
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] NRC-2020-Docket ID 0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Thursday, February 27, 2020 9:43:19 PM

SAMPLE COMMENT EMAIL

To:The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff

Gentlemen,

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center.  Given
its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission
must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which
ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative
to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet” was
acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The
bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based
on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they
haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning
costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to
Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and
uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York support the AG’s filing
and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point.  In fact,
there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR
ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical components, even though its presence
greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the
PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it
plan to remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is
considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of
additional unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and
accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and
a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy.  These side businesses create
perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even
if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.
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Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high
standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear
materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for
malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and
lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear
Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster
Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future
viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an
unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian
Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian
Point.

Sincerely,

Erik Lewis

East Jewett, NY 12424



From: KSSG
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Tuesday, February 25, 2020 8:56:21 PM

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the
licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec
has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point.
Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet”
was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the
job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model
is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their
profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning,
especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license
transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no
experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York
support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it
were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian
Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of
ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination
of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to
do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil
any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional
unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability
and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular
reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico,
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not
remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship
radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s
waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the
public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of
high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted
stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading
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guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and
the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or
input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the
region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety
and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to
decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation,
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karyn Gold
220 Riverside Blvd
NY NY 10069



From: Leonard Turkenkopf
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Tuesday, February 25, 2020 6:07:06 PM

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the
licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec
has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point.
Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet”
was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the
job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held, and their finances are opaque. Their business model
is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their
profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning,
especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license
transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no
experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York
support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it
were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian
Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of
ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination
of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to
do nothing to remediate it and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil
any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional
unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability
and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular
reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico,
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not
remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship
radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s
waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the
public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of
high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted
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stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and
the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or
input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the
region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety
and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to
decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation,
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,

Leonard Turkenkopf

Poughkeepsie, NY 12603



From: Sarah Tielemans
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Tuesday, February 25, 2020 2:06:40 PM

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as
the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. 
Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear
“fleet” was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant
before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in
effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its
performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business
model is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys
for their profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete
decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge
license transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a
company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected
officials in New York support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as
if it were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission
Indian Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to
base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises
risks of ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive
contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it
stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is
considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a
host of additional unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from
liability and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small
modular reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in
New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary
structure does not remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for
example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to
use Indian Point’s waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.
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Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point
decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell
against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business
practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of
corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred
from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials
and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern
or input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of
the region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the
plant.  Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which
the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge
of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped
to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an
obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,

Sarah Tielemans
New York, NY 10033

-- 
"The practice of Love is the most powerful antidote to the politics of domination." bell hooks



From: Janine Napierkowski
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Tuesday, February 25, 2020 10:50:41 AM

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center.  Given
its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission
must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which
ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative
to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet” was
acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The
bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based
on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they
haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning
costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to
Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and
uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York support the AG’s filing
and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point.  In fact,
there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR
ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical components, even though its presence
greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the
PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it
plan to remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is
considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of
additional unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and
accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and
a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy.  These side businesses create
perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even
if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high
standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear
materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for
malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and
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lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear
Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster
Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future
viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an
unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian
Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian
Point.

Sincerely,

Janine Napierkowski

West Milford, NJ 07480



From: Ian Weinerman
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021
Date: Tuesday, February 25, 2020 10:37:16 AM

Re: Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the
licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec
has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point.
Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet”
was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the
job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model
is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their
profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning,
especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license
transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no
experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York
support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it
were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian
Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of
ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination
of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to
do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil
any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional
unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability
and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular
reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico,
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not
remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship
radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s
waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the
public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
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contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of
high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted
stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and
the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or
input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the
region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety
and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to
decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation,
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,

Harmony Weinerman

589 Plutarch Rd 

Highland,  N.Y. 12528



From: Andrea Frank
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Tuesday, February 25, 2020 9:39:35 AM

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center.  Given
its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission
must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which
ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative
to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet” was
acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The
bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based
on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they
haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning
costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to
Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and
uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York support the AG’s filing
and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point.  In fact,
there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR
ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical components, even though its presence
greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the
PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it
plan to remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is
considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of
additional unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and
accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and
a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy.  These side businesses create
perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even
if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high
standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear
materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for
malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and
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lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear
Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster
Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future
viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an
unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian
Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian
Point.

Sincerely,

Andrea Adler

New Paltz, NY 12561



From: Julie Brinkmann
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021-Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Tuesday, February 25, 2020 7:57:47 AM

﻿

Sent from my phone Subject: ] 
To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

I am a life long resident of the Hudson Valley by choice. In my travels of 41 of our 50 states,
there is no other spectacularly beautiful, vital river valley  in our country than the Hudson . This , I
am deeply concerned for its vitality and survival with the pending sale of Indian point to Holtec .

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the
licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec
has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point.
Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet”
was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the
job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model
is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their
profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning,
especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license
transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no
experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York
support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it
were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian
Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of
ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination
of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to
do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil
any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional
unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability
and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular
reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico,
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not
remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship
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radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s
waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the
public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of
high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted
stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and
the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or
input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the
region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety
and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to
decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation,
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,

Julia Kane Brinkmann

Ulster Park , New York. 12487



From: Karen Profita
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Tuesday, February 25, 2020 7:20:30 AM

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the
licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec
has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point.
Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet”
was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the
job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model
is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their
profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning,
especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license
transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no
experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York
support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it
were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian
Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of
ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination
of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to
do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil
any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional
unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability
and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular
reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico,
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not
remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship
radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s
waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the
public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of
high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted
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stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and
the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or
input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the
region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety
and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to
decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation,
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Thank you,

Karen and Timothy Profita

Yorktown Heights residents

10598



From: Ralph Wood
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Tuesday, February 25, 2020 6:00:02 AM

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the
licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec
has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point.
Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet”
was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the
job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model
is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their
profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning,
especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license
transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no
experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York
support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it
were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian
Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of
ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination
of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to
do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil
any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional
unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability
and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular
reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico,
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not
remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship
radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s
waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the
public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of
high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted
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stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and
the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or
input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the
region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety
and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to
decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation,
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,

Ralph Wood

Mohegan Lake, NY 10547



From: Liz Elkin
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Monday, February 24, 2020 9:24:41 PM

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the
licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec
has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point.
Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet”
was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the
job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model
is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their
profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning,
especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license
transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no
experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York
support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it
were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian
Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of
ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination
of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to
do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil
any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional
unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability
and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular
reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico,
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not
remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship
radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s
waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the
public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of
high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted
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stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and
the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or
input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the
region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety
and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to
decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation,
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Elkin

New Paltz, NY 12561



From: Jack Erlanger
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Monday, February 24, 2020 2:16:57 PM

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center.  Given
its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission
must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which
ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative
to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet” was
acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The
bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based
on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they
haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning
costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to
Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and
uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York support the AG’s filing
and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point.  In fact,
there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR
ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical components, even though its presence
greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the
PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it
plan to remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is
considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of
additional unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and
accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and
a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy.  These side businesses create
perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even
if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high
standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear
materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for
malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and
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lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear
Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster
Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future
viability of our region depends.

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian
Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian
Point.

Sincerely,

John Erlanger

Katonah, NY, 10536



From: Doreen Tignanelli
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021
Date: Monday, February 24, 2020 12:46:18 PM

Regarding Docket ID NRC-2020-0021

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the
licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec
has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point.
Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet”
was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the
job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model
is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their
profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning,
especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license
transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no
experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York
support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it
were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian
Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of
ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination
of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to
do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil
any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional
unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability
and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular
reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico,
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not
remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship
radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s
waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the
public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
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contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of
high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted
stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and
the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or
input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the
region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety
and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to
decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation,
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Doreen Tignanelli 
29 Colburn Drive
Poughkeepsie NY  12603
 



From: Rick Rabin
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Monday, February 24, 2020 10:52:27 AM

 
 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the
licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec
has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point.
Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet”
was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the
job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model
is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their
profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning,
especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license
transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no
experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York
support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it
were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian
Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of
ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination
of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to
do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil
any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional
unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability
and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular
reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico,
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not
remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship
radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s
waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the
public interest and public safety.
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Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of
high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted
stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and
the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or
input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the
region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety
and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to
decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation,
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,

 
 
Richard Rabin
Zip code: 02474



From: James Kricker
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Indian Point
Date: Monday, February 24, 2020 8:23:14 AM

To:]  Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov

[Subject: ]  Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec

[Body]  To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the
licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec
has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point.
Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet”
was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the
job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model
is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their
profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning,
especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license
transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no
experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York
support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it
were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian
Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of
ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination
of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to
do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil
any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional
unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability
and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular
reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico,
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not
remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship
radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s
waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the
public interest and public safety.
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Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of
high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted
stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and
the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or
input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the
region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety
and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to
decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation,
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,

James Kricker

29 Terra Road

Saugerties, NY 12477



From: Dr. Eric Perlman
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Sunday, February 23, 2020 11:54:55 PM

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the
licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec
has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point.
Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet”
was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the
job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model
is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their
profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning,
especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license
transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no
experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York
support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it
were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian
Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of
ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination
of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to
do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil
any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional
unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability
and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular
reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico,
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not
remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship
radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s
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waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the
public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of
high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted
stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and
the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or
input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the
region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety
and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to
decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation,
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,

Dr.Eric Perlman

New Paltz, New York 12561
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From: alan gassman
To: Borges Roman, Jennifer
Subject: [External_Sender] transfer of Indian Point’s licenses to Holtec
Date: Sunday, February 23, 2020 4:47:13 PM

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center.
Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee.
The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple
problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet”
was acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the
job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model
is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their
profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning,
especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license
transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no
experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.” Many elected officials in New York
support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it
were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian
Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of
ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination
of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to
do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil
any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional
unacceptable risks.

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability
and accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular
reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico,
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship
radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s
waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the
public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of
high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted
stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and
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the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public.

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or
input.

