From: Linda Carroll

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 11:52:57 PM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

It is your responsibility to hold Exelon to clean up the mess that it made.
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Sincerely,
Linda Carroll
Spokane, WA 99205



From: Moraima Suarez

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 11:32:44 PM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

This proposal is just wrong. It's wrong for people and the environment. Please REJECT
Exelon's petition.
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Thank you for your careful consideration.

Sincerely,

Moraima Suarez

215 21st St Apt 1F
Brooklyn, NY 11232



From: Donald Di Russo

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 11:03:18 PM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.
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Sincerely,

Donald Di Russo

130 Dana Ave

Hyde Park, MA 02136



From: John Goldsworthy

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 10:40:18 PM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

What the hell do you think you are doing? Dumping off old reactors to some third party
company that will walk away under the umbrella of bankruptcy? WTF??!
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Sincerely,

John Goldsworthy
1641 La Verde Dr

San Marcos, CA 92078



From: Charlene Woodcock

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 10:39:13 PM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

It is an outrage that the nuclear industry continues to get our tax dollars in support of their
unsustainable, terribly costly and dangerous enterprise, and in all this time so solution to the
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huge problem of storage for eons of radioactive waste.

Sincerely,

Charlene Woodcock
2355 Virginia St
Berkeley, CA 94709



From: Gar Smith

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 10:23:44 PM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

As the author of an award-winning book on the dangers of nuclear power ("Nuclear Roulette")
I am particulary concerned about Exelon's irresponsible attempt to avoid responsibility for
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decommissioning 23 nuclear facilities that need to be shuttered.

Sincerely,

Gar Smith

Environmentalists Against War
Berkeley, CA 94701



From: Charles Sharpe

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 8:53:07 PM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

Don't let these "players" irresponsibly manipulate government subsidies without regard for
public safety.
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Sincerely,

Charles Sharpe

1644 Old Arcata Road
Bayside, CA 95524



From: JK

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 8:21:10 PM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

REJECT EXELON'S SCAPEGOAT PROPOSAL. Lived thru 3 Mile Island and now live near
San Onofre where they don't know what to do with that nuclear waste. NO Transfer of Nuclear
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Reactors! THIS IS STILL NOT IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST! Reject Proposal.Thank You

Sincerely,
JK
Anaheim, CA 92808



From: David Collins

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 7:58:48 PM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

Say not to this disrespectful and dangerous plan!
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Sincerely,

David Collins

200 Gibson Rd
Louisville, KY 40207



From: Gregory Moore

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 7:31:05 PM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

Please stop the nuclear madness. The example from Japan's damaged nuclear reactor and
Japan's subsequent homicidal release of nuclear reactive water into the Pacific Ocean will


mailto:presbyrev@yahoo.com
mailto:Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov

poison the fish and mammals in the ocean and seas.

Sincerely,

Gregory Moore

3226 Pomeroy Dr
Louisville, KY 40220



From: Alan Murawski

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 7:25:58 PM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

Please Say No To This Plan. There is No Safety Involved !Just More Corporate Profit and
Greed!
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Sincerely,

Alan Murawski

4059 Flint Ct

Ballston Spa, NY 12020



From: Norma Dean

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 5:12:24 PM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application


mailto:n-dean@sonic.net
mailto:Hearing.Docket@nrc.gov

Sincerely,

Norma Dean

7420 Blossomwood Ave
Sebastopol, CA 95472



From: James Ploger

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 4:53:28 PM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

This is a poor idea, with clearly a high risk of SpinCo going bankrupt and being unable to
safely manage these aging reactors.
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Sincerely,

James Ploger

1909 S Charles St
Seattle, WA 98144



From: Pam Nelson

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 4:37:43 PM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

We live near San Onofre Nuclear Power Plant. Yes, it's been closed; but does this keep us
safe? No, now we have to deal with the radioactive waste. Nuclear power is expensive,
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carbon-emitting, habitat destroying and a dangerous way to produce eneg

Sincerely,

Pam Nelson

38723 Highway 79
Warner Springs, CA 92086



From: Don Schwartz

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 3:18:37 PM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

Thank you for considering my urgent plea.
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Sincerely,

Don Schwartz

26 Skylark Dr Apt 1
Larkspur, CA 94939



From: Linda Kade

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 2:54:00 PM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

These old reactors need to be properly decommissioned. They are too dangerous to be
operated on the cheap.
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Sincerely,

Linda Kade

130 Perkins Ave.
Vallejo, CA 94590



From: Rick Harlan

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 2:50:10 PM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

WHAT? PLEASE shut down these reactors asap. They are already not only dangerous beyond
comprehension but not profitable, even without liability that we the people bear.
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INSANITY IS DOING THE SAME DUMB THING OVER AND OVER THE CLIFF.
STOP.

