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General Comment @

Safety should come first, and the NRC should serve the public, not Entergy. Instead of enforcing its own safety
regulations, the NRC regularly grants exemptions from them, in order to avoid “burdening” the nuclear industry
with excessive regulation.

The NRC failed to do an Environmental Impact Study (EIS) of the risks and impacts of granting the exemption,
including looking at alternatives, such as replacing the insulation. At a minimum the NRC must conduct a full
EIS, look at all alternatives and allow time for public comment.

The regulations were written to protect the plant and the public from the very real risk of a fire that could lead to
a meltdown at Indian Point.
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