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Holtec permit

Mark Cleveland 
Sun 8/20/2023 2�36 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Cathy Coniaris
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection 100 Cambridge Street
Boston, MA 02114
massdep.npdes@mass.gov
Re: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station 

Dear Ms. Coniaris:
I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec s̓ application for a modified Surface Water
Discharge Permit that would allow it to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated
wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.

MassDEP s̓ tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the
Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or
discharge or commercial, municipal, domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape
Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries under the act. The
proposed discharge is therefore illegal.
Holtec s̓ proposed discharge is illegal. The Department s̓ final determination should deny its
application.

Thank you,
Mark Cleveland 



Doug Lester

August 20, 2023

E-MAIL ONLY
Bonnie Heiple, Commissioner Massachusetts DEP
100 Cambridge Street
Boston, MA 02114

Re: Wastewater from Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Dear Commissioner Heiple:

I strongly support the MassDEP’s initial determination denying Holtec
International’s permit application to discharge wastewater from the Pilgrim
Nuclear Power Station into Cape Cod Bay and a final determination that would
deny the application, preventing Cape Cod Bay from becoming a dumping ground
for radioactive wastewater.

Clean water is a necessity and a right. The consequences of contamination of
Cape Cod Bay are serious. Radioactive waste poses a significant public health risk
and threatens to harm ocean wildlife and the seafood that comes from Cape Cod
Bay. Our local economy, the fishing and shellfishing industries, and tourism will
would be adversely affected. The reputational harm alone to Cape Cod Bay as a
toxic dumping ground for radioactive wastewater from an abandoned nuclear
power plant would be severe and long-lasting.

There are reasonable alternatives to dispose of wastewater without damaging our
natural resources other than Holtec’s preferred course of action (dumping 1.1
million gallons of radioactive wastewater into Cape Cod Bay), which is driven
solely by costs and the desire to maximize its shareholders’ return. Holtec is
seeking to profit at the expense of the Commonwealth, its citizens, our
environment, and the Cape Cod economy.

The MassDEP must deny Holtec’s permit application.

Respectfully,

Doug Lester



 
Cathy Coniaris 
 Massachuse0s Department of Environmental Protec9on  
100 Cambridge Street Boston, MA 02114  
massdep.npdes@mass.gov  

Re: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Sta9on  

Dear Ms. Coniaris: 

 I am wri9ng you to express my support of tenta9ve determina9on by the Massachuse0s 
Department of Environmental Protec9on (MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s applica9on for a modified 
Surface Water Discharge Permit that would allow it to discharge radioac9ve and chemically 
contaminated wastewater into Cape Cod Bay. 

 MassDEP’s tenta9ve determina9on that the requested discharge is prohibited by the 
Massachuse0s Ocean Sanctuaries Act is en9rely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or 
discharge or commercial, municipal, domes9c or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. 
Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries under the 
act. The proposed discharge is therefore illegal.  

Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal. The Department’s final determina9on should deny its 
applica9on.  

Thank you,  

James A. Stobie 

 



Dumping in Cape Cod Bay

Carl Heilman 
Sun 8/20/2023 12�32 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the  Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail
system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

Cathy Coniaris
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection 100 Cambridge Street
Boston, MA 02114
massdep.npdes@mass.gov

Re: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Dear Ms. Coniaris:
I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtecʼs application for a modified Surface Water
Discharge Permit that would allow it to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated
wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.
MassDEPʼs tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the Massachusetts
Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or
commercial, municipal, domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth,
Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries under the act. The proposed
discharge is therefore illegal.
Holtecʼs proposed discharge is illegal. The Departmentʼs final determination should deny its
application.

Thank you, Sent from my iPhone

Carl Heilman
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HALT HOLTEC - No Radioactive Waste Water Dumping in Cape Cod Bay

Andrea Stupka 
Sun 8/20/2023 2�17 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Hello,
As a citizen of Sandwich, MA, I am in alignment with putting an end to Holtec's plan to dump
their waste water in Cape Cod Bay. The impact to Holtec's workforce and the delays they
have/will experience is nothing in comparison to the havoc the dumping would create with our
sea life and human life. Any level of radioactive materials dumped into the Bay is not
acceptable. Why chance it. Deny the dumping. 
Thanks for your time.
Andrea Stupka
Sandwich, MA
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

CHRISTOPHER SMITH 
Sun 8/20/2023 2�36 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Ms. Coniarias,

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts
Department of Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s application for
a modified Surface Water Discharge Permit that would allow Holtec to discharge
radioactive and chemically contaminated wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.

MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the
Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the
“dumping or discharge or commercial, municipal, domestic or industrial waste” into
an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all
protected ocean sanctuaries under this act, making Holtec's dumping plan illegal

Because Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal, the Department’s final determination
should deny its application. Thank you for enforcing the law to protect our ocean
sanctuaries.

I know this is from the template of what to write, but all waterways are critical to our
lives, that of plants and wildlife and polluting of this vital resource should be a
crime…..to any extent of ‘safe’ polluting…..that does not exist. There has to be
accountability for the wastewater and this must be enforceable and enforced for the
sake of the world community and that of ours here.

Sincerely,

Star Smith

Sent from my iPad



Pilgrim Nuclear Power Plant

Mark 
Sun 8/20/2023 2�39 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>;Timothy.Whelan@mahouse.gov
<Timothy.Whelan@mahouse.gov>

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the  Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail
system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

To Whom it may concern,
As a life long resident and fisherman of Massachusetts. I am asking that you enforce the temporary
order to Stop Holtec from dumping radioactive contaminated water into Cape Cod Bay. We already
are dealing with a Very Bad situation with the new Hypoxia problem. We need to stop using the Bay
as a toilet. I donʼt have a solution for the problems we are already facing. But I am 100% positive that
dumping contaminated water into Cape Cod Bay so that a Billionaire can make more money is not the
right thing to do. PLEASE DO NOT LET THEM DUMP IN CAPE COD BAY. 

                    Thank You ahead of time because I know youʼll do the right thing.                 Mark Creedon
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Deny Holtec again permently

Mike Burke 
Sun 8/20/2023 2�42 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

The entire US and it's atmosphere spreading to Europe and back again
will be tragically damaged by evaporation from the Oceans if they are allowed to dump and they
should not be allowed based on money since they do not own the countryside or our population. 
Please please do the denial once again.
Thomas Michael Burke

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android



Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station - deny Holtec's application

Cynthia O'Neil 
Sun 8/20/2023 4�36 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the  Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail
system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

Cathy Coniaris
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
100 Cambridge Street
Boston, MA 02114
massdep.npdes@mass.gov

Re: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Dear Ms. Coniaris:

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts
Department of Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtecʼs
application for a modified Surface Water Discharge Permit that would
allow it to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated wastewater
into Cape Cod Bay. MassDEPʼs tentative determination that the requested
discharge is prohibited by the Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is
entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or
commercial, municipal, domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean
Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all
protected ocean sanctuaries under the act. The proposed discharge is
therefore illegal. Holtecʼs proposed discharge is illegal. The
Departmentʼs final determination should deny its application.

Thank you,

Cynthia O'Neil
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station - DEPʼs Tentative Determination to Deny Holtecʼs
Application for a Modified Permit

p b 
Sun 8/20/2023 5�19 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Cathy Coniaris
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
100 Cambridge Street
Boston, MA 02114

Dear Ms. Coniaris:

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s application for a modified Surface Water
Discharge Permit that would allow it to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated
wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.

MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the Massachusetts
Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or commercial,
municipal, domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and
Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries under the act. The proposed discharge is therefore
illegal.

Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal. The Department’s final determination should deny its
application.

This is very important to me, so I am watching closely what gets decided. I sincerely hope that this
incredibly harmful discharge is not put into water that humans use and where many thousands of
species make their home.

Thank you,
Philip Bosinoff, 
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Comment on Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Jessica Brown 
Mon 8/21/2023 1�23 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Ms. Coniaris,

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec s̓ application for a modified Surface Water
Discharge Permit that would allow it to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated
wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.

MassDEP s̓ tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the
Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or
discharge or commercial, municipal, domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape
Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries under the act. The
proposed discharge is therefore illegal.

Holtec s̓ proposed discharge is illegal. The Department s̓ final determination should deny its
application.

Thank you,

Jessica Brown
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From: P & J Quintal 
Sent: Saturday, August 19, 2023 12:49 PM
To: Coniaris, Catherine (DEP) <Catherine.Coniaris@mass.gov>
Subject: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Plant

Cathy Coniaris
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
100 Cambridge Street
Boston, MA 02114
massdep.npdes@mass.gov

Subject: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Dear Ms. Coniaris:

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s application for a modified Surface Water
Discharge Permit that would allow Holtec to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated
industrial wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.

MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the
Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge
or commercial, municipal, domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth,
Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries under the act.

The MassDEP final determination must be to deny Holtec's application. Thank you for enforcing
the law to protect our ocean sanctuaries.

Sincerely,

Jean A. Quintal



 
August 21st, 2023 
 
 
Cathy Coniaris 
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection 
100 Cambridge Street 
Boston, MA  02114 
 
 
Re: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station 

Dear Ms. Coniaris: 

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department 
of Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s application for a modified 
Surface Water Discharge Permit that would allow it to discharge radioactive and 
chemically contaminated waste water into Cape Cod Bay. 

MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the 
Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct.  That act prohibits the 
“dumping or discharge of commercial, municipal, domestic or industrial waste” into an 
Ocean Sanctuary.  Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected 
ocean sanctuaries under the act.  The proposed discharge is, therefore, illegal. 

Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal.  The Department’s final determination should 
deny its application. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 

 

Charles Dillon 
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Plant

linda scharf 
Mon 8/21/2023 9�38 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

I ask that Massachusetts authorities prohibit Pilgrim from discharging nuclear waste into our
waterways! 
Let's find more creative solutions to disposing of nuclear waste safely. There is still so much
unknown about the effects of nuclear waste disposal, and its effect on our health and the health of
our planet. 
Let's not make money our priority! Let our priorities be health and safety. We can be really
intelligent about this issue, or we can let greed, complacency and expedience lead the way. Let's
be intelligent and creative, and respect our planet and its current and future inhabitants. 
Thank you, 
Linda Scharf 
Onset, MA 
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Russell Shaw 
Mon 8/21/2023 10�00 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Cathy Coniaris
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection 
100 Cambridge Street
Boston, MA 02114
massdep.npdes@mass.gov

Re: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station 

Dear Ms. Coniaris:

I'm writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts
Department of Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s application for
a modified Surface Water Discharge Permit that would allow it to discharge
radioactive and chemically contaminated wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.

MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the
Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits
the “dumping or discharge or commercial, municipal, domestic or
industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and
Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries under the act. The proposed
discharge is therefore illegal.

Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal. The Department’s final determination should
deny its application.

Thank you, 
John Russell Shaw
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Danielle Dowling 
Mon 8/21/2023 10�06 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Cathy Coniaris
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
100 Cambridge Street
Boston, MA 02114
massdep.npdes@mass.gov

Re: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Dear Ms. Coniaris,

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec s̓ application for a modified Surface Water
Discharge Permit that would allow it to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated
wastewater into Cape Cod Bay. 

MassDEP s̓ tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the
Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or
discharge or commercial, municipal, domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape
Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries under the act. The
proposed discharge is therefore illegal. 

Holtec s̓ proposed discharge is illegal. The Department s̓ final determination should deny its
application. 

As a Duxbury native and someone who cares deeply about the health and quality of the
environment, I ask you to please do everything that you can to deny the discharge permit to
Holtec. 

Thank you,

Danielle Dowling
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MassDEP surface water discharge permitting

Elspeth Hay 
Mon 8/21/2023 10�14 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Commissioner Heiple,

I strongly agree with the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection s̓ draft
determination to deny Holtec International s̓ permit application to discharge wastewater from
Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station into Cape Cod Bay. DEP s̓ permit denial correctly interprets the
Ocean Sanctuaries Act, which explicitly states that discharges such as the one pursued by Holtec
are prohibited under state law. I urge DEP to move forward in finalizing its draft decision based on
state law requirements and issue a permit denial to Holtec that prevents Pilgrim s̓ wastewater from
being released into the Cape Cod Bay Ocean Sanctuary.

Sincerely,



Cathy Coniaris 

Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection 

100 Cambridge Street 

Boston, MA 02114 

Massdep.npdes@mass.gov 

 

RE Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station 

 

Dear Ms Coniaris: 

 

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the MA DEP to deny Holtec’s application 
for a modified Surface Water Discharge Permit that would allow it to discharge radioactive and 
chemically contaminated wastewater in Cape Cod Bay. 

 

MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the 
Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. The act prohibits the “dumping or 
discharge of commercial, municipal, domestic, or industrial waste” into the Ocean Sanctuary. 
Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries under the 
act. The proposed discharge is therefore illegal. 

 

Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal. The Department’s final determination should deny it’s 
application 

 

Thank you, 

 

 

John Sullivan 

 

 



Nuclear waste disposal

PETER FONTECCHIO 
Mon 8/21/2023 11�05 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the  Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail
system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

Please do NOT dump any more nuclear waste In  cape cod bay.
Peter Fontecchio
Truro

Sent from my iPhone
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Dan Wahle 
Mon 8/21/2023 11�51 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Cc:Priscilla Beach Association <priscillabeachassociation@gmail.com>

Dear Ms. Coniaris and Mass DEP:
 
This is to add my voice to the vast number of Mass ci�zens who are opposed to the
dumping of hazardous water in Plymouth Bay.  There are other, environmentally
acceptable disposal op�ons for Holtec to pursue. 
 
Direct disposal in the ocean of anything that even has the possibility of being hazardous
is simply unconscionable.
 
Thank you for protec�ng the ci�zens of Massachuse�s from such permanently
disastrous consequences.
 
Respec�ully,
 
Dan and Susan Wahle

 
 
Dan Wahle
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Jacky Keith 
Mon 8/21/2023 1�38 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

For the a�en�on of Ms Cathy Coniaris
 
Dear Ms Coniaris:
We are wri�ng as Duxbury residents of over 55 years, to support the tenta�ve determina�on by the
Massachuse�s Department of Environmental Protec�on (MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s applica�on for a modified
Surface Water Discharge Permit that would allow it to discharge radioac�ve and chemically contaminated
wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.
 
MassDEP’s tenta�ve determina�on that the requested discharge is prohibited by the Massachuse�s Ocean
Sanctuaries Act is en�rely correct.  That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or commercial, municipal,
domes�c or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary.  Cape Cod, Duxbury, Kingston and Plymouth Bays are all
protected ocean sanctuaries under the Act.  The proposal to discharge is therefore illegal.
 
We hope you will find Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal and deny its applica�on.
 
Respec�ully submi�ed
Bill & Jacky Keith
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Re: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Jim Hawk 
Mon 8/21/2023 1�41 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

 
Cathy Coniaris
Massachuse�s Department of Environmental Protec�on
100 Cambridge Street Boston, MA 02114 massdep.npdes@mass.gov
Dear Ms. Coniaris:
 
I am wri�ng to support the tenta�ve determina�on by the Massachuse�s Department of Environmental
Protec�on (MassDEP) to DENY Holtec’s applica�on for a modified Surface Water Discharge Permit that
would allow it to discharge radioac�ve and chemically contaminated wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.

MassDEP’s tenta�ve determina�on that the requested discharge is prohibited by the Massachuse�s
Ocean Sanctuaries Act is en�rely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or commercial,
municipal, domes�c or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and
Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries under the act.. Holtec’s proposed discharge is
ILLEGAL.

The Department’s final determina�on should deny its applica�on.

Thanks,
 
Jim Hawk



Holtec Permit

L Heald 
Mon 8/21/2023 1�48 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the  Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail
system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

I read in the Falmouth Enterprise that you are accepting public comment on this issue.  I moved to the
Cape in 2022 not realizing how many serious threats there are to its residents. We have just been
able to take a breath about the gun range and the water supply issue.  Now thereʼs discussion of the
discharge of radioactive wastewater to the ocean.  Mean time,  water levels are rising and people
need to make plans for that. Yet more threats.

I write in support of the Mass DEP's DENIAL of the Holtec request.  Our waters have too much
nitrogen run off in them as DEP has been telling us, letʼs not make matters worse by allowing the
introduction of radioactive wastewater.
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Holtec and Duxbury Bay

Klaus Jensen 
Mon 8/21/2023 2�02 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

I want to have my voice recorded as being strongly opposed to the release of nuclear wastewater
into our Bay. It makes no sense at all. This has never been tried and no one can predict with a
certainty a safe outcome. In fact, all the spent duels rods should be removed offsite. We live in
constant worry that some calamity is going to happen and release nuclear waste or fumes over the
area. Enough. Capitalism should not trump publish safety. 

Kj 
Klaus Jensen









Thank you,

Richard and Allison Cowen
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Holtec

JONATHAN LUSCKO 
Mon 8/21/2023 2�41 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Cathy Coniaris
 
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
 
100 Cambridge Street Boston, MA 02114
 
massdep.npdes@mass.gov
 
Re: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station
 
 
 
 
 
Dear Ms. Coniaris:
 
 
I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s application for a modified Surface Water
Discharge Permit that would allow it to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated
wastewater into Cape Cod Bay. MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested
discharge is prohibited by the Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act
prohibits the “dumping or discharge or commercial, municipal, domestic or industrial waste” into
an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean
sanctuaries under the act. The proposed discharge is therefore illegal. Holtec’s proposed
discharge is illegal. The Department’s final determination should deny its application.
 
 
Thank you,
 
 
Jon Luscko
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Pilgram Nuclear Power Plant

Charlene Zicko 
Mon 8/21/2023 2�49 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Cathy Coniaris
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
100 Cambridge Street
Boston, MA 02114
massdep.npdes@mass.gov

Subject: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Dear Ms. Coniaris:

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s application for a modified Surface Water
Discharge Permit that would allow Holtec to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated
industrial wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.

MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the
Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or
discharge or commercial, municipal, domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape
Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries under the act.

The MassDEP final determination must be to deny Holtec's application. Thank you for
enforcing the law to protect our ocean sanctuaries.

