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1 MR. ANDERS:. (Good evening, everyone. M nane

2 is Chuck Anders and | amthe facilitator for the D ablo

3  Canyon Deconm ssi oni ng Engagenent Panel and wel cone to

4  the sixth neeting of the panel, sixth public neeting.

5 Tonight's topic is emergency planning. Before we begin

6 the nmeeting, we want to take a nonment to go over our

7 safety procedures. So, Adam if you could brief us,

8 please.

9 MR PASION. Thanks, Chuck. Wuld all with the
10 safety assignnents please raise your hands. Thank you.
11  So we have an exit here, to the left of here, and you
12 can also exit out the rear here and to exit to the | obby
13 and go right or left and you'll be on Monterey or
14  Hguera Street, and if we experience an earthquake
15 tonight, just duck down and cover as best as you can and
16 then we have an instance |ead who will assist us in
17  evacuating the building. Thank you, Chuck.

18 MR. ANDERS:. Thank you very nuch. Next, we

19 want to hear fromour PGSE representative, M. Tom

20  Jones.

21 MR, JONES: Thanks, Chuck. On behalf of Jon
22  Franke, Vice president of safety, he's unable to attend
23 the nmeeting. H's travel schedule had a little winkle.
24  So the understudy gets to finally participate. So Jon

25 sends his regrets and he'll be watching the replay of
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1 the tape.
2 A qui ck update on the project here. First of
3 all, the project is still on track for making its filing
4 in December with the California Public Utilities
5 Commission. So that's a good devel opment. Eric Nel son
6 Is here if you have any questions after the neeting, he
7 and his project team
8 Second, we had a workshop |ast week with the
9 Public Uilities Conm ssion that dealt with some of the
10 pre-planning activities we'd like to do where we filed a
11  request for what's called a nmenorandum account and that
12 was to pool sone of those planning dollars forward by
13 years to shorten the project overall. The
14 admnistrative |aw judge assigned to that attendant, as
15 well as President's Picker's office and representatives
16 fromTURN, The Utility Reform Network. So that public
17  workshop ran about two hours and we'll send out to the
18 panel the scope of order what that procedure will |ook
19 like over the next com ng nonths because it will affect
20 this project. W're hoping for a favorable ruling again
21 to pool some of those planning dollars forward so we
22 don't have to wait until a certain period of tinme.
23 Today was a very busy day and, ironically,
24  tonight we're working on emergency planning. Today was
25 our biannual exercise, it's called an evaluative
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exercise, to denonstrate to your regulators that we can
protect the health and safety of the public. This is a
massi ve energency planning drill that involves severa
hundred people, including the full conplenent of P&E s
Emer gency Response Organi zation and nmenbers fromthe
County Ofice of Energency Services, |ocal
jurisdictions, the State of California and al so the
Nucl ear Regul atory Comm ssion. So that result will come
out in a couple of nonths, but that eval uated exercise
occurred today. So sone of our menbers are here. They
started about 7 this norning and ran about a 9-hour
drill.

And then, also, tonight we're joined by Bruce
Watson. He's the chief of the reactor deconmm ssioning
branch. He'll be presenting to you, as well as Ron
Al sop fromthe County Ofice of Energency Services, who
was in the aforenentioned drill. So that's the |ineup
we have for you tonight. Thank you for your support and
all the time you put into this commttee. It's much
appr eci at ed.

MR ANDERS: Thank you very nuch, Tom Mving
on to the next agenda, | just want to go over the agenda
for this evening. M. Bruce Watson fromthe NRC wi ||
provi de an overview of reactor deconm ssioning process.

W will take a break after that and Tom Jones and
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1 M. Alsop fromthe county will then talk about the
2 regional energency planning process during
3 deconmssioning. W'Ill have the opportunity for public
4  comment and the panel will then discuss and nake
5 observations with regard to the public comrent and
6 anything else that they've heard, then we'll go through
7 an introduction of our next meeting topic and summary of
8 the meeting. So that's our basic agenda for this
9 evening.
10 Wth that, | would like to introduce our first
11  speaker, M. Bruce Watson. He is chief of the reactor
12 decomm ssioning branch of the NRC. So he is going to
13 tal k about --
14 MR, KARLIN: Chuck, may | just take a nonent to
15 recogni ze and thank the Diablo Canyon | ndependent Safety
16 Commttee menbers who are here this evening, the
17  distinguished guests. They are nmeeting today and
18 tonmorrow down in Avila Beach and they are an entity that
19  have been in existence for 28-plus years. There are
20 three nmenbers. Al of themare Ph.D.s in nuclear
21  engineering, Dr. Peterson, Dr. Bob Budnitz and Dr. Peter
22  Lanb, and we very nuch thank the fact that they have
23 cone to observe. They are not here to speak or on the
24  agenda and, also, they have brought sone of their key
25 staff people who hel ped them Fernan Wardell and R ck

%Dﬂﬂi@[ 7{eyom’ng (805) 544-3363 | 1302 Osos Street, San Luis Obispo, Ca 93401


http://www.mcdanielreporting.com

PG&E DIABLO CANYON DECOMMISSIONING ENGAGEMENT PANEL PUBLIC MEETING

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS, on 10/24/2018 Page 6
1 MWarder. Sone of us attended their neeting today and |
2 wll attend their neeting tomorrow and it's a
3 conjunction of events that they happen to be neeting
4 today, as well. So thank you for comng. Thank you,

5  Chuck.

6 MR. ANDERS. Al ex, thank you for recognizing

7 them W'd Ilike to proceed with the first speaker, and
8 before we do, | want to indicate that anyone who wants

9 to make any public comments tonight need to fill out a
10 blue card. The blue cards are in the back of that part
11  of the roomand provide themto one of the PGE folks in
12 either the white or blue shirts and provide that before
13 the break. So during the break, we will conpile those
14  cards and then we'll provide the opportunity for public
15 comment.

16 So, M. Watson. Bruce is right up here. As |
17 nentioned, Bruce is chief of the reactor deconm ssioning
18 branch of the NRC. Go ahead, sir.

19 MR WATSON: (kay. Thank you for having ne

20 invited tonight. W'd like to share sone of the process
21 we follow. |'msure there's lots of questions about the
22  deconm ssioning process and the rulemaking that's in

23 progress. So with that, I'll go ahead and start.

24 Next slide. Do | control it here? Ckay. |

25 don't think you can read the bottomline there, but our
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regul ations went into effect in 1997, the
decommi ssioning regul ations, along with a major issuance
of gui dance and how to inplenent those regul ations.
Since 1997, we've term nated nore than 80 conpl ex
radi oactive material facilities and that woul d include
10 nucl ear power plants, about 18 research reactors and
the rest being conplex naterial sites.

As you can see, in the last year, we termnated
three sites, a mgjor fuel cycle facility, which is a
very conplex site with lots of groundwater issues,
anot her conplex site, which was basically a buri al
ground that was renediated, and then the third was a
State University of New York at Buffal o Research
Reactor, which was quite a nice facility to deconm ssion
wthits |aboratories. So it's fairly conplex.

Next slide, please. The guiding principals for
deconmmi ssioning are, of course, protection of the
wor kers, making sure the plant stays secure, protection
of the public, comrunications and outreach with external
stakehol ders. Up on the one picture on the left there,
you can see a steam generator being prepared for
shipnment as a | arge conponent and then the picture down
below is a public meeting at Vernont.

Next slide. The process of deconmi ssioning is

basically renoving the reactor's facility safely from
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the operating node to a permanent shutdown and condition
and reducing the residual radioactivity to a level that
permts the release of the property for unrestricted use
and termnation of the license. W have strict
requirenments in a process we follow for ensuring that
the radioactive material is renoved. W do surveys to
confirmthat when the licensee is conpleting the
deconm ssioning work. In pictured here is Maine Yankee.
In this case, the state of Maine and the utility agreed
to gotoagreen field. It's not a requirenment of the
NRC. So you have the plant on the left and picture on
the right is one that | took where the reactor and
everything used to be. So it was green-fielded, but as
| say, it's not a requirenent of the NRC

Next slide, please. The initial steps for
decommi ssioning, basically there's two certifications
have to be nade by the |licensee. They have to say --
send us a letter saying that they have certified that
t hey have permanently ceased operations and they are
required to send us a letter that says that they have
permanently refueled -- defueled the reactors, so al
the reactor fuel has been renmoved fromthe vessel,
reactor vessel, and, at that point, they can no | onger
put the fuel back in the reactor and operate the plant.

So the plant is officially in decomm ssioning with that
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1 second certification. Up until that point, they can

2 change their mnd. So that's where they have to go.

3 W've had plants announce they're shutting down and then
4 continue to operate because they got rate release in a

5 fewcases. The other key thing that's submtted to us

6 Is they have to submt to us the post-shutdown

7 deconm ssioning activities report and you're going to

8 hear me refer to that as the PSDAR

9 So the next slide, please. The PSDAR has to be
10 submitted to us prior to the plant shutting down or

11 within two years after its shutdown. So they could

12 submt that at any tine, but it has a description of

13 their planned deconmm ssioning activities, it has in it
14  what 1'Il call a high Ievel schedule for the planned

15 activities for the decommssioning. It will include a
16 site-specific cost estimate for the decomm ssioning and
17 they will take a review of -- again, at the

18 environnental inpacts of the deconm ssioning to make

19 sure that the existing environnental assessnent or
20 environmental inpact statement are valid. |If not, if
21 there's anything new, they have to report that to us.
22  The picture on the right is, of course, the recent
23 PSDAR. W got what was received fromthe Oyster Creek
24  Plant, which shut down in Septenber. It's about 30
25 pages long, not a great |arge document. It just has to
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1 be submtted to us. It allows the NRC, basically, to
2 outline our resources needed to inspect and continue to
3 license the plant during the imediate years of the
4  shutdown and start of the deconm ssioning.
5 So let's go on to the next slide. The review
6 process for the PSDAR, we notice it in the federa
7 register and we request public comments. W schedule a
8 neeting inthe vicinity of the site to get public
9 comrents. W consider those public comments in our
10 review of the document. The plant owner, or the
11  licensee operator, can begin deconm ssioning wthin 90
12 days after we receive the PSDAR. So they can start. |If
13 they're in a position to start deconmm ssioning, they're
14 ready to do that. Two docunments on the right, which are
15 regqulatory guides, that are guidance, one is 1.184,
16  which describes the decomm ssioning process, and the
17 other one is 1.185, which describes the requirenments for
18 the content of the post-shutdown deconm ssioning
19 activities report. So there is some information. You
20 can read up on those, get that fromour public website.
21 The next slide, please. Basically, there are
22 two options in our regulations. W call it DECON, which
23 is immediate dismantling. Basically, the licensing --
24  |icensee begins decomm ssioning the plant, starts

25 renoving conponents and other things to get the plant to
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1 a point where they're going to actually termnate the
2 license for unrestricted use.
3 Now, what do | mean by unrestricted use?
4 Basically, when we termnate the |icense for
5 unrestricted use, the land can be used for any purpose.
6 The NRC has no requirenents on that land. It's up to
7 the owner and the state what they do with the land after
8 it's deconmissioned, after we termnate the |icense.
9 The other option is to go into a SAFSTOR or deferred
10 dismantlement, which they can allow the -- basically,
11 place the plant in a stable condition and can wait for
12 typically 50 years to allow radioactive decay of the
13 plant and then they have to conpl ete deconm ssioning in
14 60 years.
15 | will tell you that in our guidance, there's a
16  nentioning of entonbnent, but we have never published
17 any regul ations because no one's ever requested
18 entonbnent as a neans for deconm ssioning and so,
19 basically, they're either going to decommssion it right
20 away or wait or they can go back and forth and many
21 utilities have chosen to do that.
22 So next slide, please. How |ong does it take
23 to deconmission the plant? Well, under the NRC
24  regul ations, they have 60 years to conplete the

25 decomm ssioning. For power reactors, 60 years they have
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1 to conplete deconm ssioning. Site restoration is
2 determned by the owner and the state. So in the
3 picture here on the left, that is Rancho Seco. It's a
4 picture | took. We termnated the license in 2009.
5 That's a picture | took in 2013. As far as | know, they
6 still have all the structures remaining on the site.
7 The Uilities -- Sacramento Municipal Power District --
8 Uility Power District -- Miunicipal District, | guess it
9 iIs, SMID, has decided they're not going to spend the
10 noney to denolish the buildings yet, but the site was
11 released for unrestricted release. So |evels of
12 residual activity nmeet all our requirenents and so we
13 termnated the license in 2009. So they're not in any
14 hurry to do anything with it.
15 But | want to nake sure everyone under st ands
16 that the deconmissioning typically takes seven to ten
17 years. | think San Onofre has a 20-year schedul e, which
18 includes all the fuel transfers. |It's another |arge
19 facility |like Diablo Canyon, two very large pressurized
20 water reactors, but a single unit wll typically take
21 seven to ten years to do and it's not done in a hurry,
22 it's done very nethodically and it's a deconstruction
23 project, if you want to call it that, to get the plant
24  cleaned up and all the conponents renoved.
25 Next slide. | kind of cut this decomm ssioning
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1 process into three phases: Before cleanup, during and

2 after. So let's go ahead and | ook at the before

3 cleanup. Next slide. Basically, the utility nakes the
4  plant ready for deconm ssioning. They will drain al

5 the systens that aren't needed anynore to operate the

6 plant, they will renove all their remaining radioactive
7 waste fromthe facility so all the tanks and systens are
8 all drained and the waste is shipped off site, they wll
9 treat all the water, they will generally nove the spent
10 fuel to dry cask storage. Typically, they can start

11 that in three years. | used to say five, but there is a
12 new cask that are licensed to do it that will allow it
13 to be transferred in three. So many utilities are

14 transferring the fuel at the three-year mark. They wll
15 submt and update the PSDAR as needed to allow us to

16  communicate not only with us, but with the public on

17 what their plans are for deconm ssioning. So they

18 prepare the plant for deconm ssioning, meaning they can
19 either -- when they' re finished preparing the plant,
20 they can either go to SAFSTOR or they can start
21  dismantling.
22 Next slide, please. During cleanup, they
23 renove the structures and the conponents, they do any
24  soil remediation that needs to be done and they do a | ot

25 of radioactive material shipments, radioactive waste
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shipments. So the material |eaves the site and goes to
a disposal facility.

Next slide, please. After cleanup, the NRC
will eventually termnate the |license. Cbviously,
they're going to have spent fuel on the site to continue
to manage and they will restore the site to whatever
condition they choose to do, along with whatever the
requirements fromthe state are. One of the things we
wll dois we wll do confirmatory surveys of the plant
and the lands to make sure that they' ve nmet the cleanup
criteria for unrestricted release. So we will do --
take an active part in actually doing surveys and
sampling of the facility to make sure it neets our
requirements.

Next slide, please. R ght now, | want you to
know that there are six units in active deconm ssioni ng.
There's 15 units in SAFSTOR around the country. There's
12 plants, including D ablo Canyon, that have announced
that they will be shutting down. As | nentioned before,
we have conpl eted the deconm ssioning at 10 power
reactors. So we have a |lot of experience with this and
so we have, I'Il call it, proven regulations on howto
do this and met hodol ogies for doing it, also.

There is a new business nodel out there that --

for deconm ssioning, which you may have heard of. It's
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Zion and LaCrosse. The license was transferred fromthe
utility to a conpany to do the deconmi ssioning. At the
compl etion of the deconm ssioning, that conmpany wl |
transfer the license -- actually, they're termnating
the license, but they'll transfer the license with the
fuel back to the utility to manage. The newest nodel is
what we call -- is called -- being called an asset sale
and license transfer. In this case, the utility's
actually selling the property, the plant, and
transferring title for the fuel and the license fromthe
NRC to a conpany who is going to deconmission it and own
the plant, the land and the fuel until it's noved off
site. You may have seen that. That's what the Oyster
Creek is claimng, the one that recently shut down, but

| want you to know that LaCrosse in lowa -- no. |It's
actually in Wsconsin, it's across the river, you fly
into lowa, and Wsconsin is under -- is nearing

conmpl etion of decomm ssioning. W expect that we'll
termnate that license either in 2019 or 2020, dependi ng
on when they actually conplete all the paperwork and we
do all the surveys to verify. Zion Units 1 and 2, which
are also large pressurized water reactors, very simlar
in size to the Diablo Canyon Plant, will be conpleting
their decommssioning in the sane time frame. W're

expecting themto termnate their |icense possibly by
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1 the end of 2020 -- excuse me -- 2019 or beginning of

2 2020, and, of course, we have Hunbol dt Bay, which P&E
3 has been decomm ssioning, and we're expecting themto
4 be -- have their license termnated next year or in

5 early 2020, also. So there's a |ot of additiona

6 experience, recent experience that's been going on. Al
7 21 of these reactors are in nmy branch for managi ng

8 from-- for the licensing, and, of course, we continue
9 toinspect all these plants to the very end.

10 Next slide, please. Qur inspection program or
11  oversight program continues after shutdown. There's --
12 some people believe we go away, but the NRC stays until
13 the fuel is gone. Ckay? So we will be there to nonitor
14 the licensee's performance and inspect the -- that

15 ensure conpliance with safety requirenents, and if

16 you're interested, you can go to our website. There's
17 two inspection nanual s you can | ook at, Inspection

18 Manual 2561, which is the Reactor Deconm ssioning

19 Inspection Manual, it's got alnost 40 procedures
20 associated with it that we follow during the inspection,
21 and an Inspection Manual 2690.
22 Next slide, please. Like |I said, the
23 inspection programcontinues after shutdown. As a
24 mnimum even the plants that are in SAFSTOR have the

25 core procedures and are inspected at |east annually
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where we conduct our core inspection procedures to make
sure they're staying conpliant with their |icense and
there's a ton of discretionary inspections which can be
done throughout the life of the decomm ssioning. So our
I nspectors are quite busy during the time. So -- but
the inplenentation and actual anount of inspection is
commensurate with the risk of the activities that the
licensee is doing. So if there's no work going on,
we're only going to be there once a year or so to verify
the safe -- the plant is safe. If there's a |lot of
active deconmm ssioning going on, if the fuel is still in
the pool, we're going to be there quite often and, of
course, if the -- once the interactive deconm ssioning
and the fuel is renmoved to dry storage, it's not quite
as intense, but we're still there inspecting, and, of
course, we W ll continue to inspect the fuel facility
until that also gets renoved, whenever that m ght be,
and, of course, we do do final surveys and we're here --
we're at the site significantly to do confirmtory
surveys during the final stages of the deconm ssioning.
Next slide, please. So people want to know
what happens to the spent fuel. Well, it's renoved from
the spent fuel and it's placed into dry storage. Diablo
Canyon presently has 44 containers with 32 fuel bundles,

and if | did the math, that's 1,408 fuel bundles that
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1 are already in dry storage there. Appears they have the
2 capacity to expand that to renmove the renmaining fuel to
3 the pool -- to the PAD, as we call it, but our safety
4 and security progranms remain in place and they stay --

5 they wll stay in place until the fuel is remved from

6 the site.

7 Next slide, please. One question we get from

8 the public alot is are the spent fuel pools safe.

9 \Wll, yes, they are. They're robust structures, as we
10 would call it. They're designed to withstand natural
11 events, such as earthquakes and ot her things, such as
12 hurricanes and other things. They have strictly
13 reqgul ated design features and they have operational
14  procedures in place to nake sure that the spent fuel
15 stays safe.

16 Moving on to the topic of the day, let's nove
17 to the next slide, please. Does the energency planning
18 change? Yes, it does, but we have energency plans that
19 remain in place. They're just not as big and large as
20 they used to be. W wll go to an all-hazards approach
21 for the energency planning versus the big, large forna
22 off-site -- preplanned off-site radiol ogi cal response

23 plans. So a lot of the transitions that I'mgoing to be
24  talking about are in the proposed rule and the draft of

25 that proposed rule is with the commssion right now. So
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1 the commission will decide whether we agree with the

2 staff and what changes we're planning, they can reject

3 themand send us back to the drawing board, but it's the
4 commssion's reviewthat is what's -- agreenent that

5 that's the path we're going to follow There will be

6 another opportunity for public coment because the

7  process has numerous opportunities for public conment.

8 So after the conm ssion, we hope it does approve what

9 we've witten. Because it's a very large rulemaking, it
10 covers a lot of different areas, even though the areas
11 are, I'Il say, vast in our regulations because the

12  regulations weren't -- were not intended when they first
13  were witten for plans going into decomm ssioning. So
14 there's subtle little changes that have to be nmade in
15 the regulations to allow the efficiency for the

16 transition fromoperations of deconm ssioning to go

17 forward nore efficiently fromnot only the NRC

18 standpoint, but for the utility.

19 One thing | want to nake sure you' re aware of
20 is that none of these change the safety aspects of the
21 decommi ssioning. They just replace the amendnents and
22 exenptions that we would normally grant. There's about
23 20 of themwe do when a plant shuts down that will be
24 codified so it will be based on plant conditions, and

25 when that plant reaches those conditions, they can make
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1 the changes thenselves. So there's no safety changes in
2 the process.

3 So the next slide, please. Basically, we wll
4  be enploying -- we are planning to enpl oy because we

5 haven't got the blessing fromthe conm ssion yet, but

6 level one, basically, is when the plant is --

7 pernmanently ceases operations and all this fuel is in

8 the spent fuel pool. Level two, the spent fuel has

9 sufficiently decayed, and | use the technical term

10 there, but, basically, the fuel is so cool that it

11  doesn't neet the same l[evel of cooling and other things.
12 So it basically is getting to the point where it can be
13 noved to dry storage, but it's where the zirc fire can
14 no longer -- is no longer credible to have fromthe

15 fuel. So at that point, you can't have an off-site

16 release of radioactive material that would reach the EPA
17 protective action guidelines. The third level, of

18 course, is that all the fuel in dry storage, soit's

19 under its own energency plan there, and the fourth |evel
20 is when we really don't have any emergency plan anynore
21  because the plant's gone and the fuel's gone.

22 So next slide, please. So the post-shutdown
23  energency plan basically starts after we docket the two
24 certifications and the transition period for that PSEP

25 or plant shutdown energency plan, is about 16 nonths for
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a pressurized water reactor and that's about the tine it
takes for the fuel to cool or decay -- radioactively
decay so it's no |onger generating enough heat that it

causes a zirconiumfire where you could actually have an

1

2

3

4

5 off-site release of radioactive material. After that

6 point, the fuel is cooled such that it is pretty benign
7 froman accident standpoint.

8 So next slide, please. Qur proposed changes

9 wll reduce the Energency Response Organization staffing
10 at the site and it wll have a revision to the emergency
11 action levels and there's no longer required for

12 updates. There will be an annual di ssem nation of

13 information still to the public and that shoul d include
14  something on the plant's future status and, of course,
15 we've revised the exercise schedule, but we still have
16 required drills.

17 Next slide, please. The permanently defuel ed
18 emergency plan basically reduces, like I said, the

19  Emergency Response Organization. Their only events that
20 can be classified as the notification of an unusual
21 event or an alert. There's no site energency anynore or
22 any general energency. So at this point, there's no
23 off-site radiological energency response plan required.

24 So there are no defined energency planning zones beyond

25 the site boundary because you can't reach the dose to

%Dﬂﬂi@[ 7{eyom’ng (805) 544-3363 | 1302 Osos Street, San Luis Obispo, Ca 93401


http://www.mcdanielreporting.com

PG&E DIABLO CANYON DECOMMISSIONING ENGAGEMENT PANEL PUBLIC MEETING

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS, on 10/24/2018 Page 22

1 require that should there be a fuel problemwth the

2 spent fuel.

3 Next slide, please. The permanently defuel ed
4  energency plan will have revisions to the energency

5 action levels. W wll allowthe site to conbine the

6 technical support center, the operation support center

7 and, of course, the emergency operations facility. They
8 can all be conmbined into one on-site organization so it
9 saves the utility a lot of money. They wll be

10 requiring a biennial exercise, which is every two years,
11  and, of course, the security EALs wi |l be maintained.

12 Next slide, please. The changes in the

13 regulations are listed here. | just consider this a |ot
14  of busy slide, but, basically, we're still going to be
15 |ooking at the emergency planning every two years and
16 we'll still be inspecting the energency plan as it

17 exists. Yes?

18 MR KARLIN. Bruce, may | ask a clarifying

19 question? Just on the permanently defuel ed energency
20 plan, is that once the fuel has been renoved fromthe
21 reactor to the pool or fromthe pool to the cask?
22 MR WATSON: It's still the fuel is in the
23 pool .
24 MR KARLIN It's still in the pool?
25 MR WATSON:  Still in the pool.
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1 MR KARLIN. Ckay. Thank you.
2 MR WATSON:  Yeah. It takes about --
3 MR KARLIN. Is this level two then of your
4  chart?
5 MR WATSON:  Yeah. So it takes about 16 nonths
6 to get there, but, nornally, the fuel is still in the
7 pool generally up to three years. So it's about hal fway
8 there before they can nove it to the dry storage. So
9 it's still in the pool. Good question.
10 Next slide, please. And then once it's noved
11 to the dry storage, there is an independent spent fue
12 storage installation-only enmergency plan, which only
13 applies to the fuel then. The rest of the plant is
14  basically what | would call an all-hazards plan. It
15 still has a plan for fire protection support, persona
16 injury, contam nated personal injury. So all those
17 parts of the plant still stay in place. W still have
18 to maintain the industrial -- what 'l call the
19 industrial, but it's radiological energency plan at that
20 point in place, but all the requirements for the spent
21 fuel storage, | call it, the -- once it's in dry storage
22 is under the separate regul ations under Part 72. So
23 it's no longer under Part 50 of the energency planning
24 requirenents.
25 Next slide, please. So the rulemaking wll
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change the process. Right now, we have to do exenptions
fromthe rules. They take time not only fromthe staff,
but, also, the utility has to submt themand, also, the

comm ssi on now has been having to actually vote on them

1

2

3

4

5 because they voted a nunber of years ago that any

6 reductions in energency preparedness effectiveness have
7 to be approved by the conm ssion. So once we codify

8 this, we no longer have to go to the conm ssion. The

9 safety still remains the sane, it's just that the

10 process is much nmore streamined. Like | said, the --
11  we are all issuing guidance to acconpany this. This

12 guidance is publicly available. It's on our website.
13  It's called DG 1349, which is draft guide. Soit's

14  available for you to look at and so it's a step-down

15 thing, graded approach to enmergency planning.

16 Next slide, please. So we go from power

17 operations to a | evel one change, | guess, which is the
18  post-shut down energency plan, which basically takes --
19 isin effect for 16 nonths after the fuel is renoved
20 fromthe reactor and put in the spent fuel pool.
21  Approxinmately three to five years later, the permanently
22  defueled emergency plan is in effect until the fuel is
23 all noved to the PAD to dry storage, and, at that point,
24 once all the fuel is in dry storage, it has its own

25 standal one energency plan for the dry fuel storage
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1 facility and, of course, that remains in effect until

2 the fuel is removed. Once the fuel is removed fromthe
3 site, there's no longer any NRC invol vement and the site
4  center no longer is an enmergency plan we woul d | ook at.
5 Next slide, please. One question | generally

6 get is howw !l plant security change. Well, the plant
7 security controls will remain in place. Al the key

8 features in intrusion, detection, response, assessnent

9 of alarnms and off-site assistance, when necessary, al

10 remain in effect. So it really doesn't change very

11 much. The security footprint actually changes down to
12 the spent fuel pool because the whole purpose of the --
13  excuse ne. The primary purpose of the security is to

14  protect the fuel and then that gets transferred to the
15 dry storage.

16 Next slide, please. W continue to have public
17 outreach. Like I said, we do have a public neeting to
18 discuss the decomm ssioning process and the plant's

19  post-shut down deconm ssioning activities report when
20 that's submitted to us. W typically will provide
21 people, such as ne, to come to public engagenent panels
22 and tal k about specific topics. | know |I've spoken at
23 the one in San Onofre two or three times now on specific
24 topics. There's always an opportunity for hearing with

25 any anendnment or ot her change process during -- when
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1 other applications or permts -- excuse me -- amendnents
2 or exenptions -- not exenptions, but amendnents are
3 issued, submtted fromthe utility to the NRC as part of
4  the process and we do hold a public nmeeting on the
5 license termnation plan. Now, | haven't spoken much
6 about that, but the license termnation planis
7 submitted to us a couple years before they plan to
8 termnate the license. It's a highly technical docunent
9 on howthey' re going to performall the radi ol ogi cal

10 work to ensure they're going to denonstrate to us they
11  can neet the unrestricted residual radioactivity

12  material criteria.

13 Next slide, please. | thought |'d just run

14 through sone of the deconm ssioning experience here in
15 California. Like | said, the picture | have there is

16 one | had in the beginning. That's Rancho Seco. As you
17 can see, all the facilities are still there. The

18 license was termnated in 2009. So it's still there and
19 it's up to the utility to denolish the buildings. They
20 have built two conbust -- combustion -- conbined cycle
21  conbustion units on the site so they have sone ot her

22 generation there to take advantage of the grid and the
23 cooling water.

24 Next slide, please. This is San Onofre. |

25 w1l actually use the pointer this tine, but right here
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1 is Unit 1. There is where Unit 1 used to be. This is
2 all gone. This is nowthe dry fuel storage facility
3 that they're |loading fuel in, they have been for the
4 |ast year and probably will go until early next year to
5 conplete that. So this is the existing dry fuel storage
6 right there and then it's -- here's the existing one
7 there and this is all newthis year, and as you can see,
8 Unit 1is gone. The only thing left of Unit 1 other
9 than a license, because they haven't termnated the

10 license yet, is there's a container with a reactor

11  vessel all packaged, ready to be shipped and di sposed
12 of. So for -- they haven't asked for |icense

13 termnation. They still have a nunber of years to go
14 wth that before they actually have to submt the

15  paperwork.

16 So next slide, please. This is GE Vallecitos.
17 This is a research reactor here. It's been shut down
18 since 1968, | believe it is, and these are the two

19 original prototype boiling water reactors that were

20  built and they are approaching their 60-year requirenent
21  for decommi ssioning. They've asked us for an exenpti on.
22 W\ are evaluating that exenption, but right in here,

23 right in here is an operating research reactor where

24  they continue to do commercial work for fue

25 renediation. W are in the process of reevaluating the
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1 structures and we're expecting a major engineering

2 report fromthemon the condition of those plants.

3 Next slide, please. This is Hunbol dt Bay,

4 whichis -- I'"msure everybody knows is north of San

5 Francisco and Eureka. PG&E has been managi ng the

6 deconmmi ssioning of this site and has had an excell ent

7 safety record on it. You can see the site there on the
8 left when the plant was shut down. On the right is sonme
9 of the dismantling activities. There are actually two
10 fossil units there, too, that they also dismantled and
11  disposed of and then the reactor building is actually

12 this building right here and that reactor itself was

13 actually underground and so this is the giant excavation
14  nmgjor engineering project to excavate the entire

15 containnent, which is very unusual in deconm ssioning,
16 to renove the entire containnent, and they safely did

17 that and | believe the hole was all filled in now, but
18 this is a major engineering job to do with a |ot of

19 effort to get that done. It was done safely. On your
20 right is -- lower here, there's -- | believe there's six
21  or seven canisters of dry fuel storage. It's all on the
22 top of the hill. Actually, right up here. It's the
23  highest point inthe area and it is in an earthquake
24  tsunam area and so if you -- if the earthquake al arm
25 goes off, you run up to the fuel and hang out with the
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1 fuel until the water subsides. It's the highest point
2 around. So kind of interesting that you would run to
3 the spent fuel facility to get out of the water.

4 So the next slide is what the site |ooks |ike
5 today. As you can see, all the structures are gone.

6 The one here on the right is the fuel facility on the

7 top of the hill there and then this is a 10-unit gas

8 units | think they put into help stabilize the grid in
9 that area. As you can see there, all of the structures
10 are pretty much gone. | guess there's sonme other

11  buildings -- admnistrative site buildings off to the
12 side there, but they're non -- | believe those are

13  non-radioactive. So they've been submtting to us our
14  final status survey reports. W have been doing surveys
15 of the lands to make sure that they neet our criteria.
16 W do enploy a contractor from Cak Ri dge Associ ated

17 Universities to do that work. They're experts at what
18 they do. They supplenent our inspectors. So we have
19  been working with themto -- we expect probably to go
20 back and do an additional set of confirmatory surveys
21  with the final survey reports that they will be

22 submtting. So it's up to themto then request, once
23 they conplete all those and we approve those surveys,
24 that the survey results that we will termnate the

25 license. So it's a matter of time on that. It's just
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been a tremendous project and it's been safely done.
So with that, that's ny remarks on the
deconmm ssioning process. | hope you realize that we

have a | ot of experience in regulating decomm ssioning.

1

2

3

4

5 W have a proven inspection programthat's got a ot of
6 experience init. W have continued to upgrade those

7 procedures in the lessons learned fromthe ten plants

8 that conpleted deconm ssioning back in the '90s. W are
9 doing sonme rulemaking to nake it nore efficient to nove
10 the plants fromoperations to deconm ssioning, nakes it
11  nore efficient, saves the noney for the utility fromthe
12 decommi ssioning fund and resources of the NRC to do

13 that. There's absolutely no safety inplications to that
14  because we woul d have approved the anendnments and stuff
15 as we went al ong.

16 So with that, I'll entertain your questions.

17 The next slide just has a bunch of references that |'ve
18 tal ked about. W have a trenendous anount of guidance
19 available to review, too, also available -- publicly
20 available on our website.
21 MR ANDERS: Thank you very much, M. Watson.
22  Panel, questions? Lauren.
23 MR BROWN: Does the NRC al so monitor the

24  status of the trust fund that provides funding?

