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General Comment

As the parent and grandparent of precious lives in the fallout footprint of Indian Point, I worry that you are
thinking more about politics than you are about actual safety.

It's probably easier for you, down there in Washington, to hear the voices of lobbyists and politicians than the
voices of the individual people who will be killed or sickened if you let Indian Point get too close to the safety
line.

And you MUST know, from decades of experience, that plant operators are ALWAYS more optimistic than
reality on the ground warrants. Some of them....gasp....actually LIE and OBFUSCATE. But more usually they
just make "reasonable assumptions"” that are all slanted in the direction of them getting to do what they want to
do.....and where is our Lorax? To make the case for the OTHER, more pessimistic assumptions?

Don't let the plant operator's muling about cost affect you. If they don't want to pay the money to make the plant
SAFE, then they should not operate the plant. If it's not cost effective to run it at a high safety level, then close
it.

Thank you.
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