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the
region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant.
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety
and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to
decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation,
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Alan Gassman LS
225 Orchard Street
White Plains NY 10604



From: alan gassman
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Sunday, February 23, 2020 4:43:37 PM

 Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec

 To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the
licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec
has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point.
Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet”
was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the
job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model
is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their
profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning,
especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license
transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no
experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York
support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it
were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian
Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of
ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination
of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to
do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil
any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional
unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability
and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular
reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico,
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not
remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship
radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s
waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the
public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
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contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of
high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted
stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and
the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or
input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the
region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety
and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to
decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation,
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,

Alan Gassman LS

White Plains NY 10604



From: Katie Madden
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Sunday, February 23, 2020 8:51:30 AM

130 Mohonk Road
High Falls, NY 12440
February 23,2020

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center.  
Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. 
The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec has 
multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. 
Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet” 
was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first 
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the 
job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model 
is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their 
profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, 
especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license 
transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no 
experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York 
support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it 
were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian 
Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an 
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of 
ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination 
of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to 
do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil 
any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional 
unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability 
and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular 
reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, 
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
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remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship 
radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s 
waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the 
public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning 
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of 
high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted 
stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and 
the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre 
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled 
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or 
input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the 
region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant.  
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety 
and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial 
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to 
decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation, 
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,

Katiellen Madden



From: John Seakwood
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021
Date: Saturday, February 22, 2020 1:10:12 PM

DO NOT ALLOW ENTERGY TO TRANSFER IT LICENSES OF THE INDIAN POINT
ENERGY CENTER TO HOLTEC!

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as
the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. 
Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear
“fleet” was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant
before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in
effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its
performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business
model is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys
for their profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete
decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge
license transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a
company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected
officials in New York support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as
if it were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission
Indian Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to
base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises
risks of ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive
contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it
stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is
considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a
host of additional unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from
liability and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small
modular reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in
New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary
structure does not remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for
example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to
use Indian Point’s waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.
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Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point
decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell
against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business
practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of
corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred
from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials
and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern
or input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of
the region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the
plant.  Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which
the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge
of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped
to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an
obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

John Seakwood
New Lebanon, NY 12125



From: Vivian L. Smith
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Saturday, February 22, 2020 12:38:10 PM

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center.  Given
its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission
must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which
ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative
to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet” was
acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The
bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based
on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they
haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning
costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to
Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and
uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York support the AG’s filing
and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point.  In fact,
there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR
ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical components, even though its presence
greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the
PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it
plan to remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is
considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of
additional unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and
accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and
a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy.  These side businesses create
perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even
if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high
standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear
materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for
malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and
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lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear
Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster
Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future
viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an
unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian
Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian
Point.

Sincerely,

Vivian Smith

Hewitt, NJ  07421



From: Nava Tabak
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Saturday, February 22, 2020 11:41:28 AM

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the
licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec
has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point.
Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet”
was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the
job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model
is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their
profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning,
especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license
transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no
experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York
support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it
were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian
Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of
ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination
of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to
do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil
any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional
unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability
and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular
reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico,
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not
remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship
radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s
waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the
public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of
high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted
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stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and
the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or
input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the
region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety
and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to
decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation,
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,

Nava Tabak

Cottekill, NY 12419



From: Rose Reilly
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Saturday, February 22, 2020 8:46:52 AM

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center.  Given
its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission
must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which
ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative
to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet” was
acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The
bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based
on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they
haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning
costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to
Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and
uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York support the AG’s filing
and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point.  In fact,
there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR
ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical components, even though its presence
greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the
PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it
plan to remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is
considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of
additional unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and
accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and
a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy.  These side businesses create
perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even
if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high
standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear
materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for
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malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and
lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear
Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster
Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future
viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an
unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian
Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian
Point.

Sincerely,

Rose Reilly

Hortonville, NY 12745



From: Allerton Smith
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Comment on HOLTEC
Date: Saturday, February 22, 2020 8:17:51 AM

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center.  Given
its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission
must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which
ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative
to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet” was
acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The
bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based
on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they
haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning
costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to
Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and
uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York support the AG’s filing
and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point.  In fact,
there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR
ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical components, even though its presence
greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the
PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it
plan to remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is
considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of
additional unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and
accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and
a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy.  These side businesses create
perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even
if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high
standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear
materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for
malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and
lying to officials and the public.  
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Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear
Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster
Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future
viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an
unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian
Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian
Point.

Allerton and Rosalyn Smith

Tannersville, NY  12485

-- 
Allerton G. Smith
212-879-0511



From: Susan Koff
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Decommissioning of Indian Point
Date: Saturday, February 22, 2020 7:55:07 AM

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the
licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec
has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point.
Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet”
was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the
job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model
is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their
profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning,
especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license
transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no
experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York
support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it
were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian
Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of
ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination
of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to
do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil
any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional
unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability
and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular
reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico,
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not
remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship
radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s
waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the
public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of
high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted
stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and
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the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or
input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the
region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety
and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to
decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation,
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,
Susan Koff
Rhinebeck, NY
Sent from my iPhone



From: Jeffrey Marino
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Saturday, February 22, 2020 7:32:12 AM

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center.  Given
its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission
must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which
ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative
to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet” was
acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The
bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based
on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they
haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning
costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to
Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and
uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York support the AG’s filing
and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point.  In fact,
there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR
ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical components, even though its presence
greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the
PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it
plan to remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is
considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of
additional unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and
accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and
a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy.  These side businesses create
perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even
if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high
standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear
materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for
malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and
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lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear
Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster
Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future
viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an
unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian
Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian
Point.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Marino

NY, NY, 10033



From: daniel pusateri
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Saturday, February 22, 2020 7:16:47 AM

﻿To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the
licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec
has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point.
Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet”
was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the
job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model
is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their
profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning,
especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James saidwhen she filed a petition to challenge license
transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no
experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York
support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it
were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian
Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of
ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination
of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to
do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil
any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional
unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability
and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular
reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico,
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not
remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship
radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s
waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the
public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of
high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted
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stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and
the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or
input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the
region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety
and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to
decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation,
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,

Daniel Pusateri

1 Ostrom Ave

Rochester, NY  14606



From: Joan
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Friday, February 21, 2020 8:03:02 PM

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy
Center.  Given its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the
licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec
has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point.
Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet”
was acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the
job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model
is based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their
profit. But they haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning,
especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license
transfer to Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no
experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York
support the AG’s filing and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it
were already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian
Point.  In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an
estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of
ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination
of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to
do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil
any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional
unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability
and accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular
reactors (SMRs) and a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico,
pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not
remedy.  These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship
radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s
waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even if such choices run counter to the
public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of
high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted
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stewardship of nuclear materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and
the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled
workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or
input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the
region around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety
and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial
malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to
decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation,
statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Sincerely,

Joan Capria    

Woodstock, NY 12498

Joan L Capria, ABR. CRS. CLHMS 
Associate Real Estate Broker
Accredited Buyers Rep
Certified Residential Specialist
Certified Luxury Home Marketing Specialist

845-417-8550
www.JoanCapria.com

Stribling & Associates - NYC

Halter Associates Realty - Ulster County

Please pass my contact information and website on to anyone who would benefit from my services. If you
know of anyone directly looking to buy or sell a home, please contact me so that I can serve their real
estate needs also!

  I pride myself in customer service and going above and beyond the call of duty. Expect Great Things -
because you deserve nothing less.



From: Thomas Delehanty
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 – opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec
Date: Friday, February 21, 2020 7:22:50 PM

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center.  Given
its record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission
must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons.  Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which
ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative
to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear “fleet” was
acquired less than a year ago.   It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first
decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The
bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based
on maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they
haven’t demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning
costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to
Holtec, “Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and
uncertain financial resources is very risky.”  Many elected officials in New York support the AG’s filing
and share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point.  In fact,
there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR
ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point’s critical components, even though its presence
greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires.  Holtec acknowledged in the
PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it
plan to remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is
considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of
additional unacceptable risks.  

Holtec’s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and
accountability.  At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and
a “consolidated interim storage” (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy.  These side businesses create
perverse incentives for Holtec — for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point’s waste or even its site to benefit Holtec’s SMR business — even
if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning
contractors, are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high
standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear
materials.  Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for
malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and
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lying to officials and the public.  

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear
Generating Station.  It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster
Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input.  

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. 
Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future
viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an
unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point.  

It’s vital that Indian Point’s licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian
Point safely and responsibly.  The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian
Point.

Sincerely,

Thomas Delehanty

Margaretville, NY 12455



From: Manna Jo Greene
To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021: Public Comment on Indian Point License Transfer Application
Date: Wednesday, February 26, 2020 2:12:03 PM
Attachments: IP LTA 1.2.26.20.pdf

IP LTA 6.2.26.20.pdf
IP LTA 7.2.26.20.pdf
IP LTA 9.2.26.20.pdf
IP LTA 8.2.26.20.pdf
IP LTA 5.2.26.20.pdf
IP LTA 4.2.26.20.pdf
IP LTA 1.2.26.20.pdf
IP LTA 2.2.26.20.pdf
IP LTA 3.2.26.20.pdf

 Re:  Docket ID NRC-2020-0021

Please find the following 45 letters opposing the Indian Point License Transfer Application to Holtec.