Sincerely,
 
Charlene S. Zicko

 
Sent from Mail for Windows
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Cathy Joyce 
Mon 8/21/2023 2�51 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Ms. Coniaris:

I am writing to support the determination by the Massachusetts Department
of Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s application for a
modified Surface Water Discharge Permit that would allow Holtec to
discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated wastewater into Cape
Cod Bay. Discharge from that plant has gone on long enough. 

Mass DEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is
prohibited by the Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct.
That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or commercial, municipal,
domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod,
Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries
under this act, making Holtec's dumping plan illegal. The effects of a
discharge like this could be disastrous to sea life and the environment
around the plant. 

Because Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal, the Department’s final
determination should deny its application. Thank you for enforcing the law
to protect our ocean sanctuaries.

Yours truly,
Catherine Joyce 
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Waste water in Cape Cod Bay

Matt Fontaine 
Mon 8/21/2023 3�23 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Re: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station 

Dear Ms. Coniaris:

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts
Department of Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtecʼs application for
a modified Surface Water Discharge Permit that would allow it to discharge
radioactive and chemically contaminated wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.

MassDEPʼs tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the
Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the
“dumping or discharge or commercial, municipal, domestic or industrial waste” into
an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all
protected ocean sanctuaries under the act. The proposed discharge is therefore
illegal.

Holtecʼs proposed discharge is illegal. The Departmentʼs final determination should
deny its application.

Thank you,

Matthew J. Fontaine
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Cape Cod Bay

Debbie Crawford 
Mon 8/21/2023 3�55 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Thank you, 
Debbie Crawford
--
D
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PILGRIM NUCLEAR POWER STATION

mary gatslick 
Mon 8/21/2023 4�43 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

What are  the regulatory definitions of “unwanted, discarded, or environmentally harmful solid,
liquid, or gaseous materials?   As currently written, Section 15: Prohibited Activities in
Ocean Sanctuaries, and 301 CRM 27.02 are very vague and therefore subject to different
interpretations.  The definition should clearly state the constituents and their levels to allow for
easy and accurate perception or interpretation of these items.  

The Massachusetts Maximum Contaminant Levels (MMCLs) are specifically defined as well as
level for what is considered a hazardous waste.  

Why is this not the same case in the two regulations referenced below? 

Section 15: Prohibited Activities in Ocean Sanctuaries

Section 15 of the Act prohibits Holtec’s proposed discharge. Section 15 of the Act contains a
broad prohibition on discharges of wastes to ocean sanctuaries: “Except as otherwise provided
in this section, the following activities shall be prohibited in an ocean sanctuary: . . . (4) the
dumping or discharge of commercial, municipal, domestic or industrial wastes . . . .” The
Regulations define “wastes” as:

any unwanted, discarded, or environmentally harmful solid, liquid, or gaseous materials
resulting from commercial, municipal,

domestic, or industrial Activities, including, but not limited to garbage, snow, thermal discharges,
saline discharges, and sewage. Waste does not include approved and licensed dredge spoils,
approved and licensed stormwater discharges, or snow disposal consistent with Department
guidance.

 301 CMR 27.02: “Wastes means any unwanted, discarded, or environmentally
harmful solid, liquid, or gaseous materials resulting from
commercial, municipal, domestic, or industrial Activities.”
“Activities means activities, uses, or facilities described in
M.G.L. §§ 12 through 16K and 18.” 

Mary J. Gatslick
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Re: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

David Wyllie 
Mon 8/21/2023 4�45 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Ms. Coniaris:
 
I am wri�ng to support the tenta�ve determina�on by the Massachuse�s Department of Environmental
Protec�on (MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s applica�on for a modified Surface Water Discharge Permit that would allow
it to discharge radioac�ve and chemically contaminated wastewater into Cape Cod Bay. MassDEP’s tenta�ve
determina�on that the requested discharge is prohibited by the Massachuse�s Ocean Sanctuaries Act is en�rely
correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or commercial, municipal, domes�c or industrial waste” into
an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries under
the act. The proposed discharge is therefore illegal. Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal. The Department’s final
determina�on should deny its applica�on.
 
Thank you,
 
David Wyllie
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Public comment/ Protect Cape Cod

Dora Kamenidis 
Mon 8/21/2023 8�49 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Commissioner Heiple,

I strongly agree with DEP’s draft determination to deny Holtec
International’s permit application to discharge wastewater from
Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station into Cape Cod Bay. DEP’s permit
denial correctly interprets the Ocean Sanctuaries Act, which explicitly
states that discharges such as the one pursued by Holtec are
prohibited under state law. I urge DEP to move forward in finalizing its
draft decision based on state law requirements and issue a permit
denial to Holtec that prevents Pilgrim’s wastewater from being
released into the Cape Cod Bay Ocean Sanctuary.

Thank you,

Theodora Kamenidis

 

[Your Address]

Dora Kamenidis 



Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Brittany Cressman
Mon 8/21/2023 9�11 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>
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Cathy Coniaris
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection 100 Cambridge Street
Boston, MA 02114
massdep.npdes@mass.gov
Re: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Dear Ms. Coniaris:

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtecʼs application for a modified Surface Water
Discharge Permit that would allow it to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated
wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.
MassDEPʼs tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the Massachusetts
Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or
commercial, municipal, domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth,
Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries under the act. The proposed
discharge is therefore illegal.
Holtecʼs proposed discharge is illegal. The Departmentʼs final determination should deny its
application.

Thank you,
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Remarks backing DEP's denial of Holtec International's discharge plan

Jay Allain 
Tue 8/22/2023 5�59 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.

  Chief Seattle once said, "Teach your children what we have taught our children: that the earth is
our mother. Whatever befalls the earth, befalls the children of the earth."  Yet sadly, even a  casual
observer of United States' history knows ancient wisdom has often been disregarded; our hubris
tends to dismiss such ardent defenders of the earth as well-meaning but naive; instead, we have
been taught to prioritize human progress particularly when it enhances perceived national or
corporate interests (read: the often unexamined financial imperative to maximize profits and
prioritize shareholder gains).  Yet an increasing number of our fellow citizens are realizing the steep
environmental toll such thinking has engendered; indeed, it is jeopardizing our very earth.  But to
be candid, haven't we wanted each subsequent generation to be better off financially?  Now nature
has starkly replied: can wealth exult on a despoiled endangered planet? 

  Let's be blunt.  This crisis means one thing: the planet and its people require conscientious
advocates to prevent further ecoside - a word meaning the "destruction of the natural environment
by deliberate or negligent human action."  Yet tragically, such behaviors are still proposed and,
unless checked, silently enacted.  But Commonwealth residents should be proud to note our
Department of Environmental Protection embraces its mission of safeguarding our waters very
seriously; as a body, it is doing what every environmental steward should do; and clearly, it is a
voice for the voiceless.  For in denying Holtec International's proposal to introduce radioactive
water into Cape Cod Bay, it has delivered a resounding judgment.  A judgment in favor of our
precious fragile ocean and the innumerable creatures and residents dependent on its continued
well-being.  A judgment for sanity.

  In closing, despite our history of exploiting natural resources and the lure of short-term economic
gain, the earth must be safeguarded; the ocean must be reclaimed.  A concerted movement that
advances and defends these needs is our sole, desperate hope.  And to succeed, it will take each
of us doing what we can while there is time.  A time we mustn't squander.

 Allain
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Holtec

Judy Dinneen 
Tue 8/22/2023 7�07 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Cathy Coniaris
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection 100 Cambridge Street
Boston, MA 02114
massdep.npdes@mass.gov

Re: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station Dear Ms. Coniaris:

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of Environmental
Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s application for a modified Surface Water Discharge Permit that
would allow it to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.

MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the Massachusetts Ocean
Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or commercial,
municipal, domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and
Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries under the act. The proposed discharge is therefore
illegal.

Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal. The Department’s final determination should deny its application.

Thank you,

Judith Dinneen



CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail
system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

Pilgrim power station- DEP's tentative determination to DENY Holtec's application for
a modified permit

Rita Renee Toll-Dubois 
Tue 8/22/2023 8�15 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Cc:Rita Renee Toll-Dubois 

Dear Ms. Coniaris,

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
(MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s application for a modified Surface Water Discharge Permit that would allow it to
discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.

MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the Massachusetts Ocean
Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or commercial, municipal,
domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all
protected ocean sanctuaries under the act. The proposed discharge is therefore illegal.

Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal. The Department’s final determination should deny its application. 

Thank you,

[Your Name]

[Your Address]
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station - Finalize Denial of Holtecʼs Application to Discharge

Tue 8/22/2023 8�28 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Ms. Coniaris,

I am writing in strong support of the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec s̓ application for a modified Surface Water
Discharge Permit that would allow it to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated
wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.

Marine life if vital to support the ecosystem of this world and particularly of our beloved Cape Cod
Bay.  So please do all you can to prevent any toxins from entering our oceans, lakes and streams.

I understand that Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston and Duxbury Bays are all protected Ocean
Sanctuaries under the Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries act therefore any dumping or discharge
would be considered illegal.

Please insure the final determination is dumping denied.  It would serve the greatest good for all.

I appreciate your support in this endeavor.

Sincerely, 

Nancy Webber
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station - DEPʼs Tentative Determination to Deny Holtecʼs
Application for a Modified Permit

katie goldrick 
Tue 8/22/2023 8�45 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Ms. Coniaris,

I am writing in opposition to consider allowing Holtec to obtain an application for a modified Surface
Water Discharge Permit.