25 MR WATSON: Ch, yes. Oh, yes. \Wile the
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1 plant's in operations, they're required to submt to us
2 the status of their fund every two years. They also
3 required -- within five years of shutting down, they're
4 required to submt to us a site-specific detailed
5 decomm ssioning fund -- or cost estimate to deconm ssion
6 the site. There will also be one in the post-shutdown
7 deconm ssioning activities report submtted when they
8 shut down. Now, once they shut down, they're required
9 to send that information to us each year. So by March

10 of each year, we wll get the previous year's status of
11  the fund, what they've expended, how nuch nmoney's |eft
12 and we know what activities are still left to do. So we
13wl keep nonitoring that until the license is

14 term nated.

15 MR BROMN: And with all the deconm ssioni ngs
16 that have been handled up to this point, what has been
17  the experience of the trust funds being sufficient to
18 actually cover all the costs?

19 MR. WATSON: They' ve been -- they've had

20 adequate funding to get the job done. Now, we have the
21 plants that just recently shut down and some of their
22 plants take into account they're going to wait to

23 deconmi ssion the plant, say, 50 years from when they

24  shut down. Now, | understand P&E is pretty nuch

25 planning to go into -- basically, start the
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1 decommissioning right away, is what |'mhearing. So

2 they have, | think, 1.2 billion in the Unit 1 fund and |
3 want to say 1.7 billion in the other Unit 2 fund, or

4 1.5 Anyway, they have a lot of noney in the trust

5 fund. So | think it nore than neets the m ni num

6 requirements the NRC has in its regulations for

7  deconm ssi oni ng.

8 MR ANDERS:. Thank you. Any further questions?
9 Yes, Kara.

10 M5. WOODRUFF:  Thank you for your presentation.
11 | thought it was very interesting and hel pful. | just
12  have three questions. You nentioned this PSDAR report.
13  In this case, PGE wouldn't prepare that until 2024,

14 '25; is that right?

15 MR WATSON: No. They can submt it today.

16 The regulation actually says prior to or within two

17 years after you shut down. So they can submt that any
18 time. Soit's a matter of themputting their plan

19 together and putting the cost estimte together and
20 doing the environnental review and submtting it to us.
21 So it can be done any tine.
22 | laugh because, you know, sonme people wait
23 until the very end to do things, but, you know, | hear
24 they're preparing. So | don't know when they're exactly
25 going to submt that. | don't want to speak for them
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1 but | expect it will be done probably before the plant's
2 shut down.

3 M5. WOODRUFF: It mght be interesting at sone
4 point to hear from PGE on that issue because it starts
5 another public process, sounds |ike.

6 The second questionis -- it's alittle off

7 topic, but you had the map of all the units that are

8 closing or have closed and we understand why Di abl o

9 Canyon is closing, but what do you think is driving the
10 closure of all the 12 units?

11 MR WATSON:  Well, nost of it's economc, is
12 what the utilities are telling us. They're not making
13 any noney, and so when they start |osing noney, they

14  start looking at the bottomline and why operate a

15 facility that's | osing noney because they can't recover
16 the cost fromthe ratepayers. So they have to take it
17  from stockhol ders or whatever, and so | osing noney,

18 they're going to shut down.

19 Now, a lot of the states, Illinois -- Illinois
20 and New York did pass -- made some changes that gave

21 themsone tax credits, enabled a few quad cities and

22 Cdinton to keep operating in Illinois. They had

23 announced they were shutting down. Al the plants in
24 New York in the northern part of the state, Nine Mle

25 Point 1 and 2, Fitzpatrick are all going to continue to
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1 operate because of those tax credits in New York. They
2 did not give one to any point because there was another
3 agreement with the governor to shut it down, but nost of
4 themare economc. Three Mle in Unit 1 is scheduled to
5 shut down next year, along with Pilgrimup in
6 Mssachusetts, and they're all citing econom c issues as
7 the reason they' re shutting down.

8 So we can't order themto operate, but unless
9 there's a safe -- we can't order themto shut down

10 unless there's a safety issue, but we can't order them
11 to operate, either. So it's really business decisions
12 that are driving nost of these.

13 M5. WOCDRUFF: Very interesting. M |ast

14  question is we heard so nuch about Yucca Muntain. Now
15 it's kind of off the table. What do you think? Do you
16 think that in the future we're going to see sone

17 centralized spent fuel repository or what do you see as
18 the future? Does fuel --

19 MR WATSON: Well, | hate to say it, but the
20 track record is pretty mserable in getting the

21  permanent repository in place. So | would encourage you
22 to wite your public officials to get it done, but right
23 now, there's two applications into the NRC for what's
24 called interimconsolidated storage. One's in New

25 Mexico, one's in Texas and so we're |ooking at those
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1 applications. It's a couple conpanies that are going to
2 go venture into the fuel storage business and hopeful |y
3 they wll nake noney because the DCE has to pay for al
4  the expenses and hopefully the 70 sonme sites were --

5 there's fuel stored in the United States, will all be

6 consolidated into one or two places until the federal

7 government does resolve the permanent repository issue.
8 M5. WOCDRUFF: It still sounds a little

9  unknown.

10 MR WATSON: Well, | can't -- we regulate

11 safety. So whatever they decide to do, make

12 application, we'll make sure that the facility is safe
13 to -- to SAFSTOR and security for the fuel if they -- we
14  do approve an interimconsolidated facility. W had

15 issued -- | think we got to the point where we issued
16 the license for major paperwork for getting Yucca

17 Mountain froma regulatory standpoint ready to be --

18 accept fuel when they were ready, finish the

19 construction. So we were this far fromgetting -- Kkind
20 of getting it done when the funding was cut or renoved.
21 M5. WOCDRUFF:  Thank you.

22 MR JONES. If | could just answer Kara's

23 question about the PSDAR. W have that in our schedule.
24 S0 coming attractions, that will be part of our filing
25 in Decenber of 2018, but we do have that accounted for
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1 well in advance of the termnation of operations and
2 that schedule could be affected by this desire to pul
3 sone of the work forward that's part of the menorandum
4 account that we're seeking with the Utilities Conm ssion
5  now.
6 MR. ANDERS:. Thank you. W have Frank, Nancy,
7 Linda and Al ex. Frank.
8 MR MECHAM |'m good, Chuck
9 MR. ANDERS: Nancy.
10 M5. O MALLEY: Thank you for your talk. You
11  have a wealth of infornmation and experience in
12 decommi ssiong of the plants. Wich plant, in your
13 experience, would you say conpares the nost to Diablo
14  Canyon if we wanted to conpare?
15 MR WATSON: \Well, the only one that's been two
16 plants deconm ssioning at the same tine has been Zion 1
17 and 2 and they've been -- they're -- they're going to
18 pretty nuch finish the deconm ssioning in about seven
19  years.
20 M5. O MALLEY: And that's with a private
21  conpany?
22 MR WATSON: Yeah. The Energy Sol utions,
23 which is a Waste Managenent conpany and they actual ly do
24 deconmi ssioning work, is another product line --

25 business line they have. So the Exelon transferred the
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1 license to themto do the deconm ssioning and they
2 actually noved all the fuel to the dry storage, and then
3 when they conplete the decomm ssioning, they' |l be
4 transferring the license fromthe fuel facility, dry
5 storage facility back to Exel on and Exelon will --
6 they'll -- when the license termnated, they' Il also
7 maintain owership of the land it was on, on all the
8 land that the power plant owned or Exel on owned
9  beforehand.
10 So it's an interesting concept and so | think
11  that one probably nost conpares. They're both |arge
12 pressurized water reactors. | think there were, |ike,
13 1,200 negawatts each. | think Diablo is a little bigger
14  than that naybe.
15 M5. O MALLEY: You had nentioned sonething
16  about conplex sites. Wuld you consider Diablo Canyon a
17  conplex site?
18 MR WATSON:  Yes.
19 M5. O MALLEY: It is?
20 MR, WATSON: Yeah. Qur definition of conplex
21 sitesis -- it's afairly conplicated dismantling. You
22  know, dismantling the reactor internals is all highly
23 radiated netal. It's going to have high dose rates, it
24 w1l have a lot of strict controls on dismantling it and

25 sectioning it up. It will all have to be done
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underwater. So it's quite a conplex thing, along with
the fact that you have very heavy | oads that will be
lifted, the steam generators, the reactor vessel. So

it's got a lot of safety issues with it, radi ol ogical

1

2

3

4

5 safety issues.
6 By definition, though, our conplex plants

7 generally have sone groundwater issues also and | don't
8 know of any groundwater issues at Diablo, but we do have
9 a few power plants. You've probably heard about tritium
10 in the groundwater if you -- so that would also qualify
11  them but nost of the plants don't have groundwater

12 issues, and so Zion is one that has none, but it's still
13 a very large conpl ex deconm ssi oni ng.

14 M5. O MALLEY: And then ny last question is

15 just about inefficiencies. So what would you say are

16 the most conmon inefficiencies that sl ow down the

17  deconm ssioning process?

18 MR WATSON: Believe it or not, | kind of

19  believe, based on the ones fromthe 1990s, a lot of --
20 there were a lot of inefficiencies in howthey managed
21 the plant staff. A couple utilities actually thought

22 they could use the plant staff to deconm ssion the

23 plant, different skill sets. So they kept plant staff

24 around much |l onger than they actually needed to and

25 instead of going to people that, you know, do

%Dﬂﬂi@[ 7{eyom’ng (805) 544-3363 | 1302 Osos Street, San Luis Obispo, Ca 93401


http://www.mcdanielreporting.com

PG&E DIABLO CANYON DECOMMISSIONING ENGAGEMENT PANEL PUBLIC MEETING

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS, on 10/24/2018 Page 39
1 dismantling work.
2 So | think that was one of the biggest
3 inefficiencies and there were a nunber of technol ogies
4  they used that have been replaced by much better
5 technol ogies now. The Connecticut Yankee had a devil of
6 atime dismantling the reactor internals and that's done
7 fairly -- right now they're using mechanical means and
8 it seenms to inprove the performance and time for doing
9 that underwater work. So -- but technol ogi es keep
10 getting better.
11 The other one is we used to ship a ot of |arge
12 conponents |ike reactor vessels. Trojan actually
13  shipped their reactor vessel whole because they were on
14 the Colunbia River. Disposal site was up the river. So
15 they put it on a barge and noved it up. At Zion, they
16 actually sliced the reactor vessel up using a
17  technol ogy, which is really an old one, dianond wire
18 cutting. It works beautifully. They sliced and diced
19 this thing up. You do it renotely. You go set it up
20  and you walk away fromit and you let it do and you save
21 lots of radiation exposure for the workers and it does a
22 very efficient job of cutting it up and you just take
23 the parts and ship them So not quite so much glory
24 engineering jobs in those kind of things, but they work
25 very effectively.
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1 MR ANDERS: Linda, Alex and David.
2 MS. SEELEY: Thank you for comng tonight. |
3 have a couple of questions. One, you said in order for
4 you to release the property to the finish, you have to
5 have achieved residual radioactivity to a |evel that
6 permts the release of the property for unrestricted use
7 and termnation of the license. Do you have a nunber?
8 MR WATSON: Yeah. Sure.
9 M5. SEELEY: (kay.
10 MR, WATSON: The NRC regul ations require 25
11 mlliremper year, plus the inplenmentation of the ALARA
12 concept. So they're continuing to reduce their activity
13 as low as reasonably achievable. | can tell you that
14  that sounds kind of high, 25, but the reality is is that
15 the 10 power reactors that we've deconm ssioned and
16 termnated license, the actual dose was around one to
17 three mlliremper year. So when you practice ALARA and
18 you can -- you actually renove all the activity that you
19 detect in nost cases. So it comes out to a trivial
20 anount of dose.
21 M5. SEELEY: So that's for, like, after it's
22 decomm ssioned and it's open to the public?
23 MR WATSON: Right.
24 MS. SEELEY: Ckay. And then the -- you also --
25 | have a question about the spent fuel. If -- you said
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1 that the spent fuel pools are very -- really safe. Wy
2 do they then want to nove the spent fuel out of the
3 pools as quickly as possible?

4 MR WATSON: Well, it enables the plant to be
5 decomm ssioned. They don't have to worry about

6 inpacting the fuel. In many cases, the spent fuel poo
7 is an integral part of the facility. Especially in a

8 boiling water reactor, it's actually next to the

9 reactor. It's in the sane building. Mst of the

10  pressurized water reactors are in a separate building,
11 but, still, they do not want to affect the fuel in any
12 way. So nmove it first and make it safe. You're going
13 froman active situation where you need systens to keep
14 it cool to a passive system which is all cool ed by

15 natural convection and air and so -- and it's also

16 consolidated in its own kind of security envelope in the
17 concrete Mussolini, as | call them the cylinders or --
18 soit's all managed nore efficiently.

19 MS. SEELEY: (kay. And then to ny

20 understanding, it was that they had to keep this spent
21  fuel, especially high burn-up fuel, in the pools for,
22 like, five to seven years.

23 MR WATSON: That was what the casks were

24 licensed for. The actual cask that the fuel gets

25 transferred into, the fuel had to be cooled to a certain
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1 point to neet that criteria. Gkay. Since then, at one
2 point, it used to take about five to seven years to get
3 there. Right nowit's three because there's sone
4  upgraded casks, |icensed casks that wll allow you to
5 nove the fuel at a certainly higher -- slightly higher
6 heat load. Doesn't have to be high burn-up fuel, but
7 the heat load allowed in these casks is a |little higher
8 and so they can nove it over in three years. So it's a
9 function of the container it's going in and the actua

10 heat load or heat disbursion fromthe fuel bundle. So
11 it's..

12 MS. SEELEY: And then nmy final question is

13 about -- you said about the security of the spent -- of
14 the dry cask storage --

15 MR, WATSON:  Uh- huh.

16 MS. SEELEY: -- that it's maintained and it's
17 robust. WII that mean that they al so keep that zone

18 around the one-mle perinmeter around the plant for no

19 boats in -- we're not allowed to have boats in there now
200 withinamle. WII that stay that way or will that

21  change?

22 MR WATSON: | can't speak to that because it's
23 anewthing to ne. | would inmagine that once all the

24 fuel's up on the hill, some of that m ght be able to be
25 relaxed. | can't conment on it definitively because
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1 obviously the distance is nmuch farther fromthe
2 oceanfront. So | just -- I'mnot famliar with that
3 particular aspect of D ablo Canyon.
4 M5. SEELEY: Thank you.
5 MR WATSON:  Uh- huh,
6 MR. ANDERS. (kay. Alex. Sorry. Alex and
7  then David.
8 MR KARLIN. Thank you, Bruce for comng. |It's
9 very helpful and thorough and | think it hel ped our
10 panel understand the process. Talking about the
11  evolution or the novenent of the spent fuel fromthe
12 reactor to the pool to the casks, you had a slide there
13 in the emergency planning zone. | think it was Slide
14 32. Could we bring that up? It had a horizontal sort
15 of set of arrows showi ng the steps. Yes, that's --
16 that's it. Very helpful. As | understand -- that's --
17 this is deconm ssioning emergency planning |evels and
18 under the --
19 MR WATSON: Different plans, yeah.
20 MR KARLIN: -- the proposed reg -- the
21  proposed reg that the comm ssion may or may not bless
22 and actually issue, this is howit would work; is that
23 correct?
24 MR WATSON: Right. This is howthe -- this is

25 what you would nornally do through the anendnent or
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1 exenption process --

2 MR KARLIN  Yes.

3 MR WATSON: -- today if we didn't have these

4 rules in the works.

5 MR KARLIN. Ckay. Right. So -- and as you go
6 fromlevel one to level two, |level three, level four

7 the emergency planning requirements would be |ess

8 Dbecause the -- as | understand it, the risks --

9 MR WATSON:  Right.

10 MR KARLIN. -- would be less; is that right?
11 MR WATSON:  Uh-huh. Yes.

12 MR KARLIN. And so at each level, when you go

13 fromnoving the fuel fromthe reactor to the pool

14 there's a reduction in risk to the public and then,

15 therefore, energency plan can be relaxed or at least is
16 not as stringent as need be?

17 MR. WATSON: Ri ght.

18 MR KARLIN. Right. It seens to nme that a

19 ngjor significant reduction in risk occurs when you take
20 it fromthe pools and put it into the casks. Wuld you
21 agree with that?

22 MR. WATSON: Well, | think the NRC and, al so,
23 there was a Blue R bbon Panel Commi ssion that -- from
24 the -- | guess fromthe President Obana, basically it

25 concluded that the fuel was safe to be in the pool and
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1 it's just as safe in the dry storage, it really doesn't
2 matter. The design of the spent fuel pools are robust
3 such that it's safe there.

4 So you can technically keep it there forever,
5 but, inreality, it's better to nanage it in a passive
6 systemand al so have the security reduced down to just
7 that one area because right now when you enter the

8 plant, |'msure everyone's been in the plant, you go

9 through netal detectors, what's the other one, explosive
10 detectors that blow air all over you and so everything
11  gets searched. A lot of that can go -- be reduced when
12 the fuel isinits ow facility because then you go

13  through that only there.

14 MR KARLIN Right. So the spent fuel in the
15 pool is safe --

16 MR WATSON:  Yes.

17 MR KARLIN. -- the pools are safe and they

18 neet NRC requirenments and | understand that, | just --
19 as | understand it, when it's noved out of the pool to
20 the dry casks, it's even safer, is the one way | woul d
21 look at it.

22 MR WATSON: Yeah. You can do that.

23 MR KARLIN It's still safe, but -- because,
24  otherw se, they say, well, why do you nove it to the dry
25 casks at all, just leave it in the pools, but it's a

%Dﬂﬂi@[ 7{eyom’ng (805) 544-3363 | 1302 Osos Street, San Luis Obispo, Ca 93401


http://www.mcdanielreporting.com

PG&E DIABLO CANYON DECOMMISSIONING ENGAGEMENT PANEL PUBLIC MEETING

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS, on 10/24/2018

1
2
3
4
3)
6
7
8
9

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

risk reduction that seems to occur there.

MR WATSON: Yeah. There's actually one plant
that's been shut down for 16 years now and they stil
have the fuel in the pool and it's -- we inspect it and
it's safe and it's what they've chosen to do now.

One of nmy comments | always make to the
l'icensee is when are you going to nove the fuel to the
PAD because they already have a PAD for the other
operating units, it's just they don't want to spend the
money right nowto do it.

MR KARLIN. Ckay. Thank you.

MR, ANDERS: Thank you, Alex. W have tine for
three nore questions, quick ones. W' ve got about three
m nutes before our break. So David and then Frank and
t hen Lauren.

MR. BALDWN:. Perfect. |'ve got three
questions. They're all real quick ones.

So you tal k about the -- how hot the spent fuel
Is and the time frame about when it cones out of the
pool into the dry cask. Wen you're talking hot, are
you tal king heat hot --

MR WATSON:  Yes.

MR BALDWN. -- or radioactive --

MR WATSON: Well, it's both, actually, because

the heat is generated fromthe radioactive decay of the
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1 fuel.
2 MR. BALDWN:. But you're nobst worried about the
3 heat that the cask can w thstand, not the
4 radiological --
5 MR WATSON:  Right.
6 MR BALDWN. -- part --
7 MR WATSON: It's all about the heat -- the
8 heat -- the heat transfer levels fromthe fuel have to
9 go down and go down as the radioactive material -- as
10 the radioactive materials decay away and it's fairly
11 pronpt.
12 MR BALDWN:. And so when will the |ast fuel
13 be -- I'mwondering if it's noved out -- the last fuel,
14 after it comes out of the reactor and the plant ceases
15 to generate power, goes into the spent fuel pools, at
16 what point does it move up to the dry cask, and is that
17 done in one operation or over a |long period of time?
18 MR WATSON: | think the casks that they're
19 using right now have 32 fuel bundles init. So,
20  obviously, you |oad one cask at a tine.
21 MR BALDWN:. But they'll all be ready to nove
22 around the same tinme?
23 MR WATSON:  Yeah, but if you have -- | don't
24 know how many bundl es they have in the pool right now,
25 but looks Iike they have quite a bit because the PAD
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1 looks like it has lots of expansion available to it.

2 So you're talking generally about -- I'mtrying
3 to think of the schedule at San Onofre. | think they're
4 doing one cask per week or something along that Iine.

5 Soit takes a while.

6 MR BALDWN:. And ny last question is are --

7 the panel's discussed on several occasions the |SFSI

8 facility, the dry cask storage facility, and as -- right
9 nowas the facility is, I"massumng that there's

10 nonitors for radioactivity on the dry cask storage site
11 or around the site. WII that change after the |ast

12 casks are put onto the PAD or will that continue the

13  same or how does that work?

14 MR WATSON: | would inagine it's going to stay
15 the sane as it's licensed for right now, and | didn't

16 really ook to see whether they have any -- what

17 nonitoring they have up there, but you maintain what

18 I'll call somewhat of an environmental program where

19 you're nonitoring the area around the facility for
20 radiation and you can do that with thernol um nescent
21 dosinmeters and other things and they will go out
22 frequently and do surveys of the concrete structures and
23 the vents and make sure the vents are clear. There's a
24 whol e bunch of surveillances they do to nmake sure the
25 fuel stays --
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1 MR. BALDWN:. But, additionally, they have

2 on-site alarmsystemor sonething, |I'massumng --

3 MR WATSON: Right.

4 MR BALDWN:. -- that's in place --

5 MR WATSON:  Uh- huh,

6 MR BALDWN. -- 24/7 --

7 MR WATSON: Right.

8 MR BALDWN:. -- rather than sonmeone cone out?
9 MR, WATSON: And there's security guards there
10  24/7.

11 MR BALDWN:. Ckay. That's all | have.

12 Thanks.

13 MR, ANDERS: Tom vyou had clarification.

14 MR JONES. Yeah. Just one clarification. The
15 inproved transfer tines that M. Watson referred to are
16 not currently licensed at Diablo Canyon. W have a

17 site-specific dry cask storage license called Part 72

18 license. So if we were to change and the Utilities

19  Comm ssion has asked us to |ook at that because right
20  now our transfer tine is closer to 10 years based on the
21  technology we have |icensed, we would pursue a |icense
22 amendnent request with the Nuclear Regul atory Comm ssion
23 to update our license to address the new material s that
24  would be required for that multipurpose canister, the

25 inner cask that holds the fuel. W would need to change
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that through the licensing process. W can't just act
unilaterally and go contract for it today.

MR, ANDERS. Thank you. Frank and then Lauren.

MR MECHAM  Just quickly, and, Tom this nay
be more for you, I'mnot sure, but | renmenber when | was
on the board and we had a presentation by PGE, | think
that there was a strong enphasis to get as much as you
can in the dry cask as soon as possible. |s that not
true?

MR JONES. Correct. So, specifically, the San
Lui s Qobi spo County Board of Supervisors had asked
Pacific Gas & Electric Conpany to expedite fuel |oading
as quickly as possible, and this was post Fukushima. So
we had pl anned for nodest |oadi ng canpai gns of about
four casks a year and we accelerated that to get to the
mninmum | evel s of fuel allowed in the spent fuel pool.
There's a regulation called B5 Bravo. Basically, you
have four old fuel assenblies for every one new one.
They hel p absorb heat that way. So we got down to those
m nimum | evel s where we are today. So we did nuch
| arger |oading canpaigns. W |oaded 10 casks for each
evolution. Keep in mnd the casks take about two years
fromthe date you sign the contract to where one shows
up that's manufactured at your site.

MR MECHAM And then going back to -- | know
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1 the discussion has been about trying to either
2 centralize or try to bring in a lot of the spent fuel
3 into one particular area, Yucca Muntain's been kicked
4 around forever, but if, in fact, that were to happen,
5 why would anyone want to | eave things in spent fuel
6 pools as opposed to dry cask if they'd have to get it
7 into dry cask to nove it?
8 MR WATSON: | don't have an answer other than
9 they decided -- | know one utility hasn't done it. They
10 have two other operating units and so they do | oad the
11  fuel fromthat to keep the space in the spent fuel poo
12 for the operating units, but the other unit's been shut
13 down for 16 years and we've nade it -- |'ve made it
14 clear to themthat, you know, | would really like for
15 you to nove it to the pool -- to PAD. Mkes ny life a
16 little easier for inspection resources. | don't have to
17 go there if you're going to be, as we call it, in
18  SAFSTOR cold and dark. No activities. | don't have to
19 spend tine inspecting the spent fuel pool, going through
20 the S&Minventories and all that stuff and doing testing
21 of the Boral neutron absorbers and other things that
22 cost. They have to do the cost and noney, too.
23 MR MECHAM | would think the cost fromthe
24  security standpoint would be greater leaving it in the

25 pools as opposed to dry cask.
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1 MR. WATSON: The plant is actually within the

2 sane security envelope as the operating one. So there's
3 no real cost savings associated with it because you

4 still have the same plant entrance with the sane

5 requirenments and everyone's badged the sane.

6 MR MECHAM  Thank you very much. |'ve |earned
7 alot fromyou tonight. Thank you

8 MR WATSON:  You're wel cone.

9 MR. ANDERS:. Lauren, |ast question.

10 MR BROMWN. Ckay. | want to shift to the

11 transportation of the Iow |evel waste that cones out of
12 this. You know, given the geography of our area, al

13 this is going to have to pass through the little town of
14  Avila, narrow streets, or go out by barge. Are there

15 lessons that you mght share with people that live in

16 this area about the transportation of |ow level waste to
17  help assure folks here that it would be a safe process?
18 MR WATSON: A couple things come to mnd. To
19 ne, the nunber one way to ship the radioactive waste is
20 by rail and | don't knowif that's a possibility here
21  because you can do large shipnments. Railcars hold a
22 whole lot nore than trucks and so you can reduce the
23 nunber of trucks by loading railcars, but I don't know
24  what the situationis, if that's even a possibility. |

25 know at Zion they did -- alnost all their waste goes out
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1 by rail. They actually put a spur off -- but right near
2 the plant, there's the main rail line between M| waukee
3 and Chicago's there. So they just spliced it to it and
4 they ship dozens of railcars of waste at the sane tine.
5 So that's one thing to look at. | don't know the barge
6 situation. Eventually, you're going to have to take
7 that waste somewhere. One plant, | know, is taking
8 waste to the rail head to load it onto a railcar, but
9 they had to go by truck to get there.

10 So, you know, one |esson at Connecticut Yankee,
11 it's probably worse than the situation you have here

12 because the plant was located -- there's a bunch of

13 residential areas along the entrance, the plant road,
14  kind of winding road through the Connecticut hills, and
15 to get to the plant, you had to go through all these,
16 1'll call them residential neighborhoods and stuff and
17 so the locals didn't want the traffic and they were

18 concerned about all that. So the utility actually

19 worked with the |ocal sheriff's departnent to make sure
20 there was a sheriff out -- a sheriff's deputy out there
21 to make sure these trucks and everybody el se wasn't

22 speeding. So they gained a |ot of revenue from people
23 speeding in the neighborhood and kept the speeds down
24  and the noise down and everything else. So -- but that

25 was -- you know, when | used to go there, | would make
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sure | put the speed control on 25 because that was the
speed limt, but you knew when you went there that was
going to be the local |aw enforcenment to make sure
you' re obeying the | aws.

The other thing is | ook at some creative
scheduling. | can tell you that nost of these
deconmm ssiong projects work Monday -- they work a 4-10
schedul e. They work Mnday through Thursday and then
they work Tuesday through Friday. So they have a
four-day weekend and a two-day weekend and so the
opportunity there is that the waste woul d be shi pped
during the week, maybe either at night or during the
m ddl e of the day when you depend on a |ot of tourism
around here, woul d be shipped on weekends and so | ess of
a, | guess, congestion issue or possibility that people
m ght be concerned about it. So there's a lot of ways
to try and manage that. |'msure PGE w || be | ooking
at that since they know the roads better than | do.

| can tell you, though, that when | |eft the
pl ant yesterday, five trucks came up the hill when | was
going down. So there's still quite a bit of traffic
ri ght now and, you know, those things can be schedul ed
maybe a little bit better than what's happening right
now with material going in and out of the plant.

So, you know, it's just a short-term problem
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1 that you have to endure until the material gets off
2 site, especially the radioactive material shipments. So
3 the benefit is it's out of the area and it's gone,
4 right? So -- but they can also |ook at other neans for
5 transportation of the waste or even sonme of the debris
6 that's going to cone out of there, non-radioactive
7 material that -- | don't know what they're all going to
8 do. They have to cone up with a plan for it, |I'msure.
9 | was going to nention one thing. That
10 excavation, | didn't go into detail, but nost plants
11 don't have to renmove all of the containment building.
12 They nornally go down about six to eight feet, is the
13 standard, but it's all clean concrete underneath there
14 and sonetines they' ||l take clean concrete and backfill
15 the containment holes and building holes with that and
16 then plant -- you know, recover the plant -- the area
17 that way. That's pretty standard in nost denolition
18 work. You don't necessarily pull everything out of the
19 ground again. It's not contamnated, it's just there,
20 and so that was very unusual for P&E to actually renove
21 the entire concrete structure fromthe containnent at
22  Hunmbol dt Bay. So Connecticut Yankee goes down about --
23 | think four feet they had to go down and then -- it's
24 so tree roots can growin and all that stuff, the depth

25 of that. So it's not common practice to do that. The
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more conmmon practice is |eave the foundations in place.

MR ANDERS: Geat.

MR WATSON: I n any denolition type,
deconm ssioning of a factory or anything, too.

MR. ANDERS:. Well, thank you very nuch,
M. Watson. Very informative, very hel pful

It is time for a 10-mnute break. | would
rem nd anyone fromthe public that would |ike to speak
during our public comment period to turn in your cards
now right over here, and, with that, let's adjourn and
we W |l cone back at 8:05. Thank you very much.

(Recess.)

MR ANDERS. (kay. If everyone can please find
your seats. (Ckay. The next itemon our agenda is a
di scussion of energency planning during deconm ssioni ng
at the local level and to kick that off is Tom Jones.
Tonf

MR. JONES. Thanks, Chuck. So nmy presentation
tonight will build off of M. Watson's presentation and
it wll focus on the assets that PG&E has in current
service, some of the things that m ght be available for
repur posi ng and changes to the energency plan as we
move forward. Qur slides, instead of |evel one and
| evel two, we call them phase one and phase two, but

they're the same risk-informed step-downs M. Watson
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al ready tal ked about. As the physical properties of the

spent fuel change, so does the risk profile, so wll

our

regul atory strategy and our energency planning strategy.

So to the next slide. W have a nunber of

county. Some will remain available once we're done with

our energency plan for the Part 50 |icense of the plant,

1
2
3
4
5 energency response facilities that are across the
6
7
8 sone wll sinply go away.

9

So, for instance, when we pursue active

10  decommi ssioning while the control room and that

11  technical support center are on site, and |I'Il show you

12 a picture of that in a mnute, they will be renoved as

13 part of the decomm ssioning activities while other

14 things like our joint information center or our

15 emergency operations facility off of Kansas Avenue where

16 we partner with the county will actually transfer to

17  county ownership. That's already been decided by a

18 | ease, but then we have the third set of assets, which

19 are neither spoken for, nor part of the plant, |ike the

20 siren system that will work with the county and ot her

21  stakehol ders as part of our repurposing discussion to

22 determne where they ultimately reside or if PGSE

23 retires those.

24 So on the on-site facilities, the technical

25 support center and the control room the control roomis
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In between the two contai nnment dones, | think you're
famliar with that fromyour tour, the technical support
center is in the front of the plant in that brown

buil ding. There's sone other assets that we al so use on
site, accountability areas that are part of the
energency plan, and then sone of our beyond design basis
equi pment that I1'mgoing to talk about in alittle bit,
that's a post Fukushima set of equiprment that is beyond
the equi pnent that was originally part of the plant's
original |icense.

The local facilities |'ve mentioned are about
the county here, the lower left area, you can see that's
Di abl o Power Plant site, that's where the control room
and the technical support center are. The energy
education center with which nost of the folks in the
community are famliar with is actually a part of our
emergency plan. There's some backup facilities there,

t he decontam nation shower, things |like that. So those
wi Il be part of energency plan for a while. W have a
backup ops facility that's part of our energency plan.
You can al so sound the sirens fromthat |ocation.
That's where our construction yard is at the bottom of
Higuera Street. W have a new alternate technical
support center off Kendall Road near the airport. It's

a very robust structure, it's brand new and it can
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operate totally independently of the power plant or

ot her assets. W have our joint information center that
| nmentioned. That's where we conduct press conferences,
that's where M. Al sop was today during the drill, and
just down the street on Kansas Avenue we have a
two-story structure that's the energency operations
center for PGE and the emergency operation facility for
the county and that's al so where the county |locates its
911 call center. So all of those assets in that code

| ocated facility are off of Kansas Avenue and, again,
that asset is already deened to be transferred to the
county by 2029.

One of the nost notable and inportant assets
froman all-hazards perspective is the emergency warning
siren systemacross the county. There's 131 sirens and
our zone is about tw ce the size than what's required by
regulation. Qur regulation requires a 10-mle area and
ours is 18 by 22 mles. So it's quite a bit larger. W
won't need those siren systenms once we retire the Part
50 license and we're dry cask only.

So the question becones who maintains that
system and who operates it. So right now we maintain
that systemas part of our emergency plan, but the
County of San Luis Chispo operates it through the

sheriff's watch commander and then those instructions to
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1 activate that cone fromthe county through its emergency
2 plan. | always like to remnd the public they're not
3 nuclear-specific, they're all-hazard and they tell you
4 to turn on your radio and get nore information. So they
5 could be used for a tsunam warning, they could be used
6 for awldfire. Soit's a valuable asset that has a
7 service life beyond the operations of the plant. That's
8 sonething we're considering right now. W've begun
9 benchmarking. Qher cities and other nunicipalities use

10 this exact sane system

11 Gty of Denver, for instance, uses this exact
12 same siren systemand their cost of naintenance when you
13 don't have to neet that nuclear standard is about an

14 order of magnitude |ess because we do very frequent

15 testing nmaintenance on a quarterly basis with a grow
16 test where soneone goes out and makes sure that it can
17 sound and then we do a large annual test where we do

18 extensive public outreach, you know, six figure anmunt
19 to make sure the public knows what we're doing and why
20 and then nake sure the sirens pass that test.