Copies have also been submitted by postal mail to:
Secretary, US Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Attn: Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff

-- 
Many thanks,

Manna

Manna Jo Greene, Environmental Director
Hudson River Sloop Clearwater, Inc.
724 Wolcott Ave., Beacon, NY 12508
845-265-8080 x 7113  Fax: 845-831-2821
845-807-1270 (cell)
845-687-9253 (home office)
www.clearwater.org 
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mailto:Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its perfo1mance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their umeliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning oflndian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the AG' s filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustw01ihy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge oflndian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject · 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincereb::_7 ,1 • J .. -~ 
Sign:. /{L~~l(J 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 
~ 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James ?Jlid when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as ifit were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy pmtner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex unde1taking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those ofus who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge oflndian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the AG' s filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy paitner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustwo1thy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their umeliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the AG' s filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
cmTent conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compmimentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting bmTed from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy pminer in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those ofus who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge oflndian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, . 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021- Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Rep01t (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their achial record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustwo1thy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those ofus who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 

::~ate:e;s,th. e lic:i' en~sted to decommission Indian Point. 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its perfo1mance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their umeliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning oflndian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the AG' s filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustw01ihy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge oflndian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject · 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 
~ 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James ?Jlid when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as ifit were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy pmtner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex unde1taking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those ofus who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge oflndian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the AG' s filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy paitner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustwo1thy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their umeliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the AG' s filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
cmTent conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compmimentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting bmTed from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy pminer in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those ofus who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge oflndian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021- Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Rep01t (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their achial record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustwo1thy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those ofus who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 

::~ate:e;s,th. e lic:i' en~sted to decommission Indian Point. 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021- Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James saiQ when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning oflndian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
cu1Tent conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of co1Tuption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting baned from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustwo1ihy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex unde1iaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustwo1ihy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the AG' s filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Repmi (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex unde1iaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those ofus who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge oflndian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

S~ncerely, 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021- Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their qusiness model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compaiimentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy paiiner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those ofus who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021- Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning oflndian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
cunent conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec' s complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compaiimentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting baned from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those ofus who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustw01ihy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
~oltec as t.
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their umeliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James saicl when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York suppo1i the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
cmTent conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting ban-ed from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustwo1ihy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those ofus who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge oflndian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning oflndian Pojnt in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York supp01i the AG' s filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compmimentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
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Sign: /(,,£- /f/;--/Lf /~ 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021- Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk ofits experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their umeliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the AG' s filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy pminer in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustwo1ihy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020..0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky.• Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PS DAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
Sincerely, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear ''fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantiy underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
Sincerely, ,, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRG as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
Sincerely, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020..0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which oughtto disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significanHy underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greaHy complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec-for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Po int. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear ''fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
Sincerely, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
Sincerely, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear ''fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRG as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
Sincerely, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear ''fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significanfly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greafly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields It from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
Sincerely, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020..0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report {PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS} site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Po int. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission lndi.an Point. 
Sincerely, r 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020..0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the A G's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
Sincerely, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an oblig ti n, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrust o ec , ission Indian Point. 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRG as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear 'fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS} site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Po int. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, ~ < 

Signature: ~, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
H®~ring D@ck®t m NRC0 l(O)l©MM)21 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet'' was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post~Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR}, improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PS DAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from_ Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. · 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50°mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely~' 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC0 '.W20..0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet'' was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Po int. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
Sincerely, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
H@~ring lO@©lk®t m NRC0 2(())2@--0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet'' was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature PostdShutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS} site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec- for example to ship radioactive waste from.Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC~Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. ·. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50amile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
Sincerely, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
H@airillilg D@~k®t m NRC 0 i@2@0 0@211 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet'' was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post~Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from_ Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC"Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. · 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, fow~skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50°mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
Sincerely, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
H@~rriing [Ol@©k®t m NRC0 2(())20<-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet'' was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR}, improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from_ Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. ' 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
Sincerely, . , tJ '/ j 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
H@arirng D@cck@t m NR.(>2@2@..@@211 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet'' was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR}, improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS} site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from. Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. · 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
Sincerely, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
H@tdlfl'illilg ll:»@~!k®t DD NRC0 2@2@--0@21 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet'' was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post~Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR}, improperly filed with the NRG as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PS DAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. ' 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low~skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50~mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
H@ali'ill'llg IOJ@ck@t m NRC0 2«ll2@Q@@21l - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet'' was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post~Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR}, improperly filed with the NRG as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PS DAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS} site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec- for example to ship radioactive waste from.Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public Interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from qoing business with the TV A and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. · 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mlle radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, /· 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
IHl®~rrnng lC»oclk®t m NIRC0 2@2@o-0@21l - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet'' was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post~Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PS DAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec- for example to ship radioactive waste from.Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. ·. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, / A · 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantiy underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear ''fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRG as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR thatthere was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRG as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significanfly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a SO-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
Sincerely, r 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020..0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the A G's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
Sincerely, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantiy underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatiy complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRCa2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly flied with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantty underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Po int. 20 
million people live and work within a SO-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given Its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James filll!i when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
Sincerely, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear '11eet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post~Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significanUy underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greaUy complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Address with Town, State nd Zip: 
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From: Manna Jo Greene
To: Docket, Hearing; Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021: Public Comment on Indian Point License Transfer Application
Date: Wednesday, March 11, 2020 12:46:22 PM
Attachments: DOC030420 (6).pdf

DOC030420 (5).pdf

 Re:  Docket ID NRC-2020-0021

Please find the following 45 letters opposing the Indian Point License Transfer Application to Holtec.

Copies have also been submitted by postal mail to:
Secretary, US Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Attn: Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff

-- 
Many thanks,

Manna

Manna Jo Greene, Environmental Director
Hudson River Sloop Clearwater, Inc.
724 Wolcott Ave., Beacon, NY 12508
845-265-8080 x 7113  Fax: 845-831-2821
845-807-1270 (cell)
845-687-9253 (home office)
www.clearwater.org 
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mailto:Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James i'fil.Q when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York suppmt the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Repo1t (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge oflndian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely,fuJ~/ /// / 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James sai_g when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the A G's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of com1ption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustwo1thy paitner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those ofus who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge oflndian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, 

Sign: , \ :\\~v~i c- lft(Jlttf/·4,141 _ 
Print" A· · . 'JI'// · \\ 11\.e f\t\, ~ ll- (> M. {) rn ,'\_ 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk ofits experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James ~gijg when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York supp01t the A G's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge oflndian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

' Sincerely, 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021- Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning oflndian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the A G's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those ofus who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge oflndian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sine~~ k 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and unce1iain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the A G's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear \Vaste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those ofus who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge oflndian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely,1 /1.. 6J I 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their umeliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning oflndian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York suppo1i the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those ofus who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge oflndian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021- Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning oflndian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and unce1iain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustwmihy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021- Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York suppo1i the AG' s filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
cun-ent conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting ban-ed from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy pminer in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge ofindian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustw01ihy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

S~ncerely, -~ 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York suppo1t the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Repo1t (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy paitner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those ofus who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the li/~ee entruste~ to 'commission Indian Point. 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021- Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning oflndian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and unce1tain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compmtmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting baned from doing business with the TV A and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex unde1taking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge oflndian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustwo1thy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincere7p 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021- Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its perfo1mance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James ?aict when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a SO-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those ofus who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge oflndian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustw01ihy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021- Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning oflndian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Repo1i (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compmimentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge oflndian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustwmihy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021- Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their umeliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York suppo1t the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy paitner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those ofus who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge oflndian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustwo1thy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

S~ncerel~/1 '~-~ ~) /J1 /1)LleL-
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning oflndian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge oflndian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Since~· , . . • , 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning oflndian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York supp01i the AG' s filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge oflndian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, 

Si~n: /!flt~~ 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning oflndian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the A G's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy paiiner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge oflndian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustwmihy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021- Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their umeliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James saict when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and unceitain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York suppo1t the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as ifit were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compaitmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those ofus who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

S~ncerely, . . / - JI 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021- Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Repmt (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting baned from doing business with the TV A and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustwmthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex unde1taking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge oflndian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustwmthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, ~ 
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To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021- Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning oflndian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Repmt (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
cmTent conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those ofus who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge oflndian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustwmthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, -··-·) 
Sl·gn· ,,-~-- ,~ , / 

. -·-· ./; L--~ ·C ., /· _., F 

Print:Jes·~- t C,r,\ f{ or(' 
Address (Street, Town, State, Zip): 

February 20, 2020 



To; Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license 
transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning 
Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in 
July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has 
been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally 
leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient 
capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James ~~isl when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." 
Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, 
Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing 
current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's 
critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. 
Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking 
into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to 
remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the 
same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) 
site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure 
does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from 
Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business 
-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially 
sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, 
fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World 
Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put 
costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of 
disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 
20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an 
awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will 
not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, 
with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The 
Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject 
Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, 
Sign: ,11 ",,.-J 

Print: 
Address (Street, Town, State, Zip): 0 ~r1 

tvV1 /O{ b 
February 20, 2020 



From: Manna Jo Greene
To: Docket, Hearing; Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021: Public Comment on Indian Point License Transfer Application
Date: Wednesday, March 11, 2020 12:50:44 PM
Attachments: DOC031120.pdf

DOC031120 (2).pdf
DOC031120 (1).pdf
DOC031120 (3).pdf

 Re:  Docket ID NRC-2020-0021

Please find the following 40 letters opposing the Indian Point License Transfer Application to Holtec.

Copies have also been submitted by postal mail to:
Secretary, US Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555-0001

Attn: Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff

-- 
Many thanks,

Manna

Manna Jo Greene, Environmental Director
Hudson River Sloop Clearwater, Inc.
724 Wolcott Ave., Beacon, NY 12508
845-265-8080 x 7113  Fax: 845-831-2821
845-807-1270 (cell)
845-687-9253 (home office)
www.clearwater.org 

><((((º>    ><((((º>     ><((((º>     ><((((º>
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mailto:Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff 
Re: Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 -Indian Point Nuclear Generating Unit Nos.1, 2, and 3; Consideration of Approval of 
Transfer of Control of Licenses and Conforming Amendments •• Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 
Hallee and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents have no 
confidence in Hallee and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. 
Holtec has mullip!e problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Ta ken together, they add up to a 
clear imperative to reject Ho!tec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet* was acquired less than a year ago. It has 
never decommissioned a nuclear plant before: its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. !I is in effect 
learning on the job, The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 

Hallee and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business mode! Is based on maximally leveraging the 
decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete 
decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably !ow estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer lo Holtec, "Putting ihe 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources ls very risky." Many elected 
officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Hallee. 

ln its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR}, improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on 
which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its 
presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was 
radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to 
remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feel. The PSDAR also stated 
Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which ra\ses a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Ho1tec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same time, its side 
businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New 
Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses 
create perverse incentives for Hallee -- for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Poin1 to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use 
Indian Point's waste or even !ts site to benefit Ho!tec's SMR business -- even if such choices run counter to the public Interest and public 
safety< 

Hallee and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissionirg contractors, are embroiled in numerous 
scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and 
trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Thelf actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for 
malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Hallee has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. II put costs ahead of 
safety when it hired unqualified, low-skit!ed workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or 
input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing !he safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 million 
people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome respons1bi!ity on 
which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, 
unscrupulous company such as Hallee being put in charge of Indian Point. 