How have we not gotten past using the ocean as the ultimate dumping ground for everything we don't
want?
Simply, the environmental and financial impacts from dumping hazardous discharge into the ocean
will have detrimentally negative impacts for years to come. 

I stand in opposition of this permit and request the denial is issued immediately.

Katie Goldrick
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Illegal Proposed Discharge

Justin Enggasser
Tue 8/22/2023 8�53 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Cathy Coniaris

Massachuse�s Department of Environmental Protec�on
100 Cambridge Street
Boston, MA 02114
massdep.npdes@mass.gov
 
 
Re: Illegal Proposed Discharge from Pilgrim Nuclear Power Sta�on  
 
Dear Ms. Coniaris:
 
I am wri�ng to offer my support for the tenta�ve determina�on by the Massachuse�s Department of
Environmental Protec�on (MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s applica�on for a modified Surface Water Discharge Permit
that would allow it to discharge radioac�ve and chemically contaminated wastewater into Cape Cod Bay. 
 
MassDEP’s tenta�ve determina�on that the requested discharge is prohibited by the Massachuse�s Ocean
Sanctuaries Act is correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or commercial, municipal, domes�c or
industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected
ocean sanctuaries under the act. The proposed discharge is therefore illegal. Furthermore, the discharge would
harm the vitality of aquaculture industries opera�ng in the area. The Department’s final determina�on should
deny its applica�on.
 
Thank you,
 
Jus�n Enggasser
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Pilgrim nuclear power station - Holtec application

Rosenberg, Beth 
Tue 8/22/2023 8�57 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Ms. Coniaris,
 
I’m writing in support the tentative determination of MassDEP’s decision to deny
Holtec’s application for a modified surface water discharge permit that would allow
radioactive discharge into Cape Cod bay. As you determined,
this discharge would violate the Mass. Oceans Sanctuary Act.
I support making your tentative determination your final one.
 
Thank you,
 
Beth Rosenberg
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Support DEPʼs Tentative Determination to Deny Holtecʼs Application for a Modified
Permit

Andee Krasner 
Tue 8/22/2023 9�01 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Ms. Coniaris,

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
(MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s application for a modified Surface Water Discharge Permit that would allow it to discharge
radioactive and chemically contaminated wastewater into Cape Cod Bay. 

Dumping radioactive material will harm ocean life and the humans that ultimately eat the contaminated seafood. DEP
must protect residents of the Commonwealth.

MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries
Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or commercial, municipal, domestic or industrial
waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean
sanctuaries under the act. The proposed discharge is therefore illegal.

Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal. The Department’s final determination should deny its application.

Thank you,
Andee Krasner
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station - DEPʼs Tentative Determination to Deny Holtecʼs
Application for a Modified Permit

Stefano Monti 
Tue 8/22/2023 9�07 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Ms. Coniaris,

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec s̓ application for a modified Surface Water
Discharge Permit that would allow it to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated
wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.

I was very glad to read about MassDEP s̓ tentative determination that the requested discharge is
prohibited by the Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act, as assessment that is in my opinion
entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge of commercial, municipal, domestic
or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are
all protected ocean sanctuaries under the act. 

Holtec s̓ proposed discharge is therefor illegal. The Department s̓ final determination should deny
its application. 

Thank you,
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Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtecʼs
application for a modified Surface Water Discharge Permi

Doreen Rynne
Tue 8/22/2023 9�49 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Ms. Coniaris,
I do not live in Plymouth, but do frequent the waters in Cape Cod Bay.

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
(MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s application for a modified Surface Water Discharge Permit that would allow it to
discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.

MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the Massachusetts Ocean
Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or commercial, municipal,
domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all
protected ocean sanctuaries under the act. The proposed discharge is therefore illegal.

Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal. The Department’s final determination should deny its application.

Thank you,

Doreen L Rynne
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From: Carol Magenau 
Sent: Monday, August 21, 2023 5:32 PM
To: Hardiman, Maria B (EEA) <Maria.B.Hardiman@mass.gov>
Subject: Pilgrim Nuclear power station

Dear Commissioner Heiple,

I strongly agree with the Massachuse�s Department of Environmental Protec�on’s dra� determina�on



to deny Holtec Interna�onal’s permit applica�on to discharge wastewater from Pilgrim Nuclear Power
Sta�on into Cape Cod Bay. 
 
DEP’s permit denial correctly interprets the Ocean Sanctuaries Act, which explicitly states that discharges
such as the one pursued by Holtec are prohibited under state law. I urge DEP to move forward in
finalizing its dra� decision based on state law requirements and issue a permit denial to Holtec that
prevents Pilgrim’s wastewater from being released into the Cape Cod Bay Ocean Sanctuary.
 
I've spent summer�mes all my life on the shores of this bay and it's monstrous to think of anyone being
allowed to purposely release contaminated water that would harm humans and aqua�c life in this body
of water.  I'm hopeful and glad our laws will protect us.

Thank you,
Carol [Mary Caroline] Magenau
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Thomas Zucco 
Tue 8/22/2023 10�34 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Cathy Coniaris
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection 
100 Cambridge Street Boston, MA 02114 
massdep.npdes@mass.gov

Re: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station 

Dear Ms. Coniaris: I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts
Department of Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec s̓ application for a modified
Surface Water Discharge Permit that would allow it to discharge radioactive and chemically
contaminated wastewater into Cape Cod Bay. MassDEP s̓ tentative determination that the
requested discharge is prohibited by the Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct.
That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or commercial, municipal, domestic or industrial
waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all
protected ocean sanctuaries under the act. The proposed discharge is therefore illegal. Holtec s̓
proposed discharge is illegal. The Department s̓ final determination should deny its application. 

Thank you,

Tom Zucco



Comments submiƩed to the MassachuseƩs Department of 
Environmental ProtecƟon on the Subject of PotenƟal Waste 

Water Release from Pilgrim StaƟon 
The following informaƟon is respecƞully submiƩed to the MassachuseƩs Department of Environmental 
ProtecƟon on the issue of the potenƟal discharge of waste water from Pilgrim StaƟon, Plymouth, MA. 
Pilgrim StaƟon is currently in the process of decommissioning, pursuant to the Rules and RegulaƟons of 
the United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission (USNRC) and the United States Environmental 
ProtecƟon Agency (USEPA). 

My name is Dr. Thomas Sowdon. My background, educaƟon, training and experience encompass the 
issues at hand in the above specific and related issues, regarding the behavior, impact and effect of the 
release of radioacƟve materials to the environment resulƟng from light water reactor operaƟon. 

I am an Environmental ScienƟst and I believe that science should serve man, and potenƟally significant 
environmental decisions involving potenƟally harmful materials should be based on reliable scienƟfic 
knowledge and principles. 

I also believe it is an incontroverƟble statement that science possesses more reliable informaƟon on the 
effects of ionizing radiaƟon on biota than any other environmental pollutant on our planet. Much of this 
informaƟon, unfortunately, resulted from the use of atomic weapons in the last World War. About 
120,000 survivors of those events have been followed for over 70 years1; the individual doses they 
received have been calculated and their personal health status has been aggressively monitored. It is 
difficult to idenƟfy another environmental pollutant for which any experimental data exists over this 
range of doses, over this period of Ɵme, in these study subject numbers and with this depth of health 
outcome informaƟon.  

In addiƟon, we have experiences over much of the last century from a variety of medical and industrial 
exposures which have added greatly to our knowledge of the effects of very specific exposures to 
radioacƟve materials in specific sub-populaƟons and by specific radiaƟon types. 

We have also learned how hard it is to find any unexposed populaƟon group on this planet for 
comparison, due to the ubiquitous nature of both natural terrestrial radiaƟon, cosmic radiaƟon and 
cosmogenic radioacƟve material. Nevertheless, we have abundant and reliable scienƟfic informaƟon and 
studies to allow us to esƟmate the effect of projected releases on local populaƟons and sea life. 

Our world has become a very complex place.  It is essenƟal that decisions that affect our environment 
and the health and safety of our society take into account all of the available knowledge and supporƟng 
scienƟfic facts and data that we have, much of which has been accumulated over decades of study and 
invesƟgaƟon. 

I am NOT advocaƟng either for or against the release of any contaminated material of any type into Cape 
Code Bay. 

 
1  See the RadiaƟon Effects Research FoundaƟon (RERF) at hƩps:/www.rerf.org.jp/en/ for a descripƟon of its 
charter, funcƟon, publicaƟons and history. 



What I am advocaƟng for is that we not disregard exisƟng historical scienƟfic knowledge and experience 
in making any decision regarding the best disposal opƟon and the impact of that choice on the local 
human populaƟon and Cape Cod Bay as follows: 
 
1) Whatever decision is made, it should be based on a scienƟfic and fact-based evaluaƟon of the 
potenƟal impact of each possible waste water processing opƟon on both humans and the marine 
environment of Cape Cod Bay and the ocean as a whole. We have the science and the tools to reliably 
perform such an evaluaƟon.2 
 
2) State, local and federal authoriƟes should also employ that approach before making regulatory 
decisions or aƩempƟng to create new laws that might affect the local environment. 

3) The final decision of how to process the waste water should be based on the opƟon that objecƟvely 
results in the least (or an insignificant) impact to any affected person or populaƟon.  