21 | had mentioned that Fukushima-type equi prent.
22 It's called beyond design basis. It's a lot of

23 ancillary equipnent. 1In case the backup to the backup
24  to the backup failed, you' d use this backup and so it's

25 a lot of punps, there are sonme trucks and specialized
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1 equipnment, and so those assets won't be required for

2 Diablo Canyon at a certain point intinme. |It's all

3 essentially, brand new equipnment. It's in one or two

4 |ocations. W have a warehouse that's part of our fire
5 departnment when you drive into the plant. That's the

6 newy repurposed building that the Chumash had asked

7 for. That's called Building 113 and that's where our

8 fire departnent also currently resides, and then at

9 about 300 feet above sea |evel past the dry cask storage
10 facility, we have a specialized PAD that has shore power
11 nuch like an RV park woul d have so that all the

12 equi pnent's constantly charged and mai ntained. That

13 area woul d al so not be needed once we pass certain

14  points in our energency plan.

15 Here's some nore of that equipment. W have

16 the skip |oaders here in case there was a | andslide or
17 anything that obstructed our ability to get to the

18 plant. W have one of these |oaders back at that

19 310-foot elevation, we have another by the front gate
20 so that if we had a landslide or sonmething el se, we
21  could make sure that the plant was not in a stranded
22 condition after a certain amount of tine.
23 What we see on the right is sone ancillary
24 punping water equipnment that we test. So there they are
25 drawing it in fromthe reservoir and then shooting it
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1 back in the reservoir, but we have the ability to draw
2 water directly fromthe Pacific Ccean if needed. So
3 that equipnent will be surplus at some point in tine.

4 The energency response crew out there, our

5 industrial fire officers, are especially trained for

6 that response. W have five on a crew, and that

7  equipment, also, over tine, its use will change. So we
8 wll see that scale over tine and it wll be

9 risk-inforned.

10 We have a |ot of off-site nmonitoring equipment,
11 as well. W heard reference to that earlier tonight.

12 W have geophysical nonitors that's part of our

13 long-termseismc programwhere we can -- we nonitor the
14 ground notions here and the plant has designed a certain
15 seismc standard. W have our neteorol ogical towers

16 that would help with off-site dose projection if there
17 was an event and we recently updated that equipment.

18 Air Pollution Control District has access to all that

19  equi pnment now so if there was, for instance, a wld |and
20 fire, they could tell you where the plume would |ikely
21 go. It uses the sane nodeling that was devel oped for

22  the nuclear asset, but it would work for anything like a
23 chem cal release or, again, a fire plune.

24 So, again, these assets, they can either be

25 taken out of service by P&E as part of the
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1 decomm ssiong or transferred to somebody else for a

2 public benefit and we think there's merit to that

3 discussion.

4 The nucl ear funding for emergency planning in
5 Californiais different than many states. W've had

6 three different bills, one by then Senator Jack

7 O Connell, then Assenmbl yman Sam Bl akesl ee, then

8 Assenbl yman Katcho Achadjian to the nost recent bill

9 Assembly Bill 361, and that requires the Uilities

10 Conmmission to reimburse the utility and | ocal agencies
11 and the State of California for costs associated with
12  the energency planning activities wth D ablo Canyon.
13  That currently sunsets when Unit 2's license expires in
14 2025.

15 So as part of that, the joint proposal

16  contenpl ated what happens once the plant is

17  decommi ssioned. This is one area when San Onofre, which
18 was covered by this legislation, as well, that applied
19 to the operating Nuclear Power Plants in California,
20 they found thenselves in a gray area when they suddenly
21 shut down. It wasn't expected. Now you technically
22 don't have an operating plant, what was the utility's
23 obligation for funding, and the UWility Comm ssion's
24 obligation to reinburse for those costs. No one had

25 contenplated that.
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1 So the CPUC decision fromthe joint proposal

2 said, yes, look at these costs and P&E had commtted in
3 asettlement with counties and cities to pursue

4 additional funding that would continue as long as the

5 Part 50 license that -- the |license that run the nucl ear
6 power plant was still held by P&E until we could

7 achieve that release criteria that M. Watson had

8 nmentioned earlier. So SB-1090 references that and says,
9 yes, P&E shall apply for that.

10 So this upcomng NDTCP, the estimate we're

11 filing in Decenber will also list those costs to

12 continue for the |ocal governnent until the Part 50

13 license is retired. So that's a couple mllion dollars
14 a year to ensure that the County of San Luis Chispo has
15 its full-time equivalence to continue enmergency planning
16  throughout the period until we conplete that

17 decommi ssioning and retire the Part 50 |icense. So

18 you'll see that in the application in Decenber.

19 M. Watson referred to those levels. Hereis a
20 graph representation that shows the step down that we
21  wll pursue over tine. So the phase one Energency
22  Response Organization that's P&E personnel wll
23 essentially stay the sane for that first 16, 18 some odd
24  nonths. Then once the possibility of a zirconiumfire

25 is gone, we wll follow the regulations and our
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1  Energency Response Organization wll contract a
2 significant amount, then we | ook at assuming a 7-year
3 loading tine to nove the fuel up to dry cask storage.
4 That woul d be approximately 2032. W'd be in that dry
5 cask-only or ISFSI-only energency plan and that's where
6 we'd have a |lower threshold that M. Watson had al ready
7 described to you today.
8 So at the top of this graph, just to try to
9 make it alittle nore clear, everything with regard to
10 emergency planning is covered by Statute 2025. |It's
11  very clear. W spend it, the county or the state has a
12 need, they recover those costs through the Uilities
13 Comm ssion and PGRE. W call this other period -- we
14 were trying to nake a distinction. It's
15 legislative-inferred right now The |egislation does
16 say PGEE shall do this, as does the settlenment, but it
17 doesn't guarantee the outcome fromthe Uilities
18 Comm ssion. That will be an inportant part of these
19 proceedings and the county's already indicated that they
20 intend to be an intervenor in the proceedings to ensure
21 that that funding and their perspective on why it's
22 necessary is represented in the hearing process.
23 And then the last part is a lot of these things
24  wll be affected by that rulemaking that's in play with
25 the Nuclear Regulatory Comm ssion right now and there's
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1 a concept you can't reduce effectiveness of the
2 energency plan wthout permssion fromthe NRC. So this
3 is the type of thing that absent this rule change, every
4 one of these steps and changes would require a filing
5 wth the Nuclear Regulatory Conmm ssion and asking for
6 that change to followthe risk. So that's what he
7 talked about in terns of streamining. These would be
8 expected steps that the |icensee would know how to
9 follow
10 So that is a quick overviewof it. | know you
11  mght have sone questions, but, really, in concept with
12 this conmttee -- or this panel, it's really about the
13 filing and the revenue for the local governments and
14 then the ultinmate disposition of those assets, which is
15 one of the things we've always contenplated. It didn't
16 get a lot of attention in our repurposing neetings
17 because it's nore of a governnent responsibility.
18 They're the likely stewards of that equi pment rather
19 than a for-profit entity or soneone that wanted to reuse
20 a specific building. So those are the discussions we'll
21 have on an ongoing basis and M. Al sop can speak to that
22 tonight, as well.
23 The county is updating its plan in terns of
24 what's life like after Diablo Canyon. They have a
25 working docunent that's already over 100 pages. It's a
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very thoughtful analysis of some of the advantages that
t hey have because of this all-hazard energency plan and
how t hey would intend to incorporate that into the
future. 1'd be happy to answer any questions that you
m ght have.

MR. ANDERS. We have the opportunity for
questions, a few questions. Linda.

MS. SEELEY: Thank you, Tom That was very
interesting. | had no idea about nost of that. Wat |
want to ask is about you have earthquake nonitoring
equi prent and do you have a plan for that?

WII| sonebody take that over and -- or will you
offer it out -- or would sonmebody have to buy it? Wuld
an entity have to buy that equipment and then run it
or -- and how long will -- will -- 1 don't -- | guess it
was so fast, | didn't understand how long it will be in
operation, and then the radiation nonitoring, too.

| want to clarify right now about the spent
fuel storage, the ISFSI, that if the radiation
monitoring there -- is that 24-hour-a-day radiation
monitoring that is available to the public or is it
available -- is it 24-hour-a-day radiation nonitoring,
nunber one?

MR JONES. So we'll take a | ook up on the

specific of that. [|'Il answer the last part of that
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1 question first, which is, no, we don't have our systens
2 readily available for the public at large. Sone of our
3 energency response equi pnent is nonitored or available
4 to both the Nuclear Regul atory Comm ssion and
5 specifically in San Luis Obispo County. The
6 neteorol ogical equipnent | talked about is available to
7 the Air Pollution Control District and other menbers of
8 the County Ofice of Energency Services when they woul d
9 want it. That portion of our energency plan is called

10 UDAC. It's the Unified Dose Assessnment Center and

11 there's where neteorol ogists and health physicists from
12 P&E, the state and the county, in this case, the Ar
13 Pollution Control District, all get together to confer
14 on what the airborne hazard could be as part of an

15 energency plan and then the utility would make a

16 protective action reconmendation. At the sane time, the
17 county ultimately would issue what's called a PAD, a

18 protective action decision, based on the evaluation of
19 the risk.

20 M5. SEELEY: kay. And then nmy -- that

21  question about the radiation nonitoring and the

22 perimeter of the ISFSI, is that there 24 hours a day?
23 MR. JONES. The physical assets are there. |
24 think what your real question is can we ping it every

25 mnute of every single day to get a reading. That |
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1 don't know and we're going to take a technical |ook on

2 that and hope to have an answer for you by the end of

3 the night.

4 M5. SEELEY: (Okay. And then one nore thing.

5 You said you have to file for the funding for the

6 enmergency sirens and stuff, but since it was ordered by

7 the legislature, the PUC couldn't turn down -- refuse to

8 fund it, could they?

9 MR JONES: I'Il bifurcate the answer here. So
10  between now and 2025 for operations, it's the reasonable
11  cost. |If we did something that was irresponsible, our
12 sharehol ders woul d have to cover that cost, but there
13 are statutory guidance between now and when we cease
14  operations. The SB-1090 said that it would -- it says
15 it approves the joint proposal by application nurber and
16 associated settlements. The settlenent says P&E shal
17 seek this funding fromthe Uilities Comm ssion
18 specifically inits 2018 filing for the MOTCP. (kay?

19 So that's why we say legislative-inferred instead of

20  nandat ed.

21 Now, PGE and the county and the other parties,
22 including the Alliance For Nucl ear Responsibility, this
23 was one of the cornerstones of the joint proposal for
24  them Al those parties will be at the table speaking

25 wth one voice that, yes, this is an appropriate
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1 expenditure to help protect the health and safety of

2 public until such time as the Part 50 |icense has been

3 retired, but it's not an automatic conclusion fromthe

4 legislation.

5 M5. SEELEY: (kay. Thank you.

6 MR JONES: You're wel cone.

7 MR. ANDERS: Thank you. Any other questions?

8 Nancy.

9 MS. O MALLEY: Just a quick question. You'd
10  nentioned about a zirconiumfire. Can you clarify what
11  that neans?

12 And after the fuel has been in wet storage for
13 16 nonths or so, you can step down on the energency

14  response because there's no longer a risk for a

15 zirconiumfire?

16 MR. JONES. Correct. The physical properties
17 no longer exist for that event to be credible for it to
18 happen. So it's no longer a combustible source. That's
19 what M. Watson was referring to. So the physics

20  fundanental |y change with that decay he nmentioned. So
21 the fuel assenblies can no |onger generate that heat

22 fromthe decay radiation to achieve that conbustible

23 path. That's what he's referring to. Think of the old
24  fire triangle, fuel, heat and oxygen. The heat source
25 is no longer present on its own to make that happen.
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1 MR ANDERS. (kay. Thank you. Qur next
2 speaker is M. Ron Alsop. He is head of the county
3 enmergency services programand Ron's going to tal k about
4  the county's emergency services activities.
5 MR ALSOP: Thank you. Good evening. Again,
6 Ron Alsop here and I'mgoing to go over a few things and
7 we're doing now and what we want to continue and touch
8 inwth what Tomtal ked about with the -- some of the
9 proposals that are comng up
10 And, first off, I'Il get into -- | think we all
11 know that we're federally required to do energency
12 preparedness here in the county. That's part of the
13 condition of the license for Diablo Canyon. They're
14 required to not only nmeet their on-site requirements,
15 but they're required to neet the federal requirenents
16 for off-site response energency planning, which is that
17 is, in essence, the public and the areas within the
18  energency planning zone.
19 So as part of that, FEMA oversees that portion
20 of it. So the NRC oversees directly -- excuse nme --
21 oversees directly wth the PG&E. So, for exanple, the
22 previously nentioned drill exercise was held today. NRC
23 is responsible for overseeing what PGE did and FEMA is
24  responsible for overseeing what we |ocal agencies did,
25 referred to an off-site response agency I'll talk to in
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1 a nonent.

2 So that's done through a FEMA program cal | ed

3 the FEMA radiol ogical energency preparedness program

4  There's nunerous -- hundreds of criteria that we're

5 responsible for conplying with related to our Diablo

6 Canyon energency response plans and FEMA reviews our

7 plans. W have a number of standard operating

8 procedures I'll talk about here shortly that are

9 developed by us. We work with |ocal agencies to keep

10 themup-to-date. FEMA concurs with those and then FENVA
11 also, as they did today, evaluates our procedures, both
12  the procedures and the denonstration to see if --

13  provide a reasonabl e denonstration or denonstration we
14  can reasonably denonstrate that we can protect the

15 health and safety. So FEMA oversees that with us. It
16 is noted it evaluates the planning preparedness

17 activities and eval uates the exercises as they did

18 today.

19 I n passing reference off site, there's a forma
20 FEMA termreferred to as off-site response organization.
21 So that's, in essence, we agencies are off site. Public
22 agency's responsi ble for emergency planning and

23 preparedness related to Diablo Canyon. So it's the

24  county, city, special districts and rel ated agencies are
25 the RORs, the O f-site Response Organizations.
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1 Unique to -- actually, unique to the whole
2 nationis that ROR the Of-site Response Organization,
3 is overseen by the county, the County O fice of
4  Emergency Services and we have, as noted here, San Luis
5 (oispo County City's Nuclear Power Plant energency
6 response plan and one of our roles in the county and we
7 ask is to coordinate with the various cities, the five
8 incorporated cities that are within the energency
9 planning zone, the numerous special districts and
10 locally based state agencies, CHP, Caltrans and a nunber
11  of other agencies, including state parks. So we
12 coordinate with those | ocal agencies and, in turn, we
13 represent all the off-site response organi zations wth
14 the state. In our case, with the governor's office and
15 emergency services and also directly wwth FEMA. It's a
16 joint programthat, in fact, a nunmber of years ago was
17  recogni zed when we had a | arge exercise here, the USEPA
18 Region 9 for the Wstern United States that presented an
19 award for excellence in enmergency planning because
20  having one joint plan. Mny other -- nost other plan --
21 all other plans that I'"'mfamliar wth have a separate
22  process where, for exanple, the SONGS, the San Onofre,
23  each jurisdiction would have -- they would have to
24  coordinate -- each jurisdiction nmakes their own

25 determnation on things |ike protective actions, when to
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sound the sirens.

In our case here with our joint plan, when the
County Emergency Services director, by a county
ordi nance, the county adm nistrative officer nakes a
decision in the emergency operation center, that
decision is valid for the entire emergency planning zone
for the five incorporated cities of special districts
and so forth. So it's a good plan here and it works
very effectively.

The overall plan is we have our naster plan, if
you wll. The admnistrative plan gives procedures and
policies and so forth and references and there are over
50, about 54, 55 right now, what | refer to as standard
operating procedures, and for jurisdictions, and you
have, for exanple, the City of Pisno Beach, their SOP is
basically the Diablo Canyon Nucl ear Power Pl ant
emer gency response plan for the city and it ties in wth
all the other cities and our nmaster plan and then we
al so have a nunber of others specific to emergency
public information. There's a standard operating
procedure for that.

So there are 50 of these that they're pretty
extensive plans. [|'ll touch one, is the CHP is well
over 100 pages and they have in the CHP standard

operating procedure the locations where they will have
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1 traffic control points, how many officers will be needed
2 for a certain area, and they even have what their units
3 nunbers would be, the call signs for each particular
4 officer. So these are pretty extensive plans.

5 | noted here a public school relocation. The
6 schools each have their own plans, school districts,

7 County Ofice of Education has a plan and how we reach
8 out to them and to choose an exanple, at the County

9 Ofice of Education today is they were in, as they're
10 assigned to be, in our energency operation center --

11  excuse ne -- then they reach back to their office --

12 their county office of education center across from

13  Cuesta College and they have what's referred to as a

14  departnent operations center and then they, in turn, are
15 reaching out to the schools. The sane concept that we
16  have, that the county when we reach out, there's a

17 public works -- a representative -- representatives in
18 our county energency operations center, we reach back
19 downtown here. They have a departnment of operations

20 center that they use during stornms and so forth. So we
21 reach out and coordinate with all these various

22 entities, and there are a |lot of other things in here,
23 ingestion pathway issues reach out. There's actually a
24 50-mle zone in addition to the emergency planning zone
25 that Tom Jones tal ked about. There's a 50-mle area
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1 referred to as ingestion pathway zone and that's rel ated
2 toagriculture. |If there's a release, then we want to
3 ensure that there was not some particulate that got out
4 so far that's going to affect the crops or cattle or
5 other agricultural assets, including poultry. So
6 there's extensive planning for that process.

7 One thing that's a single exanple of a benefit
8 fromD ablo Canyon to the rest of the county is there's
9 anote up there called carless collection and we have
10 carless collection points within the energency planning
11  zone. If sonmebody doesn't have a car, there's

12 predetermned | ocations they can walk to or have a

13 neighbor get to themand we have been working with the
14  Regional Transit Authority and other bus resources, the
15 resources to get to them

16 Qui ck note on how sone of this works and how
17 the agencies work together, within our emergency

18 operations center, we have the County O fice of

19  Education we noted and the Regional Transit Authority
20 and other transportation resources actually physically
21 | ocated together so when things get going -- when the
22 school districts don't need the buses and we have RTA
23 buses and we have ride-on buses and all the other buses,
24  basically those get pool ed countyw de so they can be

25 used for evacuations anywhere needed and we use these
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1 for other than Diablo Canyon, too. In early 2017 when

2 we had the heavy winter storms, there was inmredi ate need
3 to evacuate Sycanore Hot Springs. It started flooding,
4  they couldn't get the cars out. So we got a call from
5 County Fire -- Cal Fire, we need resources to

6 evacuate -- | think it was 100 people. W called

7 Regional Transit Authority and they sent buses out there
8 and we had that systemin place because of our Diablo

9 Canyon energency planning.

10 Moving on, as | noted, the exercise is required
11  to be evaluated by FEMA, but we go beyond that. Prior
12 to the evaluated exercise today by FEMA for us and by

13 the NRC for PGE, we had basically a dry run in

14  Septenber. W asked FEMA to come out and eval uate us

15 for that, too, because we want to make doubl e sure that
16 we're doing things right. So even when we're not

17 required to be evaluated, we ask for these courtesy

18 evaluations, as they're referred to, to cone out and

19 give us some tips and to make sure we're doing things
20 correctly.
21 That second bullet lists a nunmber of our
22 exercises that we have, including plune, which was
23 today, and plunme infers sinply that there was a rel ease
24  of the radiol ogical plume going somewhere and we deal
25 with that and then a fast time frame, a time crunch and
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1 we sinmulate that and generally get it done within the

2 day.

3 | ngestion pathway zone, as | nentioned, there's
4 a 50-mle ingestion pathway zone. That's generally --

5 that is, not generally, that is a three-day exercise and
6 we had one a nunber of years -- a few years ago. W'l

7 see a slide on here comng up shortly. So that's a

8 three-day exercise that also involves Mnterey County,

9 Santa Barbara County and state agriculture folks. So

10 it's a pretty extensive exercise.

11 Monitoring and decontam nation, we have two

12 locations, one at Canp Roberts and one at the New Tech
13  High School in N pono. It's the high school next to

14 N ponmo Hi gh School where people can go to be nonitored
15 and, if necessary, decontam nated. W do those

16 exercises. There's a medical exercise where we're

17 required by FEMA to work with ambul ance conpani es and

18 hospitals to ensure that a contam nated person, whether
19 it's fromthe plant or the public, can be taken care of
20 by local anbul ance conpanies and the hospitals. That
21 responsibility falls to us even though these ot her
22 agencies are doing it.
23 In a hostile action-based scenario, which is
24  very extensive and is a relatively new one fromthe past
25 decade or so and it -- basically, it's an extensively
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more -- extensively nore involved for the off sites than
the security drills that they have at the plant, they
may have a nock of attenpts to take over the plant and
so forth. This one involves a hostile action-based
scenario where there's a large scale and it's the
crimnal aspect of the FBI, our sheriff's office, Diablo
security working together with the rest of us. W're --
on our side, we're kind of doing the regular dril

having to protect the people, on the other side, the
FBI, sheriff's office and Diablo security are

determ ning how to protect the plant, and sone of these
exerci ses, Tomnentioned a nunber of players today. |

t hink we have around 500 all total. The region is from
200 to a thousand players with a thousand players being
the hostile action-based. So they get quite invol ved.

Cl ose out here with the next couple here. This
slide is froman ingestion pathway exercise we had in
2016 and | wanted to point out in here -- | can't really
see them but the county admnistrator at the tine,
Public Works director at the time, who is now the county
admnistrator, folks fromour office, Sheriff Parkinson,
the county fire chief, the CHP"s in here, just a bit out
of the picture is our county health officer, standing up
in the background is folks fromthe radiol ogical

protection unit, and ny point being here, this is a
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Di abl o Canyon exercise, okay, but we have all these
people in here, the conmunity | eaders that are doing
this exercise that are face-to-face and they' re doing it
t oget her, they know each other, and then bingo, and

anot her exanple here -- real life exanple is when we had
the tsunam -- the earthquake and tsunam that caused
the problenms with Fukushima, you may recall we had an
eart hquake warning along our coastline here. So we
activated our enmergency operations center. About 4
a.m, | |ooked around and said, you know, these are the
sane people that participated in D ablo Canyon drills
and the point | want to make with that is that our
office, the primarily -- not primarily, significantly
rely on Diablo Canyon emergency preparedness to carry us
over for all the other energency preparedness, too.
There are some weak areas that are not NPP, but this is
an illustration of how inportant NPP is to us because it
wor ks for other things, too.

O course, when deconmissioning is conplete and
the plant transitions out and we transition out of the
power plant emergency plan, we're still going to have to
do this. The earthquake warnings are still going to be
here, Tsunam warnings are still going to be here and
other things are still going to be here that we're going

to need to do.
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1 So there's a slide in here that | wanted to
2 close out with. Let me look at ny notes here because |
3 have the slide in here related to what we're noving on
4 torelated to deconm ssioning is that P&GE has noted
5 it's proposing -- P&E is proposing to continue
6 enmergency planning preparedness through the
7  deconm ssioning period pending, as Tom Jones expl ai ned,
8 PUC approval and the devel opment of the site-specific
9 deconmi ssioning estimate and process will include the
10  proposed energency planning, so continuing the emergency
11  planning, and then future resources such as the early
12 warning systemsirens that Tom nentioned and ot her
13 assets will have to be addressed jointly by county and
14 P&E and that's going to be a big discussion on policy
15 issue because the sirens, even though once we took them
16 over at the county level and we don't have the NRC
17 requirenents, there's still going to be an expense that
18 we're not taking on right now, and even things |ike the
19 emergency operations center when the | ease expires wll
20 take it over. PGS&E is paying for that right now, the
21 generator out there and the elevators, it needed a new
22 roof sone time back
23 So all these assets we are going to have to
24 take a look at in the comng time period as we progress

25 through deconm ssioning and see what we can keep. It's
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1 going to be a policy decision with the Board of
2  Supervisors and others, what we want to keep and address
3 funding other than D ablo Canyon, but that's sone tine
4 off. As we can see here, it's going to be quite a |ong
5 tine before we get to that, but as Tom nentioned, we do
6 have a docunent. We've started that process on where
7 are we, where do we want to go, where do we need to go
8 and how can we start getting there. |It's just the
9 beginning. Wth that, I will be happy to take any
10 questions.
11 MR ANDERS. Frank.
12 MR MECHAM Just one, Ron. Thank you. | know
13 that if the county does take over sone of these or
14 whoever starts to put the funding forward, | would
15 assume that sone of the cities would be participatory in
16  that.
17 MR ALSOP. Well, yes, they could. There's a
18 couple of ways to do that, is other than Diablo Canyon,
19 the cities are independent right nowas is, really, with
20 the rest of the nation. So if we had -- well, the
21 tsunam is an exanple. W reconmended evacuations al ong
22 the coastline. It's part of the process of evacuating
23 energency operations center. So we recomended Pisno
24  Beach to evacuate a certain area and they did not agree.

25 They only wanted to evacuate about half the area that we
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1 recomended, and that's certainly their right as an
2 independent jurisdiction, and they turned out to be
3 right. The area wasn't affected. So they can nake that
4  decision on their own.
5 So, currently, right nowwth all of this
6 together, as | noted earlier, when the county energency
7 services nekes a decision to evacuate, whether it
8 includes incorporating cities or not, that's going to
9 happen, but all that funding that they' re getting is the

10 same funding we're getting. So PGXE pays the State of
11 California, the state pays us and we, in turn, pay out,
12 in this exanple, the Gty of Pisnmp Beach

13 So they'reinit wwth this right nowrelated to
14 the nuclear power plant planning, but not wth the

15 other, for lack of a better term all-hazardous

16 planning. So that's sonething to look into. 1In other
17 counties, they do have -- there's different nodels where
18 they do have what's referred to as operational area

19 planning where all the cities kick in and they do one

20  countyw de energency plan, but many other nodels have

21  where each jurisdiction does their own thing. So |'m

22  not sure how nuch they'd be willing to kick in after the

23  plant.
24 MR. ANDERS:. Sherri .
25 MS. DANOFF:. Ron, thank you for your
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1 representation. | noticed on one of your slides that
2 you nentioned you've got evacuation tinme estimtes and
3 |I'mwondering if you mght have brought any of those
4 wthyou I'mparticularly interested in evacuation
5 tines fromAvila.
6 MR ALSOP: Yes. That docunent -- it's
7 actually a document that is developed. It's a -- P&E's
8 required -- one of the many NRC regulations. So it's
9 required evacuation tines estimte or evacuation times
10 assessnent. It's a fairly large docunent. [It's about
11 500 pages or so that does go through the different
12 scenarios of what if it's raining, what if it's summer
13 and, you know, what if school's in and so on and so
14 forth and it gives hundreds and hundreds of various
15 evacuation scenarios. That's not a docunent that we
16 have readily available. It is on the Internet. |'mnot
17 sure howto find it, but I think if you go -- if you
18 search Google for Diablo Canyon evacuation tines
19 estimate or evacuation tinmes assessment, it should come
200 up and it will cone up on an NRC page.
21 M5. DANOFF:. (kay. Thank you.
22 MR ALSOP:. Certainly.
23 MR. ANDERS: Any other questions? Thank you
24  very much, M. Al sop
25 MR ALSOP. Al right. Thank you.
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1 MR ANDERS. Excellent presentation. Thank
2 you.
3 MR ALSOP: Thank you.
4 MR ANDERS. W now have the opportunity to
5 hear fromthe public. So last count, | think we had
6 five speakers that communicated a desire to speak and
7 Adamw || put their names up on the screen, | believe,
8 and what we'd like is to actually -- we're going to use
9 both podiuns and just cone up to the podium and when
10  your nane is shown and if you're second on the |ist,
11  please be ready to speak. Speakers will have three
12 mnutes. So our first speaker is Jane Swanson.
13 M5. SWANSON: |I'd like to request that David
14  \Weisman go before me because ny comment is going to
15 bounce off of sonething he's going to say. |Is that okay
16 with everybody, we'll trade places?
17 MR MECHAM \What ever happened to | adies before
18 gentlenen?
19 MR VEI SMAN:  But I'mno gentleman, it's her,
20 assure you. Cone on. You all don't know what fanous
21 filmthat cones from Mae West was involved, | believe,
22  okay, yeah, Carrie Gaham
23 MR. ANDERS: David, why don't you go ahead.
24  You want to speak inmmediately after David?
25 MS. SWANSON: That would be logical, if that's
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okay with everybody.

MR ANDERS. Ckay. Bill, is that okay? Ckay.
So go ahead, Davi d.

MR VEISMAN: Al right. Well, witticisnm and
filmaquotes aside fromthe evening, ny name's David
Wei sman, Alliance For Nuclear Responsibility, and ny
comrent tonight is this: Unable, apparently, for
scheduling reasons to attend this evening, but invited
by San Luis Obispo County by the aforenentioned Diabl o
Canyon | ndependent Safety Conm ttee whose three nenbers
M. Karlin introduced at the outset of the neeting was
Dr. David Victor. Dr. David Victor is the chairman of
t he somewhat anal ogous San Onofre Conmunity Engagenent
Panel that has been assenbled for ostensibly a simlar
purpose and he's cone to share his experiences because
t hey' ve got four years now under their belt doing this.
He's not here this evening, but Dr. David Victor will be
appearing and nmaking a presentation tomorrow norning
sometime after 8:30 a.m, which is the start of the
Di abl o Canyon independent safety neeting at the Avila
Li ght house Inn and Suites there in Avila Beach at 8:30
tonorrow norning. He'll probably cone on a little bit
after they introduce thenmselves. That will be broadcast
over AGP video so people watching this at home, but

maybe not able to attend tonorrow norning can find
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1 Dr. Victor's presentation on AGP video where |I'msure it
2 wll be archived and available for future use.

3 W, as the Alliance, have submtted a series of

4  questions to himabout their panel's conposition,

5 agenda, prioritization and he did provide witten

6 answers, which we then fornulated into an ongoing set of

7 questions. Those questions, his answers, our analysis

8 and commentary on themcan be found on our website,

9 ww. A4 -- the nunber 4 -- NRorg. It's right there to
10 download as a PDF file right at the top of our web page.
11 We invite and wel come the public and, furthernmore, we
12 really invite anyone who'd like to listen to what
13  Dr. Victor says because, again, four years of experience
14  operating in an anal ogous situation and we found a | ot
15 of his answers to be relevant and to affect where this
16  panel mght consider its future menbership agenda and
17 prioritization of issues. So thank you for that.

18  Again, www. AANR org and you can find our comments and
19 please tune in for Dr. Victor at the safety conmttee
20 tonorrow norning. Thank you.

21 MS. SWANSON: Thank you for accommmodating ne.
22  Jane Swanson speaking for San Luis Obi spo Mthers For
23  Peace. Mthers For Peace has read the coments that

24  David Weisman referred to, the coments nmade by the

25 Alliance For Nuclear Responsibility. They are comrents
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1 not ours, but we can't resist comrenting on them W

2 find themvery valuable and we do agree with all the

3 points made in themand |I'msure all the menbers of this
4  panel wll have a chance to read those if you haven't

5 already. |'msure he also submtted themto the

6 comrents of this organization.

7 W woul d like to thank P&E and the

8 hard-working menbers of this panel. W'Il want to

9 inplement the recommendations made by the Alliance as in
10 the opinion of Mthers For Peace. Doing so will add to
11 the credibility of the work of this panel. | wll refer
12 to only one of the Alliance's recommendations, that the
13  engagenent panel select its own chairperson and

14  executive commttee and prioritize the topics and timng
15 of the processes of the panel.

16 So far, P&E has done all the organization and
17 all the prioritization and they've done a good job. |'m
18 not saying anything negative about them but, by now,

19 the panel is very well-oriented and | think it would add
20 to the credibility of the work of the panel if -- it
21  woul d show their independence if the panel itself made
22 some of those decisions.
23 It's understood that PGE has the
24  responsibility for the decisions about deconm ssioning
25 conpletely, not the panel, that's understood, but it's
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1 ny assunption that one of PGE s goals in creating the
2 panel is to create confidence in the greater comunity
3 about the issues associated with deconm ssioning.
4 @Gving the panel this additional measure of independence
5 would, | believe, support that goal of encouraging the
6 community to buy into the decisions ultimtely nade
7  about decommissioning. Thank you.
8 MR KARLIN. My | ask a question to clarify?
9 You'rereferring to the Alliance For Nucl ear
10 Responsibility's comments, and as | understand, Mthers
11  For Peace endorsed those comments. Are these the
12 comments that are contained in the October 24th, 2018,
13 letter by Rochelle Becker to the panel?
14 M5. SWANSON: Those are the coments |'m
15 referring to and Mothers For Peace did not see them
16 until after they were submtted. W had no input into
17 them That's the work of the Alliance. |'mjust saying
18 we read themand we thought, ooh, goody, this is a |ot
19 of comments in here.
20 MR KARLIN: So you endorse those conments?
21 M5. SWANSON: W endorse themfully.
22 MR KARLIN:.  Thank you. Al right.
23 MR TOMAN. Good evening, nenbers of the panel.
24 I'mBill Toman. | live in Los Gsos. Alittle bit of

25 news. Referring to last nonth's focus of repurposing
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Di abl 0 assets, this past Friday, Cctober 19th, the
federal agency that is in charge of |easing seabed off
the shore of California for activities such as oi

drilling or offshore wind, floating wind facilities

1

2

3

4

5 published a call for three offshore areas in California

6 for potentially hosting offshore wind facilities. The

7 three areas, one is off of Humboldt County, they call it

8 the Hunmbol dt area, and then two off the Central Coast,

9 the Mrro Bay call area and the Diablo Canyon call area,
10 and it's a 100-day public comment period. [It's not an
11  auction or a bid for these areas, it's an
12 information-gathering exercise. The areas that have
13 been identified were the result of years-Iong
14  stakehol der process with -- including the California
15 Intergovernnental Task Force on Renewabl e Energy and so
16 this is an area -- these are all areas that the offshore
17 wnd industry has said they woul d have an interest in
18 and that it has the resources of wind and other
19 inportant characteristics that would nake it feasible.
20 One of the things that was in Friday's register
21 announcenent was a caution in that -- and I'll just read
22 a couple of paragraphs here. |t says interested parties
23  shoul d al so be aware that the Mdrro Bay and Diabl o

24 Canyon call areas on the Central Coast contain bl ocks

25 that have been assessed as inconpatible with wind energy
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1 devel opnent by the Department of Defense. Department of
2 Defense is currently review ng additional detailed
3 project information supplied by the offshore w nd
4 industry to determne if any of the areas previously
5 identified by the Departnent of Defense is inconpatible
6 inthe Mrro Bay call area, may be identified as
7 conpatible upon further analysis. The Diablo Canyon
8 call areais heavily utilized by nultiple Departnent of
9 Defense conponents, and based upon current and future

10 expected use, previous assessnments have found

11  devel opnent there to be inconpatible with a wide array
12 of critical Department of Defense activities.

