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General Comment

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission’s annual safety review of Indian Point concluded with another rubber
stamp for the plant, and a shocking decision to decrease the number of inspectors assigned to the plant. This,
despite increasingly well-documented risks ranging from overfilled pools used to store radioactive nuclear waste
to dangerously unworkable evacuation plans.

The clear and present danger of Indian Point’s operation and unsafe storage of toxic nuclear waste are well
proven, despite the NRC’s annual pep rally assuring us that the plant is safe,

Actually, as tested by Riverkeeper and a coalition of allies,"unsafe and unacceptable are the plant and its
regulator for evacuation planning, nuclear waste storage, fire protection, decommissioning and emergency
planning."
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