!l's vital that Indian Point's licensee be comj)etent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid 
track record demonstrating it is wel! equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an 
obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Ho!tec as \he licensee entrusted to 
decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, 



To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff 
Re: Docket ID NRC-2020-0021-lndian Point Nuclear Generating Unit Nos.1, 2, and 3; Consideration of Approval of 
Transfer of Control of Licenses and Conforming Amendments·- Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents have no 
confidence in Ho!tec and do not accept ii as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. 
Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up lo a 
clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear ileet' was acquired !ess than a year ago. II has 
never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; lls first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. II is in effect 
learning on !he job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally !everaging the 
decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete 
decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Allorney General Lelltia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky:· Many elected 
officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections lo Hallee. · 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed wilh the NRG as if it were already ihe licensee, Ho!tec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point In fact, there !s no site characterization assessing current conditions on 
which lo base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its 
presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was 
radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also tea king into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to 
remediate it, and wl\l only monitor it. Nor does it plan lo remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated 
Ho!tec is considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's comple;,: subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. Al the same time, its side 
businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New 
Mexico, pose unacceptable conftlcts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses 
create pmverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilitles, or eventually to use 
Indian Point's waste or even its slle to benefit Holte e's SMR business -- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public 
safety. 
Hallee and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embrolled in numerous 
scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and 
trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading gullty to and paying fines for 
malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and !he World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs ahead of 
safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or 
input 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 million 
people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on 
which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, 
unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Hallee has committed, with a solid 
track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommlssion Indian Point safely and respor1sibly. The Commission therefore has an 
obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to 
decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, 

Sign: j0': NOJ 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff 
Re: Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Indian Point Nuclear Generating Unit Nos.1, 2, and 3; Consideration of Approval of 
Transfer of Control of Licenses and Conforming Amendments .. Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents have no 
confidence in Ho!tec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. 
Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Ta ken together, they add up to a 
clear imperative to reject Ho!tec as !he licensee. 
Hallee lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear ''fleet' was acquired !ess than a year ago. It has 
never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; ils first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which ii acquired in July 2019. It is !n effect 
learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maxi malty leveraging the 
decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. Bui they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete 
decommissioning, especialty if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York A!lorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Ho!tec, "Pulling the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources ls very risky.' Many elected 
officials in New York support the A G's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activitles Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as ii ii were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decomm"ission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on 
which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipellne passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its 
presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was 
radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But ii stated ii planned to do nothing to 
remediate lt, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated sol! any deeper than three feel. The PSDAR also stated 
Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks, 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same time, its side 
businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (C!S) site for nuclear waste ln New 
Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary struc\ure does not remedy, These side businesses 
create perverse incentives for Hallee-· for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use 
Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business -- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public 
safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning con1ractors, are embroiled in numerous 
scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compllance, financially sustainable business practices and 
!rusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is fuU of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for 
malfeasance, gelling barred from doing business wi1h the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous Incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. II put costs ahead of 
safely when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public conceril or 
input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of lhe region around Indian Point. 20 million 
people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on 
which the safety and fu!ure viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work herae wl11 not passively accept an unqualified, 
unscrupulous company such as Holtec belng put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid 
track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommlssion Indian Point safely and respor.sibly. The Commission therefore has an 
obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and rejecl Ho\!ec as the licensee entrusted to 
decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, 

:~::! f~i?:X= ' 
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To: U.S. Nu10lear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Ho!tec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Ho!tec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommiss!onlng Indian Point. Ta ken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee, 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience ls in spent fuel handftng, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business mode! is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissionlng, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommfssioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Hollec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activiies Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRG as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PS DAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LL Cs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side Ousinesses, including building small modular reactors {SMRs) and a wconso!idated interim storage" (CIS} site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which Us compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec -for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business -even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Hallee and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuciear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generaing Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Ho!tec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it ls well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
Sincerely, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC·2020..0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given lts record, area residents 
have no confidence in Hallee and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commlssion must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify ii from decommissioning Indian Point. Ta ken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Ho!tec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Polnt safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. !t has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which ii acquired !n July 
2019. It is in effect !earning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James ~a_,p when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company wilh no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky.~ Many elected officials in New York support lhe AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
signifrcanlly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Ho!tec 
acknovAedged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it staled it planned to do noth!ng to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soi! any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Hallee is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapita!ized LL Cs shields it from liabllity and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, inciuding building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 'consolidated interim storagen {C!S) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Ho!tec- for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own ClS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Po!nt decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies thatte!I against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, finanda!!y sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous lncompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. II put costs 
ahead of safety when lt hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 

Ho!tec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safely and future of the region around Indian Point 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mHe radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here wi!! not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vita! that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is we!! equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and rejecl Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Polnt. 

Sincerely, 

Signature: ~ ;{; 
Address with Town, State and Zip: \?, o 
Date: 3/tf'.:LoZ.O 
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\3-;< 9 / _j,e;;<11}-+o~ /J 1,h5 L 



To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing !locke! ID NRC:0 2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given Its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which oughtto disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Ho!tec as the licensee. 
Ho!tec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet'' was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privatelY held and their finances are opaque. Their buslness model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommlssioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Hallee. 
In its premature Post0 Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing curreflt 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence gr ea Uy complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PS DAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet The PSDAR also stated Hallee is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liabilify and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec-for example to ship radioactive waste from.Indian Point to 
its own C!S faci!lties, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNCulavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embrolled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is netther an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safely and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsib\!lly on which the safely and future vlability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unquali_fied, unscrupulous company such as Ho!tec being put in charge of Indian Point 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstraling it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Hal tee as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, 
}co u v'°' flt I (,,,,\i\t') \\, Signature:-+"'f-~=--"-L/..;,;,,_,\cr'-,</"'-/~..:o, Please Print First & Last Name: -·"'--''c.'c.•'c_"· --"'~· "''JL.1-1 "'' u..:-~··-"'-+ __,,, ,-, Ir·· - ~, ,. , , - /1 ------) ,, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC·2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Ho!tec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of wh!ch ought to dlsqua!ify it from decommissioning Indian Point Ta ken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Hallee la-cks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. I! is in effect learning on the job. The bulk ofits experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Ho!tec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capltalizalion to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James sai_Q when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRG as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PS DAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it slated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor ii. Nor does it plan to remediate 
conlaminated soil any deeper than three feel. The PS DAR also slated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Hailee's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapilalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, ifs side businesses, including building small modular reactors {SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" {CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - fur example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own C!S facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to lhe public interest and public safety, 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind lhe proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compHance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying ffnes !or malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Hollec has demonstraled dangerous incompetence in ils spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Stalion. It put costs 
ahead of safety when ii hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Hollec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner In securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point 20 
million people live and work within a 50~mUe radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibl!ity on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company s-uch as Ho!tec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
lherefore has an obligalion, slatutory and olherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point 

Since~R~ 
Signa\~W11o0 Please Print First & Las,i-"'aJI!!~.:£c.:..::;..c="="</.'"'-------
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications S-taff 
Re: Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 -Indian Point Nuclear Generating Unit Nos. 1, 2, and 3; Consideration of Approval of 
Transfer of Control of Licenses and Conforming Amendments•· Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 
Hallee and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of !he Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents have no 
confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. 
Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Polnt. Taken together, they add up to a 
clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Hallee lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year ago. !l has 
never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It ls in effect 
learning on the job. The bulk of its experlence is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 

Ho\tec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business mode! is based on maximally leveraging the 
decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete 
decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company wlth no experience and uncertain financ!al resources is very risky.' Many elected 
officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objecllons to Ho!lec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Hallee 
signlficant!y underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on 
which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, eve11 lhough its 
presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Hallee acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was 
radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But !I stated it planned to do nothing to 
remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediale contaminated soi! any deeper than three feel. The PSDAR also stated 
Hallee is considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapi!alized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same time, its side 
businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) slte for nuclear waste in New 
Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses 
create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own ClS facilitles, or eventually to use 
Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Hollec's SMR business -- even if such choices run counter to the pub!lc interest and public 
safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Polnt decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in numerous 
scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and 
trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilly to and paying fines for 
malfeasance, gelt1ng barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling al San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs ahead of 
safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or 
input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safely and future of !he region around Indian Point. 20 million 
people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it ls a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on 
which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, 
unscrupulous company such as Hallee being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid 
track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an 
obligation, statutory and otherwise, lo clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Ho!tec as the licensee entrusted to 
decommission Indian Point. 

