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References:

1) Letter from Jim Pritchett, Plant Manager Honeywell to NRC, Alternate Financial

Assurance Arrangements and Final Financial Instruments, dated February 28, 2014

2) Letter from Tilda Liu, Senior Project Manager NRC to Honeywell, Request for

Additional Information Related to the Alternate Financial Assurance and Final

Financial Instruments, Honeywell Metropolis Works (TAC L36036), dated June 13,

2014

3) Letter from Jim Pritchett, Plant Manager Honeywell to NRC, Response to Request

for Additional Information Related to the Alternate Financial Assurance and Final

Financial Instruments, Honeywell Metropolis Works (TAC L36036), dated July 3,

2014

Subject: Supplemental Information Related to the Alternate Financial Assurance and
Final Financial Instruments, Honeywell Metropolis Works (TAC L36036)

Honeywell Metropolis Works hereby submits supplemental information to support the

NRC's review of Honeywell's alternate financial assurance arrangements provided in
Reference 1. Attached is a revised Report of Independent Accountants, dated September 3,
2014.

Once the NRC completes its review and accepts the self-guarantee provided in
Reference 1, Honeywell intends to cancel the previously-submitted surety bond.
Honeywell therefore requests that the NRC provide Honeywell's insurance carriers, Swiss
Re and North American Specialty Insurance Corporation, with a notice of cancellation of



surety bond 2109262 upon completion of NRC's review and acceptance of the self-
guarantee. Please copy Honeywell on this correspondence. Honeywell also requests that
the NRC return the original copy of the surety bond to Swiss Re, at the address below,
upon completion of its review.

The addresses for the cancellation notices are as follows:

Swiss Reinsurance America Corporation
175 King Street
Armonk, NY 10504

North American Specialty Insurance Company
650 Elm Street
Manchester, NH 03101

If you or your staff have any questions or wish to discuss MTW's responses, please contact
Mark Wolf, Nuclear Compliance Director, at (618) 309-5013.

Sincerely,

Plant Manager

Enclosures:

1. Report of Independent Accountants

cc: Tilda Liu, NMSS Senior Project Manager
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Region II
245 Peachtree Center Ave. NE, Suite 1200
Atlanta, GA 30303
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Report of Independent Accountants

To the Management of Honeywell International Inc.:

We have performed the procedures enumerated below, which were agreed to by the Management
of Honeywell International Inc. (the "Company"), relating to the accompanying letter dated
February 27, 2014 from Mr. David J. Anderson, Senior Vice President and Chief Financial
Officer of the Company, addressed to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission for compliance
with the financial requirements of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission Financial Assurance Test
of Federal Register, Volume 76, Number 117 (the "Test"), solely to assist you in evaluating the
financial data that the Test specifies as having been derived from the audited consolidated
financial statements for the year ended December 31, 2013 in the Company's Annual Report on
Form 10-K. Company management is responsible for the Test. This agreed-upon procedures
engagement was conducted in accordance with attestation standards established by the American
Institute of Certified Public Accountants. The sufficiency of these procedures is solely the
responsibility of those parties specified in this report. Consequently, we make no representation
regarding the sufficiency of the procedures described below either for the purpose for which this
report has been requested or for any other purpose.

The procedures we performed are summarized as follows:

1. We recalculated the amount shown as "Net worth" in Item 6 in the Test. Management defines
"Net worth" as Shareowners' Equity less net book value and goodwill of the nuclear facility

and site. We obtained the net book value and goodwill of the nuclear facility and site from
Management's "Schedule Reconciling Amounts Contained in Chief Financial Officer's Letter
with Amounts in Financial Statements." We obtained the Shareowners' Equity from the
Consolidated Statement of Shareowners' Equity contained in Item 8 of the Company's
Annual Report on the audited Form 10-K for the year ended December 31, 2013. We
compared the calculated amount based on the information obtained from the sources above
to the amount shown as "Net worth" in Item 6 in the Test and found them to be in agreement.