I have heard and seen informaƟon that embraces the philosophy of “NIMBY” - which is an acronym for 
“Not In My BackYard”. To some scienƟsts, this phrase means “I don’t care about the impact as long as it 
affects someone else”. 

This always seemed to me to be a somewhat unenlightened posiƟon to take on environmental issues. To 
a scienƟst, people’s health and lives are all of equal value, regardless of who they are or where they live. 
Because life, all life, is of unique and inesƟmable value. To this end, it is very hard to argue that the best 
soluƟon to an environmental issue is anything other than the one that impacts the fewest number of 
people, in the least amount, for the shortest period of Ɵme. That principle should apply here as well and 
is what demands that whatever decision is made is firmly rooted in the principles, knowledge and tools 
that science offers us. 

We all wish for a world absent of pollutants of any kind. That is unrealisƟc. Indeed, the advent of electric 
cars, windmills, solar panels, fission and fusion power reactors and countless other innovaƟons is 
evidence that we as both a race and a society value, strive for, and respect efforts to reduce 
environmental pollutants (which affect the enƟre planet) to the lowest possible levels achievable and 
thereby protect human life. 

Although the net effect of these technologies is almost always posiƟve on society as a whole, they oŌen 
introduce new environmental risks that result in potenƟal effects that impact some people more than 
others.  Electric cars and solar panels require mining and disposal of elements that were not commonly 
encountered by large segments of the populaƟon in the past.  Wind Turbines are said (with dubious 
basis) to cause cancer, but more likely just present a small risk of catastrophic failure and/or fire to a very 
small local populaƟon.3 We do not summarily reject these technologies because they may be associated 
with some very small risk to some people. Instead, we evaluate them scienƟfically for overall populaƟon 

 
2 See BEIR VII, “Biological Effects of Ionizing RadiaƟon” by the NaƟonal Academies of Science. For example, based 
on reliable data the best esƟmate (including uncertainty) of the upper limit of hypotheƟcal lifeƟme risk of cancer to 
an individual with a whole body concentraƟon of triƟum the same as that currently found in ocean water is about 1 
chance in 20,000,000. The lifeƟme risk of cancer from all causes unrelated to radiaƟon is about 1 chance in 2.5.  
3 Even ambulances that indisputably save human lives, do, in fact, result in about 40 traffic fataliƟes each year in 
this country. 



risk and, if warranted, accept, reject or constrain them based on our conclusions using known fact.  This 
is because, although they may result in some risk to us as groups of individuals, the net effect on society 
as a whole is posiƟve and our standard is not, and must not be – our own personal best interests – but 
the best interests of society. To reject any plan, process or acƟvity based solely on NIMBY is a disservice 
to the collecƟve interests of society and an affront to science.  Instead, we should apply our best science 
to determine the potenƟal health and environmental impact of a proposed soluƟon and determine if the 
projected impact is the lowest achievable for everyone, (or possibly just diminishingly small to anyone), 
and, if so, we generally adopt the process or technology, someƟmes with constraints. 

We should not stray from that approach and philosophy in the maƩer at hand. 

Perhaps the right answer is to completely prohibit the discharge of any and all pollutants to Cape Cod 
Bay, but let’s apply the same philosophy and assessment methods to ALL pollutants consistently and 
make decisions based on knowledge and science, rather than on vague and unfounded assumpƟons and 
emoƟon. 
 

Respecƞully tendered, 

 

Tom Sowdon, ScD, MS, CHP 

 

massdep.npdes@mass.gov (subject line: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station).   
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Protect Cape Cod Bay from Radioactive Wastewater

Jennifer Riley 
Tue 8/22/2023 11�11 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Ms. Coniaris,

I strongly support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
(MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s application for a modified Surface Water Discharge Permit that would allow it to
discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.

MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the Massachusetts Ocean
Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. As you know, that act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or commercial,
municipal, domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury
Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries under the act. The proposed discharge is therefore illegal.

Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal. The Department’s final determination should deny its application.

Thank you,

Jennifer Riley
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Holtec

James Dinneen 
Tue 8/22/2023 11�16 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Cathy Coniaris
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
100 Cambridge Street
Boston, MA 02114
massdep.npdes@mass.gov
Re: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station
Dear Ms. Coniaris:
I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec s̓ application for a modified Surface Water
Discharge Permit that would allow it to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated
wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.
MassDEP s̓ tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the
Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or
discharge or commercial, municipal, domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape
Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries under the act.
The proposed discharge is therefore illegal.
Holtec s̓ proposed discharge is illegal. The Department s̓ final determination should deny its
application.
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Sarah Dacey 
Tue 8/22/2023 11�33 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Ms. Coniaris:
 
I am wri�ng to support the tenta�ve determina�on by the Massachuse�s Department of Environmental
Protec�on (MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s applica�on for a modified Surface Water Discharge Permit that would allow
it to discharge radioac�ve and chemically contaminated wastewater into Cape Cod Bay. MassDEP’s tenta�ve
determina�on that the requested discharge is prohibited by the Massachuse�s Ocean Sanctuaries Act is en�rely
correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or commercial, municipal, domes�c or industrial waste” into
an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries under
the act. The proposed discharge is therefore illegal. Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal. The Department’s final
determina�on should deny its applica�on.
 
Thank you,
 
Sarah Dacey
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station - DEPʼs Tentative Determination to Deny Holtecʼs
Application for a Modified Permit

Patricia Muldoon 
Tue 8/22/2023 12�04 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Ms. Coniaris,

I support the initial determination by MassDEP to deny Holtec’s application for a modified Surface Water 
Discharge Permit that would allow it to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated wastewater into Cape 
Cod Bay. Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal. 

MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the Massachusetts Ocean 
Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or commercial, municipal, 
domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all 
protected ocean sanctuaries under the act. They must be kept that way.

The Department’s final determination should deny its application. 

Sincerely,

Patricia Muldoon
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Spencer Archuleta 
Tue 8/22/2023 12�10 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Subject line: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Dear Ms. Coniaris:

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts
Department of Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s
application for a modified Surface Water Discharge Permit that would allow
Holtec to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated wastewater
into Cape Cod Bay.

MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is
prohibited by the Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct.
That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or commercial, municipal,
domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod,
Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries
under this act, making Holtec's dumping plan illegal.

Because Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal, the Department’s final
determination should deny its application. Thank you for enforcing the law
to protect our ocean sanctuaries.

Sincerely,

John Spencer Archuleta
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station - DEPʼs Tentative Determination to Deny Holtecʼs
Application for a Modified Permit

Amy Sophia Marashinsky 
Tue 8/22/2023 12�10 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Ms. Coniaris,

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of Environmental
Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s application for a modified Surface Water Discharge Permit that
would allow it to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.
MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the Massachusetts
Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or commercial,
municipal, domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and
Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries under the act. The proposed discharge is therefore
illegal.

Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal. The Department’s final determination should deny its application. 

Thank you,
Amy Sophia Marashinsky

--
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Pilgrim: Please deny Holtec's Application

Abrams, Susan
Tue 8/22/2023 12�49 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Ms. Coniaris:
I support the tentative determination by Mass DEP to deny Holtec's application for a
modified surface water discharge permit that would allow it to discharge radioactivity and
chemically contaminated water into Cape Cod Bay. 

The requested discharge is not allowed by the Mass Ocean Sanctuaries Act, which prohibits
the "dumping or discharge of commercial, municipal, domestic, or industrial waste" into an Ocean
Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries
under the act. The proposed discharge is therefore illegal. 

Holtec is asking permission for an illegal action. MassDEP's final determination should deny this
application. 

Thank you,
S
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station - DEPʼs Tentative Determination to Deny Holtecʼs
Application for a Modified Permit

Elana Katz 
Tue 8/22/2023 3�02 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Ms. Coniaris,

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
(MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s application for a modified Surface Water Discharge Permit that would allow it to
discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.

MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the Massachusetts Ocean
Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or commercial, municipal,
domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all
protected ocean sanctuaries under the act. The proposed discharge is therefore illegal.

Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal. The Department’s final determination should deny its application. 

Thank you,

Elana
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Denial of Holtec's application and Protection of Ocean Sanctuaries

Catherine Hare 
Tue 8/22/2023 3�03 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Cathy Coniaris
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
100 Cambridge Street
Boston, MA  02114

massdep.npdes@mass.gov

Re: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Dear Ms. Coniaris,

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of Environmental
Protection (MassDEP) to DENY Holtecʼs application for a modified Surface Water Discharge Permit that
would allow it to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated waste water into Cape Cod Bay.

MassDEPʼs tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the Massachusetts
Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct.  That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or
commercial, municipal, domestic, or individual waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary.  Cape Cod, Plymouth,
Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries under the act.  The proposed discharge
is therefore illegal.

Holtecʼs proposed discharge is illegal.  The Departmentʼs final determination  should deny its application.

Personally, I grew up outside of Cleveland, Ohio.  After college, it was the beauty of Cape Cod Bay that
captured my passion and became the reason I have lived here for the past 56 years.  These Ocean
Sanctuaries are so special and must be protected forever.  Holtecʼs application must be denied to
keep these beautiful waters healthy and pristine.