Sincerely,

Rick Harlan

441 25th Ave E
Seattle, WA 98112



From: Jorge tamargo

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 2:03:16 PM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

Nuclear Power is a very dangerous very long-term waste. Must not be a tax payers problem.
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Sincerely,

Jorge tamargo
9315 sw 43 st
miami, FL 33165



From: Robert Pero

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 1:46:38 PM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

From my perspective, the time when the public must be expected to subsidize the nuclear
power industry has past. The lack of environmental sustainability for nuclear power generation
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must be considered, to assure the safety of earth and humanity.

Sincerely,

Robert Pero

6390 Cabana Circle
Colorado Springs, CO 80923



From: ck z

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 1:01:57 PM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

This request defies logic. Don't fall fall for it. Do your job and protect the public, not the
corporation.
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Sincerely,

ck z

227 Juniper Dr
Schenectady, NY 12306



From: Philip Moore

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 12:30:00 PM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

Please hold the shareholders responsible for the costs of Nuclear Power.
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Sincerely,

Philip Moore

631 Brooke Rd Apt 39
GLENSIDE, PA 19038



From: Tim Brainerd

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 12:26:21 PM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

Please take a broad view. Please take a long-term perspective.
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Sincerely,

Tim Brainerd

64 Harrington Rd
Framingham, MA 01701



From: Patricia Reynolds

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 11:50:39 AM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

What corporations do ... Spin off and run ... let the taxpayer pick up the costs !!
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Sincerely,

Patricia Reynolds
1180 Woods Cir NE
Atlanta, GA 30324



From: Paul Turner

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 11:23:25 AM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

NFB!
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Sincerely,

Paul Turner

230 Peepeye Cove Rd
Leicester, NC 28748



From: Judy Irving

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 11:11:32 AM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

Please watch my Oscar short-listed Emmy-winning film, "Dark Circle," for important
background information on the nuclear industry that you may not be aware of, on AppleTV,
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1Tunes, or Vimeo on Demand.

Sincerely,

Judy Irving

1736 Stockton Street, Suite 2
San Francisco, CA 94133



From: Patricia Jerrells

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 11:03:40 AM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

This slight-of-hand proposal is a coverup in waiting. Check out the Hanford site in
Washington (where I live) if you want to see a total breakdown of past proposals gone wrong;
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contaminating the Columbia River and surrounding lands.
Dismiss Exelon.

Sincerely,

Patricia Jerrells

320 SE Nighthawk PI
Shelton, WA 98584



From: Eelicia Bruce

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 9:30:47 AM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

The public health MUST be protected. People are more important than corporate profits!
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Sincerely,

Felicia Bruce

P O Box 625
Aquebogue, NY 11931



From: Rose Jenkins

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 9:03:46 AM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

How ironic, that the parent company, Exelon wants to "Spin" off its noxious, toxic activities.
It's an abomination that should be rejected. Those who want to live on a living planet agree
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with this.

Sincerely,

Rose Jenkins

7224 Shaftesbury Ave.
St. Louis, MO 63130



From: Melodie Metje

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 8:15:21 AM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

It is not acceptable to spin off these reactors after taking billions in taxpayers dollars for
decades. Exelon should either keep their reactors or shut them down completely. We cannot
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afford another nuclear accident.

