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General Comment

I'm writing to ask that the NRC reject Southern California Edison’s narrow license amendment request and no
significant hazard consideration. These requests from Edison would pave the way to restart before a full
adjudicated license amendment hearing with testimony from independent experts was held. This license
amendment seeks to remove the critical licensing issues from the context in which it is requested — to pave the
way for restarting a severely damaged reactor without understanding the cause and without fixing the problems.
It further fails to address significant safety and licensing issues, such as impacts on vital safety systems. Given
the extensive damage at both reactors and tremendous public concern, Southern California Edison should not
attempt to fast-track a restart decision. The health and safety of Southern Californians must come first.
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