
August 9, 2022

Brooke P. Clark, Secretary
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555-0001
ATTN: Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff
Rulemaking.Comments@nrc.gov

Electronic Submission Re: Comments on the NRC Proposed Amendments to Decommissioning of
Production and Utilization Facilities Regulations

Dear Secretary Clark:

I write to comment on the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission’s proposed amendments to the
Decommissioning of Production and Utilization Facilities Regulations released March 3, 2022. These
proposed amendments will directly impact facilities throughout the nation, including Indian Point located
in the Hudson Valley, New York, a region of the state I represent.

In reviewing the proposed amendments, it is apparent that substantial technical and substantive flaws
exist, specifically the one-size-fits-all approach proposed by the NRC in the decommissioning process for
dozens of nuclear facilities located across the country. While many of the deadly threats posed by an
inoperable reactor, such as radiological release, are less likely to occur than with an active plant, any such
threat is an unworthy risk. I understand the intent in lessening the licensure burden of a decommissioned
plant with the goal of bettering the NRC’s ability to streamline and monitor the process, but am deeply
concerned by the Commission's willingness to apply such a blanketed approach and remove their own
expertise from the decision making process.The NRC should instead work to remedy the facilitation of
licensing through increased staffing or system modernization while continuing to issue exemptions on a
case-by-case basis.

Further, while the risks involved with a decommissioned facility are less, the maintenance, monitoring
and staffing levels are also minimized. Though the four-step graded approach outlined in this proposal are
commensurate with the four levels of decommissioning, the process for each facility varies tremendously
based on factors such as size, age, and geographic location. Adding insult to injury, the NRC proposal



further restricts the involvement of local government and community input, excluding those most
impacted by the plant, whether decommissioned or operational. Finally, the cost benefits outlined in
support of adopting this proposal clearly prioritize the nuclear industry, calling into question the very
basis in which these regulatory amendments were further explored.

The history of nuclear power plants in the United States have proven time and time again that proper
oversight is key to a successful and safe decommissioning. The current regulations and enforcement have
proven weak and thus neglected, with companies strategically teetering on illegal activity, knowing full
well the rules in which leniency is provided by the NRC. If these regulations were to be loosened in any
way, we would not only be condemning the illegal and irresponsible activities occurring under existing
law, but also lowering key safety standards.

I respectfully urge the Commission to reconsider the harmful effect these changes would have on Hudson
Valley communities and reject this proposal. If I can provide any further information, please do not
hesitate to reach out.

Sincerely,

James Skoufis
Senator, 39th District
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Good Afternoon:
Please find the attached letter addressed to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission regarding
proposed amendments to Decommissioning of Production and Utilization Facilities
Regulations.

Please do not hesitate to reach out to my office to discuss this further.

Sincerely,
James Skoufis
State Senator 
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