Sincerely,

Melodie Metje

19 Tarryon Too Dr
Kuttawa, KY 42055



From: james janus

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 7:44:41 AM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

Please do not allow the passing of the buck.
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Sincerely,

james janus

3489 N Duluth Ave
Sturgeonbay, WI 54235



From: j roberts

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 6:16:28 AM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

No more bailouts. No more corporate handouts. No more leaving the taxpayers holding the
bag.
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Sincerely,
j roberts
Portland, OR 97266



From: Rob Lee

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 5:22:28 AM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

Don't you feel it's your duty to insist they put country and the safety of citizens ahead of profit.
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Sincerely,
Rob Lee
Shelton, WA



From: Gayle Janzen

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 2:24:17 AM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

This is a truly horrific & dangerous proposal. I urge you to dismiss Exelon’s application and
not allow a financially unqualified company like SpinCo to take over Exelon’s aging reactors.
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This is a recipe for a nuclear disaster just waiting to happen.

Sincerely,

Gayle Janzen

11232 Dayton Ave N
Seattle, WA 98133



From: Michael Olcsvary

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 1:49:00 AM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

Thank you for your time.
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Sincerely,

Michael Olcsvary
5823 202nd St SW
Lynnwood, WA 98036



From: Fay Payton

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 12:54:58 AM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

This particular way of getting out of the nuclear power plant business seems more like smoke
and mirrors than a legitimate, safe, sane, environmentally logical, way to do it. As proposed, it
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sure seems unsafe to us all.

Sincerely,

Fay Payton

814 SE 12th St

College Place, WA 99324



From: William Palmisano

To: Docket, Hearing
Subject: [External_Sender] Docket ID NRC-2021-0099: Exelon license transfer application
Date: Sunday, June 06, 2021 12:25:13 AM

Dear NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Dear Chairman Hanson and Commissioners Baron, Caputo, and Wright,

I urge you to reject Exelon’s petition to transfer all of its nuclear reactor licenses to a new,
completely separate corporation (currently called SpinCo). The Commission must reject this
corporate spin-off scheme, which is unprecedented in size, scope, and complexity. It places
worker and public health and safety at immense risk from the transfer of aging, uneconomical
reactors, thousands of tons of radioactive waste, and over $14 billion in consumer-funded
decommissioning funds to a company that does not even exist yet.

In order to possess a reactor operating license, a company must demonstrate that it is
financially qualified and can provide assurance of sufficient funds to fully decommission the
reactor. Exelon’s proposed “SpinCo” meets neither criteria, and its license transfer application
provides no evidence to the contrary.

Exelon states publicly and in its application that many of its reactors are not able to generate
enough revenue to pay their operating and maintenance costs. Several others are financially
dependent on temporary consumer subsidies from state governments. SpinCo will have no
other sources of revenue except for electricity sales and subsidies, and cannot guarantee it will
have sufficient funds to operate and maintain all of its reactors safely.

Neither can SpinCo provide assurance of decommissioning funding. In 2019, Callan Institute
concluded that Exelon’s decommissioning funds were between $1.5 billion and $7.4 billion
short of the amounts needed for decommissioning. The company will have no other sources of
decommissioning funding than the decommissioning trust funds. Because the reactors
themselves are unprofitable and dependent on temporary, out-of-market subsidies, SpinCo will
not be able to make up for decommissioning fund shortfalls and cost overruns.

What is more, the application does not provide the state in which SpinCo will be incorporated,
nor the names of its executives and officers, as it has not even been incorporated. In effect,
Exelon is asking NRC to violate its own statutory and regulatory requirements (per 10 CFR
50.80 and 50.33), and allow 28 reactor licenses and billions of dollars in decommissioning
funds to be transferred to an unknown company.

Exelon is proposing this spin-off because it no longer sees a future in nuclear power, which is
increasingly risky and uneconomical. So Exelon has decided to get rid of its nuclear power
plants because no other company sees a future in them either. But the Atomic Energy Act and
NRC’s licensing requirements are intended to prevent exactly what Exelon is proposing.
Putting nuclear reactors in the hands of financially unqualified companies that could put the
public’s health and safety at risk. NRC must dismiss Exelon’s application: it is incomplete,
SpinCo is not financially qualified, and cannot provide decommissioning funding assurance.

This is not helpful or safe for the people. Your responsibility includes protecting people from
nuclear power plant owners acting in ways that will endanger the citizens. You know Exelon's
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petition puts people in greater danger from nuclear disaster.

Sincerely,

William Palmisano

1578 Las Canoas Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93105