!\ u Address (3 To1I State, Zip):_ 

Date: _l~~~~~-------~~--



To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docke! ID NRC:·2020.0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Hallee 
Ho!tec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point Taken 
togelher, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet'' was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in Ju!y 
2019. It is in effect !earning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Ho!tec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Ho!tec, UPutling the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected offidals in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In Its premature Post-Shutdown Activilies Report (PSDAR), improperly filed wilh the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
condilions on which lo base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even !hough its presence greaUy complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it slated ii planned to do nothing to remediate ii, and will only monitor it. Nor does ii plan to re mediate 
contaminated soil any deeper lhan lhree feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
tlme, ita side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec- for example to ship radioactive waste from_ Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC~Lava!in, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their clalms of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted slewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business wilh the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Hollec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million p-eople live and work within a 50·mi!e radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Ho!tec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trust'worthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is weU equipped to decommission Indian Point safe~ and responsibly. The Commission 
lherefore has an obligation, statutory and olherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. J i 
Sincerely, j / 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docke! Ill NRC-2020.0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Ho!tec and Its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleer was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk ofits experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Ho!tec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially lf decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably !ow estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, HPutung the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Hollec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRG as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowiedged in the PS DAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liabilily and accountabilily. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These slde businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec-forexample to ship radioactive waste from_lndian Point to 
its own CIS facl!ities 1 or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safely. 
Holtec and SNC~Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials, Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilly to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safely when it hired unqualified, low·skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safely and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people Jive and work within a 50°mile radius of the plant Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibllity on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqua!i_fied, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put ln charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustwmthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Haaring Docket m NR1>2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given Its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept lt as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet'' was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job ls Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effectleaming on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its pertormance has been poor. 
Ho!tec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objeclions to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence gr ea fly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking Into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate It, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Hollec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holle e's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LL Cs shields ii from liability and accountability. At the same 
lime, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a ·consolidated Interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste [n New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec-for example to ship radioactive waste from_lndian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Hallee and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in Its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and 11as repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Hallee is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50,mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unquaUfied, unscrupulous company such as Ho!tec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Ho!tec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating ii Is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore s an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Ho!tec as the 
licensee n usted to decommission Indian Point. 
Sincere , 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-11021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area resEdents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which oughtto disqualify it tom decommissioning Indian Point Taken 
together, they add up to a clear Imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It Is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is In spent fuel handling, where its pertormance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally !everaglng 
the decommissioning !rust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Ho!tec, aPutting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officia~ in New York support the AG's filing and share her o~ections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the N RC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommisslon Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated ii planned to do nothing to remediate it, and 1~11 only monitor It. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PS DAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LL Cs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, Its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 'consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse Incentives for Ho1tec-for example to ship radioactive waste from.Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safely. 
Holtec and SNC~Lava!in, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their cl alms of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating S1atlon. It put costs 
ahead of safely when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Hollec is ne!her an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safely and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50~mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unquali.fied, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Ho!tec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommi sion Indian Point 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docke! iD NRC:·2020..0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence ln Hallee and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtoc has mulliple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify itfrom decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Hallee as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet'' was acqulred less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect teaming on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spentfuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are private!Y held and their finances are opaque. Thelr business model is based on maximally leveraglng 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably !ow estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, UPutling the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objeclions to Holtec. 
In ils premature Post-Shutdown AcUvilies Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if ii were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruplures and fires. Hallee 
acknowledged in the PS DAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. Bui it slated it planned to do nothing to remediale it, and will only monitor It. Nor does it plan to remediale 
con laminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PS DAR also staled Holtec is considering shipping large radioaclive componenls 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of addilional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LL Cs shields ii from liability and accounlabilily. At the same 
ime, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste fn New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec-for example to ship radioactive waste from_lndian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safely. 
Holtec and SNCmlava1in, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their clatms of high standards in ethics. compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
gully to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing bus~ess with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safely when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Hallee is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safely and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50~ml!e radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here wm not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital lhat Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, slatutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Hallee as the 
licensee entrusted decommission Indian Point. 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission. Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Dockel ID NRC-2020.0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Ho!tec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has mulllple problems, any one of which oughtto disqualify It from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely, Its entire nuclear "fleet' was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before: its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its pertormance has been poor. 
Ho!tec and its subsidiaries are privately held and lhelr finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, ~Putung the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in Iha hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the A G's filing and share her objections to Hallee. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperty filed with the NRC as if it were already lhe licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The P-SDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PS DAR !hat there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into Iha 
Hudson River. But ii stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Hallee is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down lhe Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At lhe same 
time, its side businesses, Including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a ·consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsldiary structure does not 
remedy, These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec- for example to ship radioactive waste from_lndian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to lhe public Interest and public safely. 
Ho!tec and SNC~Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and lhe public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in Its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safely when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safely and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50~mlle radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unquali.fied, unscrupulous company such as Ho!tec being put in charge of Indian Point 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docke! ID NRC·2020o0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify itfrom decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which ii acquired in Ju!y 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its pertormance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decomm!ss!oning, especially lf decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the A G's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown AcUviUes Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PS DAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it slated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Hollec is considertng shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapilalized LL Cs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage' (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Ho!tec- for example to ship radioactive waste from.Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even tts site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even If such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Hollec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financiaJly sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruptlon, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input 
Holtec is netther an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50=mile radius of the plant Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passlve!y 
accept an unquali_fied, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and other.vise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
Sincerely, /-- _, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemaklngs and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Ho!fec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Hallee and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Ho!tec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disquaUfy it from decommissioning Indian Point. Ta ken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Ho!tec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the expef!ence needed to decommission Indian Point safely. !ts entire nuclear "fleer was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear pf ant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is ln effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handlfng, where its performance has been poor. 

Ho!tec and !ts subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque, Their business model is based on maximally !averaging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably tow estimates. 
As New York Attorney Genera! Letitia James when she filed a pe!ition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, ''Pulling the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Ho!tec. 
In its premature PostnShuldown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Ho!tec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the A!gonquln Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radloaclive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor lt. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Ho!lec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapita!ized LL Cs shields !I from !!ability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (C!S} site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec-for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own C!S faci!lties, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Ho1tec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Ho!tec and SNC,lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tel! against their cf aims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials, Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business wlth the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Ho!tec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-ski!!ed workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing lhe safety and future of the region around Indian Point 20 
milHon people live and work within a 50Mmile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Hallee being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Ho!tec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point saf-e!y and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an ob!lgatlon, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candldate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Polnt 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemaklngs and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of !he Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Ta ken 
together, 1hey add up to a clear imperative to reject Ho\tec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 

Ho!tec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally I eve raging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for 1helr profit But they haven't demonstrated sufficlent capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably !ow estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James s<>.s::_ when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials fn New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In as premature PostaShutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if 1t were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point ln fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's cri!ical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Ho!tec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radfoactlve contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to rernediate it, and wl!I only monitor it. Nor does ii plan to remediate 
contaminated so\! any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipplng large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Hailee's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
lime, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs} and a ~consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Ho!tec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Ho1tec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input 
Hollec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in secunng the safely and future of the region around Indian Po int. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viabllity of our region depends. Those of us who Hve and work here w111 not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Ho!tec being put in charge of Indian Point 
It's vita! that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Ho!tec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, . 9 
Signature: \),:J_ M Please Print: First& Last Name: llov L i/ obLL 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and Us subsidiaries are not qualified to hold lhe licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Ta ken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less lhan a year 
ago, lt has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect !earning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 

Ho!tec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalizalion to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Lelilia James when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Ho!tec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Ho!tec. 
In its premature Post~Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the llcensee, Ho1tec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission lnd!an Point. In fact, there !s no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Hallee 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is a!so leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remed!ate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soi! any deeper than three feet The PSDAR also stated Hallee is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge -down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Ho!tec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapita!ized LL Cs shields it from liability and accountab!lity. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated intedm storageH (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Ho!tec -for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS faciliUes, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its slte to benefit Ho!tec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Ho!tec and SNC~Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroi!ed in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input 
Holtec is neilher an hones! broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing lhe safely and future of the region around Indian Point 20 
million pe-ople live and work wlthin a 50-mlle radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission lndlan Point. 

Sincerely, m µ 
Signature: ,,A 1Jtrf_V L 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Hallee 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given Its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Ho!tec as the licensee. 
Ho1tec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleer was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profil But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point In the hands of a company wrrh no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the A G's filing and share her objections to Hallee. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRG as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PS DAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PS DAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Hailee's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LL Cs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors {SMRs} and a ~consolidated interim storagen {CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Hallee and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contraclors, are embroiled In 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying ffnes for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear GeneraUng Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when ii hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mi!e radius of the plant Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here wm not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
lherefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerelyr 
/, 

Signature:i£·:.p.M~~-f..-=/-J~f.J..4c,_,.,'-. 



To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020.0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Ho!tec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Ta ken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to retect Ho!tec as the Ucensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It ls 1n effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is !n spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maxima!!y leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably !ow estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Ho!tec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company ,~th no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Ho!tec. 
In its premature Post~Shutdown Activil!es Report {PSDAR), improperly fi!ed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near lnd!an Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Ho!tec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate ii, and will only monllor ii. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated sol! any deeper than three feet The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapita!ized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a ~consolidated Interim storage" (C!S) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec-for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safely. 
Ho!tec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tel! against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilly to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Ho!tec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when ii hired unqualified, low-skU!ed workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Hallee is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in secunng the safely and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50·mile radius of tha plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid !rack record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Polnt saf-ely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and othe1w!se, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point, 

Sincerely, . /) .._J f _ 
Signalure: r lf!l<RM11-&1 A-:: Please Pnnt: First & t.ast Name:~[ I\- ti I)/_ t/ (!,/LS' 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020.0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify It from decommissioning Indian Point Ta ken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to re~ect Holtec as the licensee. 
Ho!tec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its perfonnance has been poor. 
Ho!tec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally I eve raging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capita!!zalion to 
complete decommissioning, especially ff decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRG as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires, Holtec 
acknowledged in the PS DAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to re mediate it, and will only monitor ii. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considenng shipping large radioaclive componenls 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
lime, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors {SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storagen (CIS} site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec- for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuciear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilly to and paying fines for maffeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in ils spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mUe radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passlve!y 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Ho!tec being put in charge of Indian Point 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission lndi n Po· t. 

Sincerely, 



To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Ho!tec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given Its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Ta ken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Ho!tec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleer was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk ofils experience is in spent fuel handling, where ils performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especla11y if decommissioning costs exceed their unrellably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, ~Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premalUre Post-Shuldown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as ifitwere already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an eslimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's cntical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor ii. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feel. The PS DAR also stated Hollec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary skucture of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a ~consolidated interim storagen (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which ils comparbnentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec- for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own C!S facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning conkactors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financ!al!y sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skflled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a kustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
'herefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 

-:ensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 



To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020.0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Ho!tec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Ta ken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Ho!tec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019, It is in effect learning on the job, The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning lrust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Hallee, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky.~ Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In ils premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if ii were already lhe licensee, Hallee 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Hollec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does lt plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet The PSOAR also stated Hallee is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapltalized LL Cs shields it from !fabi!ity and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors {SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage~ (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec-for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC·Lavalin, the t\vo companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business praclrces and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying lo officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. lt put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, !ow-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trust\vorthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Ho!tec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to dear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemaklngs and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Ho/tee 
Ho!tec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold !he licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Ho!tec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Ho!tec has mu!Up!e problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Ta ken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Ho!tec as the !lcensee, 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safe!y. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. ft is in effect teaming on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney Genera! Letitia James when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Ho!tec, "PutUng the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain frnanc/a! resources Is very 
risky.ff Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown ActiviUes Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRG as if it were already the licensee, Ho/tee 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though !Is presence greaUy complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. Bui it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monltor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Hallee is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LL Cs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
lime, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (C!S) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Hallee and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 

Ho!tec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hf red unqualified, low-ski!!ed workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 

Ho!tec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who llve and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Ho!tec being put in charge of Indian Point 
It's vital that lndlan Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, w1th 
a solid track record demonstrating ii iS'\'le!I equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
Sincerely, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC·2020.0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the Ucenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given Its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Ho!tec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point Ta ken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Ho!tec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet'' was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk ofits experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, ~Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in lhe hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support lhe A G's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed wilh !he NRC as if it were already !he licensee, Hal tee 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there fs no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which ls also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nolhing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec Is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down !he Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields ii from liability and accountability. At !he same 
lime, ils side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs} and a "consolidated interim storagen (CIS} site for 
nuclear waste ln New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Ho!tec-for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own C!S facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind !he proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuciear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business wilh the TVA and lhe World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Hallee has demonstrated dangerous incompetence In its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Hollec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner In securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a SO-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here wm not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
lherefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
Sincerely, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Ho!tec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqua!ffy it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Hallee as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. lt has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maxima11y leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she fi!ed a petition to challenge Ucense transfer to Holtec, ~putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no expenence and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky.' Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objeclions to Hollec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR). improperly filed with the NRG as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate ii, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioaclive componenls 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercepitalized LL Cs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
lime, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs} and a "consolidated interim storageH (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business praclices and trusted stewardship of nuclear matenals. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input 
Hallee is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsib!lity on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely,~ . . - n , . . 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission. Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Ho!tec has multiple problems, any one of whlch ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point Ta ken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Ho!tec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet° was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect !earning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handffng, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Ho!tec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRG as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it slated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PS DAR also stated Holtec Is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge-dovm the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiaiy structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors {SMRs) and a ~consolidated interim storagen (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Ho!tec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own C!S facUities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNCvLava!in, the tv,o companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribeiy, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for maffeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Stalion. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing lhe safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
ml\lion people live and work within a 50-mi!e radius of the plant Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
lherefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Hollec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission dian Point. 