Thank you.
Sincerely,
Cathy Hare

Catherine W Hare
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Fwd: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

BW
Tue 8/22/2023 3�11 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Ms. Coniaris:

I'm writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts
Department of Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to
deny Holtec’s application for a modified Surface Water Discharge Permit
that would allow it to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated
wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.

MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is
prohibited by the Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct.
That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or commercial, municipal,
domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod,
Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean
sanctuaries under the act. The proposed discharge is therefore illegal.

Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal. The Department’s final
determination should deny its application.

Thank you,

  E ff 
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Julie Argus
Tue 8/22/2023 3�21 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Ms. Coniaris:

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts
Department of Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s
application for a modified Surface Water Discharge Permit that would allow
Holtec to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated wastewater
into Cape Cod Bay.

Please use your power to protect our water. I have seen first hand what
pollution does to the shore along the gulf coast of Florida. The Red Tide that
was once considered a benign substance is now getting a closer look as an
insidious toxin. It affects everyone's breathing. Dumping from the sugar
industry/factories into Lake Okeechobee and the release from there has
greatly effected the shoreline. Take a moment to Google Lake O. and the
sugar industry. There are plenty of articles, and Lake O. is  the most polluted
Lake in a state that boasts the most polluted lakes in the country. 

I can remember having to leave the beach because I could not control the
coughing, sneezing and watery eyes that resulted from just a short visit in
2010. It's much worse now. Ralph Nader said, You cannot ask the corporations to
do something, you have to tell them. You have a huge responsibility in making this
decision but it is time for our leaders to stop allowing this kind of
irresponsible dumping. I can imaging that what Holtec wants to do will have
a much worse effect. 

I hope you will do the right thing. The way we treat our natural resources
determines how they will treat us in return. We are witnessing evidence of
that now.

MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is
prohibited by the Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct.
That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or commercial, municipal,





Cathy Coniaris 
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection 
100 Cambridge Street 
Boston, MA 02114 
massdep.npdes@mass.gov 
Re: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station 
 
Dear Ms. Coniaris: 
I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of 
Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s application for a modified Surface Water 
Discharge Permit that would allow it to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated 
wastewater into Cape Cod Bay. 
MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the 
Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or 
discharge or commercial, municipal, domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape 
Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries under the act. 
The proposed discharge is therefore illegal. 
Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal. The Department’s final determination should deny its 
application. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Rizzo 
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station and Holtec Plan

Gordon Chase 
Tue 8/22/2023 3�55 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Att: Ms. Cathy Coniaris

     Please register my strong objection to Holtec's plan to release contaminated and radioactive
water into Cape Cod Bay. This may "take care of the problem"and is quicker than waiting 10,000
years but it represents an unnecessary health hazard to all of us who care deeply about the state of
the ocean. Why gamble with such a vast resource as the sea? The issue appears to be the same
halfway around the world with the proposed dumping of Fukushima's radioactive water. I object to
that as well. Please do not allow this action in the name of expediency. It sets a terrible example.

ase



CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail
system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

We oppose radioactive waste released by pilgrim -- including by evaporation!

Louis Postel 
Tue 8/22/2023 4�07 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dumped -- or by evaporation -- or any other means! Thank you, Louis Postel & Valery Rockwell

--

Louis Postel 
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Holtec application to discharge into Cape Code Bay

Peggy Kocoras 
Tue 8/22/2023 4�38 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Ms. Coniaris,

I strongly support the tentative determination by MassDEP to deny Holtec’s application
for a modified Surface Water Discharge Permit that would allow it to discharge
radioactive and chemically contaminated wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.

MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the
Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping
or discharge or commercial, municipal, domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean
Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean
sanctuaries under the act. The proposed discharge is therefore illegal.

The Department’s final determination should deny its application because Holtec’s
proposed discharge is illegal.

Thank you,

Peggy Kocoras

"You can't wring your hands and roll up your sleeves at the same time."

               ~Patricia Schroeder
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Anne Aitken 
Tue 8/22/2023 4�45 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Cathy Coniaris

Mass DEP

100 Cambridge Street

Boston, MA  02114

massdep.npdes@mass.gov

 

Re: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station – DEP’s Tentative Determination to Deny Holtec’s Application for a
Modified Permit .

 

Dear Ms. Coniaris:

 

I am writing to support DEP’s tentative decision to deny Holtec’s application for a modified Surface
Water Discharge Permit to discharge 1.1 million gallons of radioactive and chemically contaminated
wastewater into Cape Cod Bay. 

 

DEP’s tentative determination that the state’s Ocean Sanctuaries Act prohibits this discharge is
correct:

·      The Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or commercial,
municipal, domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary.  Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston,
and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries.

 

In addition:

·      The Massachusetts Endangered Species Act prohibits altering the habitat of any endangered or
threatened species, including the right whale, roseate tern, least tern, and loggerhead turtle that
inhabit Cape Cod Bay. The discharge of waste, wastewater, toxic, or hazardous materials is
considered alteration of habitat.

·      The DEP’s regulations also include antidegradation provisions that prohibit Holtec’s discharge:

o   unless the discharge would be insignificant.  The discharge of 1.1 million gallons of
contaminated water is in no way ‘insignificant.’  



o   unless the “discharge is necessary to accommodate important economic or social
development in the [Cape Cod Bay] area” or ‘for the express purpose and intent of
maintaining or enhancing” Cape Cod Bay. This discharge will not enhance but only harm
the beautiful coastal waters that we love and that drive our local economy through tourism,
fishing, and recreation. 

 

Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal.  The department’s final determination should deny the
application.

 

Thank you.

 

Anne Aitken

 





Thank you.

I've attached this same letter as PDF, as well.

Linzee Amory Feigenbaum





 



Cathy Coniaris 
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection 
100 Cambridge Street 
Boston, MA 02114 
massdep.npdes@mass.gov 
 
Re: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station  
 
Dear Ms. Coniaris: 

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of 
Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s application for a modified Surface Water 
Discharge Permit that would allow it to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated 
wastewater into Cape Cod Bay. 
 
MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the 
Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or 
discharge or commercial, municipal, domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape 
Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries under the act. 
The proposed discharge is therefore illegal. 
  

Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal. The Department’s final determination should deny its 
application. 

Thank you, 

[Your Name] 

[Your Address] 
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station - DEPʼs Tentative Determination to Deny Holtecʼs
Application for a Modified Permit

John Belge 
Tue 8/22/2023 7�18 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Ms. Coniaris,

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection 
(MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s application for a modified Surface Water Discharge Permit that would allow it to 
discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.

MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the Massachusetts Ocean 
Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or commercial, municipal, 
domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all 
protected ocean sanctuaries under the act. The proposed discharge is therefore illegal.

Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal. The Department’s final determination should deny its application. 

Thank you,

John Belge
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station - DEPʼs Tentative Determination to Deny Holtecʼs
Application for a Modified Permit

Lloyd Fillion
Tue 8/22/2023 9�29 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

It is more than ironic that Holtec is seeking permission to dump its toxic waste into MA waters, with
Japan wanting to do the same thing with their waste water from the Fukoshima disaster.  

From what I have read, Scandinavian countries have solved the problem of radioactive waste water
without polluting their waters.  

For Holtec to be permitted to do this will also encourage other countries to use the same method -
using the oceans as a garbage dump.

Do not allow Holtec to  modify any plan in order to permit this poisoning of the waters around
Massachusetts.

L

 





Dumping of Nuclear waste

Patricia Hardie 
Wed 8/23/2023 5�39 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the  Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail
system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

Dear Commissioner Heiple,
I am writing to urge you to stop any dumping of nuclear waste into Cape Cod Bay.
I am a long time resident of Cape Cod and am concerned with preserving our natural habitat and
waters. Dumping of nuclear waste seems irresponsible and detrimental to a clean and safe
environment.
Please do the right thing.
Sincerely,

e

Sent from my iPhone
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Cape Cod Bay radioactive water

Vince .
Wed 8/23/2023 6�02 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Commissioner Heiple,

I strongly agree with DEP’s draft determination to deny Holtec
International’s permit application to discharge wastewater from
Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station into Cape Cod Bay. DEP’s permit
denial correctly interprets the Ocean Sanctuaries Act, which explicitly
states that discharges such as the one pursued by Holtec are
prohibited under state law. I urge DEP to move forward in finalizing
its draft decision based on state law requirements and issue a permit
denial to Holtec that prevents Pilgrim’s wastewater from being
released into the Cape Cod Bay Ocean Sanctuary.

Thank you,

Vince DeFelice



CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail
system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station DEPS Tentative Determination to Deny Holtec's
Application for a Modified Permit

Dorothy Anderson 
Wed 8/23/2023 8�08 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

I support Mass Dep's decision to deny Holtec's application for a modified surface water discharge
permit that would allow it to discharge radioactive and  chemically contaminated wastewater into
Cape Cod Bay.  Holtec has shown that they do not respect the environment and the people of
Mass. They are only interested in making a profit.

