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U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission.               

Docket ID NRC-2021-0036                                   March 3, 2021

Regarding: Palisades & Big Rock Point nuclear power plant sites' license transfer from Entergy to Holtec,

First and foremost, 30 days is far from enough time for the public to prepare meaningful comments on this complex
license transfer application. The risks of tritium contamination on the Palisades site will persist for more than a
century. The risks of cesium-137 contamination on the Palisades site will persist for several centuries. The risks of
plutonium-239 contamination on the Big Rock Point site will persist for 240,000 years. The risks associated with the
highly radioactive irradiated nuclear fuel stored at both sites will persist for a million years, or longer, into the future
(Nuclear Energy Institute versus U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of
Columbia Circuit, case filed 2002, ruling issued July 9, 2004). Thus, an additional 60 days for the submission of
public comments is a reasonable request, especially considering the ongoing burdens concerned citizens are facing
due to the ongoing, deadly Covid-19 pandemic. Exacerbating the public's need for more time to comment is the fact
that NRC has been posting many hundreds, perhaps even more than a thousand, documents in its Palisades docket,
that are 25-years old, or older. These documents could well contain relevant information, such as re: past radioactive
and/or toxic chemical spills on the site, contamination that must be cleaned up during the decommissioning phase.
60 additional days of public comment opportunity on the proposed license transfer will give not only the concerned
public more time to analyze the newly posted documents for relevance, but will give Holtec more time to reconsider
whether it really even wants to take over this contaminated site.

But in addition, we make the following technical, environmental, public health, safety, and security-related
comments:

(1.) In 2006, as part of its resistance to the 20-year license extension at Palisades, a coalition of 25 local grassroots,
multi-state regional, and even national groups, representing 200,000 Michigander members and supporters alone,
submitted broad comments to NRC on its related Draft Environmental Impact Statement. See the comments'
executive summary, here; see the complete comments, here. The comments addressed a comprehensive array of
concerns, including re: 
(a.) security; 
(b.) highly radioactive waste storage, handling, and disposition, including transportation (very long overdue need for
Hardened On-Site Storage); 
(c.) hazardous radioactive discharges to the environment, a risk to the food chain and drinking water supply
downwind and downstream; 
(d.) ever worsening global warming; 
(e.) revenues (lack thereof) for the host municipalities, like Covert Township; 
(f.) ratepayers (and/or taxpayers) left holding the bag; 
(g.) threatened, endangered, or candidate species put at risk from radioactivity and/or toxic chemical releases,
whether acute due to accident, or chronic due to leakage of contamination; 
(h.) Indigenous Nations' interests, such as protection of burial sites, and other cultural properties, protection of treaty
rights, etc.; 
(i.) embrittled and aged safety significant systems, structures, and components; 
(j.) emergency preparedness in surrounding communities; 
(k.) Environmental Justice; 
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(l.) compliance with Canadian-U.S. International Joint Commission commitments, including Boundary Waters
Treaty obligations. 

None of Palisades' various owners/operators (Consumers Energy, Nuclear Management Corp., Entergy), nor NRC,
have ever adequately addressed any of these concerns, if they've addressed them at all. Many, to most, to all, remain
relevant, even post-reactor shutdown, during the decommissioning phase. 

(As but one example, re: embrittled and aged safety significant systems, structures, and components, above,
Palisades, and the Point Beach Unit 2 reactor across Lake Michigan in Wisconsin, are close to tied for the worst
neutron embrittled reactor pressure vessels (RPV) in the U.S., vulnerable to pressurized thermal shock catastrophic
failure; Palisades' RPV therefore contains vital physical data that should be comprehensively analyzed ("autopsied"),
for lessons learned to be applied to Point Beach Unit 2's application for 80 years of operations; Palisades also has
age-degraded steam generators, and an age-degraded lid; each safety significant system, structure, and component
should be carefully studied, to provide data for science-based safety regulatory decisions at other reactors of similar
age and design to Palisades, rather than buried as "low" level radioactive waste in leaking ditches, as at Waste
Control Specialists, Texas, their irreplaceable safety significant data lost forever). 

Therefore, we re-submit our coalition comments from 2006, 15 long years later, and demand that the current owner
Entergy, the prospective new owner Holtec, and the supposed, derelict "safety regulator" NRC, address our
concerns, and implement our recommended mitigations. If not, Holtec's proposed takeover of the Palisades site
should not be approved.   

Vic Macks
St. Clair Shores, MI 