Sincerely, //.J , , 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020.0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and Jts subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Hallee has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point Ta ken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the Hcensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely, Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 

Holtec and Its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model ls based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unrellably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and ur1certain financial resources is very 
risky.ff Many elected officfa!s in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Ho!lec. 
In ils premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cos! lo decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Hollec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River, But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remedlate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Hailee's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercaplta!ized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
lime, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs} and a "consolidated interim storagen (CIS} site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conmcts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec- for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Ho!tec and SNC~lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tel! against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilly to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Ho!tec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of s"afety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends, Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Ho!tec being put in charge of Indian Point 

It's vital !hat Indian Polnl's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonslrating ii is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligalion, statutory and otl1erwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point 

Sincerely, (}_ 1' I r 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Ho!tec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept ii as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Ho!tec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleer was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unrellably !ow estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objecUons to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PS DAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate It, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
tlme, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a ~consolidated interim storage" (CIS} site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec-for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNCMLava1in, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilly to and paying fines formaffeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in Its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mi!e radius of the plant Decommisstoning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viab\lity of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee- entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, \ (} -

Signature: cla,,o,,.,.,u C ~se Print: First & Lasl Name: L&pf/,5,iec (! Ytitl$£ 
Address with Town, State and Zip: :}. 0 /-11 lor,/< Row IJ t 2(1» /,./.::e,; '1;/2.lc' I P5:£J; 
Date: 'JnC/lld&( 1/J. :J OJ.I) , 

I 



To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec an-d its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the llcense transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point Taken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. ltis in effect learning on the job. The bulk. of its experience Is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Ho!tec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James 9.aid when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Hallee, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the A G's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRG as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remedlate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feel The PS DAR also stated Holtec Is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability, At the same 
ttme, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a ~consolidated interim storagen (CIS) site for 
nuc!earwaste in New Mexico, pose unacceptabJe conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Ho!tec-for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuciear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for matteasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pa\tern of disregard 
for public concern or input 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here wm not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Ho!tec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustv.rorthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, __ L_ 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020--0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiarles are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Hallee has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point Ta ken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Ho!tec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience ls in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are private~ held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James fil.l.\.Q when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Ho1tec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support lhe AG's filing and share her objections to Hallee. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRG as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though lts presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Ho!tec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive conlaminaUon of groundwater al the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also staled Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Ho!tec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LL Cs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs} and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create pe1Yerse incentives for Ho!tec-for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, !ow-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Hallee is neither an honest broker nor a trustiNorthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here win not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonslrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Hallee as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point 
Sincerely, 

1 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemaklngs and Adjudications Staff 
Re: Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 -Indian Point Nuclear Generating Unit Nos.1, 2, and 3; Consideration of Approval of 
Transfer of Control of Licenses and Conforming Amendments •• Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to HoJtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of lhe Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents have no 
confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. 
Ho!tec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point Taken together, they add up lo a 
clear imperative to reject Hallee as the licensee. 

Hallee lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Polnt safely. Its entire nuclear 'fleet' was acquired !ess than a year ago. II has 
never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect 
learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 

Hallee and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging the 
decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete 
decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attomey General Leli!ia James said when she fifed a pemion to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected 
officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Ho!tec. 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report {PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significant~ underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no slte characterization assessing current conditions on 
which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its 
presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that !here was 
radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is a\so leaking into the Hudson RiVer. But it slated it planned to do nothing to 
remedia!e ii, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated 
Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Hol!ec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapl!alized LLCs shields it from liabllily and accountability. At \he same time, its side 
businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (C!S) site for nuclear waste in New 
Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses 
create perverse incentives for Holtec--for example- lo ship radioactive waste from Indian Poinl to its own CJS facilities, or eventually to use 
Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business -- even if such choices run counter to the public Interest and public 
safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind lhe proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in numerous 
scandals and controversies that tel! against their claims of high standards in elhics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and 
trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for 
malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuc!ear Generating Station. It put costs ahead of 
safely when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or 
input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safely and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 million 
people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on 
which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, 
unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

H's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid 
track record demonstrating ii is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an 
obligation, statutory and olherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to 
decommission Indian Point 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Hallee and do not accept it as the Ileen see. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point Ta ken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. lts entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which lt acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are pnvate~ held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Ho!tec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remedlate 
contaminated sol! any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Ho!tec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its slde businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage~ (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create peiverse incentives for Holtec- for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Ho1tec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that ten against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Ho!tec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. lt put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skl!!ed workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is .a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here wm not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Ho!tec being put in charge of Indian Point 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified cand!date and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted lo decommission lndln Point. 

Sincerely, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Ru!emakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given Its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Ho!tec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point Ta ken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleer was acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Hallee, 'Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in lhe hands of a company wilh no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Hallee. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed wilh lhe NRG as if it were already Iha licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which lo base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatiy complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated sol! any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Hallee is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's ccmplex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liabilily and accountabilily. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolklated interim storageH (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its comparbnentaltzed subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create pe1Verse incentives for Holtec-for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to lhe public inlerest and public safely. 
Holtec and SNC~Lavalin, the tvo companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and Iha public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input. 

Hollec is neilher an honest broker nor a trushvorthy partner in securing Iha safely and fulure of lhe region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating ii is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Ho!tec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 
Sincerely, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff: 
Hearing Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Opposing Indian Point license lransfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents 
have no confidence in Hallee and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the 
same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Ta ken 
together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Ho1tec as the llcensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nucrear 11eerwas acquired less than a year 
ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 
2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 

Hallee and its subsidiaries are privately held and !heir finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging 
the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, ~Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very 
risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperty filed with the NRG as if it were already the licensee, Hallee 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Poinl ln fact, there is no site characterization assessing current 
conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical 
components, even though its presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec 
acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the 
Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Hallee is considering shipping large radioactive components 
by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LL Cs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same 
time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a gconsolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for 
nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not 
remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for Holtec-for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to 
its own CiS facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business - even if such 
choices run counter to the public interest and public safety. 

Hallee and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embrolled in 
numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable 
business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading 
guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading 
and lying to officials and the public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs 
ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard 
for public concern or input 
Ho1tec ls neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
ml!lion people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome 
responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here wm not passively 
accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Ho1tec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with 
a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission 
therefore has an obligation, statutory and other,..vise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Hol!ec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, 



To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff 
Re: Docket ID NRC-2020-0021- Indian Point Nuclear Generating Unit Nos.1, 2, and 3; Consideration of Approval of 
Transfer of Control of Licenses and Conforming Amendments O Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold lhe licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents have no 
confidence in Hallee and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. 
Hol!ec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a 
clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleer was acquired less than a year ago. It has 
never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. II is in effect 
!earning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 

Hallee and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging the 
decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete 
decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low es!imates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge Hcense transfer to Hallee, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky.' Many elected 
officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. 

In i!s pre-mature Post-Shutdown ActiviHes Report {PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on 
which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its 
presence greaUy complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was 
radioacHve contamination of groundwater at the site, which ls also leaking into the Hudson River. But ii stated ii planned to do nothing to 
remediate it, and will only monitor ii. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated sol! any deeper than three feel. The PSDAR also slated 
Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Ho\!ec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields ii from liabllity and accountabilily. Al the same lime, its side 
businesses, including building small modular reactors {SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (ClS) site for nuclear waste ln New 
Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy, These side businesses 
create perverse incentives for Hallee -- for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use 
Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holte e's SMR business-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public 
safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, !he two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissionirg contractors, are embroiled in numerous 
scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and 
trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for 
malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the Wor!d Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Hallee has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. !I put costs ahead of 
safety when it hired unqualified, !ow-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or 
input. 

Hallee is neither an hones! broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 million 
people live and work within a 50-mlle radius of the plant Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on 
which the safety and future viabl!ity of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, 
unscrupulous company such as Hallee being put in charge of Indian Point 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid 
track record demonstrating it ls well equipped lo decommission Indian Point afe!y and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an 
obligation, statutory and otherwise, lo clear thew for such a qualified ndid and reject Ho\tec as tile licensee entrusted to 
decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, 7 



To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff 
Re: Docket ID NRC-2020-0021-lndian Point Nuclear Generating Unit Nos. 1, 2, and 3; Consideration of Approval of 
Transfer of Control of Licenses and Conforming Amendments •• Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 
Hallee and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents have no 
confidence in Hallee and do not accept it as !he licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. 
Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point Taken together, they add up to a 
clear imperative to reject Hallee as !he licensee. 

Holtec lacks !he experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. !ts entire nuclear "/!eel' was acquired less than a year ago. 1l has 
never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which ii acquired in July 2019. It is in effect 
learning on !he job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 

Hallee and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging the 
decommisslonlng trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete 
decommissioning, especially if decommissionlng costs exceed their unreliably low es!lmates. 

As New York Attorney General Leli!ia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Hallee, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected 
officials in New York support the A G's filing and share her objections to Hallee. 

In lls premature Post-Shutdown Activlties Report {PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the Hcensee, Ho!tec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. ln fact, there ls no site characterization assessing current conditions on 
whlch to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its 
presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Ho!!ec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was 
radioactive contaminatlon of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to 
remediate it, and v~II only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated 
Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Hailee's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapi!alized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same lime, its side 
businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 'consolidated interim storage' (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New 
Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses 
create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facl\ities, or eventually to use 
Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holte.e's SMR business-- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public 
safety. 

Hallee and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissionirg contractors, are embroiled in numerous 
scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards In ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and 
trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is fut! of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for 
malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the Wor!d Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Hallee has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Sta lion. ltputcosts ahead of 
safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or 
input. 