13 So it is open for public conments. One of the
14  commenters, of course, will be the Department of

15 Defense. This is the very beginning of a process that
16 wll take at |east a couple of years for offshore seabed
17 leasing for offshore wind. Stay tuned. Thanks a |ot.
18 MR KARLIN Bill, one clarification. |Is that
19 federal registered by BOEM?

20 MR TOVAN:  Yes.

21 MR, KARLIN.  And Bureau of --

22 MR TOVAN. Bureau of Ccean Energy Managenent.
23 MR KARLIN. Ckay. And last --

24 MR TOMAN.  Which is under interior.

25 MR KARLIN: Last Friday?
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1 MR TOVAN.  Yes.
2 MR KARLIN. Ckay. Thank you. 1'Il look for
3 that.
4 M5. SEELEY: Bill, is it possible that the
5 Departnment of Defense would change its viewif they
6 received -- will they see the public comment or not or
7 how would that be dealt with or do you know?
8 MR TOMAN. |'ve been in several neetings over
9 the past year both sponsored by the Energy Conm ssion
10 and by the Bureau of Ocean Energy Management with the
11  Departnent of Defense. They have tried to accommodate
12 proposals for offshore wi nd devel opnents and ny viewis
13 that they have not changed their view for accommodati ng
14  offshore wind off the Central Coast. Humboldt is nmuch
15 less conflicted, but there's -- it does not have the
16 transm ssion assets that the Central Coast has or the
17 people and so it may be that the Hunboldt area is the
18 one that goes forward after all the conments here, but
19 that's just ny view
20 MR ANDERS: Thank you. Next speaker.
21 M5. LEWS: Hello. M nane is Sherry Lew s and
22 |I'malso fromSan Luis Qoispo Mdthers For Peace. | have
23 a couple of questions about this panel.
24 First of all, | realize that you're al
25 volunteers. Do you have a goal and a tine frane? Like,
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1 are you supposed to cone up with some answers or sone
2 ideas within a certain tine, |ike, maybe January or
3 sonething? I'd Iike an answer.
4 MR, ANDERS:. CQur comment period is to make
5 comments.
6 MS. LEWS: Well, but I'm asking questions.
7 MR. ANDERS: | understand. If you can ask the
8 questions and then the panel will respond to those
9 questions after all the speakers have tal ked.
10 M5. LEWS.: Hwm Well, what I'm wondering
11 about is if the time is limted, which I think maybe it
12 is, and that you do have to cone up with sone answers
13  for the nuclear deconm ssion -- deconmm ssioning
14  triennial proceeding, NDTP, if that's the case and if
15 you have limted time to deal with certain issues, then
16 some of the nobst inportant issues if you have to be
17 done -- be ready by January, say, sone of the inportant
18 issues are |ike emergency planning, which is only com ng
19 up now, and waste management, and so |I'mwondering if --
20 well, I'mwondering if that's the situation, if you're
21  being -- if you're allowng too little time left to deal
22  wth the conplex problemof waste managenent and
23  energency planning and if you have enough experts on
24 your panel that can help -- help with the panel and help
25 in understanding so that you'll have a nore -- shoot --
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1 have nore understanding of what it is you're talking
2 about, what you're supposed to be dealing with. Ckay.
3 Thank you.
4 MR NELSON: (Good evening. M nane is Dr. Cene
5 Nelson. | have a Ph.D. in radiation biophysics and |'m
6 speaking today on behalf of the non-profit Californians
7 For Geen Nucl ear Power Incorporated, abbreviated as
8 CONP. |I'mtheir legal assistant and governnent |iaison.
9 In the cart before the horse departnment, | would |ike
10 everyone, everyone in the room including the people in
11 P&E, to note that the CPUC website shows that A1608006,
12  which is the application PG&E nade to retire the plant,
13 is still reopened. Wshing no disrespect, at an earlier
14  engagenent neeting, | noted that CG\P is working to put
15 this panel out of business. W are serious. As a next
16 step, Californians For Green Nuclear Power filed a wit
17 petition right here in the second appellate district.
18 CG\P' s docunents were filed today, October 24th, 2018.
19 Qur total length of our filing is about 900 pages. W
20 are serious. In plain language, CG\P is suing the
21 California Public UWilities Conmssion. CG\P is
22 challenging the legality of granting permssion to
23 Pacific Gas & Electric to voluntarily retire their
24 highly functioning D abl o Canyon Power Plant in 2025.
25 CONP' s case nunber is B293420. Central to CONP' s
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1 argument is that CPUC decisions nmust be for the public

2 good, taking into account considerations of the

3 environment, of cost to ratepayers. CG\P's challenge is
4 particularly significant as the U S. Nuclear Regul atory
5 Commission in the federal register notice dated Apri

6 23rd, 2018, granting PGE s request to withdraw their

7 Diablo Canyon |icense renewal application stated that

8 that perm ssion was conditioned on the CPUC approving

9 P&E s request to retire the plant. | invite your

10 questions during the questioning period. Thank you very
11 nuch.

12 MR, ANDERS: Thank you, speakers. Now we have
13 the opportunity for the panel to discuss any coments or
14 questions. Frank.

15 MR MECHAM | would like, Tom if you would,
16 to explain the panel, and, apparently, M. Lewis didn't
17  know how the panel was formed or what our goal is and

18 when we're supposed to get sonething done. W made that
19 determnation. Can you convey that so that the public
20  knows our report that we're going to be putting out?
21 MR ANDERS. | amsorry, Frank. | didn't quite
22 catch all that.
23 MR MECHAM (kay. Tonight we tal ked about the
24  meetings that we are going to have and the annual report
25 that we're going to be providing. |If you can let folks
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1 know when that m ght be so she knows what the goal of
2 this board is or this panel is and, no, | don't believe
3 any of us are nuclear scientists on the board. | did
4 stay at a Holiday Inn Express one time, but we do have
5 the ability to access those experts to answer the
6 questions for the public.
7 MR ANDERS: And | think we'll have the
8 opportunity to discuss this a little further as this
9 neeting goes on. Linda and then Kara.
10 MS. SEELEY: We actually -- the panel -- the
11 P&E did not arrange the sequence of our meetings. The
12 panel voted on the sequence of the neetings. W are
13 going to create a report, an end-of-year report, but
14 it's an ongoing proceeding at the CPUC. \Wat we have --
15 what we decided initially was that -- first of all, we
16 didn't know each other when we came together in My. W
17 had -- there were two neetings that we had to have about
18 the tineline. What was the second one? The what?
19 MR. ANDERS. The topics.
20 MS. SEELEY: Oh, the financing, right, of
21  deconmi ssioning. Those were two that were nmandated and
22 then we |ooked at all the different topics that we had
23 to address and we thought that going -- starting with
24  the use of the land, and | hope Kara wi |l talk about

25 that, and the repurposing of the facility would be kind
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of a very basic sort of non-contentious part for us to
start with. Process-wi se, we needed to establish the
trust that we have in our -- anong us on our panel and |
personally think it was a good idea for us to wait on
the -- the emergency planning we didn't have really
anything to do with. W learned all about the enmergency
pl anning situation tonight. The spent fuel is the big
one and that is we've decided that we want to give that
enough time to -- so that the public -- to have sone
public workshops and to have our public neeting about it
and to -- | think tonight we decided to postpone it

until January so we can give full notice to people naybe
wanting to come in out of town to address this topic and
al so so that we can prepare ourselves well for it. W
are going to wite a report, but the report is -- we
have conpleted one part of the report so far and that's
due at the end of the year, but it's an ongoing process.
It's not like it's due on Decenber 31st and then it's
over. W can add to it because the process of the -- of
the CPUC process is an ongoing process. So we w |l add
to that and we will make a thorough report about the
spent fuel. That's, to ne, the biggest, nost inportant
thing that we will ever do on this panel and, indeed,
none of us are experts, but tonight we met with the

Di abl o Canyon | ndependent Safety Committee and they're
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1 going to be giving us technical assistance explaining
2 things to us about the things that we don't understand
3 and we're going to be able to have a much nore open
4  process by doing it this way rather than trying to
5 squeeze it all into this -- you know, we just started in
6 My and this is Cctober and we have the holidays com ng
7 and |, personally, did not want to have that nmeeting in
8 Novenber or Decenber because | didn't think that people
9 would pay -- you know, people start hunkering down in
10  Novenber and Decenber and so | think it will be a |ot
11  better neeting if we have it in January.
12 MR ANDERS: Thank you. Kara.
13 M5. WOODRUFF:  Thank you, Linda. | agree with
14  what Linda said. Wen we first formed, we needed to
15 start with the basics, what is the tine frame for
16 decommissioning and howis it going to be financed. W
17 felt like we had to address that to begin with. The
18 issues of land and even repurposing the facilities have
19  huge popul ar appeal. So we felt like we had to address
20 that and it's also the only topic that the PUC said that
21 we had to address. In fact, that topic had to be
22  addressed so we concluded -- so that it can be included
23 in P&E s Decenber report. So we were really forced to
24  address that issue early on.
25 | also want to reiterate the topics that we
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1 decided and how they were schedul ed, that wasn't PG&E

2 that was the panel independently. W are all, | think,
3 of the opinion that there are sone issues that are

4 extrenely inportant that deserve high focus and storage
5 of the spent fuel is probably the nunber one topic.

6 Oiginally, that was planned for next nonth, but on

7 reconsidering that, we didn't feel |ike we had adequate
8 tine, nor was one public hearing sufficient. So we're
9 thinking about putting that off until the first quarter
10 so we can invite parties that will probably come from
11 all over the country to nmake presentations at a workshop
12 so that when we have the public hearing we can cone

13  forward with a [ ot of background know edge.

14 And so one nore word about the report. W are
15 putting together a report, but it's only going to

16 address nore of the sinple issues that we've heard

17 about, especially the land i ssue because we have to, but
18 we fully expect to provide addenduns or additional

19 volumes to the report when we've heard about these
20 really conplex issues that come |ater on.
21 So I've read the Alliance letter. | really do
22 believe we are independent. None of us are being paid
23 to be here. | haven't seen any evidence that anybody
24  here has any bias towards the utility. | agree we don't

25 have all the expertise that we want and we hope to turn
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1 to the experts, especially when it cones to fuel storage
2 in January, but | think we really do take this job very
3 seriously and, again, we addressed the | and because we
4 had to. It was ordered by the PUC and because it has
5 incredible inportance to this community. You probably
6 saw we have hundreds and hundreds of public comments.

7 So to not address that issue when people were asking us
8 to address it would have been probably not correct, but
9 we take the issues very seriously. Thank you.

10 MR ANDERS. Thank you, Kara. Alex.

11 MR, KARLIN: Yeah. Thank you. | think,

12 Sherry, you've rai sed some good questions and | have a
13 different perspective than what you just heard on sone
14  of those issues. Your questions seemto be do we have a
15 plan or an assignment, do we have a deadline by January,
16 do we have enough expertise on the panel to do our job
17 such as it is. | think those are good questions.

18 think the Alliance For Nuclear letter has raised sone
19 inportant issues. | don't agree with everything in

20 there, but | agree with a great deal of it and I think
21 these are grounds for some concern.

22 First, | would say this panel has worked very
23  hard and in good faith. Al the people on this panel

24 are working hard and in good faith towards our goals or
25 our joint efforts. No one is slacking, no oneis a
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1 stooge for PGE or, otherw se, you know, hiding sone

2 agenda like that and so | think we're doing good work

3 and we're proud of what we're doing and | al so add that
4  PGE has been helpful. Al the way down the |ine,

5 they've been paying for all the time and effort. Not

6 us. They don't pay us, but they've got to pay for this
7 hall, they've got all their people who are responding to
8 our questions. So that's a lot of time and effort that
9 they're doing and | think they're proceeding in good

10 faith, too.

11 However, | would said that, you know, PGRE

12 decided to create this D ablo Canyon Deconm ssi oni ng

13  Engagenent Panel. This panel was not specifically

14 required by the order. The order required that they

15 involve a stakehol der process before they dispose of the
16 lands and the reuse of the property. They didn't have
17 to create this panel. They decided this was one part,
18 perhaps, of the public stakehol der process. | don't

19  know what their decision was, but they've created this
20 and | would say that when we had our first neeting, PGSE
21 said to us one of the main things we want you to do is
22 to help us so that we can submt our next
23 deconmi ssioning cost triennial proceeding submttal,
24 which is due in Decenber of 2018, and we need you to

25 help us with that and we need to be able to report that
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1 you've helped us with that, so that's what we created

2 you for and that's your mission, and after that's done,
3 we'll decide whether or not the panel needs to continue
4 in existence.

5 Subsequently, we've clarified that they believe
6 and we believe that the panel does need to continue in
7 existence, but that was the initial assignment, that

8 this is what we need you for and they had the topics

9 that they wanted to incorporate in their triennia

10  proceedi ng subm ssion in Decenber 2018 and those are

11  pretty nuch the topics we've covered in our various

12 neetings.

13 So the P&E basically defined the topics, told
14  us what we were here to do is help themw th that and we
15 tweaked the sequence of those topics a little bit and
16 looked at the different -- maybe we'll do this first,

17 this one second, how we do it, but, you know, that was
18 kind of how we approached it and we were a bunch of 11
19 people who really hadn't worked together and we said,
20  okay, that sounds good, let's roll our sleeves up and
21 start working on that and that's what we've done.
22 Properly speaking, lands is an inportant issue
23 to this community. | don't think there's a whole |ot of
24  disagreenent about the |ands. Everyone wants the |ands

25 to be a park, not particularly controversial. D fferent
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25 the judge and to the PUC and say, hey, we've got an

1 people want different uses for it to -- not different,

2 but they all want it to be preserved. W all agree with
3 that. Land use has not -- got a lot to do with

4  decomm ssioning, in the proper sense of the word, what

5 Bruce Watson explained to us in ternms of the nuclear

6 reqgulatory deconm ssioning process. | nean, we're a

7  deconm ssioning panel and we've worked with |ands and

8 maybe it's good to go in the |ands issue as -- |'m not

9 sureit's been put to bed, but we certainly have sonme
10 ideas and hopefully there are things going on wwth Wld
11  Cherry Canyon that will be good, be great for the

12 community, but, | mean, | think that's where we are.

13 Now, this PGE will submt something to the PUC
14 in Decenber, which is the triennial proceeding cost

15 estimate. They're going to -- hopefully, they're going
16 to attach a vision statement, we're calling it, that we
17 are generating and working on now. It's not conplete
18 yet, but we're getting there. It's not going to be that
19 long, but I think it will be hel pful and they can add
20 that. It won't cover spent nuclear fuels as requested
21 in the concerns raised by the letter fromAl liance

22  Nuclear, but PGXE nay have a deadline of Decenber 2018
23 to submt their thing. W don't have such a deadline.
24 . can submt anything we want, just send a letter to
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1 addendum we want to submt sonething about spent
2 nuclear fuels that we've thought about and we're going
3 to submt that in March of 2019. So, yes, there is this
4 deadline for P&E W're trying to work with that to
5 the extent we can come up with sonething for PGRE, but
6 wth regard to spent nuclear fuels, | agree with Linda
7 and Kara that this is a critical and inportant issue.
8 There's not a whole |ot we can do with spent nucl ear
9 fuels, but we're going to hear a [ ot of people wailing
10 and gnashing their teeth about it and we'll listen to
11  that and then we'll submt our report. W're
12 reinventing a wheel that's already been devel oped down
13 in SONGS.
14 Finally, | would say with regard to the
15 expertise, no, we really don't have the expertise to
16 really assess what's the best thing to do with regard to
17  spent fuel, but we can ask PGXE what it thinks. They
18 have experts who will tell us what they think, we can
19 ask sone other entity what they think, we can ask the
20 Diabl o Canyon I ndependent Safety Conmittee what do they
21  think about spent fuels, but if that's all we're doing,
22 then why are we in existence? |f we can't exercise
23  judgment, | think we need some nore -- naybe we need
24  additional people on this panel who have sone

25 substantive know edge, expertise depth on sone of these
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1 issues that can allow us to make judgnents and
2 assessments on sone of these things rather than relying
3 on the Independent Safety Commttee or PGRE to tell us
4  what the answer is.
5 MR ANDERS: Thank you, Alex. Any further
6 questions or comments? Yes, Nancy.
7 MS. O MALLEY: | just want to make a comment,
8 also, that we have tinme. It's still seven years before
9 the plant closes. So there really -- you know, | didn't
10 sense there was a rush and urgency to get through every
11 single topic before the first of the year. It can't be
12 done, it can't be done well and we do have tine.
13 And, you know, regarding the spent fuel, there
14  are new technol ogies comng out all the tine. So,
15 nmean, there's no decision that needs to be made right
16 now and we do want to keep in mnd that there is tine
17 and research is -- ongoing research is taking place, and
18 whatever decision is made now, there will be new
19 technol ogi es comng up down the line, let's hope, and
20  new policies.
21 MR ANDERS: Thank you, Nancy. David.
22 MR BALDWN:. | just didn't want it to get |ost
23 in the conversation here. | appreciate all of the other
24  panelists' comments. At |least, as | understand it, we
25 were engaged not as experts in nuclear field, but as a
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comruni ty engagenent panel. The idea was that probably
because we cone fromdifferent backgrounds or different
lines of work and different parts of the conmmunity that
the idea was that we would then, with our circle of
i nfluence or the people that we have contact with, bring
I deas back to this panel, ultimately back to PGE. P&E
I's obviously doing the same thing on their own, but the
whol e idea here was to engage the community and we do it
by this nmeeting that we're having here and we have
ability to engage themonline, people can |eave
comments, we have a kiosk, a nunber of different ways,
and then that -- ultimately, that information that we
gather then can give an accurate reflection back on the
report that will be produced or any reports that are
produced fromus of what the community really wants and
that was the largest part of what | felt |ike we were
here for, or at least the line share of it. So | just
didn't want that to be lost in the discussion. Thank
you.

MR ANDERS. Sherri .

M5. DANOFF:. | just want to enphasize that the
panel decided independently of P&E, but with P&E s
assi stance and arrangenents, to talk to various agencies
that are players in deconm ssioning, try to get a handle

on what their requirenents are, and then we are fully
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1 responsible for what we'll be l[earning and what the

2 comunity will be learning in terns of spent fue

3 storage, storage and the technol ogies and so forth that

4 are involved even in the dry casks, and then, as has

5 been said, we're planning an addendumto the report

6 that's due at the end of the year. W want to give

7 plenty of time to informourselves. Thank you.

8 MR ANDERS. Yes, Linda.

9 MS. SEELEY: And, also, we're going as a pane
10 to the San Onofre Community Engagenent Panel neeting on
11 Novenber 29th and so we're -- and we're going to be able
12 to talk to themand find out what they've learned in
13 their experience. So | think that's going to be very
14 hel pful and we wanted -- |, personally -- | don't want
15 to speak for anybody else. | wanted to wait to address
16 spent fuel issue until after we go to that neeting and
17  hear what we may be experiencing with our community when
18 they cone out to talk about the spent fuel. So that's
19 going to be a very significant trip for us.

20 MR ANDERS: Thank you. Any further comments
21 or discussion? Lauren.

22 MR BROM: | also read the letter fromthe
23  Alliance. One of the things that | picked up fromthat
24 is that they thought pretty strongly that the focus of
25 this group, this panel should be al nost exclusively on
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1 safety issues related to the operation of the plant

2 followng the end of the power generation and the

3 conposition of this panel should be changed. | would

4 |like to offer this thought. | think we are conposed of
5 agroup of people that pretty well represent this

6 community from Paso Robles down to Arroyo Grande in

7 geographical ternms, in terns of broad experience of

8 people's backgrounds and perspectives and | think we are
9 nore accurately representing the comunity's ful

10 concerns and those do include what's going to happen to
11 the land afterwards. It includes what's going to happen
12 to sonme of the valuable infrastructure that exists out
13 there. If you look at the attendance tonight, it is a
14  fraction of the attendance of people who expressed their
15 support for sone kind of nmeasures for conservation of

16 the land. So | think we're doing a pretty good job in
17 terms of representing the comunity.

18 | also want to just clarify one thing. Right
19 fromthe beginning, there was no time frame set on
20 sunsetting this panel. |In fact, PGE asked if we could
21 set up a class schedule. So sone of us are one-year
22 term sonme of us are two years, sonme of us are
23 three-year terns, so that there is the opportunity for
24  renewal of this commttee and it reflects, | think,
25 P&XE' s commtnent to keep this going as long as it is
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1  hel pful and productive and addressing issues that are of
2 concern to this conmunity.

3 MR ANDERS. Thank you, Lauren. Alex, we need
4 to nove on. Just a brief comment, please.

5 MR KARLIN. Yes. | do renenber, however, that
6 PG&SE said at our first neeting that we need you to help
7 us with the triennial submssion, and once that's over
8 wth, we can decide -- we, P&E can decide whether it's
9 worthwhile to continue the panel and so it's within

10 their control to continue us or not as they think we are
11 hel pful .

12 My main point, however, is that | have put

13 together a small chart that is going to be on our

14  website, which conpares this panel. There are

15 deconm ssioning panels associated with nany of the

16  nucl ear power plants around the country and our

17  conposition on this panel is very different than any of
18 themyou'll see around the country, Vermont Yankee,

19 Indian Point, Oyster Creek, Pilgrim these other sites,
20 and major, you know, decomm ssioning processes are

21 domnated by elected officials and appoi nted

22 governnmental officials and designated union

23 representatives and maybe a few people fromthe

24  community. That's how they operate. That's how SONGS
25 operates, dom nated by appointed governnent officials
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1 and state officials who are from agencies who are
2 elected or not. W're very different in that respect
3 and | think that we ought to learn some |essons from
4 what the -- and they're set up by state law. Many of
5 themare established by state law, not just sinply
6 voluntary that the PGXE or the utility sets up. They're
7 mandated by state law and we're very different in many
8 respects and | think that is the basis that naybe we
9 need to be put -- and I'Il put that on the website.
10  Chuck will put it on the website, anybody who wants to
11 look at the conparison and contrast against eight or
12 nine others. Thank you.
13 MR. ANDERS:. Thank you, Alex. One |ast
14 coment, Sherri, and then if we could pull up the public
15 participation sheet.
16 MS. DANOFF:. Just a brief coment. It does
17 appear fromthe information that Al ex presented that we
18 do have a different conposition and so forth; however
19 the state did set up the Independent Safety Council and
20 that's unique anongst all the exanples that you had.
21 MR, KARLIN:  Yeah, but it's not a
22  deconmi ssioning entity.
23 MR. ANDERS. Geat discussion, everyone.
24  want to speak very quickly about the responses we've
25 gotten so far frompublic coments and questions. As
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you know, there's nultiple avenues for the public to
participate. They can speak to a panel nmenber and a
panel nenmber actually docunents that comment that they
had with that individual or a group. The public can go
on the panel website and online and submt conments and
concerns. We've gotten nultiple coments through
public -- through the workshops that we've had, through
presentations and through the public commenting there
and we al so have the public conmrents at the public
meetings that you're holding on a nonthly basis. So
this chart totals up the comments and questions we've
gotten so far by topic, actually, and just in the |ast
month since |ast neeting, we've gotten approximtely 50
addi tional comments. Mst of those were in the
repurposi ng category and some | ands, but you focused on
repurposing and lands to a great extent. You can see
the amount of public input that the panel received. The
panel has access to all these coments and | know
reviews themfor their information. So | want to
encourage all the public to please submt your comments
and you can submt nore than one. |f you have sonet hing
on your mnd, please share that, it's inportant, and the
panel does get all this infornmation.

So, Tom do you want tal k about our next topic?

It was going to be spent fuel storage, but, again,
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t hi ngs have changed.
MR JONES: Yeah. | think Linda and Kara
adequately described it. So the schedule will change in

Novenber. It will slide used fuel back or help the

1
2
3
4
5 panel prepare for a neeting in the first quarter wth a
6 workshop simlar to how we conducted the | and and

7  repurposing meetings.

8 |"d al so add that based on the discussion

9 tonight and just seeing the metrics that Adam had

10  brought up, that | suggest that we nodify that to al so
11  have a specific comrent and category to track specific
12 comments on used fuel so that it's not under the other
13  category because that doesn't seem appropriate given the
14  attention paid.

15 MR KARLIN.  Spent fuel. Spent fuel.

16 MR JONES: W'l defer to the gentleman three
17 tony left that it will say spent fuel. So that issue
18 is also put to bed.

19 |'d also like to quickly clarify our intention
20 with this panel is that we have -- in this filing and

21 comng attractions in 2018, you'll see that we offer it
22 for the PUC s consideration throughout the duration of
23 the deconmi ssioning project. So that will run, if you

24 | ook at our Phase 3, through the year 2072. So that is

25 a significant conmtnment and we expect to keep this
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1 panel throughout that period and we seek the CPUC s
2 concurrence on that. That will be an itemthat will be
3 available to all the intervenors to participate in on
4 what shape, conposition, funding, et cetera, should be,
5 but that will be in there. So | want to make sure that
6 that is crystal clear to the public and the nenbers of
7 this panel
8 So we will see in Novenber an update on the
9 report that people had asked about tonight. The pane
10 wll talk about where they are in the process, what sone
11 of their findings mght be. | think that will also be a
12 comng attractions night for folks and there will be
13 additional time, |like nmost of our meetings, with public
14 coment for folks, as well. That also shows that the
15 panel discussion tonight was also that they would |ike
16 to go dark in Decenber because of the holiday period and
17 getting ready for that filing and then they'll produce
18 their 2019 schedule, tentative schedule, as well.
19 MR. ANDERS. Thank you. This is the
20 opportunity -- the nmeeting is conplete as far as our
21 agenda; however, we do always take the opportunity to do
22 a neeting evaluation. So a normal format is to talk
23 about things that you want to repeat in future neetings,
24  anything you |iked about this neeting, all the pluses,

25 and then we'll talk about anything that you m ght want
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1 to see changed. Any comments with regard to pluses? |
2 knowthis is, what, our sixth meeting. So we've got it
3 down to a process that nost people seemto support.

4  Yes, Linda.

5 M5. SEELEY: | loved the comment -- the public
6 comrents tonight and the obvious very deep caring that
7  people have about this process.

8 MR ANDERS:. Thank you. Anyone else? Anything
9 that we did tonight that we could change to i nprove the
10 process in the future?

11 MS. SEELEY: One nore comrent. Maybe we, ne,
12 be a little quicker in our comments, not talk so nmuch.
13 MR MECHAM | second that.

14 MR ANDERS. (kay. Thank you.

15 MR JONES. Chuck, | would just add we have

16 some inprovenents to nake on the metrics for fol ks both
17 in delineation, |ike we just nentioned, used fuel, but
18 also in the presentation so that the panel and the

19 public can also start to see trending data in terns of
20 the level of interest and how that relates to the

21  schedule of the project, and | think, over tine, we

22  think about the seven years |leading up to the eventua
23 work on this, that we'll see peaks and valleys on

24 different things, but that that will be really

25 informative to the panel on we can at that point tell we
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did sonmething here and we saw the effect on the public
and so | think that will be a really inportant tool
goi ng forward.

MR. ANDERS. kay. Geat. Sounds good.
Anyt hing el se? Thank you. Thank you, everyone, for
your time and attention and the neeting is adjourned.

(The proceedi ngs adjourned at 9:33 p.m)
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             1             MR. ANDERS:  Good evening, everyone.  My name 



             2    is Chuck Anders and I am the facilitator for the Diablo 



             3    Canyon Decommissioning Engagement Panel and welcome to 



             4    the sixth meeting of the panel, sixth public meeting.  



             5    Tonight's topic is emergency planning.  Before we begin 



             6    the meeting, we want to take a moment to go over our 



             7    safety procedures.  So, Adam, if you could brief us, 



             8    please.  



             9             MR. PASION:  Thanks, Chuck.  Would all with the 



            10    safety assignments please raise your hands.  Thank you.  



            11    So we have an exit here, to the left of here, and you 



            12    can also exit out the rear here and to exit to the lobby 



            13    and go right or left and you'll be on Monterey or 



            14    Higuera Street, and if we experience an earthquake 



            15    tonight, just duck down and cover as best as you can and 



            16    then we have an instance lead who will assist us in 



            17    evacuating the building.  Thank you, Chuck.



            18             MR. ANDERS:  Thank you very much.  Next, we 



            19    want to hear from our PG&E representative, Mr. Tom 



            20    Jones.  



            21             MR. JONES:  Thanks, Chuck.  On behalf of Jon 



            22    Franke, Vice president of safety, he's unable to attend 



            23    the meeting.  His travel schedule had a little wrinkle.  



            24    So the understudy gets to finally participate.  So Jon 



            25    sends his regrets and he'll be watching the replay of 
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             1    the tape.  



             2             A quick update on the project here.  First of 



             3    all, the project is still on track for making its filing 



             4    in December with the California Public Utilities 



             5    Commission.  So that's a good development.  Eric Nelson 



             6    is here if you have any questions after the meeting, he 



             7    and his project team.  



             8             Second, we had a workshop last week with the 



             9    Public Utilities Commission that dealt with some of the 



            10    pre-planning activities we'd like to do where we filed a 



            11    request for what's called a memorandum account and that 



            12    was to pool some of those planning dollars forward by 



            13    years to shorten the project overall.  The 



            14    administrative law judge assigned to that attendant, as 



            15    well as President's Picker's office and representatives 



            16    from TURN, The Utility Reform Network.  So that public 



            17    workshop ran about two hours and we'll send out to the 



            18    panel the scope of order what that procedure will look 



            19    like over the next coming months because it will affect 



            20    this project.  We're hoping for a favorable ruling again 



            21    to pool some of those planning dollars forward so we 



            22    don't have to wait until a certain period of time.  



            23             Today was a very busy day and, ironically, 



            24    tonight we're working on emergency planning.  Today was 



            25    our biannual exercise, it's called an evaluative 
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             1    exercise, to demonstrate to your regulators that we can 



             2    protect the health and safety of the public.  This is a 



             3    massive emergency planning drill that involves several 



             4    hundred people, including the full complement of PG&E's 



             5    Emergency Response Organization and members from the 



             6    County Office of Emergency Services, local 



             7    jurisdictions, the State of California and also the 



             8    Nuclear Regulatory Commission.  So that result will come 



             9    out in a couple of months, but that evaluated exercise 



            10    occurred today.  So some of our members are here.  They  



            11    started about 7 this morning and ran about a 9-hour 



            12    drill.  



            13             And then, also, tonight we're joined by Bruce 



            14    Watson.  He's the chief of the reactor decommissioning 



            15    branch.  He'll be presenting to you, as well as Ron 



            16    Alsop from the County Office of Emergency Services, who 



            17    was in the aforementioned drill.  So that's the lineup 



            18    we have for you tonight.  Thank you for your support and 



            19    all the time you put into this committee.  It's much 



            20    appreciated.



            21             MR. ANDERS:  Thank you very much, Tom.  Moving 



            22    on to the next agenda, I just want to go over the agenda 



            23    for this evening.  Mr. Bruce Watson from the NRC will 



            24    provide an overview of reactor decommissioning process.  



            25    We will take a break after that and Tom Jones and       
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             1    Mr. Alsop from the county will then talk about the 



             2    regional emergency planning process during 



             3    decommissioning.  We'll have the opportunity for public 



             4    comment and the panel will then discuss and make 



             5    observations with regard to the public comment and 



             6    anything else that they've heard, then we'll go through 



             7    an introduction of our next meeting topic and summary of 



             8    the meeting.  So that's our basic agenda for this 



             9    evening.  



            10             With that, I would like to introduce our first 



            11    speaker, Mr. Bruce Watson.  He is chief of the reactor 



            12    decommissioning branch of the NRC.  So he is going to 



            13    talk about --  



            14             MR. KARLIN:  Chuck, may I just take a moment to 



            15    recognize and thank the Diablo Canyon Independent Safety 



            16    Committee members who are here this evening, the 



            17    distinguished guests.  They are meeting today and 



            18    tomorrow down in Avila Beach and they are an entity that 



            19    have been in existence for 28-plus years.  There are 



            20    three members.  All of them are Ph.D.s in nuclear 



            21    engineering, Dr. Peterson, Dr. Bob Budnitz and Dr. Peter 



            22    Lamb, and we very much thank the fact that they have 



            23    come to observe.  They are not here to speak or on the 



            24    agenda and, also, they have brought some of their key 



            25    staff people who helped them, Fernan Wardell and Rick 
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             1    McWarder.  Some of us attended their meeting today and I 



             2    will attend their meeting tomorrow and it's a 



             3    conjunction of events that they happen to be meeting 



             4    today, as well.  So thank you for coming.  Thank you, 



             5    Chuck.



             6             MR. ANDERS:  Alex, thank you for recognizing 



             7    them.  We'd like to proceed with the first speaker, and 



             8    before we do, I want to indicate that anyone who wants 



             9    to make any public comments tonight need to fill out a 



            10    blue card.  The blue cards are in the back of that part 



            11    of the room and provide them to one of the PG&E folks in 



            12    either the white or blue shirts and provide that before 



            13    the break.  So during the break, we will compile those 



            14    cards and then we'll provide the opportunity for public 



            15    comment.  