2. We recalculated the amount shown as "Tangible net worth" in Item 5 in the Test.
Management defines "Tangible net worth" as net worth minus intangible assets and
excluding the net book value of the nuclear facility and site and decommissioning costs
included in liabilities of the nuclear facility and site. We obtained net worth, net book value
of the nuclear facility and site, and decommissioning costs included in liabilities of the
nuclear facility and site from Management's "Schedule Reconciling Amounts Contained in
Chief Financial Officer's Letter with Amounts in Financial Statements." We obtained
intangible assets, including goodwill, from the Consolidated Balance Sheet contained in Item
8 of the Company's Annual Report on the audited Form 10-K for the year ended December
31, 2013. We compared the calculated amount based on the information obtained from the
sources above to the amount shown as "Tangible net worth" in Item 5 in the Test and found
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them to be in agreement.

3. We compared the amount shown as "Total assets in U.S." in Item 7 in the Test to a reporting
schedule prepared by the Company from which the audited consolidated financial statements
for the year ended December 31, 2013 in the Company's Annual Report on Form 10-K were
prepared and found the amount to be in agreement.

4. We obtained the amount of the Company's total assets from the audited consolidated
financial statements for the year ended December 31, 2013 in the Company's Annual Report
on Form 10-K and calculated ninety percent of that amount. We compared the calculated
amount to the amount shown as "Total assets in U.S." in Item 7 in the Test and noted the
calculated amount was greater.

5. We calculated the difference between the amount calculated in procedure 1 above to the total
"Maximum Potential Future Payments" as disclosed in section "Off-Balance Sheet
Arrangements" within the Management Discussion & Analysis of the Company's Annual
Report on Form 10-K. We noted the Net worth of the Company per procedure 1 is greater
than the "Maximum Potential Future Payments" as disclosed in section "Off-Balance Sheet
Arrangements" by $17,386,000,000 ($17,435,000,000 less $49,000,000). We also noted that
$17,386,000,000 is more than 10 times $197,354,356, the total decommissioning cost
estimate from Item 1 in the Test.

6. We calculated the difference between the amount calculated in procedure 2 above to the total
"Maximum Potential Future Payments" as disclosed in section "Off-Balance Sheet
Arrangements" within the Management Discussion & Analysis of the Company's Annual
Report on Form 10-K. We noted the Tangible net worth of the Company per procedure 2 is
greater than the "Maximum Potential Future Payments" as disclosed in section "Off-Balance
Sheet Arrangements" by $1,863,000,000 ($1,912,000,000 less $49,000,000). We also noted
that $1,863,000,000 is at least $21 million.

7. We calculated the difference between the amount calculated in procedure 3 above to the total
"Maximum Potential Future Payments" as disclosed in section "Off-Balance Sheet
Arrangements" within the Management Discussion & Analysis of the Company's Annual
Report on Form 10-K. We noted the Total assets in the U.S. per procedure 3 is greater than
the "Maximum Potential Future Payments" as disclosed in section "Off-Balance Sheet
Arrangements" by $25,241,000,000 ($25,290,000,000 less $49,000,000). ). We also noted
that $25,241,000,000 is more than 10 times $197,354,356, the total decommissioning cost
estimate from Item I in the Test.

8. We obtained the bond rating for the Company's most recent uninsured, uncollateralized, and
unencumbered bond issuance as issued by Standard and Poor's and obtained from
Bloomberg on February 26, 2014 and September 2, 2014. The Standard and Poor's rating for
the bond issuance, dated November 21, 2013, was "A." No differences were noted from
requirements within section II.A of 10 CFR Part 30, Appendix C.

We were not engaged to and did not conduct an examination, the objective of which would be
the expression of an opinion on the specified elements of the Test. Accordingly, we do not
express such an opinion. Had we performed additional procedures, other matters might have
come to our attention that would have been reported to you.



This report is intended solely for the information and use of the Board of Directors and
management of the Company, and is not intended to be and should not be used by anyone other
than these specified parties.

September 3, 2014