Hallee is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point 20 million 
people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on 
which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, 
unscrupulous company such as Hallee being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a sand 
track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an 
obligation, statutory and otherwise, to dear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Ho!tec as the licensee entrusted to 
decommission Indian Point. 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff 
Re: Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 -Indian Point Nuclear Generating Unit Nos. 1, 2, and 3; Consideration of Approval of 
Transfer of Control of Licenses and Conforming Amendments •• Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents have no 
confidence ln Hallee and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. 
Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to dlsqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a 
clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet' was acquired less than a year ago. It has 
never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. !tis in effect 
learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor, 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging the 
decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete 
decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low es!imates. 

As New York Attorney General lelilia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Hallee, '·Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky," Many elected 
officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. · 

In ils premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already ihe licensee, Holtec 
significant~ underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions-on 
which to base an estlmale. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its 
presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Hallee acknowledged in the PS DAR that there was 
radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated ii planned to do nothing to 
remediate it, and wm only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated 
Hallee is considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapita\ized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same lime, its side 
businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storageB (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New 
Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest whlch !Is compartmentalized subsidiary slruclure does not remedy, These side businesses 
create perverse incentives for Hollec--for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own C!S facilities, or eventually to use 
Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holte e's SMR business •• even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public 
safety, 

Hallee and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contraclors, are embroiled in numerous 
scandals and controversies that tell against thelr claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and 
trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for 
malfeasance, gelling barred from doing business wilh the To.JA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officlals and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs ahead of 
safely when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or 
input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 million 
people live and work within a 50·m11e radlus of the plant. Decommissioning ii is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on 
which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, 
unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point 

It's vilal that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid 
track record demonstrating ll is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an 
obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Hallee as \he licensee entrusted lo 
decommission Indian Point. 

Sincer~~, /. "O fh 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Siaff 
Re: Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Indian Point Nuclear Generating Unit Nos. 1, 2, and 3; Consideration of Approval of 
Transfer of Control of Licenses and Conforming Amendments •• Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 

Hallee and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold lhe licenses of lhe Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents have no 
confidence in Hallee and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. 
Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify lt from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a 
clear imperative to reject Hallee as the licensee. 

Hallee lacks the experience needed lo decommission Indian Point safely, Us entire nuclear "lleet' was acquired less than a year ago. It has 
never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; ils first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect 
learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging the 
decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit But they haven't demonslrated sufficient capitallzation to complete 
decomm\ssloning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James sald when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company wilh no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected 
officials in New York support !he AG's filing and share her objections to Hallee. · 

!nits premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if ltwere already the licensee, Holtec 
signffican\~ underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point !n fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on 
which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critlcal components, even though its 
presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Hallee acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was 
radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which !s also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to 
remediate ii, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also slated 
Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapilalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountab\lity. At lhe same lime, its :side 
businesses, including building small modular reactors (SM Rs) and a "consolidated interim storage~ (C!S) site for nuclear waste in New 
Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses 
create perverse incentives for Holtec ·- for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own C!S facilities, or eventually to use 
Indian Point's waste or even its slte to benefit Hailee's SMR business -- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public 
safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the h•,o companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in numerous 
scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and 
trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for 
malfeasance, gelling barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Hallee has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs ahead of 
safety when it hired unqualified, !ow-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pallem of disregard for publlc concern or 
input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 million 
people live and work within a SO-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on 
which the safety and future viabllity of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, 
unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid 
track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an 
obligation, statutory and other11ise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Hallee as the licensee entrusted to 
decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff 
Re: Docket ID NRC-2020-0021- Indian Point Nuclear Generating Unit Nos. 1, 2, and 3; Consideration of Approval of 
Transfer of Control of Licenses and Conforming Amendments -- Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 
Hallee and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of lhe Indian Point Energy Center. Glven its record, area residents have no 
confidence ln Holtec and do no! accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. 
Hol!ec has multiple problems, any one of whlch ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Ta ken together, they add up lo a 
clear imperative to reject Ho!lec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed lo decommission Indian Point safely. Its en!ire nuclear ''fleet' was acquired less than a year ago. It has 
never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect 
learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging the 
decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete 
decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably !ow estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Ho!tec, '·Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected 
officials ln New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. · 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR}, improperly filed wllh the NRG as if it were already the licensee, Hallee 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. ln fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on 
which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its 
presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Hol!ec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was 
radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned lo do nothing to 
remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated 
Hallee is considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Hailee's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields ii from liability and accountability. At the same lime, its side 
businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a ·consolidated interim storage" (C1S) site for nuclear waste in New 
Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses 
create perverse incentives for Holtec -- for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use 
Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Ho\tec·s SMR business -- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public 
safety. 

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in numerous 
scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business pract!ces and 
trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for 
malfeasance, ge!Hng barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Hallee has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling al San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. 11 put costs ahead of 
safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or 
input. 

Hallee is neither an honest broker nor a lrustworlhy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 million 
people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on 
which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, 
unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Hallee has committed, with a solid 
track record demonstrating ii is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an 
obligalio~, ~lalutory and ?lherwise, to clear !he way for such a qualified CBndid~te and reject Holte_c a~\he licensee entrusted to _ 
decomm1ss1on Indian Point. j:."' + , \ e .s_jC r\,-{, c.-/' -Iv "<( e ::T/'-f-'< c ,,, /' 0 ~ .,_ '( 
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Name: Carol Allen

General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. Holtec has multiple problems, any 
one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. They haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.

New York Attorney General Letitia James has filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, stating, 
"Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain 
financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her 
objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC Holtec has 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization 

Page 1 of 2

02/27/2020https://www.fdms.gov/fdms/getcontent?objectId=090000648439b814&format=xml&showorig=false



assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline 
passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly complicates 
decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was 
radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River, stating it 
planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated 
soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive 
components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. It's side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated 
interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its 
compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for 
Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use 
Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if such choices run counter to the 
public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. Those of us who live and work in the vicinity will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous 
company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian 
Point.
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought 
to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject 
Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
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Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian 
Point.
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Area 
residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve 
the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify 
it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as 
the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting 
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the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial 
resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections 
to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company 
such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian 
Point.
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought 
to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject 
Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
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Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that makes them unqualified. DO NOT approve them.

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company 
such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian 
Point.
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought 
to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject 
Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, and a poor track record at that. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if costs exceed their 
unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.
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In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability! Its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated 
interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its 
compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse incentives for 
Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use 
Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if such choices run counter to the 
public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company 
such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian 
Point.

Page 2 of 2

02/27/2020https://www.fdms.gov/fdms/getcontent?objectId=090000648439c7b7&format=xml&showorig=false



PUBLIC SUBMISSION
As of: 2/27/20 3:33 PM
Received: February 22, 2020
Status: Pending_Post
Tracking No. 1k4-9f5l-fvja
Comments Due: February 24, 2020
Submission Type: Web

Docket: NRC-2020-0021
Indian Point Nuclear Generating Unit Nos. 1, 2, and 3; Transfer of Control of Licenses and Approval of 
Conforming License Amendments 

Comment On: NRC-2020-0021-0001
Indian Point Nuclear Generating Unit Nos. 1, 2, and 3; Consideration of Approval of Transfer of Control of 
Licenses and Conforming Amendments

Document: NRC-2020-0021-DRAFT-0061
Comment on FR Doc # 2020-00824

Submitter Information

Name: William Drummond
Address: 

840 Hillsdale Ave
Hillsdale,  NJ,  07642

Email: pilly8@aol.com
Organization: N5RM32

General Comment

[To:] Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov

[Subject: ] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec

[Body] To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought 
to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject 
Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.
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Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste even if such choices run counter to the public interest and 
public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company 
such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian 
Point.

Sincerely,
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William Drummond
840 Hillsdale Ave
Hillsdale,NJ 07642
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General Comment

To:] Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov

[Subject: ] Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - opposing Indian Point license transfer to Holtec

[Body] To the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff:

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought 
to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject 
Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.
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As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company 
such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian 
Point.

Sincerely,

David Doud

Greenfield Twp, PA 18407
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought 
to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject 
Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
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share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company 
such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation to clear the way for such a 
qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee to decommission Indian Point.
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought 
to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject 
Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

The business model of Holtec and its subsidiaries are based on maximally leveraging the decommissioning 
trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to 
complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
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uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company 
such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian 
Point.
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought 
to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject 
Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
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Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company 
such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, with a solid track record demonstrating it 
is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an 
obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the 
licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.

Page 2 of 2

03/03/2020https://www.fdms.gov/fdms/getcontent?objectId=090000648439d89d&format=xml&showorig=false



PUBLIC SUBMISSION
As of: 3/3/20 10:52 AM
Received: February 22, 2020
Status: Pending_Post
Tracking No. 1k4-9f5u-apnv
Comments Due: February 24, 2020
Submission Type: Web

Docket: NRC-2020-0021
Indian Point Nuclear Generating Unit Nos. 1, 2, and 3; Transfer of Control of Licenses and Approval of 
Conforming License Amendments 

Comment On: NRC-2020-0021-0001
Indian Point Nuclear Generating Unit Nos. 1, 2, and 3; Consideration of Approval of Transfer of Control of 
Licenses and Conforming Amendments

Document: NRC-2020-0021-DRAFT-0088
Comment on FR Doc # 2020-00824

Submitter Information

Name: Martine Stern
Address: 

525 Riverleigh Ave Unit C13
Riverhead,  11901

Email: perri614@gmail.com

General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, we have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not 
approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, which disqualify it from 
decommissioning Indian Point. They make it a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
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uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company 
such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian 
Point.
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought 
to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject 
Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. Most of its experience is 
in spent fuel handling, in which its record is poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said in her petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, 
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"Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain 
financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and her 
objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety hiring unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly 
exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company 
such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is competent to decommission Indian Point 
safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way 
for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought 
to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject 
Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.
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In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian 
Point.
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought 
to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject 
Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
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Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of the quality and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern 
or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company 
such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian 
Point.
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought 
to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject 
Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
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Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian 
Point.
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought 
to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject 
Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 

Page 1 of 2

03/05/2020https://www.fdms.gov/fdms/getcontent?objectId=09000064843a1498&format=xml&showorig=false



Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 

Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as 
Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian 
Point.
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought 
to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject 
Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.
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As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is not a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 
million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex 
undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region depends. 
Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as 
Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee to decommission Indian Point.
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
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share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company 
such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian 
Point.
Sincerely, Susan Gamache, Stormville, NY 12582
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. The 
Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any 
one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear 
imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
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uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company 
such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian 
Point.
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought 
to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject 
Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.
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In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian 
Point.
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought 
to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject 
Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.
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In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks.