            16             So, Mr. Watson.  Bruce is right up here.  As I 



            17    mentioned, Bruce is chief of the reactor decommissioning 



            18    branch of the NRC.  Go ahead, sir.  



            19             MR. WATSON:  Okay.  Thank you for having me 



            20    invited tonight.  We'd like to share some of the process 



            21    we follow.  I'm sure there's lots of questions about the 



            22    decommissioning process and the rulemaking that's in 



            23    progress.  So with that, I'll go ahead and start.  



            24             Next slide.  Do I control it here?  Okay.  I 



            25    don't think you can read the bottom line there, but our 
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             1    regulations went into effect in 1997, the 



             2    decommissioning regulations, along with a major issuance 



             3    of guidance and how to implement those regulations.  



             4    Since 1997, we've terminated more than 80 complex 



             5    radioactive material facilities and that would include 



             6    10 nuclear power plants, about 18 research reactors and 



             7    the rest being complex material sites.  



             8             As you can see, in the last year, we terminated 



             9    three sites, a major fuel cycle facility, which is a 



            10    very complex site with lots of groundwater issues, 



            11    another complex site, which was basically a burial 



            12    ground that was remediated, and then the third was a 



            13    State University of New York at Buffalo Research 



            14    Reactor, which was quite a nice facility to decommission 



            15    with its laboratories.  So it's fairly complex.  



            16             Next slide, please.  The guiding principals for 



            17    decommissioning are, of course, protection of the 



            18    workers, making sure the plant stays secure, protection 



            19    of the public, communications and outreach with external 



            20    stakeholders.  Up on the one picture on the left there, 



            21    you can see a steam generator being prepared for 



            22    shipment as a large component and then the picture down 



            23    below is a public meeting at Vermont.  



            24             Next slide.  The process of decommissioning is 



            25    basically removing the reactor's facility safely from 
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             1    the operating mode to a permanent shutdown and condition 



             2    and reducing the residual radioactivity to a level that 



             3    permits the release of the property for unrestricted use 



             4    and termination of the license.  We have strict 



             5    requirements in a process we follow for ensuring that 



             6    the radioactive material is removed.  We do surveys to 



             7    confirm that when the licensee is completing the 



             8    decommissioning work.  In pictured here is Maine Yankee.  



             9    In this case, the state of Maine and the utility agreed 



            10    to go to a green field.  It's not a requirement of the 



            11    NRC.  So you have the plant on the left and picture on 



            12    the right is one that I took where the reactor and 



            13    everything used to be.  So it was green-fielded, but as 



            14    I say, it's not a requirement of the NRC.  



            15             Next slide, please.  The initial steps for 



            16    decommissioning, basically there's two certifications 



            17    have to be made by the licensee.  They have to say -- 



            18    send us a letter saying that they have certified that 



            19    they have permanently ceased operations and they are 



            20    required to send us a letter that says that they have 



            21    permanently refueled -- defueled the reactors, so all 



            22    the reactor fuel has been removed from the vessel, 



            23    reactor vessel, and, at that point, they can no longer 



            24    put the fuel back in the reactor and operate the plant.  



            25    So the plant is officially in decommissioning with that 
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             1    second certification.  Up until that point, they can 



             2    change their mind.  So that's where they have to go.  



             3    We've had plants announce they're shutting down and then 



             4    continue to operate because they got rate release in a 



             5    few cases.  The other key thing that's submitted to us 



             6    is they have to submit to us the post-shutdown 



             7    decommissioning activities report and you're going to 



             8    hear me refer to that as the PSDAR.  



             9             So the next slide, please.  The PSDAR has to be 



            10    submitted to us prior to the plant shutting down or 



            11    within two years after its shutdown.  So they could 



            12    submit that at any time, but it has a description of 



            13    their planned decommissioning activities, it has in it 



            14    what I'll call a high level schedule for the planned 



            15    activities for the decommissioning.  It will include a 



            16    site-specific cost estimate for the decommissioning and 



            17    they will take a review of -- again, at the 



            18    environmental impacts of the decommissioning to make 



            19    sure that the existing environmental assessment or 



            20    environmental impact statement are valid.  If not, if 



            21    there's anything new, they have to report that to us.  



            22    The picture on the right is, of course, the recent 



            23    PSDAR.  We got what was received from the Oyster Creek 



            24    Plant, which shut down in September.  It's about 30 



            25    pages long, not a great large document.  It just has to 
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             1    be submitted to us.  It allows the NRC, basically, to 



             2    outline our resources needed to inspect and continue to 



             3    license the plant during the immediate years of the 



             4    shutdown and start of the decommissioning.  



             5             So let's go on to the next slide.  The review 



             6    process for the PSDAR, we notice it in the federal 



             7    register and we request public comments.  We schedule a 



             8    meeting in the vicinity of the site to get public 



             9    comments.  We consider those public comments in our 



            10    review of the document.  The plant owner, or the 



            11    licensee operator, can begin decommissioning within 90 



            12    days after we receive the PSDAR.  So they can start.  If 



            13    they're in a position to start decommissioning, they're 



            14    ready to do that.  Two documents on the right, which are 



            15    regulatory guides, that are guidance, one is 1.184, 



            16    which describes the decommissioning process, and the 



            17    other one is 1.185, which describes the requirements for 



            18    the content of the post-shutdown decommissioning 



            19    activities report.  So there is some information.  You 



            20    can read up on those, get that from our public website.  



            21             The next slide, please.  Basically, there are 



            22    two options in our regulations.  We call it DECON, which 



            23    is immediate dismantling.  Basically, the licensing -- 



            24    licensee begins decommissioning the plant, starts 



            25    removing components and other things to get the plant to 
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             1    a point where they're going to actually terminate the 



             2    license for unrestricted use.  



             3             Now, what do I mean by unrestricted use?  



             4    Basically, when we terminate the license for 



             5    unrestricted use, the land can be used for any purpose.  



             6    The NRC has no requirements on that land.  It's up to 



             7    the owner and the state what they do with the land after 



             8    it's decommissioned, after we terminate the license.  



             9    The other option is to go into a SAFSTOR or deferred 



            10    dismantlement, which they can allow the -- basically, 



            11    place the plant in a stable condition and can wait for 



            12    typically 50 years to allow radioactive decay of the 



            13    plant and then they have to complete decommissioning in 



            14    60 years.  



            15             I will tell you that in our guidance, there's a 



            16    mentioning of entombment, but we have never published 



            17    any regulations because no one's ever requested 



            18    entombment as a means for decommissioning and so, 



            19    basically, they're either going to decommission it right 



            20    away or wait or they can go back and forth and many 



            21    utilities have chosen to do that.  



            22             So next slide, please.  How long does it take 



            23    to decommission the plant?  Well, under the NRC 



            24    regulations, they have 60 years to complete the 



            25    decommissioning.  For power reactors, 60 years they have 
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             1    to complete decommissioning.  Site restoration is 



             2    determined by the owner and the state.  So in the 



             3    picture here on the left, that is Rancho Seco.  It's a 



             4    picture I took.  We terminated the license in 2009.  



             5    That's a picture I took in 2013.  As far as I know, they 



             6    still have all the structures remaining on the site.  



             7    The Utilities -- Sacramento Municipal Power District -- 



             8    Utility Power District -- Municipal District, I guess it 



             9    is, SMUD, has decided they're not going to spend the 



            10    money to demolish the buildings yet, but the site was 



            11    released for unrestricted release.  So levels of 



            12    residual activity meet all our requirements and so we 



            13    terminated the license in 2009.  So they're not in any 



            14    hurry to do anything with it.  



            15             But I want to make sure everyone understands 



            16    that the decommissioning typically takes seven to ten 



            17    years.  I think San Onofre has a 20-year schedule, which 



            18    includes all the fuel transfers.  It's another large 



            19    facility like Diablo Canyon, two very large pressurized 



            20    water reactors, but a single unit will typically take 



            21    seven to ten years to do and it's not done in a hurry, 



            22    it's done very methodically and it's a deconstruction 



            23    project, if you want to call it that, to get the plant 



            24    cleaned up and all the components removed.  



            25             Next slide.  I kind of cut this decommissioning 
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             1    process into three phases:  Before cleanup, during and 



             2    after.  So let's go ahead and look at the before 



             3    cleanup.  Next slide.  Basically, the utility makes the 



             4    plant ready for decommissioning.  They will drain all 



             5    the systems that aren't needed anymore to operate the 



             6    plant, they will remove all their remaining radioactive 



             7    waste from the facility so all the tanks and systems are 



             8    all drained and the waste is shipped off site, they will 



             9    treat all the water, they will generally move the spent 



            10    fuel to dry cask storage.  Typically, they can start 



            11    that in three years.  I used to say five, but there is a 



            12    new cask that are licensed to do it that will allow it 



            13    to be transferred in three.  So many utilities are 



            14    transferring the fuel at the three-year mark.  They will 



            15    submit and update the PSDAR as needed to allow us to 



            16    communicate not only with us, but with the public on 



            17    what their plans are for decommissioning.  So they 



            18    prepare the plant for decommissioning, meaning they can 



            19    either -- when they're finished preparing the plant, 



            20    they can either go to SAFSTOR or they can start 



            21    dismantling.  



            22             Next slide, please.  During cleanup, they 



            23    remove the structures and the components, they do any 



            24    soil remediation that needs to be done and they do a lot 



            25    of radioactive material shipments, radioactive waste 
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             1    shipments.  So the material leaves the site and goes to 



             2    a disposal facility.  



             3             Next slide, please.  After cleanup, the NRC 



             4    will eventually terminate the license.  Obviously, 



             5    they're going to have spent fuel on the site to continue 



             6    to manage and they will restore the site to whatever 



             7    condition they choose to do, along with whatever the 



             8    requirements from the state are.  One of the things we 



             9    will do is we will do confirmatory surveys of the plant 



            10    and the lands to make sure that they've met the cleanup 



            11    criteria for unrestricted release.  So we will do -- 



            12    take an active part in actually doing surveys and 



            13    sampling of the facility to make sure it meets our 



            14    requirements.  



            15             Next slide, please.  Right now, I want you to 



            16    know that there are six units in active decommissioning.  



            17    There's 15 units in SAFSTOR around the country.  There's 



            18    12 plants, including Diablo Canyon, that have announced 



            19    that they will be shutting down.  As I mentioned before, 



            20    we have completed the decommissioning at 10 power 



            21    reactors.  So we have a lot of experience with this and 



            22    so we have, I'll call it, proven regulations on how to 



            23    do this and methodologies for doing it, also.  



            24             There is a new business model out there that -- 



            25    for decommissioning, which you may have heard of.  It's 
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             1    Zion and LaCrosse.  The license was transferred from the 



             2    utility to a company to do the decommissioning.  At the 



             3    completion of the decommissioning, that company will 



             4    transfer the license -- actually, they're terminating 



             5    the license, but they'll transfer the license with the 



             6    fuel back to the utility to manage.  The newest model is 



             7    what we call -- is called -- being called an asset sale 



             8    and license transfer.  In this case, the utility's 



             9    actually selling the property, the plant, and 



            10    transferring title for the fuel and the license from the 



            11    NRC to a company who is going to decommission it and own 



            12    the plant, the land and the fuel until it's moved off 



            13    site.  You may have seen that.  That's what the Oyster 



            14    Creek is claiming, the one that recently shut down, but 



            15    I want you to know that LaCrosse in Iowa -- no.  It's 



            16    actually in Wisconsin, it's across the river, you fly 



            17    into Iowa, and Wisconsin is under -- is nearing 



            18    completion of decommissioning.  We expect that we'll 



            19    terminate that license either in 2019 or 2020, depending 



            20    on when they actually complete all the paperwork and we 



            21    do all the surveys to verify.  Zion Units 1 and 2, which 



            22    are also large pressurized water reactors, very similar 



            23    in size to the Diablo Canyon Plant, will be completing 



            24    their decommissioning in the same time frame.  We're 



            25    expecting them to terminate their license possibly by 
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             1    the end of 2020 -- excuse me -- 2019 or beginning of 



             2    2020, and, of course, we have Humboldt Bay, which PG&E 



             3    has been decommissioning, and we're expecting them to 



             4    be -- have their license terminated next year or in 



             5    early 2020, also.  So there's a lot of additional 



             6    experience, recent experience that's been going on.  All 



             7    21 of these reactors are in my branch for managing 



             8    from -- for the licensing, and, of course, we continue 



             9    to inspect all these plants to the very end.  



            10             Next slide, please.  Our inspection program or 



            11    oversight program continues after shutdown.  There's -- 



            12    some people believe we go away, but the NRC stays until 



            13    the fuel is gone.  Okay?  So we will be there to monitor 



            14    the licensee's performance and inspect the -- that 



            15    ensure compliance with safety requirements, and if 



            16    you're interested, you can go to our website.  There's 



            17    two inspection manuals you can look at, Inspection 



            18    Manual 2561, which is the Reactor Decommissioning 



            19    Inspection Manual, it's got almost 40 procedures 



            20    associated with it that we follow during the inspection, 



            21    and an Inspection Manual 2690.  



            22             Next slide, please.  Like I said, the 



            23    inspection program continues after shutdown.  As a 



            24    minimum, even the plants that are in SAFSTOR have the 



            25    core procedures and are inspected at least annually 
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             1    where we conduct our core inspection procedures to make 



             2    sure they're staying compliant with their license and 



             3    there's a ton of discretionary inspections which can be 



             4    done throughout the life of the decommissioning.  So our 



             5    inspectors are quite busy during the time.  So -- but 



             6    the implementation and actual amount of inspection is 



             7    commensurate with the risk of the activities that the 



             8    licensee is doing.  So if there's no work going on, 



             9    we're only going to be there once a year or so to verify 



            10    the safe -- the plant is safe.  If there's a lot of 



            11    active decommissioning going on, if the fuel is still in 



            12    the pool, we're going to be there quite often and, of 



            13    course, if the -- once the interactive decommissioning 



            14    and the fuel is removed to dry storage, it's not quite 



            15    as intense, but we're still there inspecting, and, of 



            16    course, we will continue to inspect the fuel facility 



            17    until that also gets removed, whenever that might be, 



            18    and, of course, we do do final surveys and we're here -- 



            19    we're at the site significantly to do confirmatory 



            20    surveys during the final stages of the decommissioning.  



            21             Next slide, please.  So people want to know 



            22    what happens to the spent fuel.  Well, it's removed from 



            23    the spent fuel and it's placed into dry storage.  Diablo 



            24    Canyon presently has 44 containers with 32 fuel bundles, 



            25    and if I did the math, that's 1,408 fuel bundles that 
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             1    are already in dry storage there.  Appears they have the 



             2    capacity to expand that to remove the remaining fuel to 



             3    the pool -- to the PAD, as we call it, but our safety 



             4    and security programs remain in place and they stay -- 



             5    they will stay in place until the fuel is removed from 



             6    the site.  



             7             Next slide, please.  One question we get from 



             8    the public a lot is are the spent fuel pools safe.  



             9    Well, yes, they are.  They're robust structures, as we 



            10    would call it.  They're designed to withstand natural 



            11    events, such as earthquakes and other things, such as 



            12    hurricanes and other things.  They have strictly 



            13    regulated design features and they have operational 



            14    procedures in place to make sure that the spent fuel 



            15    stays safe.  



            16             Moving on to the topic of the day, let's move 



            17    to the next slide, please.  Does the emergency planning 



            18    change?  Yes, it does, but we have emergency plans that 



            19    remain in place.  They're just not as big and large as 



            20    they used to be.  We will go to an all-hazards approach 



            21    for the emergency planning versus the big, large formal 



            22    off-site -- preplanned off-site radiological response 



            23    plans.  So a lot of the transitions that I'm going to be 



            24    talking about are in the proposed rule and the draft of 



            25    that proposed rule is with the commission right now.  So 
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             1    the commission will decide whether we agree with the 



             2    staff and what changes we're planning, they can reject 



             3    them and send us back to the drawing board, but it's the 



             4    commission's review that is what's -- agreement that 



             5    that's the path we're going to follow.  There will be 



             6    another opportunity for public comment because the 



             7    process has numerous opportunities for public comment.  



             8    So after the commission, we hope it does approve what 



             9    we've written.  Because it's a very large rulemaking, it 



            10    covers a lot of different areas, even though the areas 



            11    are, I'll say, vast in our regulations because the 



            12    regulations weren't -- were not intended when they first 



            13    were written for plans going into decommissioning.  So 



            14    there's subtle little changes that have to be made in 



            15    the regulations to allow the efficiency for the 



            16    transition from operations of decommissioning to go 



            17    forward more efficiently from not only the NRC 



            18    standpoint, but for the utility.  



            19             One thing I want to make sure you're aware of 



            20    is that none of these change the safety aspects of the 



            21    decommissioning.  They just replace the amendments and 



            22    exemptions that we would normally grant.  There's about 



            23    20 of them we do when a plant shuts down that will be 



            24    codified so it will be based on plant conditions, and 



            25    when that plant reaches those conditions, they can make 









                                                                         19



�





                                                                           





             1    the changes themselves.  So there's no safety changes in 



             2    the process.  



             3             So the next slide, please.  Basically, we will 



             4    be employing -- we are planning to employ because we 



             5    haven't got the blessing from the commission yet, but 



             6    level one, basically, is when the plant is -- 



             7    permanently ceases operations and all this fuel is in 



             8    the spent fuel pool.  Level two, the spent fuel has 



             9    sufficiently decayed, and I use the technical term 



            10    there, but, basically, the fuel is so cool that it 



            11    doesn't meet the same level of cooling and other things.  



            12    So it basically is getting to the point where it can be 



            13    moved to dry storage, but it's where the zirc fire can 



            14    no longer -- is no longer credible to have from the 



            15    fuel.  So at that point, you can't have an off-site 



            16    release of radioactive material that would reach the EPA 



            17    protective action guidelines.  The third level, of 



            18    course, is that all the fuel in dry storage, so it's 



            19    under its own emergency plan there, and the fourth level 



            20    is when we really don't have any emergency plan anymore 



            21    because the plant's gone and the fuel's gone.  



            22             So next slide, please.  So the post-shutdown 



            23    emergency plan basically starts after we docket the two 



            24    certifications and the transition period for that PSEP, 



            25    or plant shutdown emergency plan, is about 16 months for 
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             1    a pressurized water reactor and that's about the time it 



             2    takes for the fuel to cool or decay -- radioactively 



             3    decay so it's no longer generating enough heat that it 



             4    causes a zirconium fire where you could actually have an 



             5    off-site release of radioactive material.  After that 



             6    point, the fuel is cooled such that it is pretty benign 



             7    from an accident standpoint.  



             8             So next slide, please.  Our proposed changes 



             9    will reduce the Emergency Response Organization staffing 



            10    at the site and it will have a revision to the emergency 



            11    action levels and there's no longer required for 



            12    updates.  There will be an annual dissemination of 



            13    information still to the public and that should include 



            14    something on the plant's future status and, of course, 



            15    we've revised the exercise schedule, but we still have 



            16    required drills.  



            17             Next slide, please.  The permanently defueled 



            18    emergency plan basically reduces, like I said, the 



            19    Emergency Response Organization.  Their only events that 



            20    can be classified as the notification of an unusual 



            21    event or an alert.  There's no site emergency anymore or 



            22    any general emergency.  So at this point, there's no 



            23    off-site radiological emergency response plan required.  



            24    So there are no defined emergency planning zones beyond 



            25    the site boundary because you can't reach the dose to 
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             1    require that should there be a fuel problem with the 



             2    spent fuel.  



             3             Next slide, please.  The permanently defueled 



             4    emergency plan will have revisions to the emergency 



             5    action levels.  We will allow the site to combine the 



             6    technical support center, the operation support center 



             7    and, of course, the emergency operations facility.  They 



             8    can all be combined into one on-site organization so it 



             9    saves the utility a lot of money.  They will be 



            10    requiring a biennial exercise, which is every two years, 



            11    and, of course, the security EALs will be maintained.  



            12             Next slide, please.  The changes in the 



            13    regulations are listed here.  I just consider this a lot 



            14    of busy slide, but, basically, we're still going to be 



            15    looking at the emergency planning every two years and 



            16    we'll still be inspecting the emergency plan as it 



            17    exists.  Yes?  



            18             MR. KARLIN:  Bruce, may I ask a clarifying 



            19    question?  Just on the permanently defueled emergency 



            20    plan, is that once the fuel has been removed from the 



            21    reactor to the pool or from the pool to the cask?  



            22             MR. WATSON:  It's still the fuel is in the 



            23    pool.



            24             MR. KARLIN:  It's still in the pool?  



            25             MR. WATSON:  Still in the pool.  
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             1             MR. KARLIN:  Okay.  Thank you.  



             2             MR. WATSON:  Yeah.  It takes about -- 



             3             MR. KARLIN:  Is this level two then of your 



             4    chart?



             5             MR. WATSON:  Yeah.  So it takes about 16 months 



             6    to get there, but, normally, the fuel is still in the 



             7    pool generally up to three years.  So it's about halfway 



             8    there before they can move it to the dry storage.  So 



             9    it's still in the pool.  Good question.  



            10             Next slide, please.  And then once it's moved 



            11    to the dry storage, there is an independent spent fuel 



            12    storage installation-only emergency plan, which only 



            13    applies to the fuel then.  The rest of the plant is 



            14    basically what I would call an all-hazards plan.  It 



            15    still has a plan for fire protection support, personal 



            16    injury, contaminated personal injury.  So all those 



            17    parts of the plant still stay in place.  We still have 



            18    to maintain the industrial -- what I'll call the 



            19    industrial, but it's radiological emergency plan at that 



            20    point in place, but all the requirements for the spent 



            21    fuel storage, I call it, the -- once it's in dry storage 



            22    is under the separate regulations under Part 72.  So 



            23    it's no longer under Part 50 of the emergency planning 



            24    requirements.  



            25             Next slide, please.  So the rulemaking will 
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             1    change the process.  Right now, we have to do exemptions 



             2    from the rules.  They take time not only from the staff, 



             3    but, also, the utility has to submit them and, also, the 



             4    commission now has been having to actually vote on them 



             5    because they voted a number of years ago that any 



             6    reductions in emergency preparedness effectiveness have 



             7    to be approved by the commission.  So once we codify 



             8    this, we no longer have to go to the commission.  The 



             9    safety still remains the same, it's just that the 



            10    process is much more streamlined.  Like I said, the -- 



            11    we are all issuing guidance to accompany this.  This 



            12    guidance is publicly available.  It's on our website.  



            13    It's called DG-1349, which is draft guide.  So it's 



            14    available for you to look at and so it's a step-down 



            15    thing, graded approach to emergency planning.  



            16             Next slide, please.  So we go from power 



            17    operations to a level one change, I guess, which is the 



            18    post-shutdown emergency plan, which basically takes -- 



            19    is in effect for 16 months after the fuel is removed 



            20    from the reactor and put in the spent fuel pool.  



            21    Approximately three to five years later, the permanently 



            22    defueled emergency plan is in effect until the fuel is 



            23    all moved to the PAD to dry storage, and, at that point, 



            24    once all the fuel is in dry storage, it has its own 



            25    standalone emergency plan for the dry fuel storage  
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             1    facility and, of course, that remains in effect until 



             2    the fuel is removed.  Once the fuel is removed from the 



             3    site, there's no longer any NRC involvement and the site 



             4    center no longer is an emergency plan we would look at.  



             5             Next slide, please.  One question I generally 



             6    get is how will plant security change.  Well, the plant 



             7    security controls will remain in place.  All the key 



             8    features in intrusion, detection, response, assessment 



             9    of alarms and off-site assistance, when necessary, all 



            10    remain in effect.  So it really doesn't change very 



            11    much.  The security footprint actually changes down to 



            12    the spent fuel pool because the whole purpose of the -- 



            13    excuse me.  The primary purpose of the security is to 



            14    protect the fuel and then that gets transferred to the 



            15    dry storage.  



            16             Next slide, please.  We continue to have public 



            17    outreach.  Like I said, we do have a public meeting to 



            18    discuss the decommissioning process and the plant's 



            19    post-shutdown decommissioning activities report when 



            20    that's submitted to us.  We typically will provide 



            21    people, such as me, to come to public engagement panels 



            22    and talk about specific topics.  I know I've spoken at 



            23    the one in San Onofre two or three times now on specific 



            24    topics.  There's always an opportunity for hearing with 



            25    any amendment or other change process during -- when 
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             1    other applications or permits -- excuse me -- amendments 



             2    or exemptions -- not exemptions, but amendments are 



             3    issued, submitted from the utility to the NRC as part of 



             4    the process and we do hold a public meeting on the 



             5    license termination plan.  Now, I haven't spoken much 



             6    about that, but the license termination plan is 



             7    submitted to us a couple years before they plan to 



             8    terminate the license.  It's a highly technical document 



             9    on how they're going to perform all the radiological 



            10    work to ensure they're going to demonstrate to us they 



            11    can meet the unrestricted residual radioactivity 



            12    material criteria.  



            13             Next slide, please.  I thought I'd just run 



            14    through some of the decommissioning experience here in 



            15    California.  Like I said, the picture I have there is 



            16    one I had in the beginning.  That's Rancho Seco.  As you 



            17    can see, all the facilities are still there.  The 



            18    license was terminated in 2009.  So it's still there and 



            19    it's up to the utility to demolish the buildings.  They 



            20    have built two combust -- combustion -- combined cycle 



            21    combustion units on the site so they have some other 



            22    generation there to take advantage of the grid and the 



            23    cooling water.  



            24             Next slide, please.  This is San Onofre.  I 



            25    will actually use the pointer this time, but right here 









                                                                         26



�





                                                                           





             1    is Unit 1.  There is where Unit 1 used to be.  This is 



             2    all gone.  This is now the dry fuel storage facility 



             3    that they're loading fuel in, they have been for the 



             4    last year and probably will go until early next year to 



             5    complete that.  So this is the existing dry fuel storage 



             6    right there and then it's -- here's the existing one 



             7    there and this is all new this year, and as you can see, 



             8    Unit 1 is gone.  The only thing left of Unit 1 other 



             9    than a license, because they haven't terminated the 



            10    license yet, is there's a container with a reactor 



            11    vessel all packaged, ready to be shipped and disposed 



            12    of.  So for -- they haven't asked for license 



            13    termination.  They still have a number of years to go 



            14    with that before they actually have to submit the 



            15    paperwork.  



            16             So next slide, please.  This is GE Vallecitos.  



            17    This is a research reactor here.  It's been shut down 



            18    since 1968, I believe it is, and these are the two 



            19    original prototype boiling water reactors that were 



            20    built and they are approaching their 60-year requirement 



            21    for decommissioning.  They've asked us for an exemption.  



            22    We are evaluating that exemption, but right in here, 



            23    right in here is an operating research reactor where 



            24    they continue to do commercial work for fuel 



            25    remediation.  We are in the process of reevaluating the 
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             1    structures and we're expecting a major engineering 



             2    report from them on the condition of those plants.  



             3             Next slide, please.  This is Humboldt Bay, 



             4    which is -- I'm sure everybody knows is north of San 



             5    Francisco and Eureka.  PG&E has been managing the 



             6    decommissioning of this site and has had an excellent 



             7    safety record on it.  You can see the site there on the 



             8    left when the plant was shut down.  On the right is some 



             9    of the dismantling activities.  There are actually two 



            10    fossil units there, too, that they also dismantled and 



            11    disposed of and then the reactor building is actually 



            12    this building right here and that reactor itself was 



            13    actually underground and so this is the giant excavation 



            14    major engineering project to excavate the entire 



            15    containment, which is very unusual in decommissioning, 



            16    to remove the entire containment, and they safely did 



            17    that and I believe the hole was all filled in now, but 



            18    this is a major engineering job to do with a lot of 



            19    effort to get that done.  It was done safely.  On your 



            20    right is -- lower here, there's -- I believe there's six 



            21    or seven canisters of dry fuel storage.  It's all on the 



            22    top of the hill.  Actually, right up here.  It's the 



            23    highest point in the area and it is in an earthquake 



            24    tsunami area and so if you -- if the earthquake alarm 



            25    goes off, you run up to the fuel and hang out with the 
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             1    fuel until the water subsides.  It's the highest point 



             2    around.  So kind of interesting that you would run to 



             3    the spent fuel facility to get out of the water.  



             4             So the next slide is what the site looks like 



             5    today.  As you can see, all the structures are gone.  



             6    The one here on the right is the fuel facility on the 



             7    top of the hill there and then this is a 10-unit gas 



             8    units I think they put in to help stabilize the grid in 



             9    that area.  As you can see there, all of the structures 



            10    are pretty much gone.  I guess there's some other 



            11    buildings -- administrative site buildings off to the 



            12    side there, but they're non -- I believe those are 



            13    non-radioactive.  So they've been submitting to us our 



            14    final status survey reports.  We have been doing surveys 



            15    of the lands to make sure that they meet our criteria.  



            16    We do employ a contractor from Oak Ridge Associated 



            17    Universities to do that work.  They're experts at what 



            18    they do.  They supplement our inspectors.  So we have 



            19    been working with them to -- we expect probably to go 



            20    back and do an additional set of confirmatory surveys 



            21    with the final survey reports that they will be 



            22    submitting.  So it's up to them to then request, once 



            23    they complete all those and we approve those surveys, 



            24    that the survey results that we will terminate the 



            25    license.  So it's a matter of time on that.  It's just 
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             1    been a tremendous project and it's been safely done.  



             2             So with that, that's my remarks on the 



             3    decommissioning process.  I hope you realize that we 



             4    have a lot of experience in regulating decommissioning.  



             5    We have a proven inspection program that's got a lot of 



             6    experience in it.  We have continued to upgrade those 



             7    procedures in the lessons learned from the ten plants 



             8    that completed decommissioning back in the '90s.  We are 



             9    doing some rulemaking to make it more efficient to move 



            10    the plants from operations to decommissioning, makes it 



            11    more efficient, saves the money for the utility from the 



            12    decommissioning fund and resources of the NRC to do 



            13    that.  There's absolutely no safety implications to that 



            14    because we would have approved the amendments and stuff 



            15    as we went along.  



            16             So with that, I'll entertain your questions.  



            17    The next slide just has a bunch of references that I've 



            18    talked about.  We have a tremendous amount of guidance 



            19    available to review, too, also available -- publicly 



            20    available on our website.



            21             MR. ANDERS:  Thank you very much, Mr. Watson.  



            22    Panel, questions?  Lauren.  



            23             MR. BROWN:  Does the NRC also monitor the 



            24    status of the trust fund that provides funding?  



            25             MR. WATSON:  Oh, yes.  Oh, yes.  While the 
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             1    plant's in operations, they're required to submit to us 



             2    the status of their fund every two years.  They also 



             3    required -- within five years of shutting down, they're 



             4    required to submit to us a site-specific detailed 



             5    decommissioning fund -- or cost estimate to decommission 



             6    the site.  There will also be one in the post-shutdown 



             7    decommissioning activities report submitted when they 



             8    shut down.  Now, once they shut down, they're required 



             9    to send that information to us each year.  So by March 



            10    of each year, we will get the previous year's status of 



            11    the fund, what they've expended, how much money's left 



            12    and we know what activities are still left to do.  So we 



            13    will keep monitoring that until the license is 



            14    terminated.



            15             MR. BROWN:  And with all the decommissionings 



            16    that have been handled up to this point, what has been 



            17    the experience of the trust funds being sufficient to 



            18    actually cover all the costs?  



            19             MR. WATSON:  They've been -- they've had 



            20    adequate funding to get the job done.  Now, we have the 



            21    plants that just recently shut down and some of their 



            22    plants take into account they're going to wait to 



            23    decommission the plant, say, 50 years from when they 



            24    shut down.  Now, I understand PG&E is pretty much 



            25    planning to go into -- basically, start the 
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             1    decommissioning right away, is what I'm hearing.  So 



             2    they have, I think, 1.2 billion in the Unit 1 fund and I 



             3    want to say 1.7 billion in the other Unit 2 fund, or 



             4    1.5.  Anyway, they have a lot of money in the trust 



             5    fund.  So I think it more than meets the minimum 



             6    requirements the NRC has in its regulations for 



             7    decommissioning.



             8             MR. ANDERS:  Thank you.  Any further questions?  



             9    Yes, Kara.  



            10             MS. WOODRUFF:  Thank you for your presentation.  



            11    I thought it was very interesting and helpful.  I just 



            12    have three questions.  You mentioned this PSDAR report.  



            13    In this case, PG&E wouldn't prepare that until 2024, 



            14    '25; is that right?



            15             MR. WATSON:  No.  They can submit it today.  



            16    The regulation actually says prior to or within two 



            17    years after you shut down.  So they can submit that any 



            18    time.  So it's a matter of them putting their plan 



            19    together and putting the cost estimate together and 



            20    doing the environmental review and submitting it to us.  



            21    So it can be done any time.  



            22             I laugh because, you know, some people wait 



            23    until the very end to do things, but, you know, I hear 



            24    they're preparing.  So I don't know when they're exactly 



            25    going to submit that.  I don't want to speak for them, 
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             1    but I expect it will be done probably before the plant's 



             2    shut down.  



             3             MS. WOODRUFF:  It might be interesting at some 



             4    point to hear from PG&E on that issue because it starts 



             5    another public process, sounds like.  



             6             The second question is -- it's a little off 



             7    topic, but you had the map of all the units that are 



             8    closing or have closed and we understand why Diablo 



             9    Canyon is closing, but what do you think is driving the 



            10    closure of all the 12 units?  



            11             MR. WATSON:  Well, most of it's economic, is 



            12    what the utilities are telling us.  They're not making 



            13    any money, and so when they start losing money, they 



            14    start looking at the bottom line and why operate a 



            15    facility that's losing money because they can't recover 



            16    the cost from the ratepayers.  So they have to take it 



            17    from stockholders or whatever, and so losing money, 



            18    they're going to shut down.  