Thank you Ms. Coniaris for your help in this matter.

derson
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Holtecʼs proposed dumping in Cape Cod Bay

victoria milne 
Wed 8/23/2023 8�33 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Greetings,

Given the current discussion regarding the declining state of our planet , there is absolutely no
argument Holtec can conjure to justify dumping the waste in Cape Cod Bay. Our beautiful bay is
already suffering , the dead zones being an example. Commerce, recreation, fishing , runoff from
the coast are sufficient to have created this. Remedies may eventually be employed. But Holtec's
waste would never be abated. It's unconscionable that this was or is being considered.
Sincerely from South Yarmouth, MA,

Victoria Milne

Get Outlook for iOS
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Tess Weafer 
Wed 8/23/2023 8�53 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

It is insane to be reading the line about Holtec's application for modified Surface Water
Discharge Permit that "would allow it to discharge radioactive and
chemically contaminated WASTEWATER into Cape Cod Bay".

Massachusetts is smarter than this. It is WASTEWATER, how is that not enough to end Holtec's
plan immediately? What they want to do is illegal and it will affect wildlife and people and the
economy for years to come. This would be criminal if allowed to happen, we are smarter than this
and have to be the positive example in this situation.

Please do something to stop holtec and their plan to discharge once again; RADIOACTIVE
WASTEWATER, into plymouth bay. Disgusting and criminal.

Thank you!









Holtec

Jeannie Dodson-Edgars 
Wed 8/23/2023 9�05 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the  Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail
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I support the earth. Therefore I support the
Decision to deny the dumping of nuclear waste into Cape Cod Bay

n-Edgars

Sent from my iPad



CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail
system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

Defend Cape Cod Bay

Dr. Lindsley G Boiney 
Wed 8/23/2023 10�00 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Commissioner Heiple,

I agree in the strongest terms with DEP’s dra� determina�on to deny Holtec
Interna�onal’s permit applica�on to discharge wastewater from Pilgrim Nuclear Power
Sta�on into Cape Cod Bay. DEP’s permit denial correctly interprets the Ocean Sanctuaries
Act, which explicitly states that discharges such as the one pursued by Holtec are
prohibited under state law.
 
I urge DEP to move forward in finalizing its dra� decision based on state law requirements
and issue a permit denial to Holtec that prevents Pilgrim’s wastewater from being
released into the Cape Cod Bay Ocean Sanctuary. 

Thank you,

Dr. Lindsley Boiney



CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail
system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Denis Coutet 
Wed 8/23/2023 10�14 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Ms. Coniaris:

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec s̓ application for a modified Surface Water
Discharge Permit that would allow Holtec to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated
wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.

MassDEP s̓ tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the
Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or
discharge or commercial, municipal, domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape
Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries under this act,
making Holtec's dumping plan illegal.

Because Holtec s̓ proposed discharge is illegal, the Department s̓ final determination should deny
its application. Thank you for enforcing the law to protect our ocean sanctuaries.

Please receive the expression of my most distinguished greetings.

Denis Coutet.
--
Envoyé de mon appareil Android avec Courriel Open Mail. Veuillez excuser ma brièveté.
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citizen electronic comment for public hearing to Help defend Cape Cod Bay

Kim Hudson 
Wed 8/23/2023 10�24 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Commissioner Heiple,

I strongly agree with DEP’s draft determination to deny Holtec
International’s permit application to discharge wastewater from
Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station into Cape Cod Bay. DEP’s permit
denial correctly interprets the Ocean Sanctuaries Act, which explicitly
states that discharges such as the one pursued by Holtec are
prohibited under state law. I urge DEP to move forward in finalizing its
draft decision based on state law requirements and issue a permit
denial to Holtec that prevents Pilgrim’s wastewater from being
released into the Cape Cod Bay Ocean Sanctuary.

Thank you,

Kim Hudson



CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail
system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

Please Defend Cape Cod Bay

Lindy-John Boiney 
Wed 8/23/2023 10�55 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Commissioner Heiple,

I wholeheartedly agree with DEP’s dra� determina�on to deny Holtec Interna�onal’s
permit applica�on to discharge wastewater from Pilgrim Nuclear Power Sta�on into Cape
Cod Bay. DEP’s permit denial correctly interprets the Ocean Sanctuaries Act, which
explicitly states that discharges such as the one pursued by Holtec are prohibited under
state law.

I urge DEP to move forward in finalizing its dra� decision based on state law requirements
and issue a permit denial to Holtec that prevents Pilgrim’s wastewater from being
released into the Cape Cod Bay Ocean Sanctuary.

Thank you,

Lindy Boiney



Cathy Coniaris 
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection 
100 Cambridge Street 
Boston, MA 02114 
massdep.npdes@mass.gov 

Re: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station 

Dear Ms. Coniaris: 

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of 
Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s application for a modified Surface Water 
Discharge Permit that would allow it to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated 
wastewater into Cape Cod Bay. 

MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the 
Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or 
discharge or commercial, municipal, domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape 
Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries under the act. 
The proposed discharge is therefore illegal. 

Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal. The Department’s final determination should deny its 

application. 

Thank you, 

Christopher Phillips

 

 





Cathy Coniaris 
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection 
100 Cambridge Street 
Boston, MA 02114 
massdep.npdes@mass.gov 

Re: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station 

Dear Ms. Coniaris: 

I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of 
Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s application for a modified Surface Water 
Discharge Permit that would allow it to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated 
wastewater into Cape Cod Bay. 

MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the 
Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or 
discharge or commercial, municipal, domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape 
Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean sanctuaries under the act. 
The proposed discharge is therefore illegal. 

Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal. The Department’s final determination should deny its 

application. 

Thank you, 

Renee Phillips
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The impact of Holtec dumping their waste water into Cape Cod Bay.

Larry Finley 
Wed 8/23/2023 11�20 AM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

We shouldnʼt let big companies like Holtec to dump polluted water into Cape Cod Bay and destroy
the beautiful environment that is so important to the ecosystem of our area! Doing this would put
our local area at risk to impact everything from the whales, the seals, the fish and the seaweed.
Each one of these things alone, if they are impacted, would also impact the rest of the ecosystem.
It is already so fragile that we cannot take a chance that chemicals will not be detrimental and
cause everything to collapse as far as the natural conditions of Cape Cod Bay. I encourage you to
strongly prevent this from happening.
Pat and Larry Finley



Cathy Coniaris
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection
100 Cambridge Street
Boston, MA 02114
massdep.npdes@mass.gov

Re: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station August 23, 2023

Dear Ms. Coniaris:
I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department of Environmental
Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s application for a modified Surface Water Discharge Permit that
would allow it to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.

MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the Massachusetts Ocean
Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or commercial, municipal,
domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays
are all protected ocean sanctuaries under the act. The proposed discharge is therefore illegal.

Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal. The Department’s final determination should deny its application.

Thank you,

William Bennett, Owner Chris Sherman, CEO
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Candyce McEnroe 
Wed 8/23/2023 1�26 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

To  Mass DEP,
I am a concerned resident of Plymouth ma. I heard that the Plymouth Nuclear  Power Plant Co. Is going to release
Radioac�ve waste into the water or air. I am very concerned and also my neighbors about our environment  I have
4 children and 9 Grand children
That  live in Plymouth mass. Why are they going to do this or even thinking of it can’t they find another way of
storing it or disposing it. I am really worried for the children. And worried about our environment and the health
of the popula�on. Our food source we already have to limit fish and shell fish because of pollu�on. As a Business
owner in Plymouth for 40 years and have lived in Plymouth for 58 years. I knew a few men that worked at the
Power Plant.
And they all died just before re�rement of cancer.
 
Thank you,
Candyce McEnroe
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8/23/23 

Cathy Coniaris 

Mass DEP 

100 Cambridge Street 

Boston, MA  02114 

massdep.npdes@mass.gov  

 

Re: Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station – DEP’s Tentative Determination to 

Deny Holtec’s Application for a Modified Permit .  

 

Dear Ms. Coniaris: 

 

UU Mass Action is a state-wide spirit-based non-profit organizing 

Unitarian Universalists for justice and love.  

 

I am writing to support DEP’s tentative decision to deny Holtec’s 

application for a modified Surface Water Discharge Permit that would 

allow it to discharge radioactive and chemically contaminated wastewater 

into Cape Cod Bay. 

 

DEP’s tentative determination that requested discharge is 

prohibited by the Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. 

That act prohibits the “dumping or discharge or commercial, municipal, 

domestic or industrial waste” into an Ocean Sanctuary.  Cape Cod, 

Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all protected ocean 

sanctuaries.     

 

DEP should also deny Holtec’s requested permit for at least two 

other reasons. 

 

The first is that the Massachusetts Endangered Species Act 

prohibits altering the habitat of any endangered or threatened species, 

including the right whale, roseate tern, least tern, and loggerhead turtle 

that live in and along the shores of Cape Cod Bay. Massachusetts state 

regulations are explicit: the discharge of waste, wastewater, toxic or 

hazardous materials shall always be considered alterations of habitat.  

 

The second is the antidegradation provisions of DEP’s own 

regulations.  

 

One prohibits Holtec’s discharge unless the discharge would be 

insignificant and Holtec demonstrates “that the discharge is necessary to 

accommodate important economic or social development in the [Cape Cod 

Bay] area.” The discharge of 1.1 million gallons of radioactive and 

chemically contaminated water that, harms the economy, ecology, 



recreational/ascetic interests is not “insignificant.” Holtec’s planned discharge is not necessary – for any 

reason.  Holtec has other options. Increasing Holtec’s profit is not an important economic or social 

development.  