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public.

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input.

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends.

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian 
Point.
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought 
to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject 
Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.
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In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks.

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public.

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input.

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends.

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian 
Point.
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, I have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. Holtec has multiple problems, any 
one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear 
imperative for the Commission to reject Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
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uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example, to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that contradict their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company 
such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has a statutory obligation to clear the way for such a 
qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian Point.
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought 
to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject 
Holtec as the licensee.
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
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complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 
Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company 
such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. 
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought 
to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject 
Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
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Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company 
such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for such a qualified
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought 
to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject 
Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.
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In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company 
such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from 
decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the 
licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
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Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed as if it were already the 
licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site 
characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company 
such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian 
Point.
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought 
to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject 
Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where 
its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
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Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company 
such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian 
Point.
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from 
decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject Holtec as the 
licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.
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In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors and a 
"consolidated interim storage" site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest 
which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create perverse 
incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or 
eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if such choices 
run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company 
such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian 
Point.
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought 
to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject 
Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.
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In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Those of us who 
live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put 
in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian 
Point.

Page 2 of 2

03/12/2020https://www.fdms.gov/fdms/getcontent?objectId=09000064843fcf44&format=xml&showorig=false



PUBLIC SUBMISSION
As of: 3/12/20 2:29 PM
Received: March 11, 2020
Status: Pending_Post
Tracking No. 1k4-9fi1-y0jc
Comments Due: March 25, 2020
Submission Type: Web

Docket: NRC-2020-0021
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought 
to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject 
Holtec as the licensee.

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
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there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and 
accountability. At the same time, its side businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a 
"consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of 
interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses create 
perverse incentives for Holtec for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS 
facilities, or eventually to use Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business even if 
such choices run counter to the public interest and public safety.

Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, 
are embroiled in numerous scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, 
compliance, financially sustainable business practices and trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their 
actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for malfeasance, getting 
barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the 
public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 

Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company 
such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian 
Point.
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General Comment

Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its 
record, area residents have no confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must 
not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought 
to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a clear imperative to reject 
Holtec as the licensee.
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was 
acquired less than a year ago. It has never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning 
job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect learning on the job. The bulk of its 
experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor.
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on 
maximally leveraging the decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't 
demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs 
exceed their unreliably low estimates.
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to 
Holtec, "Putting the decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and 
uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected officials in New York support the AG's filing and 
share her objections to Holtec.
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were 
already the licensee, Holtec significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there 
is no site characterization assessing current conditions on which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the 
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Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its presence greatly 
complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that 
there was radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. 
But it stated it planned to do nothing to remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate 
contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated Holtec is considering shipping large 
radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station. It put costs ahead of safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has 
repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region 
around Indian Point. 20 million people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it 
is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on which the safety and future viability of our region 
depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified, unscrupulous company 
such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance 
Holtec has committed, with a solid track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian 
Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear 
the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to decommission Indian 
Point.
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff 
Re: Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Indian Point Nuclear Generating Unit Nos. 1, 2, and 3; Consideration of Approval of 
Transfer of Control of Licenses and Conforming Amendments -- Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents have no 
confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. 
Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a 
clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleer was acquired less than a year ago. It has 
never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect 
learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging the 
decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete 
decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 
As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected 
officials in New York support the A G's filing and share her objections to Holtec. · 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR}, improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on 
which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its 
presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was 
radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to 
remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated 
Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same time, its side 
businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs} and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS} site for nuclear waste in New 
Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does net remedy. These side businesses 
create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventual ly to use 
Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business -- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public 
safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in numerous 
scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices arid 
trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for 
malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs ahead of 
safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or 
input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 million 
people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on 
which the safety and future viabilifyof our region depe nds. Tho se ofus who live and-work here wiTr not passively accept an unqualified, 
unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid 
track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an 
obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to 
decommission Indian Point. 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff 
Re: Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Indian Point Nuclear Generating Unit Nos. 1, 2, and 3; Consideration of Approval of 
Transfer of Control of Licenses and Conforming Amendments -- Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents have no 
confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. 
Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a 
clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 
Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear ''fleet" was acquired less than a year ago. It has 
never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect 
learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging the 
decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete 
decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected 
officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Hallee. · 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PS DAR), improperly filed with the NRG as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on 
which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its 
presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was 
radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to 
remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated 
Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Hailee's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same time, its side 
businesses, including building small modular reactors (SM Rs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CISl site for nuclear waste in New 
Mexico, pose unacceptable confl icts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses 
create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use 
Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business -- even if such choices run counter to the public interest and public 
safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in numerous _ 
scandals and controversies that tel l against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and 
trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for 
malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs ahead of 
safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or 
input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 million 
people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on 
which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those ofus who live-and-work here will not passivelyc1ccept an unqualified, 
unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 
It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid 
track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an 
obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to 
decommission Indian Point. 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff 
Re: Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Indian Point Nuclear Generating Unit Nos. 1, 2, and 3; Consideration of Approval of 
Transfer of Control of Licenses and Conforming Amendments -- Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents have no 
confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. 
Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a 
clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Holtec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet" was acquired less than a year ago. It has 
never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect 
learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging the 
decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capitalization to complete 
decommissioning, especially it decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected 
officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. · 

In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In tact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on 
which to base an estimate. The PSDAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its 
presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Holtec acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was 
radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to 
remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated 
Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same time, its side 
businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New 
Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses 
create perverse incentives for Holtec - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use 
Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business -- even if such,choices run counter to the public interest and public 
safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in numerous 
scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices arid 
trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for 
malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TVA and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. 

Hallee has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs ahead of 
safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or 
input. 
Holtec is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 million 
people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on 
which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those of us who live and work here will not passively accept an unqualified·, 
unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid 
track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an 
obligation, statutory and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to 
decommission Indian Point. 

Sincerely, 
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To: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff 
Re: Docket ID NRC-2020-0021 - Indian Point Nuclear Generating Unit Nos. 1, 2, and 3; Consideration of Approval of 
Transfer of Control of Licenses and Conforming Amendments -- Opposing Indian Point License Transfer to Holtec 
Holtec and its subsidiaries are not qualified to hold the licenses of the Indian Point Energy Center. Given its record, area residents have no 
confidence in Holtec and do not accept it as the licensee. The Commission must not approve the license transfer, for the same reasons. 
Holtec has multiple problems, any one of which ought to disqualify it from decommissioning Indian Point. Taken together, they add up to a 
clear imperative to reject Holtec as the licensee. 

Ho!tec lacks the experience needed to decommission Indian Point safely. Its entire nuclear "fleet'' was acquired less than a year ago. It has 
never decommissioned a nuclear plant before; its first decommissioning job is Oyster Creek, which it acquired in July 2019. It is in effect 
learning on the job. The bulk of its experience is in spent fuel handling, where its performance has been poor. 

Holtec and its subsidiaries are privately held and their finances are opaque. Their business model is based on maximally leveraging the 
decommissioning trust fund and taxpayer moneys for their profit. But they haven't demonstrated sufficient capttalization to complete 
decommissioning, especially if decommissioning costs exceed their unreliably low estimates. 

As New York Attorney General Letitia James said when she filed a petition to challenge license transfer to Holtec, "Putting the 
decommissioning of Indian Point in the hands of a company with no experience and uncertain financial resources is very risky." Many elected 
officials in New York support the AG's filing and share her objections to Holtec. · 
In its premature Post-Shutdown Activities Report (PSDAR), improperly filed with the NRC as if it were already the licensee, Holtec 
significantly underestimated the cost to decommission Indian Point. In fact, there is no site characterization assessing current conditions on 
which to base an estimate. The PSOAR ignored the Algonquin Pipeline passing near Indian Point's critical components, even though its 
presence greatly complicates decommissioning and raises risks of ruptures and fires. Hallee acknowledged in the PSDAR that there was 
radioactive contamination of groundwater at the site, which is also leaking into the Hudson River. But it stated it planned to do nothing to 
remediate it, and will only monitor it. Nor does it plan to remediate contaminated soil any deeper than three feet. The PSDAR also stated 
Holtec is considering shipping large radioactive components by barge down the Hudson, which raises a host of additional unacceptable risks. 

Holtec's complex subsidiary structure of separate, undercapitalized LLCs shields it from liability and accountability. At the same time, its side 
businesses, including building small modular reactors (SMRs) and a "consolidated interim storage" (CIS) site for nuclear waste in New 
Mexico, pose unacceptable conflicts of interest which its compartmentalized subsidiary structure does not remedy. These side businesses 
create perverse incentives for Hallee - for example to ship radioactive waste from Indian Point to its own CIS facilities, or eventually to use 
Indian Point's waste or even its site to benefit Holtec's SMR business -- even if such,choices run counter to the public interest and public 
safety. 
Holtec and SNC-Lavalin, the two companies behind the proposed Indian Point decommissioning contractors, are embroiled in numerous _ 
scandals and controversies that tell against their claims of high standards in ethics, compliance, financially sustainable business practices and 
trusted stewardship of nuclear materials. Their actual record is full of corruption, bribery, fraud, pleading guilty to and paying fines for 
malfeasance, getting barred from doing business with the TV A and the World Bank, and misleading and lying to officials and the public. -
Holtec has demonstrated dangerous incompetence in its spent fuel handling at San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station. It put costs ahead of 
safety when it hired unqualified, low-skilled workers at Oyster Creek and has repeatedly exhibited a pattern of disregard for public concern or 
input. 
Hallee is neither an honest broker nor a trustworthy partner in securing the safety and future of the region around Indian Point. 20 million 
people live and work within a 50-mile radius of the plant. Decommissioning it is a complex undertaking and an awesome responsibility on 
which the safety and future viability of our region depends. Those-of us wh-o live and work here will not p-assivelyaccept an unqualffied, 
unscrupulous company such as Holtec being put in charge of Indian Point. 

It's vital that Indian Point's licensee be competent and trustworthy, free of the kind of serial malfeasance Holtec has committed, with a solid 
track record demonstrating it is well equipped to decommission Indian Point safely and responsibly. The Commission therefore has an 
obligation, statute and otherwise, to clear the way for such a qualified candidate and reject Holtec as the licensee entrusted to 
decommission In ian Point. 

Sincerely, 
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