            19             Now, a lot of the states, Illinois -- Illinois 



            20    and New York did pass -- made some changes that gave 



            21    them some tax credits, enabled a few quad cities and 



            22    Clinton to keep operating in Illinois.  They had 



            23    announced they were shutting down.  All the plants in 



            24    New York in the northern part of the state, Nine Mile 



            25    Point 1 and 2, Fitzpatrick are all going to continue to 
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             1    operate because of those tax credits in New York.  They 



             2    did not give one to any point because there was another 



             3    agreement with the governor to shut it down, but most of 



             4    them are economic.  Three Mile in Unit 1 is scheduled to 



             5    shut down next year, along with Pilgrim up in 



             6    Massachusetts, and they're all citing economic issues as 



             7    the reason they're shutting down.  



             8             So we can't order them to operate, but unless 



             9    there's a safe -- we can't order them to shut down 



            10    unless there's a safety issue, but we can't order them 



            11    to operate, either.  So it's really business decisions 



            12    that are driving most of these.  



            13             MS. WOODRUFF:  Very interesting.  My last 



            14    question is we heard so much about Yucca Mountain.  Now 



            15    it's kind of off the table.  What do you think?  Do you 



            16    think that in the future we're going to see some 



            17    centralized spent fuel repository or what do you see as 



            18    the future?  Does fuel --



            19             MR. WATSON:  Well, I hate to say it, but the 



            20    track record is pretty miserable in getting the 



            21    permanent repository in place.  So I would encourage you 



            22    to write your public officials to get it done, but right 



            23    now, there's two applications in to the NRC for what's 



            24    called interim consolidated storage.  One's in New 



            25    Mexico, one's in Texas and so we're looking at those 
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             1    applications.  It's a couple companies that are going to 



             2    go venture into the fuel storage business and hopefully 



             3    they will make money because the DOE has to pay for all 



             4    the expenses and hopefully the 70 some sites were -- 



             5    there's fuel stored in the United States, will all be 



             6    consolidated into one or two places until the federal 



             7    government does resolve the permanent repository issue.  



             8             MS. WOODRUFF:  It still sounds a little 



             9    unknown.  



            10             MR. WATSON:  Well, I can't -- we regulate 



            11    safety.  So whatever they decide to do, make 



            12    application, we'll make sure that the facility is safe 



            13    to -- to SAFSTOR and security for the fuel if they -- we  



            14    do approve an interim consolidated facility.  We had 



            15    issued -- I think we got to the point where we issued 



            16    the license for major paperwork for getting Yucca 



            17    Mountain from a regulatory standpoint ready to be -- 



            18    accept fuel when they were ready, finish the 



            19    construction.  So we were this far from getting -- kind 



            20    of getting it done when the funding was cut or removed.  



            21             MS. WOODRUFF:  Thank you. 



            22             MR. JONES:  If I could just answer Kara's 



            23    question about the PSDAR.  We have that in our schedule.  



            24    So coming attractions, that will be part of our filing 



            25    in December of 2018, but we do have that accounted for 
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             1    well in advance of the termination of operations and 



             2    that schedule could be affected by this desire to pull 



             3    some of the work forward that's part of the memorandum 



             4    account that we're seeking with the Utilities Commission 



             5    now.  



             6             MR. ANDERS:  Thank you.  We have Frank, Nancy, 



             7    Linda and Alex.  Frank. 



             8             MR. MECHAM:  I'm good, Chuck.   



             9             MR. ANDERS:  Nancy.  



            10             MS. O'MALLEY:  Thank you for your talk.  You 



            11    have a wealth of information and experience in 



            12    decommissiong of the plants.  Which plant, in your 



            13    experience, would you say compares the most to Diablo 



            14    Canyon if we wanted to compare?  



            15             MR. WATSON:  Well, the only one that's been two 



            16    plants decommissioning at the same time has been Zion 1 



            17    and 2 and they've been -- they're -- they're going to 



            18    pretty much finish the decommissioning in about seven 



            19    years.



            20             MS. O'MALLEY:  And that's with a private 



            21    company?



            22              MR. WATSON:  Yeah.  The Energy Solutions, 



            23    which is a Waste Management company and they actually do 



            24    decommissioning work, is another product line -- 



            25    business line they have.  So the Exelon transferred the 
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             1    license to them to do the decommissioning and they 



             2    actually moved all the fuel to the dry storage, and then 



             3    when they complete the decommissioning, they'll be 



             4    transferring the license from the fuel facility, dry 



             5    storage facility back to Exelon and Exelon will -- 



             6    they'll -- when the license terminated, they'll also 



             7    maintain ownership of the land it was on, on all the 



             8    land that the power plant owned or Exelon owned 



             9    beforehand.  



            10             So it's an interesting concept and so I think 



            11    that one probably most compares.  They're both large 



            12    pressurized water reactors.  I think there were, like, 



            13    1,200 megawatts each.  I think Diablo is a little bigger 



            14    than that maybe.  



            15             MS. O'MALLEY:  You had mentioned something 



            16    about complex sites.  Would you consider Diablo Canyon a 



            17    complex site?



            18             MR. WATSON:  Yes.  



            19             MS. O'MALLEY:  It is?  



            20             MR. WATSON:  Yeah.  Our definition of complex 



            21    sites is -- it's a fairly complicated dismantling.  You 



            22    know, dismantling the reactor internals is all highly 



            23    radiated metal.  It's going to have high dose rates, it 



            24    will have a lot of strict controls on dismantling it and 



            25    sectioning it up.  It will all have to be done 
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             1    underwater.  So it's quite a complex thing, along with 



             2    the fact that you have very heavy loads that will be 



             3    lifted, the steam generators, the reactor vessel.  So 



             4    it's got a lot of safety issues with it, radiological 



             5    safety issues.  



             6             By definition, though, our complex plants 



             7    generally have some groundwater issues also and I don't 



             8    know of any groundwater issues at Diablo, but we do have 



             9    a few power plants.  You've probably heard about tritium 



            10    in the groundwater if you -- so that would also qualify 



            11    them, but most of the plants don't have groundwater 



            12    issues, and so Zion is one that has none, but it's still 



            13    a very large complex decommissioning.  



            14             MS. O'MALLEY:  And then my last question is 



            15    just about inefficiencies.  So what would you say are 



            16    the most common inefficiencies that slow down the 



            17    decommissioning process?  



            18             MR. WATSON:  Believe it or not, I kind of 



            19    believe, based on the ones from the 1990s, a lot of -- 



            20    there were a lot of inefficiencies in how they managed 



            21    the plant staff.  A couple utilities actually thought 



            22    they could use the plant staff to decommission the 



            23    plant, different skill sets.  So they kept plant staff 



            24    around much longer than they actually needed to and 



            25    instead of going to people that, you know, do 
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             1    dismantling work.  



             2             So I think that was one of the biggest 



             3    inefficiencies and there were a number of technologies 



             4    they used that have been replaced by much better 



             5    technologies now.  The Connecticut Yankee had a devil of  



             6    a time dismantling the reactor internals and that's done 



             7    fairly -- right now they're using mechanical means and 



             8    it seems to improve the performance and time for doing 



             9    that underwater work.  So -- but technologies keep 



            10    getting better.  



            11             The other one is we used to ship a lot of large 



            12    components like reactor vessels.  Trojan actually 



            13    shipped their reactor vessel whole because they were on 



            14    the Columbia River.  Disposal site was up the river.  So 



            15    they put it on a barge and moved it up.  At Zion, they  



            16    actually sliced the reactor vessel up using a 



            17    technology, which is really an old one, diamond wire 



            18    cutting.  It works beautifully.  They sliced and diced 



            19    this thing up.  You do it remotely.  You go set it up 



            20    and you walk away from it and you let it do and you save 



            21    lots of radiation exposure for the workers and it does a 



            22    very efficient job of cutting it up and you just take 



            23    the parts and ship them.  So not quite so much glory 



            24    engineering jobs in those kind of things, but they work 



            25    very effectively.  
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             1             MR. ANDERS:  Linda, Alex and David.  



             2             MS. SEELEY:  Thank you for coming tonight.  I 



             3    have a couple of questions.  One, you said in order for 



             4    you to release the property to the finish, you have to 



             5    have achieved residual radioactivity to a level that 



             6    permits the release of the property for unrestricted use 



             7    and termination of the license.  Do you have a number?



             8             MR. WATSON:  Yeah.  Sure.  



             9             MS. SEELEY:  Okay.  



            10             MR. WATSON:  The NRC regulations require 25 



            11    millirem per year, plus the implementation of the ALARA 



            12    concept.  So they're continuing to reduce their activity 



            13    as low as reasonably achievable.  I can tell you that 



            14    that sounds kind of high, 25, but the reality is is that 



            15    the 10 power reactors that we've decommissioned and 



            16    terminated license, the actual dose was around one to 



            17    three millirem per year.  So when you practice ALARA and 



            18    you can -- you actually remove all the activity that you 



            19    detect in most cases.  So it comes out to a trivial 



            20    amount of dose.  



            21             MS. SEELEY:  So that's for, like, after it's 



            22    decommissioned and it's open to the public?  



            23             MR. WATSON:  Right.  



            24             MS. SEELEY:  Okay.  And then the -- you also -- 



            25    I have a question about the spent fuel.  If -- you said 









                                                                         40



�





                                                                           





             1    that the spent fuel pools are very -- really safe.  Why 



             2    do they then want to move the spent fuel out of the 



             3    pools as quickly as possible?  



             4             MR. WATSON:  Well, it enables the plant to be 



             5    decommissioned.  They don't have to worry about 



             6    impacting the fuel.  In many cases, the spent fuel pool 



             7    is an integral part of the facility.  Especially in a 



             8    boiling water reactor, it's actually next to the 



             9    reactor.  It's in the same building.  Most of the 



            10    pressurized water reactors are in a separate building, 



            11    but, still, they do not want to affect the fuel in any 



            12    way.  So move it first and make it safe.  You're going 



            13    from an active situation where you need systems to keep 



            14    it cool to a passive system, which is all cooled by 



            15    natural convection and air and so -- and it's also 



            16    consolidated in its own kind of security envelope in the 



            17    concrete Mussolini, as I call them, the cylinders or -- 



            18    so it's all managed more efficiently.  



            19             MS. SEELEY:  Okay.  And then to my 



            20    understanding, it was that they had to keep this spent 



            21    fuel, especially high burn-up fuel, in the pools for, 



            22    like, five to seven years.



            23             MR. WATSON:  That was what the casks were 



            24    licensed for.  The actual cask that the fuel gets 



            25    transferred into, the fuel had to be cooled to a certain 
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             1    point to meet that criteria.  Okay.  Since then, at one 



             2    point, it used to take about five to seven years to get 



             3    there.  Right now it's three because there's some 



             4    upgraded casks, licensed casks that will allow you to 



             5    move the fuel at a certainly higher -- slightly higher 



             6    heat load.  Doesn't have to be high burn-up fuel, but 



             7    the heat load allowed in these casks is a little higher 



             8    and so they can move it over in three years.  So it's a 



             9    function of the container it's going in and the actual 



            10    heat load or heat disbursion from the fuel bundle.  So 



            11    it's...



            12             MS. SEELEY:  And then my final question is 



            13    about -- you said about the security of the spent -- of 



            14    the dry cask storage -- 



            15             MR. WATSON:  Uh-huh.  



            16             MS. SEELEY:  -- that it's maintained and it's 



            17    robust.  Will that mean that they also keep that zone 



            18    around the one-mile perimeter around the plant for no 



            19    boats in -- we're not allowed to have boats in there now 



            20    within a mile.  Will that stay that way or will that 



            21    change?



            22             MR. WATSON:  I can't speak to that because it's 



            23    a new thing to me.  I would imagine that once all the 



            24    fuel's up on the hill, some of that might be able to be 



            25    relaxed.  I can't comment on it definitively because 
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             1    obviously the distance is much farther from the 



             2    oceanfront.  So I just -- I'm not familiar with that 



             3    particular aspect of Diablo Canyon.  



             4             MS. SEELEY:  Thank you.  



             5             MR. WATSON:  Uh-huh.



             6             MR. ANDERS:  Okay.  Alex.  Sorry.  Alex and 



             7    then David. 



             8             MR. KARLIN:  Thank you, Bruce for coming.  It's 



             9    very helpful and thorough and I think it helped our 



            10    panel understand the process.  Talking about the 



            11    evolution or the movement of the spent fuel from the 



            12    reactor to the pool to the casks, you had a slide there 



            13    in the emergency planning zone.  I think it was Slide 



            14    32.  Could we bring that up?  It had a horizontal sort 



            15    of set of arrows showing the steps.  Yes, that's -- 



            16    that's it.  Very helpful.  As I understand -- that's -- 



            17    this is decommissioning emergency planning levels and 



            18    under the -- 



            19             MR. WATSON:  Different plans, yeah.  



            20             MR. KARLIN:  -- the proposed reg -- the 



            21    proposed reg that the commission may or may not bless 



            22    and actually issue, this is how it would work; is that 



            23    correct?



            24             MR. WATSON:  Right.  This is how the -- this is 



            25    what you would normally do through the amendment or 
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             1    exemption process -- 



             2             MR. KARLIN:  Yes.  



             3             MR. WATSON:  -- today if we didn't have these 



             4    rules in the works.



             5             MR. KARLIN:  Okay.  Right.  So -- and as you go 



             6    from level one to level two, level three, level four, 



             7    the emergency planning requirements would be less 



             8    because the -- as I understand it, the risks -- 



             9             MR. WATSON:  Right.  



            10             MR. KARLIN:  -- would be less; is that right?



            11             MR. WATSON:  Uh-huh.  Yes.  



            12             MR. KARLIN:  And so at each level, when you go 



            13    from moving the fuel from the reactor to the pool, 



            14    there's a reduction in risk to the public and then, 



            15    therefore, emergency plan can be relaxed or at least is 



            16    not as stringent as need be?



            17             MR. WATSON:  Right.  



            18             MR. KARLIN:  Right.  It seems to me that a 



            19    major significant reduction in risk occurs when you take 



            20    it from the pools and put it into the casks.  Would you 



            21    agree with that?  



            22             MR. WATSON:  Well, I think the NRC and, also, 



            23    there was a Blue Ribbon Panel Commission that -- from 



            24    the -- I guess from the President Obama, basically it 



            25    concluded that the fuel was safe to be in the pool and 
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             1    it's just as safe in the dry storage, it really doesn't 



             2    matter.  The design of the spent fuel pools are robust 



             3    such that it's safe there.  



             4             So you can technically keep it there forever, 



             5    but, in reality, it's better to manage it in a passive 



             6    system and also have the security reduced down to just 



             7    that one area because right now when you enter the 



             8    plant, I'm sure everyone's been in the plant, you go 



             9    through metal detectors, what's the other one, explosive 



            10    detectors that blow air all over you and so everything 



            11    gets searched.  A lot of that can go -- be reduced when 



            12    the fuel is in its own facility because then you go 



            13    through that only there.  



            14             MR. KARLIN:  Right.  So the spent fuel in the 



            15    pool is safe -- 



            16             MR. WATSON:  Yes.  



            17             MR. KARLIN:  -- the pools are safe and they 



            18    meet NRC requirements and I understand that, I just -- 



            19    as I understand it, when it's moved out of the pool to 



            20    the dry casks, it's even safer, is the one way I would 



            21    look at it.



            22             MR. WATSON:  Yeah.  You can do that.  



            23             MR. KARLIN:  It's still safe, but -- because, 



            24    otherwise, they say, well, why do you move it to the dry 



            25    casks at all, just leave it in the pools, but it's a 
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             1    risk reduction that seems to occur there.    



             2             MR. WATSON:  Yeah.  There's actually one plant 



             3    that's been shut down for 16 years now and they still 



             4    have the fuel in the pool and it's -- we inspect it and 



             5    it's safe and it's what they've chosen to do now.  



             6             One of my comments I always make to the 



             7    licensee is when are you going to move the fuel to the 



             8    PAD because they already have a PAD for the other 



             9    operating units, it's just they don't want to spend the 



            10    money right now to do it.



            11             MR. KARLIN:  Okay.  Thank you.



            12             MR. ANDERS:  Thank you, Alex.  We have time for 



            13    three more questions, quick ones.  We've got about three 



            14    minutes before our break.  So David and then Frank and 



            15    then Lauren.  



            16             MR. BALDWIN:  Perfect.  I've got three 



            17    questions.  They're all real quick ones.  



            18             So you talk about the -- how hot the spent fuel 



            19    is and the time frame about when it comes out of the 



            20    pool into the dry cask.  When you're talking hot, are 



            21    you talking heat hot -- 



            22             MR. WATSON:  Yes.  



            23             MR. BALDWIN:  -- or radioactive -- 



            24             MR. WATSON:  Well, it's both, actually, because 



            25    the heat is generated from the radioactive decay of the 









                                                                         46



�





                                                                           





             1    fuel.



             2             MR. BALDWIN:  But you're most worried about the 



             3    heat that the cask can withstand, not the 



             4    radiological -- 



             5             MR. WATSON:  Right.  



             6             MR. BALDWIN:  -- part --



             7             MR. WATSON:  It's all about the heat -- the 



             8    heat -- the heat transfer levels from the fuel have to 



             9    go down and go down as the radioactive material -- as 



            10    the radioactive materials decay away and it's fairly 



            11    prompt.



            12             MR. BALDWIN:  And so when will the last fuel 



            13    be -- I'm wondering if it's moved out -- the last fuel, 



            14    after it comes out of the reactor and the plant ceases 



            15    to generate power, goes into the spent fuel pools, at 



            16    what point does it move up to the dry cask, and is that 



            17    done in one operation or over a long period of time?



            18             MR. WATSON:  I think the casks that they're 



            19    using right now have 32 fuel bundles in it.  So, 



            20    obviously, you load one cask at a time.  



            21             MR. BALDWIN:  But they'll all be ready to move 



            22    around the same time?



            23             MR. WATSON:  Yeah, but if you have -- I don't 



            24    know how many bundles they have in the pool right now, 



            25    but looks like they have quite a bit because the PAD 
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             1    looks like it has lots of expansion available to it.  



             2             So you're talking generally about -- I'm trying 



             3    to think of the schedule at San Onofre.  I think they're 



             4    doing one cask per week or something along that line.  



             5    So it takes a while.  



             6             MR. BALDWIN:  And my last question is are -- 



             7    the panel's discussed on several occasions the ISFSI 



             8    facility, the dry cask storage facility, and as -- right 



             9    now as the facility is, I'm assuming that there's 



            10    monitors for radioactivity on the dry cask storage site 



            11    or around the site.  Will that change after the last 



            12    casks are put onto the PAD or will that continue the 



            13    same or how does that work?  



            14             MR. WATSON:  I would imagine it's going to stay 



            15    the same as it's licensed for right now, and I didn't 



            16    really look to see whether they have any -- what 



            17    monitoring they have up there, but you maintain what 



            18    I'll call somewhat of an environmental program where 



            19    you're monitoring the area around the facility for 



            20    radiation and you can do that with thermoluminescent 



            21    dosimeters and other things and they will go out 



            22    frequently and do surveys of the concrete structures and 



            23    the vents and make sure the vents are clear.  There's a 



            24    whole bunch of surveillances they do to make sure the 



            25    fuel stays -- 
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             1             MR. BALDWIN:  But, additionally, they have 



             2    on-site alarm system or something, I'm assuming -- 



             3             MR. WATSON:  Right.  



             4             MR. BALDWIN:  -- that's in place -- 



             5             MR. WATSON:  Uh-huh.  



             6             MR. BALDWIN:  -- 24/7 --



             7             MR. WATSON:  Right.  



             8             MR. BALDWIN:  -- rather than someone come out?  



             9             MR. WATSON:  And there's security guards there 



            10    24/7.  



            11             MR. BALDWIN:  Okay.  That's all I have.  



            12    Thanks.



            13             MR. ANDERS:  Tom, you had clarification.  



            14             MR. JONES:  Yeah.  Just one clarification.  The 



            15    improved transfer times that Mr. Watson referred to are 



            16    not currently licensed at Diablo Canyon.  We have a 



            17    site-specific dry cask storage license called Part 72 



            18    license.  So if we were to change and the Utilities 



            19    Commission has asked us to look at that because right 



            20    now our transfer time is closer to 10 years based on the 



            21    technology we have licensed, we would pursue a license 



            22    amendment request with the Nuclear Regulatory Commission 



            23    to update our license to address the new materials that 



            24    would be required for that multipurpose canister, the 



            25    inner cask that holds the fuel.  We would need to change 
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             1    that through the licensing process.  We can't just act 



             2    unilaterally and go contract for it today.



             3             MR. ANDERS:  Thank you.  Frank and then Lauren.  



             4             MR. MECHAM:  Just quickly, and, Tom, this may 



             5    be more for you, I'm not sure, but I remember when I was 



             6    on the board and we had a presentation by PG&E, I think 



             7    that there was a strong emphasis to get as much as you 



             8    can in the dry cask as soon as possible.  Is that not 



             9    true?  



            10             MR. JONES:  Correct.  So, specifically, the San 



            11    Luis Obispo County Board of Supervisors had asked 



            12    Pacific Gas & Electric Company to expedite fuel loading 



            13    as quickly as possible, and this was post Fukushima.  So 



            14    we had planned for modest loading campaigns of about 



            15    four casks a year and we accelerated that to get to the 



            16    minimum levels of fuel allowed in the spent fuel pool.  



            17    There's a regulation called B5 Bravo.  Basically, you 



            18    have four old fuel assemblies for every one new one.  



            19    They help absorb heat that way.  So we got down to those 



            20    minimum levels where we are today.  So we did much 



            21    larger loading campaigns.  We loaded 10 casks for each 



            22    evolution.  Keep in mind the casks take about two years 



            23    from the date you sign the contract to where one shows 



            24    up that's manufactured at your site.



            25             MR. MECHAM:  And then going back to -- I know 
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             1    the discussion has been about trying to either 



             2    centralize or try to bring in a lot of the spent fuel 



             3    into one particular area, Yucca Mountain's been kicked 



             4    around forever, but if, in fact, that were to happen, 



             5    why would anyone want to leave things in spent fuel 



             6    pools as opposed to dry cask if they'd have to get it 



             7    into dry cask to move it?  



             8             MR. WATSON:  I don't have an answer other than 



             9    they decided -- I know one utility hasn't done it.  They 



            10    have two other operating units and so they do load the 



            11    fuel from that to keep the space in the spent fuel pool 



            12    for the operating units, but the other unit's been shut 



            13    down for 16 years and we've made it -- I've made it 



            14    clear to them that, you know, I would really like for 



            15    you to move it to the pool -- to PAD.  Makes my life a 



            16    little easier for inspection resources.  I don't have to 



            17    go there if you're going to be, as we call it, in 



            18    SAFSTOR cold and dark.  No activities.  I don't have to 



            19    spend time inspecting the spent fuel pool, going through 



            20    the S&M inventories and all that stuff and doing testing 



            21    of the Boral neutron absorbers and other things that 



            22    cost.  They have to do the cost and money, too.  



            23             MR. MECHAM:  I would think the cost from the 



            24    security standpoint would be greater leaving it in the 



            25    pools as opposed to dry cask.
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             1             MR. WATSON:  The plant is actually within the 



             2    same security envelope as the operating one.  So there's 



             3    no real cost savings associated with it because you 



             4    still have the same plant entrance with the same 



             5    requirements and everyone's badged the same.  



             6             MR. MECHAM:  Thank you very much.  I've learned 



             7    a lot from you tonight.  Thank you.  



             8             MR. WATSON:  You're welcome.  



             9             MR. ANDERS:  Lauren, last question.  



            10             MR. BROWN:  Okay.  I want to shift to the 



            11    transportation of the low level waste that comes out of 



            12    this.  You know, given the geography of our area, all 



            13    this is going to have to pass through the little town of 



            14    Avila, narrow streets, or go out by barge.  Are there 



            15    lessons that you might share with people that live in 



            16    this area about the transportation of low level waste to 



            17    help assure folks here that it would be a safe process?  



            18              MR. WATSON:  A couple things come to mind.  To 



            19    me, the number one way to ship the radioactive waste is 



            20    by rail and I don't know if that's a possibility here 



            21    because you can do large shipments.  Railcars hold a 



            22    whole lot more than trucks and so you can reduce the 



            23    number of trucks by loading railcars, but I don't know 



            24    what the situation is, if that's even a possibility.  I 



            25    know at Zion they did -- almost all their waste goes out 
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             1    by rail.  They actually put a spur off -- but right near 



             2    the plant, there's the main rail line between Milwaukee 



             3    and Chicago's there.  So they just spliced it to it and 



             4    they ship dozens of railcars of waste at the same time.  



             5    So that's one thing to look at.  I don't know the barge 



             6    situation.  Eventually, you're going to have to take 



             7    that waste somewhere.  One plant, I know, is taking 



             8    waste to the rail head to load it onto a railcar, but 



             9    they had to go by truck to get there.  



            10             So, you know, one lesson at Connecticut Yankee, 



            11    it's probably worse than the situation you have here 



            12    because the plant was located -- there's a bunch of 



            13    residential areas along the entrance, the plant road, 



            14    kind of winding road through the Connecticut hills, and 



            15    to get to the plant, you had to go through all these, 



            16    I'll call them, residential neighborhoods and stuff and 



            17    so the locals didn't want the traffic and they were 



            18    concerned about all that.  So the utility actually 



            19    worked with the local sheriff's department to make sure 



            20    there was a sheriff out -- a sheriff's deputy out there 



            21    to make sure these trucks and everybody else wasn't 



            22    speeding.  So they gained a lot of revenue from people 



            23    speeding in the neighborhood and kept the speeds down 



            24    and the noise down and everything else.  So -- but that 



            25    was -- you know, when I used to go there, I would make 
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             1    sure I put the speed control on 25 because that was the 



             2    speed limit, but you knew when you went there that was 



             3    going to be the local law enforcement to make sure 



             4    you're obeying the laws.  



             5             The other thing is look at some creative 



             6    scheduling.  I can tell you that most of these 



             7    decommissiong projects work Monday -- they work a 4-10 



             8    schedule.  They work Monday through Thursday and then 



             9    they work Tuesday through Friday.  So they have a 



            10    four-day weekend and a two-day weekend and so the 



            11    opportunity there is that the waste would be shipped 



            12    during the week, maybe either at night or during the 



            13    middle of the day when you depend on a lot of tourism 



            14    around here, would be shipped on weekends and so less of 



            15    a, I guess, congestion issue or possibility that people 



            16    might be concerned about it.  So there's a lot of ways 



            17    to try and manage that.  I'm sure PG&E will be looking 



            18    at that since they know the roads better than I do.  



            19             I can tell you, though, that when I left the 



            20    plant yesterday, five trucks came up the hill when I was 



            21    going down.  So there's still quite a bit of traffic 



            22    right now and, you know, those things can be scheduled 



            23    maybe a little bit better than what's happening right 



            24    now with material going in and out of the plant.  



            25             So, you know, it's just a short-term problem 
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             1    that you have to endure until the material gets off 



             2    site, especially the radioactive material shipments.  So 



             3    the benefit is it's out of the area and it's gone, 



             4    right?  So -- but they can also look at other means for 



             5    transportation of the waste or even some of the debris 



             6    that's going to come out of there, non-radioactive 



             7    material that -- I don't know what they're all going to 



             8    do.  They have to come up with a plan for it, I'm sure.  



             9             I was going to mention one thing.  That 



            10    excavation, I didn't go into detail, but most plants 



            11    don't have to remove all of the containment building.  



            12    They normally go down about six to eight feet, is the 



            13    standard, but it's all clean concrete underneath there 



            14    and sometimes they'll take clean concrete and backfill 



            15    the containment holes and building holes with that and 



            16    then plant -- you know, recover the plant -- the area 



            17    that way.  That's pretty standard in most demolition 



            18    work.  You don't necessarily pull everything out of the 



            19    ground again.  It's not contaminated, it's just there, 



            20    and so that was very unusual for PG&E to actually remove 



            21    the entire concrete structure from the containment at 



            22    Humboldt Bay.  So Connecticut Yankee goes down about -- 



            23    I think four feet they had to go down and then -- it's 



            24    so tree roots can grow in and all that stuff, the depth 



            25    of that.  So it's not common practice to do that.  The 
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             1    more common practice is leave the foundations in place.



             2             MR. ANDERS:  Great.



             3             MR. WATSON:  In any demolition type, 



             4    decommissioning of a factory or anything, too.



             5             MR. ANDERS:  Well, thank you very much, 



             6    Mr. Watson.  Very informative, very helpful.  



             7             It is time for a 10-minute break.  I would 



             8    remind anyone from the public that would like to speak 



             9    during our public comment period to turn in your cards 



            10    now right over here, and, with that, let's adjourn and 



            11    we will come back at 8:05.  Thank you very much.  



            12             (Recess.)



            13             MR. ANDERS:  Okay.  If everyone can please find 



            14    your seats.  Okay.  The next item on our agenda is a 



            15    discussion of emergency planning during decommissioning 



            16    at the local level and to kick that off is Tom Jones.  



            17    Tom?  



            18             MR. JONES:  Thanks, Chuck.  So my presentation 



            19    tonight will build off of Mr. Watson's presentation and 



            20    it will focus on the assets that PG&E has in current 



            21    service, some of the things that might be available for 



            22    repurposing and changes to the emergency plan as we  



            23    move forward.  Our slides, instead of level one and 



            24    level two, we call them phase one and phase two, but 



            25    they're the same risk-informed step-downs Mr. Watson 
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             1    already talked about.  As the physical properties of the 



             2    spent fuel change, so does the risk profile, so will our 



             3    regulatory strategy and our emergency planning strategy.  



             4             So to the next slide.  We have a number of 



             5    emergency response facilities that are across the 



             6    county.  Some will remain available once we're done with 



             7    our emergency plan for the Part 50 license of the plant, 



             8    some will simply go away.  



             9             So, for instance, when we pursue active 



            10    decommissioning while the control room and that 



            11    technical support center are on site, and I'll show you 



            12    a picture of that in a minute, they will be removed as 



            13    part of the decommissioning activities while other 



            14    things like our joint information center or our 



            15    emergency operations facility off of Kansas Avenue where 



            16    we partner with the county will actually transfer to 



            17    county ownership.  That's already been decided by a 



            18    lease, but then we have the third set of assets, which 



            19    are neither spoken for, nor part of the plant, like the 



            20    siren system, that will work with the county and other 



            21    stakeholders as part of our repurposing discussion to 



            22    determine where they ultimately reside or if PG&E 



            23    retires those.  



            24             So on the on-site facilities, the technical 



            25    support center and the control room, the control room is 
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             1    in between the two containment domes, I think you're 



             2    familiar with that from your tour, the technical support 



             3    center is in the front of the plant in that brown 



             4    building.  There's some other assets that we also use on 



             5    site, accountability areas that are part of the 



             6    emergency plan, and then some of our beyond design basis 



             7    equipment that I'm going to talk about in a little bit, 



             8    that's a post Fukushima set of equipment that is beyond 



             9    the equipment that was originally part of the plant's 



            10    original license.  



            11             The local facilities I've mentioned are about 



            12    the county here, the lower left area, you can see that's 



            13    Diablo Power Plant site, that's where the control room 



            14    and the technical support center are.  The energy 



            15    education center with which most of the folks in the 



            16    community are familiar with is actually a part of our 



            17    emergency plan.  There's some backup facilities there, 



            18    the decontamination shower, things like that.  So those 



            19    will be part of emergency plan for a while.  We have a 



            20    backup ops facility that's part of our emergency plan.  



            21    You can also sound the sirens from that location.  



            22    That's where our construction yard is at the bottom of 



            23    Higuera Street.  We have a new alternate technical 



            24    support center off Kendall Road near the airport.  It's 



            25    a very robust structure, it's brand new and it can 
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             1    operate totally independently of the power plant or 



             2    other assets.  We have our joint information center that 



             3    I mentioned.  That's where we conduct press conferences, 



             4    that's where Mr. Alsop was today during the drill, and 



             5    just down the street on Kansas Avenue we have a 



             6    two-story structure that's the emergency operations 



             7    center for PG&E and the emergency operation facility for 



             8    the county and that's also where the county locates its 



             9    911 call center.  So all of those assets in that code 



            10    located facility are off of Kansas Avenue and, again, 



            11    that asset is already deemed to be transferred to the 



            12    county by 2029.  



            13             One of the most notable and important assets 



            14    from an all-hazards perspective is the emergency warning 



            15    siren system across the county.  There's 131 sirens and 



            16    our zone is about twice the size than what's required by 



            17    regulation.  Our regulation requires a 10-mile area and 



            18    ours is 18 by 22 miles.  So it's quite a bit larger.  We 



            19    won't need those siren systems once we retire the Part 



            20    50 license and we're dry cask only.  



            21             So the question becomes who maintains that 



            22    system and who operates it.  So right now we maintain 



            23    that system as part of our emergency plan, but the 



            24    County of San Luis Obispo operates it through the 



            25    sheriff's watch commander and then those instructions to 
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             1    activate that come from the county through its emergency 



             2    plan.  I always like to remind the public they're not 



             3    nuclear-specific, they're all-hazard and they tell you 



             4    to turn on your radio and get more information.  So they 



             5    could be used for a tsunami warning, they could be used 



             6    for a wildfire.  So it's a valuable asset that has a 



             7    service life beyond the operations of the plant.  That's 



             8    something we're considering right now.  We've begun 



             9    benchmarking.  Other cities and other municipalities use 



            10    this exact same system.  



            11             City of Denver, for instance, uses this exact 



            12    same siren system and their cost of maintenance when you 



            13    don't have to meet that nuclear standard is about an 



            14    order of magnitude less because we do very frequent 



            15    testing maintenance on a quarterly basis with a growl 



            16    test where someone goes out and makes sure that it can 



            17    sound and then we do a large annual test where we do 



            18    extensive public outreach, you know, six figure amount 



            19    to make sure the public knows what we're doing and why 



            20    and then make sure the sirens pass that test.