 

The other regulation requires DEP to determine that the discharge is “for the express purpose and intent 

of maintaining or enhancing” Cape Cod Bay; something Holtec’s planned  discharge plainly will not do.  

 

DEP’s final determination should deny Holtec’s application for all of these reasons.  

 

                  

Thank you, 

 

Claire Karl B.W. Miller 

Movement Building Director 

 

UU Mass Action 
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SUBJECT LINE: DEPʼs Determination to Deny Holtecʼs Application for Modified Permit

Giovanni, Maria 
Wed 8/23/2023 1�38 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear DEP Representative Cathy Coniaris,
 
As a local real estate professional, I am writing to urge you to uphold your initial denial of Holtec's request to
modify their wastewater discharge permit.
 
The Ocean Sanctuaries Act was designed to protect our coastal environments and their natural beauty -
factors that directly impact property values and the real estate market here. We have already seen concerning
declines in demand that we believe are tied to the ongoing decommissioning activities. Granting this permit
modification could worsen the situation.
 
I ask that you stand firm in your original determination to prohibit the discharge of pollutants into Cape Cod
Bay. The DEP has an important role to play in restoring consumer confidence by enforcing environmental
protections that preserve our coastline and waterways.
 
Please do not allow the proposed permit changes. We are relying on you to safeguard our region's
environment and real estate market.
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Giovanni/  
 

 
 

 



*Wire Fraud is Real*.  Before wiring any money, call the intended recipient at a number you
know is valid to confirm the instructions. Additionally, please note that the sender does not
have authority to bind a party to a real estate contract via written or verbal communication.



Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

John Livingstone
Wed 8/23/2023 1�51 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the  Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail
system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

Deny a permit to
Holtec to dump!!

Watch out that the EPA does not yield to the power of wealth, bribes, and profit motives of Holtec.

As a public health expert and full-time resident on Cape Cod  I insist upon the enforcement of The
Ocean Sanctuaries Act and Fed. EPA regulations to protect the health of our citizens from industrial
wastewater of the Pilgrim plant —-the impact of which has been insufficiently studied!!!



Holtec Permit

Alice Brown 
Wed 8/23/2023 2�37 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the  Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail
system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

Dear Commissioner Heiple,
I strongly agree with DEPʼs draft determination to deny Holtec Internationalʼs permit application to
discharge wastewater from Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station into Cape Cod Bay.  DEPʼs permit denial
correctly interprets the Ocean Sanctuaries Act, which explicitly states that discharges such as the
one pursued by Holtec are prohibited under state law.  I URGE DEP to issue a permit denial to Holtec
that prevents Pilgrimʼs wastewater from being released into the Cape Cod Bay Ocean Sanctuary.  Our
Cape waters and the sea life within deserve more respect than to intentionally pollute them with
nuclear-tainted wastewater, donʼt they?

Thank you for your attention to this very important issue.
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Mari Creatini Bell 
Wed 8/23/2023 3�09 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Ms. Coniaris:
I am writing to support the tentative determination by the Massachusetts Department
of Environmental Protection (MassDEP) to deny Holtec’s application for a modified
Surface Water Discharge Permit that would allow it to discharge radioactive and
chemically contaminated wastewater into Cape Cod Bay.

MassDEP’s tentative determination that the requested discharge is prohibited by the
Massachusetts Ocean Sanctuaries Act is entirely correct. That act prohibits the
“dumping or discharge or commercial, municipal, domestic or industrial waste” into
an Ocean Sanctuary. Cape Cod, Plymouth, Kingston, and Duxbury Bays are all
protected ocean sanctuaries under the act. The proposed discharge is therefore
illegal.
 
Holtec’s proposed discharge is illegal. The Department’s final determination should
deny its application.
Thank you,

Mariana Creatini Bell







were discovered when excavating the Ted Williams Tunnel in Boston Harbor in 1991 from foundries
dating back centuries ago.
 
Additionally, for most of the summer, Duxbury Beach was closed to protect the piping plover
population.  Yet, you are openly considering allowing thousands of South Shore residents to face
irrefutable harm should Holtec be allowed to dump contaminated waste. It is unconscionable that you
consider a bird’s safety above the Commonwealth’s residents. 
 
Holtec’s initial application should have been permanently denied upon its submission, thereby forcing
Holtec to find a proper solution. The Commonwealth’s continued consideration of the application for a
modified Permit is giving Holtec false hope, while threatening and potentially harming the people who
live and work on the South Shore. Instead of offering false hope, the Commonwealth should have
provided Holtec with a solution, i.e. a negotiated disposal plan at an approved Federally licensed storage
facility. The Department's determination should deny Holtec’s application ad infinitum, as its proposed
discharge is illegal and dangerous. 
 
 
Sincerely,
 
 
MAC
 
Michael A. Cicalese
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HOLTEC Permit Application

Peter Karlson 
Wed 8/23/2023 4�25 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Commissioner Heiple,
As a resident of Cape Cod, I enjoy swimming, fishing, and kayaking on Cape Cod Bay.  I strongly
agree with DEP s̓ draft determination to deny Holtec International s̓ permit application to discharge
wastewater from Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station into Cape Cod Bay. DEP s̓ permit denial correctly
interprets the Ocean Sanctuaries Act, which explicitly states that discharges such as the one
pursued by Holtec are prohibited under state law. I urge DEP to move forward in finalizing its draft
decision based on state law requirements and issue a permit denial to Holtec that prevents
Pilgrim s̓ wastewater from being released into the Cape Cod Bay Ocean Sanctuary.

Thank you,

on
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Discharge from Plymouth plant

Dzik, Walter H.,MD 
Wed 8/23/2023 6�51 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Sir or Madam,
 
I am wri�ng to express my support for sustaining the BLOCK on release of industrial waste water from the
Plymouth nuclear plant.
 
I do not want this industrial waste water to be released into Cape Cod Bay.
 
Thank you for registering my view on this ma�er.
 
Walter Dzik

 





Holtec plan on dumping nuclear waste

Nancy Bertsch 
Wed 8/23/2023 7�55 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

CAUTION: This email originated from a sender outside of the  Commonwealth of Massachusetts mail
system.  Do not click on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

I am extremely disturbed and angry to see that despite Maura Healyʼs public statement regarding the
final decision by her administration to not allow toxic waste to be dumped into our ocean , that there
is still yet another public meeting to go through this again. Holtec is not concerned about the
decision against their dumping or now, venting it out through the smoke stacks. What is going on.
Why is the government that is supposed to be protecting us from toxic and irrevocable poisoning
letting this drag on. Doesnʼt the mass epa, etc have any power over such things.
Holtec was hired by someone in the government, who? Where is the accountability? Do we have to
live in fear of their power, greed and unrelenting sleazy tactics until they finally grease the right palm?
Do our politicians have to have a disaster happen right in front of their noses to get serious and end
this deadly game?
I have absolutely no faith in our government in this state or this country and it makes me sick. Who is
going to stand up for the precious environment that is left.

Sent from my iPad
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Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station

Marla Jamate
Wed 8/23/2023 11�02 PM

To:MassDEP NPDES (DEP) <MassDEP.NPDES@mass.gov>

Dear Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection, 

I am a lifelong Massachusetts resident, who has spent a great deal of time on Cape Cod and the
South Shore. I was horrified to hear of Holtec's application for a permit to dump 1.1 million gallons
of radioactive wastewater in Cape Cod Bay. It has long been established that the Bay is a critical
ecological resource on which marine and human life depends, and since 1970, it has been
a designated State Ocean Sanctuary in 1970. This designation was intended to protect the Bay from
exploitation, development, and other activities that would endanger its ecology.
The Cod Cod Bay beaches, wetlands and offshore waters support biodiverse plant and animal
communities. These include commercially-significant species of fish and shellfish, along with
numerous marine mammals, sea turtles and birds, several of which are already threatened or
endangered. The Bay is a feeding ground for the North Atlantic right whale, which is critically
endangered, and perhaps on the brink of extinction, with fewer than 340 remaining worldwide. The
endangered Humpback whales migrate to Cape Cod Bay and its surrounding waters annually to feed,
while other imperiled whales venture into the Cape's deeper waters.  
Numerous snails, mussels and crustaceans are endangered, threatened, or considered to be of
special concern in our state.  Among Massachusetts shore and seafaring birds, the Saltmarsh
Sparrow, Arctic Tern and Upland Sandpiper whose populations are already in decline.
A great deal of effort now goes into preservation of coastal resources, including those aimed at
remediating seawater pollution. Such efforts, including the Wellfleet Oyster Reef Restoration, would be
jeopardized by the radioactive wastewater discharge. Critical research conducted by National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration, the Woods Hole Oceanographic Institution and the Marine Biological
Laboratory are just a few of the globally-significant activities that stand to be harmed by the release of
radioactive wastewater. 
I implore you to deny Holtec's permit application. 

Marla A. Jamate  































































    





                          

                              

     





    

    

 

   
   

   
     

              
            

             
                

                 
             

          

                
             

             
          

               
                

             
                

              
               

          

                  
               

                 
                    

        

                
                 

               
        

 
     

    
    

   
  
  

  
  





































































































 

  











   

   

  
  

  

            

            

            

              

              

               

                

               

                

               

                

                  

            

              

                  

              

     

       









         