            21             I had mentioned that Fukushima-type equipment.  



            22    It's called beyond design basis.  It's a lot of 



            23    ancillary equipment.  In case the backup to the backup 



            24    to the backup failed, you'd use this backup and so it's 



            25    a lot of pumps, there are some trucks and specialized 
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             1    equipment, and so those assets won't be required for 



             2    Diablo Canyon at a certain point in time.  It's all, 



             3    essentially, brand new equipment.  It's in one or two 



             4    locations.  We have a warehouse that's part of our fire 



             5    department when you drive into the plant.  That's the 



             6    newly repurposed building that the Chumash had asked 



             7    for.  That's called Building 113 and that's where our 



             8    fire department also currently resides, and then at 



             9    about 300 feet above sea level past the dry cask storage 



            10    facility, we have a specialized PAD that has shore power 



            11    much like an RV park would have so that all the 



            12    equipment's constantly charged and maintained.  That 



            13    area would also not be needed once we pass certain 



            14    points in our emergency plan.  



            15             Here's some more of that equipment.  We have 



            16    the skip loaders here in case there was a landslide or 



            17    anything that obstructed our ability to get to the 



            18    plant.  We have one of these loaders back at that 



            19    310-foot elevation, we have another by the front gate  



            20    so that if we had a landslide or something else, we 



            21    could make sure that the plant was not in a stranded 



            22    condition after a certain amount of time.  



            23             What we see on the right is some ancillary 



            24    pumping water equipment that we test.  So there they are 



            25    drawing it in from the reservoir and then shooting it 
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             1    back in the reservoir, but we have the ability to draw 



             2    water directly from the Pacific Ocean if needed.  So 



             3    that equipment will be surplus at some point in time.  



             4             The emergency response crew out there, our 



             5    industrial fire officers, are especially trained for 



             6    that response.  We have five on a crew, and that 



             7    equipment, also, over time, its use will change.  So we 



             8    will see that scale over time and it will be 



             9    risk-informed.



            10             We have a lot of off-site monitoring equipment, 



            11    as well.  We heard reference to that earlier tonight.  



            12    We have geophysical monitors that's part of our 



            13    long-term seismic program where we can -- we monitor the 



            14    ground motions here and the plant has designed a certain 



            15    seismic standard.  We have our meteorological towers 



            16    that would help with off-site dose projection if there 



            17    was an event and we recently updated that equipment.  



            18    Air Pollution Control District has access to all that 



            19    equipment now so if there was, for instance, a wild land 



            20    fire, they could tell you where the plume would likely 



            21    go.  It uses the same modeling that was developed for 



            22    the nuclear asset, but it would work for anything like a 



            23    chemical release or, again, a fire plume.  



            24             So, again, these assets, they can either be 



            25    taken out of service by PG&E as part of the 
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             1    decommissiong or transferred to somebody else for a 



             2    public benefit and we think there's merit to that 



             3    discussion.  



             4             The nuclear funding for emergency planning in 



             5    California is different than many states.  We've had 



             6    three different bills, one by then Senator Jack 



             7    O'Connell, then Assemblyman Sam Blakeslee, then 



             8    Assemblyman Katcho Achadjian to the most recent bill, 



             9    Assembly Bill 361, and that requires the Utilities 



            10    Commission to reimburse the utility and local agencies 



            11    and the State of California for costs associated with 



            12    the emergency planning activities with Diablo Canyon.  



            13    That currently sunsets when Unit 2's license expires in  



            14    2025.  



            15             So as part of that, the joint proposal 



            16    contemplated what happens once the plant is 



            17    decommissioned.  This is one area when San Onofre, which 



            18    was covered by this legislation, as well, that applied 



            19    to the operating Nuclear Power Plants in California, 



            20    they found themselves in a gray area when they suddenly 



            21    shut down.  It wasn't expected.  Now you technically 



            22    don't have an operating plant, what was the utility's 



            23    obligation for funding, and the Utility Commission's 



            24    obligation to reimburse for those costs.  No one had 



            25    contemplated that.  
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             1             So the CPUC decision from the joint proposal 



             2    said, yes, look at these costs and PG&E had committed in 



             3    a settlement with counties and cities to pursue 



             4    additional funding that would continue as long as the 



             5    Part 50 license that -- the license that run the nuclear 



             6    power plant was still held by PG&E until we could 



             7    achieve that release criteria that Mr. Watson had 



             8    mentioned earlier.  So SB-1090 references that and says, 



             9    yes, PG&E shall apply for that.  



            10             So this upcoming NDTCP, the estimate we're 



            11    filing in December will also list those costs to 



            12    continue for the local government until the Part 50 



            13    license is retired.  So that's a couple million dollars 



            14    a year to ensure that the County of San Luis Obispo has 



            15    its full-time equivalence to continue emergency planning 



            16    throughout the period until we complete that 



            17    decommissioning and retire the Part 50 license.  So 



            18    you'll see that in the application in December.  



            19             Mr. Watson referred to those levels.  Here is a 



            20    graph representation that shows the step down that we 



            21    will pursue over time.  So the phase one Emergency 



            22    Response Organization that's PG&E personnel will 



            23    essentially stay the same for that first 16, 18 some odd 



            24    months.  Then once the possibility of a zirconium fire 



            25    is gone, we will follow the regulations and our 









                                                                         64



�





                                                                           





             1    Emergency Response Organization will contract a 



             2    significant amount, then we look at assuming a 7-year 



             3    loading time to move the fuel up to dry cask storage.  



             4    That would be approximately 2032.  We'd be in that dry 



             5    cask-only or ISFSI-only emergency plan and that's where 



             6    we'd have a lower threshold that Mr. Watson had already 



             7    described to you today.  



             8             So at the top of this graph, just to try to 



             9    make it a little more clear, everything with regard to 



            10    emergency planning is covered by Statute 2025.  It's 



            11    very clear.  We spend it, the county or the state has a 



            12    need, they recover those costs through the Utilities 



            13    Commission and PG&E.  We call this other period -- we 



            14    were trying to make a distinction.  It's 



            15    legislative-inferred right now.  The legislation does 



            16    say PG&E shall do this, as does the settlement, but it 



            17    doesn't guarantee the outcome from the Utilities 



            18    Commission.  That will be an important part of these 



            19    proceedings and the county's already indicated that they 



            20    intend to be an intervenor in the proceedings to ensure 



            21    that that funding and their perspective on why it's 



            22    necessary is represented in the hearing process.  



            23             And then the last part is a lot of these things 



            24    will be affected by that rulemaking that's in play with 



            25    the Nuclear Regulatory Commission right now and there's 
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             1    a concept you can't reduce effectiveness of the 



             2    emergency plan without permission from the NRC.  So this 



             3    is the type of thing that absent this rule change, every 



             4    one of these steps and changes would require a filing 



             5    with the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and asking for 



             6    that change to follow the risk.  So that's what he 



             7    talked about in terms of streamlining.  These would be 



             8    expected steps that the licensee would know how to 



             9    follow.  



            10             So that is a quick overview of it.  I know you 



            11    might have some questions, but, really, in concept with 



            12    this committee -- or this panel, it's really about the 



            13    filing and the revenue for the local governments and 



            14    then the ultimate disposition of those assets, which is 



            15    one of the things we've always contemplated.  It didn't 



            16    get a lot of attention in our repurposing meetings 



            17    because it's more of a government responsibility.  



            18    They're the likely stewards of that equipment rather 



            19    than a for-profit entity or someone that wanted to reuse 



            20    a specific building.  So those are the discussions we'll 



            21    have on an ongoing basis and Mr. Alsop can speak to that 



            22    tonight, as well.  



            23             The county is updating its plan in terms of 



            24    what's life like after Diablo Canyon.  They have a 



            25    working document that's already over 100 pages.  It's a 
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             1    very thoughtful analysis of some of the advantages that 



             2    they have because of this all-hazard emergency plan and 



             3    how they would intend to incorporate that into the 



             4    future.  I'd be happy to answer any questions that you 



             5    might have.  



             6             MR. ANDERS:  We have the opportunity for 



             7    questions, a few questions.  Linda.  



             8             MS. SEELEY:  Thank you, Tom.  That was very 



             9    interesting.  I had no idea about most of that.  What I 



            10    want to ask is about you have earthquake monitoring 



            11    equipment and do you have a plan for that?  



            12             Will somebody take that over and -- or will you 



            13    offer it out -- or would somebody have to buy it?  Would 



            14    an entity have to buy that equipment and then run it 



            15    or -- and how long will -- will -- I don't -- I guess it 



            16    was so fast, I didn't understand how long it will be in 



            17    operation, and then the radiation monitoring, too.  



            18             I want to clarify right now about the spent 



            19    fuel storage, the ISFSI, that if the radiation 



            20    monitoring there -- is that 24-hour-a-day radiation 



            21    monitoring that is available to the public or is it 



            22    available -- is it 24-hour-a-day radiation monitoring, 



            23    number one?



            24             MR. JONES:  So we'll take a look up on the 



            25    specific of that.  I'll answer the last part of that 
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             1    question first, which is, no, we don't have our systems 



             2    readily available for the public at large.  Some of our 



             3    emergency response equipment is monitored or available 



             4    to both the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and 



             5    specifically in San Luis Obispo County.  The 



             6    meteorological equipment I talked about is available to 



             7    the Air Pollution Control District and other members of 



             8    the County Office of Emergency Services when they would 



             9    want it.  That portion of our emergency plan is called 



            10    UDAC.  It's the Unified Dose Assessment Center and 



            11    there's where meteorologists and health physicists from 



            12    PG&E, the state and the county, in this case, the Air 



            13    Pollution Control District, all get together to confer 



            14    on what the airborne hazard could be as part of an 



            15    emergency plan and then the utility would make a 



            16    protective action recommendation.  At the same time, the 



            17    county ultimately would issue what's called a PAD, a 



            18    protective action decision, based on the evaluation of 



            19    the risk.  



            20             MS. SEELEY:  Okay.  And then my -- that 



            21    question about the radiation monitoring and the 



            22    perimeter of the ISFSI, is that there 24 hours a day?  



            23             MR. JONES:  The physical assets are there.  I 



            24    think what your real question is can we ping it every 



            25    minute of every single day to get a reading.  That I 
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             1    don't know and we're going to take a technical look on 



             2    that and hope to have an answer for you by the end of 



             3    the night.



             4             MS. SEELEY:  Okay.  And then one more thing.  



             5    You said you have to file for the funding for the 



             6    emergency sirens and stuff, but since it was ordered by 



             7    the legislature, the PUC couldn't turn down -- refuse to 



             8    fund it, could they?



             9             MR. JONES:  I'll bifurcate the answer here.  So 



            10    between now and 2025 for operations, it's the reasonable 



            11    cost.  If we did something that was irresponsible, our 



            12    shareholders would have to cover that cost, but there 



            13    are statutory guidance between now and when we cease 



            14    operations.  The SB-1090 said that it would -- it says 



            15    it approves the joint proposal by application number and 



            16    associated settlements.  The settlement says PG&E shall 



            17    seek this funding from the Utilities Commission 



            18    specifically in its 2018 filing for the MDTCP.  Okay?  



            19    So that's why we say legislative-inferred instead of 



            20    mandated.  



            21             Now, PG&E and the county and the other parties, 



            22    including the Alliance For Nuclear Responsibility, this 



            23    was one of the cornerstones of the joint proposal for 



            24    them.  All those parties will be at the table speaking 



            25    with one voice that, yes, this is an appropriate 
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             1    expenditure to help protect the health and safety of 



             2    public until such time as the Part 50 license has been 



             3    retired, but it's not an automatic conclusion from the 



             4    legislation.  



             5             MS. SEELEY:  Okay.  Thank you.



             6             MR. JONES:  You're welcome.



             7             MR. ANDERS:  Thank you.  Any other questions?  



             8    Nancy.  



             9             MS. O'MALLEY:  Just a quick question.  You'd 



            10    mentioned about a zirconium fire.  Can you clarify what 



            11    that means?  



            12             And after the fuel has been in wet storage for 



            13    16 months or so, you can step down on the emergency 



            14    response because there's no longer a risk for a 



            15    zirconium fire?  



            16             MR. JONES:  Correct.  The physical properties 



            17    no longer exist for that event to be credible for it to 



            18    happen.  So it's no longer a combustible source.  That's 



            19    what Mr. Watson was referring to.  So the physics 



            20    fundamentally change with that decay he mentioned.  So 



            21    the fuel assemblies can no longer generate that heat 



            22    from the decay radiation to achieve that combustible 



            23    path.  That's what he's referring to.  Think of the old 



            24    fire triangle, fuel, heat and oxygen.  The heat source 



            25    is no longer present on its own to make that happen.  
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             1             MR. ANDERS:  Okay.  Thank you.  Our next 



             2    speaker is Mr. Ron Alsop.  He is head of the county 



             3    emergency services program and Ron's going to talk about 



             4    the county's emergency services activities.  



             5             MR. ALSOP:  Thank you.  Good evening.  Again, 



             6    Ron Alsop here and I'm going to go over a few things and 



             7    we're doing now and what we want to continue and touch 



             8    in with what Tom talked about with the -- some of the 



             9    proposals that are coming up.  



            10             And, first off, I'll get into -- I think we all 



            11    know that we're federally required to do emergency 



            12    preparedness here in the county.  That's part of the 



            13    condition of the license for Diablo Canyon.  They're 



            14    required to not only meet their on-site requirements, 



            15    but they're required to meet the federal requirements 



            16    for off-site response emergency planning, which is that 



            17    is, in essence, the public and the areas within the 



            18    emergency planning zone.  



            19             So as part of that, FEMA oversees that portion 



            20    of it.  So the NRC oversees directly -- excuse me -- 



            21    oversees directly with the PG&E.  So, for example, the 



            22    previously mentioned drill exercise was held today.  NRC 



            23    is responsible for overseeing what PG&E did and FEMA is 



            24    responsible for overseeing what we local agencies did, 



            25    referred to an off-site response agency I'll talk to in 
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             1    a moment.  



             2             So that's done through a FEMA program called 



             3    the FEMA radiological emergency preparedness program.  



             4    There's numerous -- hundreds of criteria that we're 



             5    responsible for complying with related to our Diablo 



             6    Canyon emergency response plans and FEMA reviews our 



             7    plans.  We have a number of standard operating 



             8    procedures I'll talk about here shortly that are 



             9    developed by us.  We work with local agencies to keep 



            10    them up-to-date.  FEMA concurs with those and then FEMA 



            11    also, as they did today, evaluates our procedures, both 



            12    the procedures and the demonstration to see if -- 



            13    provide a reasonable demonstration or demonstration we 



            14    can reasonably demonstrate that we can protect the 



            15    health and safety.  So FEMA oversees that with us.  It 



            16    is noted it evaluates the planning preparedness 



            17    activities and evaluates the exercises as they did 



            18    today.  



            19             In passing reference off site, there's a formal 



            20    FEMA term referred to as off-site response organization.  



            21    So that's, in essence, we agencies are off site.  Public 



            22    agency's responsible for emergency planning and 



            23    preparedness related to Diablo Canyon.  So it's the 



            24    county, city, special districts and related agencies are 



            25    the RORs, the Off-site Response Organizations.  
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             1             Unique to -- actually, unique to the whole 



             2    nation is that ROR, the Off-site Response Organization, 



             3    is overseen by the county, the County Office of 



             4    Emergency Services and we have, as noted here, San Luis 



             5    Obispo County City's Nuclear Power Plant emergency 



             6    response plan and one of our roles in the county and we 



             7    ask is to coordinate with the various cities, the five 



             8    incorporated cities that are within the emergency 



             9    planning zone, the numerous special districts and 



            10    locally based state agencies, CHP, Caltrans and a number 



            11    of other agencies, including state parks.  So we 



            12    coordinate with those local agencies and, in turn, we 



            13    represent all the off-site response organizations with 



            14    the state.  In our case, with the governor's office and 



            15    emergency services and also directly with FEMA.  It's a 



            16    joint program that, in fact, a number of years ago was 



            17    recognized when we had a large exercise here, the USEPA 



            18    Region 9 for the Western United States that presented an 



            19    award for excellence in emergency planning because 



            20    having one joint plan.  Many other -- most other plan -- 



            21    all other plans that I'm familiar with have a separate 



            22    process where, for example, the SONGS, the San Onofre, 



            23    each jurisdiction would have -- they would have to 



            24    coordinate -- each jurisdiction makes their own 



            25    determination on things like protective actions, when to 
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             1    sound the sirens.  



             2             In our case here with our joint plan, when the 



             3    County Emergency Services director, by a county 



             4    ordinance, the county administrative officer makes a 



             5    decision in the emergency operation center, that 



             6    decision is valid for the entire emergency planning zone 



             7    for the five incorporated cities of special districts 



             8    and so forth.  So it's a good plan here and it works 



             9    very effectively.       



            10             The overall plan is we have our master plan, if 



            11    you will.  The administrative plan gives procedures and 



            12    policies and so forth and references and there are over 



            13    50, about 54, 55 right now, what I refer to as standard 



            14    operating procedures, and for jurisdictions, and you 



            15    have, for example, the City of Pismo Beach, their SOP is 



            16    basically the Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant 



            17    emergency response plan for the city and it ties in with 



            18    all the other cities and our master plan and then we 



            19    also have a number of others specific to emergency 



            20    public information.  There's a standard operating 



            21    procedure for that.  



            22             So there are 50 of these that they're pretty 



            23    extensive plans.  I'll touch one, is the CHP is well 



            24    over 100 pages and they have in the CHP standard 



            25    operating procedure the locations where they will have 
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             1    traffic control points, how many officers will be needed 



             2    for a certain area, and they even have what their units' 



             3    numbers would be, the call signs for each particular 



             4    officer.  So these are pretty extensive plans.  



             5             I noted here a public school relocation.  The 



             6    schools each have their own plans, school districts, 



             7    County Office of Education has a plan and how we reach 



             8    out to them, and to choose an example, at the County 



             9    Office of Education today is they were in, as they're 



            10    assigned to be, in our emergency operation center -- 



            11    excuse me -- then they reach back to their office -- 



            12    their county office of education center across from 



            13    Cuesta College and they have what's referred to as a 



            14    department operations center and then they, in turn, are 



            15    reaching out to the schools.  The same concept that we 



            16    have, that the county when we reach out, there's a 



            17    public works -- a representative -- representatives in 



            18    our county emergency operations center, we reach back 



            19    downtown here.  They have a department of operations 



            20    center that they use during storms and so forth.  So we 



            21    reach out and coordinate with all these various 



            22    entities, and there are a lot of other things in here, 



            23    ingestion pathway issues reach out.  There's actually a 



            24    50-mile zone in addition to the emergency planning zone 



            25    that Tom Jones talked about.  There's a 50-mile area 
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             1    referred to as ingestion pathway zone and that's related 



             2    to agriculture.  If there's a release, then we want to 



             3    ensure that there was not some particulate that got out 



             4    so far that's going to affect the crops or cattle or 



             5    other agricultural assets, including poultry.  So 



             6    there's extensive planning for that process.  



             7             One thing that's a single example of a benefit 



             8    from Diablo Canyon to the rest of the county is there's 



             9    a note up there called carless collection and we have 



            10    carless collection points within the emergency planning 



            11    zone.  If somebody doesn't have a car, there's 



            12    predetermined locations they can walk to or have a 



            13    neighbor get to them and we have been working with the 



            14    Regional Transit Authority and other bus resources, the 



            15    resources to get to them.  



            16             Quick note on how some of this works and how 



            17    the agencies work together, within our emergency 



            18    operations center, we have the County Office of 



            19    Education we noted and the Regional Transit Authority 



            20    and other transportation resources actually physically 



            21    located together so when things get going -- when the 



            22    school districts don't need the buses and we have RTA 



            23    buses and we have ride-on buses and all the other buses, 



            24    basically those get pooled countywide so they can be 



            25    used for evacuations anywhere needed and we use these 
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             1    for other than Diablo Canyon, too.  In early 2017 when 



             2    we had the heavy winter storms, there was immediate need 



             3    to evacuate Sycamore Hot Springs.  It started flooding, 



             4    they couldn't get the cars out.  So we got a call from 



             5    County Fire -- Cal Fire, we need resources to 



             6    evacuate -- I think it was 100 people.  We called 



             7    Regional Transit Authority and they sent buses out there 



             8    and we had that system in place because of our Diablo 



             9    Canyon emergency planning.  



            10             Moving on, as I noted, the exercise is required 



            11    to be evaluated by FEMA, but we go beyond that.  Prior 



            12    to the evaluated exercise today by FEMA for us and by 



            13    the NRC for PG&E, we had basically a dry run in 



            14    September.  We asked FEMA to come out and evaluate us 



            15    for that, too, because we want to make double sure that 



            16    we're doing things right.  So even when we're not 



            17    required to be evaluated, we ask for these courtesy 



            18    evaluations, as they're referred to, to come out and 



            19    give us some tips and to make sure we're doing things 



            20    correctly.  



            21             That second bullet lists a number of our 



            22    exercises that we have, including plume, which was 



            23    today, and plume infers simply that there was a release 



            24    of the radiological plume going somewhere and we deal 



            25    with that and then a fast time frame, a time crunch and 
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             1    we simulate that and generally get it done within the 



             2    day.          



             3             Ingestion pathway zone, as I mentioned, there's 



             4    a 50-mile ingestion pathway zone.  That's generally -- 



             5    that is, not generally, that is a three-day exercise and 



             6    we had one a number of years -- a few years ago.  We'll 



             7    see a slide on here coming up shortly.  So that's a 



             8    three-day exercise that also involves Monterey County, 



             9    Santa Barbara County and state agriculture folks.  So 



            10    it's a pretty extensive exercise.  



            11             Monitoring and decontamination, we have two 



            12    locations, one at Camp Roberts and one at the New Tech 



            13    High School in Nipomo.  It's the high school next to 



            14    Nipomo High School where people can go to be monitored 



            15    and, if necessary, decontaminated.  We do those 



            16    exercises.  There's a medical exercise where we're 



            17    required by FEMA to work with ambulance companies and 



            18    hospitals to ensure that a contaminated person, whether 



            19    it's from the plant or the public, can be taken care of 



            20    by local ambulance companies and the hospitals.  That 



            21    responsibility falls to us even though these other 



            22    agencies are doing it.  



            23             In a hostile action-based scenario, which is 



            24    very extensive and is a relatively new one from the past 



            25    decade or so and it -- basically, it's an extensively 
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             1    more -- extensively more involved for the off sites than 



             2    the security drills that they have at the plant, they 



             3    may have a mock of attempts to take over the plant and 



             4    so forth.  This one involves a hostile action-based 



             5    scenario where there's a large scale and it's the 



             6    criminal aspect of the FBI, our sheriff's office, Diablo 



             7    security working together with the rest of us.  We're -- 



             8    on our side, we're kind of doing the regular drill 



             9    having to protect the people, on the other side, the 



            10    FBI, sheriff's office and Diablo security are 



            11    determining how to protect the plant, and some of these 



            12    exercises, Tom mentioned a number of players today.  I 



            13    think we have around 500 all total.  The region is from 



            14    200 to a thousand players with a thousand players being 



            15    the hostile action-based.  So they get quite involved.  



            16             Close out here with the next couple here.  This 



            17    slide is from an ingestion pathway exercise we had in 



            18    2016 and I wanted to point out in here -- I can't really 



            19    see them, but the county administrator at the time, 



            20    Public Works director at the time, who is now the county 



            21    administrator, folks from our office, Sheriff Parkinson, 



            22    the county fire chief, the CHP's in here, just a bit out 



            23    of the picture is our county health officer, standing up 



            24    in the background is folks from the radiological 



            25    protection unit, and my point being here, this is a 
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             1    Diablo Canyon exercise, okay, but we have all these 



             2    people in here, the community leaders that are doing 



             3    this exercise that are face-to-face and they're doing it 



             4    together, they know each other, and then bingo, and 



             5    another example here -- real life example is when we had 



             6    the tsunami -- the earthquake and tsunami that caused 



             7    the problems with Fukushima, you may recall we had an 



             8    earthquake warning along our coastline here.  So we 



             9    activated our emergency operations center.  About 4 



            10    a.m., I looked around and said, you know, these are the 



            11    same people that participated in Diablo Canyon drills 



            12    and the point I want to make with that is that our 



            13    office, the primarily -- not primarily, significantly 



            14    rely on Diablo Canyon emergency preparedness to carry us 



            15    over for all the other emergency preparedness, too.  



            16    There are some weak areas that are not NPP, but this is 



            17    an illustration of how important NPP is to us because it 



            18    works for other things, too.  



            19             Of course, when decommissioning is complete and 



            20    the plant transitions out and we transition out of the 



            21    power plant emergency plan, we're still going to have to 



            22    do this.  The earthquake warnings are still going to be 



            23    here, Tsunami warnings are still going to be here and 



            24    other things are still going to be here that we're going 



            25    to need to do.  
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             1             So there's a slide in here that I wanted to 



             2    close out with.  Let me look at my notes here because I 



             3    have the slide in here related to what we're moving on 



             4    to related to decommissioning is that PG&E has noted 



             5    it's proposing -- PG&E is proposing to continue 



             6    emergency planning preparedness through the 



             7    decommissioning period pending, as Tom Jones explained, 



             8    PUC approval and the development of the site-specific 



             9    decommissioning estimate and process will include the 



            10    proposed emergency planning, so continuing the emergency 



            11    planning, and then future resources such as the early 



            12    warning system sirens that Tom mentioned and other 



            13    assets will have to be addressed jointly by county and 



            14    PG&E and that's going to be a big discussion on policy 



            15    issue because the sirens, even though once we took them 



            16    over at the county level and we don't have the NRC 



            17    requirements, there's still going to be an expense that 



            18    we're not taking on right now, and even things like the 



            19    emergency operations center when the lease expires will 



            20    take it over.  PG&E is paying for that right now, the 



            21    generator out there and the elevators, it needed a new 



            22    roof some time back.  



            23             So all these assets we are going to have to 



            24    take a look at in the coming time period as we progress 



            25    through decommissioning and see what we can keep.  It's 
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             1    going to be a policy decision with the Board of 



             2    Supervisors and others, what we want to keep and address 



             3    funding other than Diablo Canyon, but that's some time 



             4    off.  As we can see here, it's going to be quite a long 



             5    time before we get to that, but as Tom mentioned, we do 



             6    have a document.  We've started that process on where 



             7    are we, where do we want to go, where do we need to go 



             8    and how can we start getting there.  It's just the 



             9    beginning.  With that, I will be happy to take any 



            10    questions.  



            11             MR. ANDERS:  Frank. 



            12             MR. MECHAM:  Just one, Ron.  Thank you.  I know 



            13    that if the county does take over some of these or 



            14    whoever starts to put the funding forward, I would 



            15    assume that some of the cities would be participatory in 



            16    that.  



            17             MR. ALSOP:  Well, yes, they could.  There's a 



            18    couple of ways to do that, is other than Diablo Canyon, 



            19    the cities are independent right now as is, really, with 



            20    the rest of the nation.  So if we had -- well, the 



            21    tsunami is an example.  We recommended evacuations along 



            22    the coastline.  It's part of the process of evacuating 



            23    emergency operations center.  So we recommended Pismo 



            24    Beach to evacuate a certain area and they did not agree.  



            25    They only wanted to evacuate about half the area that we 
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             1    recommended, and that's certainly their right as an 



             2    independent jurisdiction, and they turned out to be 



             3    right.  The area wasn't affected.  So they can make that 



             4    decision on their own.



             5             So, currently, right now with all of this 



             6    together, as I noted earlier, when the county emergency 



             7    services makes a decision to evacuate, whether it 



             8    includes incorporating cities or not, that's going to 



             9    happen, but all that funding that they're getting is the 



            10    same funding we're getting.  So PG&E pays the State of 



            11    California, the state pays us and we, in turn, pay out, 



            12    in this example, the City of Pismo Beach.  



            13             So they're in it with this right now related to 



            14    the nuclear power plant planning, but not with the 



            15    other, for lack of a better term, all-hazardous 



            16    planning.  So that's something to look into.  In other 



            17    counties, they do have -- there's different models where 



            18    they do have what's referred to as operational area 



            19    planning where all the cities kick in and they do one 



            20    countywide emergency plan, but many other models have 



            21    where each jurisdiction does their own thing.  So I'm 



            22    not sure how much they'd be willing to kick in after the 



            23    plant.  



            24             MR. ANDERS:  Sherri.  



            25             MS. DANOFF:  Ron, thank you for your 
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             1    representation.  I noticed on one of your slides that 



             2    you mentioned you've got evacuation time estimates and 



             3    I'm wondering if you might have brought any of those 



             4    with you.  I'm particularly interested in evacuation 



             5    times from Avila.  



             6             MR. ALSOP:  Yes.  That document -- it's 



             7    actually a document that is developed.  It's a -- PG&E's 



             8    required -- one of the many NRC regulations.  So it's 



             9    required evacuation times estimate or evacuation times 



            10    assessment.  It's a fairly large document.  It's about 



            11    500 pages or so that does go through the different 



            12    scenarios of what if it's raining, what if it's summer 



            13    and, you know, what if school's in and so on and so 



            14    forth and it gives hundreds and hundreds of various 



            15    evacuation scenarios.  That's not a document that we 



            16    have readily available.  It is on the Internet.  I'm not 



            17    sure how to find it, but I think if you go -- if you 



            18    search Google for Diablo Canyon evacuation times 



            19    estimate or evacuation times assessment, it should come 



            20    up and it will come up on an NRC page.  



            21             MS. DANOFF:  Okay.  Thank you.  



            22             MR. ALSOP:  Certainly.  



            23             MR. ANDERS:  Any other questions?  Thank you 



            24    very much, Mr. Alsop.



            25             MR. ALSOP:  All right.  Thank you.  
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             1             MR. ANDERS:  Excellent presentation.  Thank 



             2    you.



             3             MR. ALSOP:  Thank you.  



             4             MR. ANDERS:  We now have the opportunity to 



             5    hear from the public.  So last count, I think we had 



             6    five speakers that communicated a desire to speak and 



             7    Adam will put their names up on the screen, I believe, 



             8    and what we'd like is to actually -- we're going to use 



             9    both podiums and just come up to the podium, and when 



            10    your name is shown and if you're second on the list, 



            11    please be ready to speak.  Speakers will have three 



            12    minutes.  So our first speaker is Jane Swanson.  



            13             MS. SWANSON:  I'd like to request that David 



            14    Weisman go before me because my comment is going to 



            15    bounce off of something he's going to say.  Is that okay 



            16    with everybody, we'll trade places?  



            17             MR. MECHAM:  Whatever happened to ladies before 



            18    gentlemen?  



            19             MR. WEISMAN:  But I'm no gentleman, it's her, I 



            20    assure you.  Come on.  You all don't know what famous 



            21    film that comes from.  Mae West was involved, I believe, 



            22    okay, yeah, Carrie Graham.



            23             MR. ANDERS:  David, why don't you go ahead.  



            24    You want to speak immediately after David?  



            25             MS. SWANSON:  That would be logical, if that's 
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             1    okay with everybody.  



             2             MR. ANDERS:  Okay.  Bill, is that okay?  Okay.  



             3    So go ahead, David.  



             4             MR. WEISMAN:  All right.  Well, witticisms and 



             5    film quotes aside from the evening, my name's David 



             6    Weisman, Alliance For Nuclear Responsibility, and my 



             7    comment tonight is this:  Unable, apparently, for 



             8    scheduling reasons to attend this evening, but invited 



             9    by San Luis Obispo County by the aforementioned Diablo 



            10    Canyon Independent Safety Committee whose three members 



            11    Mr. Karlin introduced at the outset of the meeting was 



            12    Dr. David Victor.  Dr. David Victor is the chairman of 



            13    the somewhat analogous San Onofre Community Engagement 



            14    Panel that has been assembled for ostensibly a similar 



            15    purpose and he's come to share his experiences because 



            16    they've got four years now under their belt doing this.  



            17    He's not here this evening, but Dr. David Victor will be 



            18    appearing and making a presentation tomorrow morning 



            19    sometime after 8:30 a.m., which is the start of the 



            20    Diablo Canyon independent safety meeting at the Avila 



            21    Lighthouse Inn and Suites there in Avila Beach at 8:30 



            22    tomorrow morning.  He'll probably come on a little bit 



            23    after they introduce themselves.  That will be broadcast 



            24    over AGP video so people watching this at home, but 



            25    maybe not able to attend tomorrow morning can find 
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             1    Dr. Victor's presentation on AGP video where I'm sure it 



             2    will be archived and available for future use.    



             3             We, as the Alliance, have submitted a series of 



             4    questions to him about their panel's composition, 



             5    agenda, prioritization and he did provide written 



             6    answers, which we then formulated into an ongoing set of 



             7    questions.  Those questions, his answers, our analysis 



             8    and commentary on them can be found on our website, 



             9    www.A4 -- the number 4 -- NR.org.  It's right there to 



            10    download as a PDF file right at the top of our web page.  



            11    We invite and welcome the public and, furthermore, we 



            12    really invite anyone who'd like to listen to what 



            13    Dr. Victor says because, again, four years of experience 



            14    operating in an analogous situation and we found a lot 



            15    of his answers to be relevant and to affect where this 



            16    panel might consider its future membership agenda and 



            17    prioritization of issues.  So thank you for that.  



            18    Again, www.A4NR.org and you can find our comments and 



            19    please tune in for Dr. Victor at the safety committee 



            20    tomorrow morning.  Thank you.  



            21             MS. SWANSON:  Thank you for accommodating me.  



            22    Jane Swanson speaking for San Luis Obispo Mothers For 



            23    Peace.  Mothers For Peace has read the comments that 



            24    David Weisman referred to, the comments made by the 



            25    Alliance For Nuclear Responsibility.  They are comments 
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             1    not ours, but we can't resist commenting on them.  We 



             2    find them very valuable and we do agree with all the 



             3    points made in them and I'm sure all the members of this 



             4    panel will have a chance to read those if you haven't 



             5    already.  I'm sure he also submitted them to the 



             6    comments of this organization.  



             7             We would like to thank PG&E and the 



             8    hard-working members of this panel.  We'll want to 



             9    implement the recommendations made by the Alliance as in 



            10    the opinion of Mothers For Peace.  Doing so will add to 



            11    the credibility of the work of this panel.  I will refer 



            12    to only one of the Alliance's recommendations, that the 



            13    engagement panel select its own chairperson and 



            14    executive committee and prioritize the topics and timing 



            15    of the processes of the panel.  



            16             So far, PG&E has done all the organization and 



            17    all the prioritization and they've done a good job.  I'm 



            18    not saying anything negative about them, but, by now, 



            19    the panel is very well-oriented and I think it would add 



            20    to the credibility of the work of the panel if -- it 



            21    would show their independence if the panel itself made 



            22    some of those decisions.  



            23             It's understood that PG&E has the 



            24    responsibility for the decisions about decommissioning 



            25    completely, not the panel, that's understood, but it's 









                                                                         88



�





                                                                           





             1    my assumption that one of PG&E's goals in creating the 



             2    panel is to create confidence in the greater community 



             3    about the issues associated with decommissioning.  



             4    Giving the panel this additional measure of independence 



             5    would, I believe, support that goal of encouraging the 



             6    community to buy into the decisions ultimately made 



             7    about decommissioning.  Thank you.  



             8             MR. KARLIN:  May I ask a question to clarify?  



             9    You're referring to the Alliance For Nuclear 



            10    Responsibility's comments, and as I understand, Mothers 



            11    For Peace endorsed those comments.  Are these the 



            12    comments that are contained in the October 24th, 2018, 



            13    letter by Rochelle Becker to the panel?  



            14             MS. SWANSON:  Those are the comments I'm 



            15    referring to and Mothers For Peace did not see them 



            16    until after they were submitted.  We had no input into 



            17    them.  That's the work of the Alliance.  I'm just saying 



            18    we read them and we thought, ooh, goody, this is a lot 



            19    of comments in here.



            20             MR. KARLIN:  So you endorse those comments?  



            21             MS. SWANSON:  We endorse them fully.  



            22             MR. KARLIN:  Thank you.  All right.  



            23             MR. TOMAN:  Good evening, members of the panel.  



            24    I'm Bill Toman.  I live in Los Osos.  A little bit of 



            25    news.  Referring to last month's focus of repurposing 
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             1    Diablo assets, this past Friday, October 19th, the 



             2    federal agency that is in charge of leasing seabed off 



             3    the shore of California for activities such as oil 



             4    drilling or offshore wind, floating wind facilities 



             5    published a call for three offshore areas in California 



             6    for potentially hosting offshore wind facilities.  The 



             7    three areas, one is off of Humboldt County, they call it 



             8    the Humboldt area, and then two off the Central Coast, 



             9    the Morro Bay call area and the Diablo Canyon call area, 



            10    and it's a 100-day public comment period.  It's not an 



            11    auction or a bid for these areas, it's an 



            12    information-gathering exercise.  The areas that have 



            13    been identified were the result of years-long 



            14    stakeholder process with -- including the California 



            15    Intergovernmental Task Force on Renewable Energy and so 



            16    this is an area -- these are all areas that the offshore 



            17    wind industry has said they would have an interest in 



            18    and that it has the resources of wind and other 



            19    important characteristics that would make it feasible.  



            20             One of the things that was in Friday's register 



            21    announcement was a caution in that -- and I'll just read 



            22    a couple of paragraphs here.  It says interested parties 



            23    should also be aware that the Morro Bay and Diablo 



            24    Canyon call areas on the Central Coast contain blocks 



            25    that have been assessed as incompatible with wind energy 
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             1    development by the Department of Defense.  Department of 



             2    Defense is currently reviewing additional detailed 



             3    project information supplied by the offshore wind 



             4    industry to determine if any of the areas previously 



             5    identified by the Department of Defense is incompatible 



             6    in the Morro Bay call area, may be identified as 



             7    compatible upon further analysis.  The Diablo Canyon 



             8    call area is heavily utilized by multiple Department of 



             9    Defense components, and based upon current and future 



            10    expected use, previous assessments have found 



            11    development there to be incompatible with a wide array 



            12    of critical Department of Defense activities.



            13             So it is open for public comments.  One of the 



            14    commenters, of course, will be the Department of 



            15    Defense.  This is the very beginning of a process that 



            16    will take at least a couple of years for offshore seabed 



            17    leasing for offshore wind.  Stay tuned.  Thanks a lot.  



            18             MR. KARLIN:  Bill, one clarification.  Is that 



            19    federal registered by BOEM?  



            20             MR. TOMAN:  Yes.  



            21             MR. KARLIN:  And Bureau of --



            22             MR. TOMAN:  Bureau of Ocean Energy Management. 



            23             MR. KARLIN:  Okay.  And last -- 



            24             MR. TOMAN:  Which is under interior.  



            25             MR. KARLIN:  Last Friday?  
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             1             MR. TOMAN:  Yes.  



             2             MR. KARLIN:  Okay.  Thank you.  I'll look for 



             3    that.  



             4             MS. SEELEY:  Bill, is it possible that the 



             5    Department of Defense would change its view if they 



             6    received -- will they see the public comment or not or 



             7    how would that be dealt with or do you know?  



             8             MR. TOMAN:  I've been in several meetings over 



             9    the past year both sponsored by the Energy Commission 



            10    and by the Bureau of Ocean Energy Management with the 



            11    Department of Defense.  They have tried to accommodate 



            12    proposals for offshore wind developments and my view is 



            13    that they have not changed their view for accommodating 



            14    offshore wind off the Central Coast.  Humboldt is much 



            15    less conflicted, but there's -- it does not have the 



            16    transmission assets that the Central Coast has or the 



            17    people and so it may be that the Humboldt area is the 



            18    one that goes forward after all the comments here, but 



            19    that's just my view.  



            20             MR. ANDERS:  Thank you.  Next speaker.  



            21             MS. LEWIS:  Hello.  My name is Sherry Lewis and 



            22    I'm also from San Luis Obispo Mothers For Peace.  I have 



            23    a couple of questions about this panel.  



            24             First of all, I realize that you're all 



            25    volunteers.  Do you have a goal and a time frame?  Like, 









                                                                         92



�





                                                                           





             1    are you supposed to come up with some answers or some 



             2    ideas within a certain time, like, maybe January or 



             3    something?  I'd like an answer.  



             4             MR. ANDERS:  Our comment period is to make 



             5    comments.



             6             MS. LEWIS:  Well, but I'm asking questions.



             7             MR. ANDERS:  I understand.  If you can ask the 



             8    questions and then the panel will respond to those 



             9    questions after all the speakers have talked.  



            10             MS. LEWIS:  Hmm.  Well, what I'm wondering 



            11    about is if the time is limited, which I think maybe it 



            12    is, and that you do have to come up with some answers 



            13    for the nuclear decommission -- decommissioning 



            14    triennial proceeding, NDTP, if that's the case and if 



            15    you have limited time to deal with certain issues, then 



            16    some of the most important issues if you have to be 



            17    done -- be ready by January, say, some of the important 



            18    issues are like emergency planning, which is only coming 



            19    up now, and waste management, and so I'm wondering if -- 



            20    well, I'm wondering if that's the situation, if you're 



            21    being -- if you're allowing too little time left to deal 



            22    with the complex problem of waste management and 



            23    emergency planning and if you have enough experts on 



            24    your panel that can help -- help with the panel and help 



            25    in understanding so that you'll have a more -- shoot -- 
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             1    have more understanding of what it is you're talking 



             2    about, what you're supposed to be dealing with.  Okay.  



             3    Thank you.  



             4             MR. NELSON:  Good evening.  My name is Dr. Gene 



             5    Nelson.  I have a Ph.D. in radiation biophysics and I'm 



             6    speaking today on behalf of the non-profit Californians 



             7    For Green Nuclear Power Incorporated, abbreviated as 



             8    CGNP.  I'm their legal assistant and government liaison.  



             9    In the cart before the horse department, I would like 



            10    everyone, everyone in the room, including the people in 



            11    PG&E, to note that the CPUC website shows that A1608006, 



            12    which is the application PG&E made to retire the plant, 



            13    is still reopened.  Wishing no disrespect, at an earlier 



            14    engagement meeting, I noted that CGNP is working to put 



            15    this panel out of business.  We are serious.  As a next 



            16    step, Californians For Green Nuclear Power filed a writ 



            17    petition right here in the second appellate district.  



            18    CGNP's documents were filed today, October 24th, 2018.  



            19    Our total length of our filing is about 900 pages.  We 



            20    are serious.  In plain language, CGNP is suing the 



            21    California Public Utilities Commission.  CGNP is 



            22    challenging the legality of granting permission to 



            23    Pacific Gas & Electric to voluntarily retire their 



            24    highly functioning Diablo Canyon Power Plant in 2025.  



            25    CGNP's case number is B293420.  Central to CGNP's 
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             1    argument is that CPUC decisions must be for the public 



             2    good, taking into account considerations of the 



             3    environment, of cost to ratepayers.  CGNP's challenge is 



             4    particularly significant as the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 



             5    Commission in the federal register notice dated April 



             6    23rd, 2018, granting PG&E's request to withdraw their 



             7    Diablo Canyon license renewal application stated that 



             8    that permission was conditioned on the CPUC approving 



             9    PG&E's request to retire the plant.  I invite your 



            10    questions during the questioning period.  Thank you very 



            11    much.  



            12             MR. ANDERS:  Thank you, speakers.  Now we have 



            13    the opportunity for the panel to discuss any comments or 



            14    questions.  Frank.



            15             MR. MECHAM:  I would like, Tom, if you would, 



            16    to explain the panel, and, apparently, Ms. Lewis didn't 



            17    know how the panel was formed or what our goal is and 



            18    when we're supposed to get something done.  We made that 



            19    determination.  Can you convey that so that the public 



            20    knows our report that we're going to be putting out?  



            21             MR. ANDERS:  I am sorry, Frank.  I didn't quite 



            22    catch all that.



            23             MR. MECHAM:  Okay.  Tonight we talked about the 



            24    meetings that we are going to have and the annual report 



            25    that we're going to be providing.  If you can let folks 
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             1    know when that might be so she knows what the goal of 



             2    this board is or this panel is and, no, I don't believe 



             3    any of us are nuclear scientists on the board.  I did 



             4    stay at a Holiday Inn Express one time, but we do have 



             5    the ability to access those experts to answer the 



             6    questions for the public.  



             7             MR. ANDERS:  And I think we'll have the 



             8    opportunity to discuss this a little further as this 



             9    meeting goes on.  Linda and then Kara.  



            10             MS. SEELEY:  We actually -- the panel -- the 



            11    PG&E did not arrange the sequence of our meetings.  The 



            12    panel voted on the sequence of the meetings.  We are 



            13    going to create a report, an end-of-year report, but 



            14    it's an ongoing proceeding at the CPUC.  What we have -- 



            15    what we decided initially was that -- first of all, we 



            16    didn't know each other when we came together in May.  We 



            17    had -- there were two meetings that we had to have about 



            18    the timeline.  What was the second one?  The what?  



            19             MR. ANDERS:  The topics.



            20             MS. SEELEY:  Oh, the financing, right, of 



            21    decommissioning.  Those were two that were mandated and 



            22    then we looked at all the different topics that we had 



            23    to address and we thought that going -- starting with 



            24    the use of the land, and I hope Kara will talk about 



            25    that, and the repurposing of the facility would be kind 
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             1    of a very basic sort of non-contentious part for us to 



             2    start with.  Process-wise, we needed to establish the 



             3    trust that we have in our -- among us on our panel and I 



             4    personally think it was a good idea for us to wait on 



             5    the -- the emergency planning we didn't have really 



             6    anything to do with.  We learned all about the emergency 



             7    planning situation tonight.  The spent fuel is the big 



             8    one and that is we've decided that we want to give that 



             9    enough time to -- so that the public -- to have some 



            10    public workshops and to have our public meeting about it 



            11    and to -- I think tonight we decided to postpone it 



            12    until January so we can give full notice to people maybe 



            13    wanting to come in out of town to address this topic and 



            14    also so that we can prepare ourselves well for it.  We 



            15    are going to write a report, but the report is -- we 



            16    have completed one part of the report so far and that's 



            17    due at the end of the year, but it's an ongoing process.  



            18    It's not like it's due on December 31st and then it's 



            19    over.  We can add to it because the process of the -- of 



            20    the CPUC process is an ongoing process.  So we will add 



            21    to that and we will make a thorough report about the 



            22    spent fuel.  That's, to me, the biggest, most important 



            23    thing that we will ever do on this panel and, indeed, 



            24    none of us are experts, but tonight we met with the 



            25    Diablo Canyon Independent Safety Committee and they're 
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             1    going to be giving us technical assistance explaining 



             2    things to us about the things that we don't understand 



             3    and we're going to be able to have a much more open 



             4    process by doing it this way rather than trying to 



             5    squeeze it all into this -- you know, we just started in 



             6    May and this is October and we have the holidays coming 



             7    and I, personally, did not want to have that meeting in 



             8    November or December because I didn't think that people 



             9    would pay -- you know, people start hunkering down in 



            10    November and December and so I think it will be a lot 



            11    better meeting if we have it in January.  



            12             MR. ANDERS:  Thank you.  Kara.  



            13             MS. WOODRUFF:  Thank you, Linda.  I agree with 



            14    what Linda said.  When we first formed, we needed to 



            15    start with the basics, what is the time frame for 



            16    decommissioning and how is it going to be financed.  We 



            17    felt like we had to address that to begin with.  The 



            18    issues of land and even repurposing the facilities have 



            19    huge popular appeal.  So we felt like we had to address 



            20    that and it's also the only topic that the PUC said that 



            21    we had to address.  In fact, that topic had to be 



            22    addressed so we concluded -- so that it can be included 



            23    in PG&E's December report.  So we were really forced to 



            24    address that issue early on.  



            25             I also want to reiterate the topics that we 
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             1    decided and how they were scheduled, that wasn't PG&E, 



             2    that was the panel independently.  We are all, I think, 



             3    of the opinion that there are some issues that are 



             4    extremely important that deserve high focus and storage 



             5    of the spent fuel is probably the number one topic.  



             6    Originally, that was planned for next month, but on 



             7    reconsidering that, we didn't feel like we had adequate 



             8    time, nor was one public hearing sufficient.  So we're 



             9    thinking about putting that off until the first quarter 



            10    so we can invite parties that will probably come from 



            11    all over the country to make presentations at a workshop 



            12    so that when we have the public hearing we can come 



            13    forward with a lot of background knowledge.  



            14             And so one more word about the report.  We are 



            15    putting together a report, but it's only going to 



            16    address more of the simple issues that we've heard 



            17    about, especially the land issue because we have to, but 



            18    we fully expect to provide addendums or additional 



            19    volumes to the report when we've heard about these 



            20    really complex issues that come later on.  



            21             So I've read the Alliance letter.  I really do 



            22    believe we are independent.  None of us are being paid 



            23    to be here.  I haven't seen any evidence that anybody 



            24    here has any bias towards the utility.  I agree we don't 



            25    have all the expertise that we want and we hope to turn 
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             1    to the experts, especially when it comes to fuel storage 



             2    in January, but I think we really do take this job very 



             3    seriously and, again, we addressed the land because we 



             4    had to.  It was ordered by the PUC and because it has 



             5    incredible importance to this community.  You probably 



             6    saw we have hundreds and hundreds of public comments.  



             7    So to not address that issue when people were asking us 



             8    to address it would have been probably not correct, but 



             9    we take the issues very seriously.  Thank you.  



            10             MR. ANDERS:  Thank you, Kara.  Alex. 



            11             MR. KARLIN:  Yeah.  Thank you.  I think, 



            12    Sherry, you've raised some good questions and I have a 



            13    different perspective than what you just heard on some 



            14    of those issues.  Your questions seem to be do we have a 



            15    plan or an assignment, do we have a deadline by January, 



            16    do we have enough expertise on the panel to do our job 



            17    such as it is.  I think those are good questions.  I 



            18    think the Alliance For Nuclear letter has raised some 



            19    important issues.  I don't agree with everything in 



            20    there, but I agree with a great deal of it and I think 



            21    these are grounds for some concern.  



            22             First, I would say this panel has worked very 



            23    hard and in good faith.  All the people on this panel 



            24    are working hard and in good faith towards our goals or 



            25    our joint efforts.  No one is slacking, no one is a 
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             1    stooge for PG&E or, otherwise, you know, hiding some 



             2    agenda like that and so I think we're doing good work 



             3    and we're proud of what we're doing and I also add that 



             4    PG&E has been helpful.  All the way down the line, 



             5    they've been paying for all the time and effort.  Not 



             6    us.  They don't pay us, but they've got to pay for this 



             7    hall, they've got all their people who are responding to 



             8    our questions.  So that's a lot of time and effort that 



             9    they're doing and I think they're proceeding in good 



            10    faith, too.  



            11             However, I would said that, you know, PG&E 



            12    decided to create this Diablo Canyon Decommissioning 



            13    Engagement Panel.  This panel was not specifically 



            14    required by the order.  The order required that they 



            15    involve a stakeholder process before they dispose of the 



            16    lands and the reuse of the property.  They didn't have 



            17    to create this panel.  They decided this was one part, 



            18    perhaps, of the public stakeholder process.  I don't 



            19    know what their decision was, but they've created this 



            20    and I would say that when we had our first meeting, PG&E 



            21    said to us one of the main things we want you to do is 



            22    to help us so that we can submit our next 



            23    decommissioning cost triennial proceeding submittal, 



            24    which is due in December of 2018, and we need you to 



            25    help us with that and we need to be able to report that 
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             1    you've helped us with that, so that's what we created 



             2    you for and that's your mission, and after that's done, 



             3    we'll decide whether or not the panel needs to continue 



             4    in existence.           



             5             Subsequently, we've clarified that they believe 



             6    and we believe that the panel does need to continue in 



             7    existence, but that was the initial assignment, that 



             8    this is what we need you for and they had the topics 



             9    that they wanted to incorporate in their triennial 



            10    proceeding submission in December 2018 and those are 



            11    pretty much the topics we've covered in our various 



            12    meetings.  



            13             So the PG&E basically defined the topics, told 



            14    us what we were here to do is help them with that and we 



            15    tweaked the sequence of those topics a little bit and 



            16    looked at the different -- maybe we'll do this first, 



            17    this one second, how we do it, but, you know, that was 



            18    kind of how we approached it and we were a bunch of 11 



            19    people who really hadn't worked together and we said, 



            20    okay, that sounds good, let's roll our sleeves up and 



            21    start working on that and that's what we've done.  



            22             Properly speaking, lands is an important issue 



            23    to this community.  I don't think there's a whole lot of 



            24    disagreement about the lands.  Everyone wants the lands 



            25    to be a park, not particularly controversial.  Different 
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             1    people want different uses for it to -- not different, 



             2    but they all want it to be preserved.  We all agree with 



             3    that.  Land use has not -- got a lot to do with 



             4    decommissioning, in the proper sense of the word, what 



             5    Bruce Watson explained to us in terms of the nuclear 



             6    regulatory decommissioning process.  I mean, we're a 



             7    decommissioning panel and we've worked with lands and 



             8    maybe it's good to go in the lands issue as -- I'm not 



             9    sure it's been put to bed, but we certainly have some 



            10    ideas and hopefully there are things going on with Wild 



            11    Cherry Canyon that will be good, be great for the 



            12    community, but, I mean, I think that's where we are.  



            13             Now, this PG&E will submit something to the PUC 



            14    in December, which is the triennial proceeding cost 



            15    estimate.  They're going to -- hopefully, they're going 



            16    to attach a vision statement, we're calling it, that we 



            17    are generating and working on now.  It's not complete 



            18    yet, but we're getting there.  It's not going to be that 



            19    long, but I think it will be helpful and they can add 



            20    that.  It won't cover spent nuclear fuels as requested 



            21    in the concerns raised by the letter from Alliance 



            22    Nuclear, but PG&E may have a deadline of December 2018 



            23    to submit their thing.  We don't have such a deadline.  



            24    We can submit anything we want, just send a letter to 



            25    the judge and to the PUC and say, hey, we've got an 
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             1    addendum, we want to submit something about spent 



             2    nuclear fuels that we've thought about and we're going 



             3    to submit that in March of 2019.  So, yes, there is this 



             4    deadline for PG&E.  We're trying to work with that to 



             5    the extent we can come up with something for PG&E, but 



             6    with regard to spent nuclear fuels, I agree with Linda 



             7    and Kara that this is a critical and important issue.  



             8    There's not a whole lot we can do with spent nuclear 



             9    fuels, but we're going to hear a lot of people wailing 



            10    and gnashing their teeth about it and we'll listen to 



            11    that and then we'll submit our report.  We're 



            12    reinventing a wheel that's already been developed down 



            13    in SONGS.               



            14             Finally, I would say with regard to the 



            15    expertise, no, we really don't have the expertise to 



            16    really assess what's the best thing to do with regard to 



            17    spent fuel, but we can ask PG&E what it thinks.  They 



            18    have experts who will tell us what they think, we can 



            19    ask some other entity what they think, we can ask the 



            20    Diablo Canyon Independent Safety Committee what do they 



            21    think about spent fuels, but if that's all we're doing, 



            22    then why are we in existence?  If we can't exercise 



            23    judgment, I think we need some more -- maybe we need 



            24    additional people on this panel who have some 



            25    substantive knowledge, expertise depth on some of these 
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             1    issues that can allow us to make judgments and 



             2    assessments on some of these things rather than relying 



             3    on the Independent Safety Committee or PG&E to tell us 



             4    what the answer is.  



             5             MR. ANDERS:  Thank you, Alex.  Any further 



             6    questions or comments?  Yes, Nancy.  



             7             MS. O'MALLEY:  I just want to make a comment, 



             8    also, that we have time.  It's still seven years before 



             9    the plant closes.  So there really -- you know, I didn't 



            10    sense there was a rush and urgency to get through every 



            11    single topic before the first of the year.  It can't be 



            12    done, it can't be done well and we do have time.  



            13             And, you know, regarding the spent fuel, there 



            14    are new technologies coming out all the time.  So, I 



            15    mean, there's no decision that needs to be made right 



            16    now and we do want to keep in mind that there is time 



            17    and research is -- ongoing research is taking place, and 



            18    whatever decision is made now, there will be new 



            19    technologies coming up down the line, let's hope, and 



            20    new policies.  



            21             MR. ANDERS:  Thank you, Nancy.  David. 



            22             MR. BALDWIN:  I just didn't want it to get lost 



            23    in the conversation here.  I appreciate all of the other 



            24    panelists' comments.  At least, as I understand it, we 



            25    were engaged not as experts in nuclear field, but as a 
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             1    community engagement panel.  The idea was that probably 



             2    because we come from different backgrounds or different 



             3    lines of work and different parts of the community that 



             4    the idea was that we would then, with our circle of 



             5    influence or the people that we have contact with, bring 



             6    ideas back to this panel, ultimately back to PG&E.  PG&E 



             7    is obviously doing the same thing on their own, but the 



             8    whole idea here was to engage the community and we do it 



             9    by this meeting that we're having here and we have 



            10    ability to engage them online, people can leave 



            11    comments, we have a kiosk, a number of different ways, 



            12    and then that -- ultimately, that information that we 



            13    gather then can give an accurate reflection back on the 



            14    report that will be produced or any reports that are 



            15    produced from us of what the community really wants and 



            16    that was the largest part of what I felt like we were 



            17    here for, or at least the line share of it.  So I just 



            18    didn't want that to be lost in the discussion.  Thank 



            19    you. 



            20             MR. ANDERS:  Sherri.  



            21             MS. DANOFF:  I just want to emphasize that the 



            22    panel decided independently of PG&E, but with PG&E's 



            23    assistance and arrangements, to talk to various agencies 



            24    that are players in decommissioning, try to get a handle 



            25    on what their requirements are, and then we are fully 
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             1    responsible for what we'll be learning and what the 



             2    community will be learning in terms of spent fuel 



             3    storage, storage and the technologies and so forth that 



             4    are involved even in the dry casks, and then, as has 



             5    been said, we're planning an addendum to the report 



             6    that's due at the end of the year.  We want to give 



             7    plenty of time to inform ourselves.  Thank you.  



             8             MR. ANDERS:  Yes, Linda.



             9             MS. SEELEY:  And, also, we're going as a panel 



            10    to the San Onofre Community Engagement Panel meeting on  



            11    November 29th and so we're -- and we're going to be able 



            12    to talk to them and find out what they've learned in 



            13    their experience.  So I think that's going to be very 



            14    helpful and we wanted -- I, personally -- I don't want 



            15    to speak for anybody else.  I wanted to wait to address 



            16    spent fuel issue until after we go to that meeting and 



            17    hear what we may be experiencing with our community when 



            18    they come out to talk about the spent fuel.  So that's 



            19    going to be a very significant trip for us. 



            20             MR. ANDERS:  Thank you.  Any further comments 



            21    or discussion?  Lauren.  



            22             MR. BROWN:  I also read the letter from the 



            23    Alliance.  One of the things that I picked up from that 



            24    is that they thought pretty strongly that the focus of 



            25    this group, this panel should be almost exclusively on 
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             1    safety issues related to the operation of the plant 



             2    following the end of the power generation and the 



             3    composition of this panel should be changed.  I would 



             4    like to offer this thought.  I think we are composed of 



             5    a group of people that pretty well represent this 



             6    community from Paso Robles down to Arroyo Grande in 



             7    geographical terms, in terms of broad experience of 



             8    people's backgrounds and perspectives and I think we are 



             9    more accurately representing the community's full 



            10    concerns and those do include what's going to happen to 



            11    the land afterwards.  It includes what's going to happen 



            12    to some of the valuable infrastructure that exists out 



            13    there.  If you look at the attendance tonight, it is a 



            14    fraction of the attendance of people who expressed their 



            15    support for some kind of measures for conservation of 



            16    the land.  So I think we're doing a pretty good job in 



            17    terms of representing the community.  



            18             I also want to just clarify one thing.  Right 



            19    from the beginning, there was no time frame set on 



            20    sunsetting this panel.  In fact, PG&E asked if we could 



            21    set up a class schedule.  So some of us are one-year 



            22    term, some of us are two years, some of us are 



            23    three-year terms, so that there is the opportunity for 



            24    renewal of this committee and it reflects, I think, 



            25    PG&E's commitment to keep this going as long as it is 
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             1    helpful and productive and addressing issues that are of 



             2    concern to this community.  



             3             MR. ANDERS:  Thank you, Lauren.  Alex, we need 



             4    to move on.  Just a brief comment, please.  



             5             MR. KARLIN:  Yes.  I do remember, however, that 



             6    PG&E said at our first meeting that we need you to help 



             7    us with the triennial submission, and once that's over 



             8    with, we can decide -- we, PG&E can decide whether it's 



             9    worthwhile to continue the panel and so it's within 



            10    their control to continue us or not as they think we are 



            11    helpful.  



            12             My main point, however, is that I have put 



            13    together a small chart that is going to be on our 



            14    website, which compares this panel.  There are 



            15    decommissioning panels associated with many of the 



            16    nuclear power plants around the country and our 



            17    composition on this panel is very different than any of 



            18    them you'll see around the country, Vermont Yankee, 



            19    Indian Point, Oyster Creek, Pilgrim, these other sites, 



            20    and major, you know, decommissioning processes are 



            21    dominated by elected officials and appointed 



            22    governmental officials and designated union 



            23    representatives and maybe a few people from the 



            24    community.  That's how they operate.  That's how SONGS 



            25    operates, dominated by appointed government officials 
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             1    and state officials who are from agencies who are 



             2    elected or not.  We're very different in that respect 



             3    and I think that we ought to learn some lessons from 



             4    what the -- and they're set up by state law.  Many of 



             5    them are established by state law, not just simply 



             6    voluntary that the PG&E or the utility sets up.  They're 



             7    mandated by state law and we're very different in many 



             8    respects and I think that is the basis that maybe we 



             9    need to be put -- and I'll put that on the website.  



            10    Chuck will put it on the website, anybody who wants to 



            11    look at the comparison and contrast against eight or 



            12    nine others.  Thank you.  



            13             MR. ANDERS:  Thank you, Alex.  One last 



            14    comment, Sherri, and then if we could pull up the public 



            15    participation sheet.  



            16             MS. DANOFF:  Just a brief comment.  It does 



            17    appear from the information that Alex presented that we 



            18    do have a different composition and so forth; however, 



            19    the state did set up the Independent Safety Council and 



            20    that's unique amongst all the examples that you had.  



            21             MR. KARLIN:  Yeah, but it's not a 



            22    decommissioning entity.  



            23             MR. ANDERS:  Great discussion, everyone.  I 



            24    want to speak very quickly about the responses we've 



            25    gotten so far from public comments and questions.  As 
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             1    you know, there's multiple avenues for the public to 



             2    participate.  They can speak to a panel member and a 



             3    panel member actually documents that comment that they 



             4    had with that individual or a group.  The public can go 



             5    on the panel website and online and submit comments and 



             6    concerns.  We've gotten multiple comments through 



             7    public -- through the workshops that we've had, through 



             8    presentations and through the public commenting there 



             9    and we also have the public comments at the public 



            10    meetings that you're holding on a monthly basis.  So 



            11    this chart totals up the comments and questions we've 



            12    gotten so far by topic, actually, and just in the last 



            13    month since last meeting, we've gotten approximately 50 



            14    additional comments.  Most of those were in the 



            15    repurposing category and some lands, but you focused on 



            16    repurposing and lands to a great extent.  You can see 



            17    the amount of public input that the panel received.  The 



            18    panel has access to all these comments and I know 



            19    reviews them for their information.  So I want to 



            20    encourage all the public to please submit your comments 



            21    and you can submit more than one.  If you have something 



            22    on your mind, please share that, it's important, and the 



            23    panel does get all this information.  



            24             So, Tom, do you want talk about our next topic?  



            25    It was going to be spent fuel storage, but, again, 
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             1    things have changed.  



             2             MR. JONES:  Yeah.  I think Linda and Kara 



             3    adequately described it.  So the schedule will change in 



             4    November.  It will slide used fuel back or help the 



             5    panel prepare for a meeting in the first quarter with a 



             6    workshop similar to how we conducted the land and 



             7    repurposing meetings.  



             8             I'd also add that based on the discussion 



             9    tonight and just seeing the metrics that Adam had 



            10    brought up, that I suggest that we modify that to also 



            11    have a specific comment and category to track specific 



            12    comments on used fuel so that it's not under the other 



            13    category because that doesn't seem appropriate given the 



            14    attention paid.



            15             MR. KARLIN:  Spent fuel.  Spent fuel.  



            16             MR. JONES:  We'll defer to the gentleman three 



            17    to my left that it will say spent fuel.  So that issue 



            18    is also put to bed.  



            19             I'd also like to quickly clarify our intention 



            20    with this panel is that we have -- in this filing and 



            21    coming attractions in 2018, you'll see that we offer it 



            22    for the PUC's consideration throughout the duration of 



            23    the decommissioning project.  So that will run, if you 



            24    look at our Phase 3, through the year 2072.  So that is 



            25    a significant commitment and we expect to keep this 
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             1    panel throughout that period and we seek the CPUC's 



             2    concurrence on that.  That will be an item that will be 



             3    available to all the intervenors to participate in on 



             4    what shape, composition, funding, et cetera, should be, 



             5    but that will be in there.  So I want to make sure that 



             6    that is crystal clear to the public and the members of 



             7    this panel.  



             8             So we will see in November an update on the 



             9    report that people had asked about tonight.  The panel 



            10    will talk about where they are in the process, what some 



            11    of their findings might be.  I think that will also be a 



            12    coming attractions night for folks and there will be 



            13    additional time, like most of our meetings, with public 



            14    comment for folks, as well.  That also shows that the 



            15    panel discussion tonight was also that they would like 



            16    to go dark in December because of the holiday period and 



            17    getting ready for that filing and then they'll produce 



            18    their 2019 schedule, tentative schedule, as well.  



            19             MR. ANDERS:  Thank you.  This is the 



            20    opportunity -- the meeting is complete as far as our 



            21    agenda; however, we do always take the opportunity to do 



            22    a meeting evaluation.  So a normal format is to talk 



            23    about things that you want to repeat in future meetings, 



            24    anything you liked about this meeting, all the pluses, 



            25    and then we'll talk about anything that you might want 
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             1    to see changed.  Any comments with regard to pluses?  I 



             2    know this is, what, our sixth meeting.  So we've got it 



             3    down to a process that most people seem to support.  



             4    Yes, Linda.  



             5             MS. SEELEY:  I loved the comment -- the public 



             6    comments tonight and the obvious very deep caring that 



             7    people have about this process.



             8             MR. ANDERS:  Thank you.  Anyone else?  Anything 



             9    that we did tonight that we could change to improve the 



            10    process in the future?  



            11             MS. SEELEY:  One more comment.  Maybe we, me, 



            12    be a little quicker in our comments, not talk so much.  



            13             MR. MECHAM:  I second that.



            14             MR. ANDERS:  Okay.  Thank you.  



            15             MR. JONES:  Chuck, I would just add we have 



            16    some improvements to make on the metrics for folks both 



            17    in delineation, like we just mentioned, used fuel, but 



            18    also in the presentation so that the panel and the 



            19    public can also start to see trending data in terms of 



            20    the level of interest and how that relates to the 



            21    schedule of the project, and I think, over time, we 



            22    think about the seven years leading up to the eventual 



            23    work on this, that we'll see peaks and valleys on 



            24    different things, but that that will be really 



            25    informative to the panel on we can at that point tell we 
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             1    did something here and we saw the effect on the public 



             2    and so I think that will be a really important tool 



             3    going forward. 



             4             MR. ANDERS:  Okay.  Great.  Sounds good.  



             5    Anything else?  Thank you.  Thank you, everyone, for 



             6    your time and attention and the meeting is adjourned.



             7             (The proceedings adjourned at 9:33 p.m.)
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