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Executive Summary

This Strategic Vision was prepared by the Diablo Canyon Decommissioning Engagement Panel (DCDEP).
The DCDEP anticipates that this vision document will have multiple purposes. In December 2018 and
again in 2021, PG&E submitted its Nuclear Decommissioning Cost Triennial Proceeding (NDCTP) to the
California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC). The DCDEP submitted the initial Strategic Vision (prepared
in 2018) as a supplement to the 2018 NDCTP, and has submitted and will continue to submit each revision
of the Strategic Vision as they are completed. The Strategic Vision is also a stand-alone document
available to the community, stakeholders and regulatory agencies. It provides information about the
decommissioning process and recommendations from the DCDEP that reflect the community’s wishes for
what will occur before, during and after decommissioning.

The Strategic Vision is revised, updated and refined as the DCDEP continues to hold public meetings and
workshops and receive comments on the decommissioning process, including the complex issue of long-
term storage and intended future removal of spent nuclear fuel from the DCPP site, the potential to reuse
the DCPP site, the conservation of the undeveloped land under PG&E’s control, transportation of
demolished materials from the site (both radiological and non-radiological) and the California Public Utility
Commission’s decisions on each NDCTP.

Diablo Canyon Power Plant (DCPP)

The DCPP is an electricity generating nuclear power plant located near the town of Avila Beach in San
Luis Obispo County operated by Pacific Gas and Electric (PG&E). The plant has two 4-loop pressurized
water nuclear reactors. InJune 2016, PG&E announced plans to close the two Diablo Canyon reactors
in 2024 and 2025. The closure was approved by the CPUC on January 11, 2018.

Diablo Canyon Decommissioning Engagement Panel (DCDEP)

The DCDEP was convened by PG&E as a volunteer, non-regulatory body created to foster and
encourage open communication, public involvement and education on DCPP decommissioning plans
and activities. It is intended to serve as a forum for the local community to provide direct input to
PG&E and regulatory agencies on matters related to DCPP decommissioning. The DCDEP was formed
specifically to provide an avenue for communication from the public to PG&E on the issues
surrounding decommissioning, and not to address the decision to stop or continue operation of the
DCPP.

Community Outreach Process

The DCDEP has held regular public meetings as well as workshops focused on specific subjects. The
first meeting was held on May 30, 2018 and since that time the DCDEP has conducted a total of
twenty-seven public community meetings and workshops to receive information and listen to the
public’s concerns and perspectives. In response to the significant outreach efforts by the DCDEP, over
900 documented comments have been received to date.

Strategic Vision

This Strategic Vision has been prepared by the DCDEP as a “living document” that will be amended
and refined as the decommissioning process continues and the DCDEP hears from the public on
various issues surrounding decommissioning. The recommendations contained in this vision
document are based on the views of the community as expressed during public meetings and
workshops, as well as through emails, letters and other correspondence. The Vision, Goals and
Recommendations were prepared by the DCDEP and this document was created by the DCDEP using
a facilitated process.

1|Page
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Summary of Recommendations

This Strategic Vision contains specific Visions, Goals and Recommendations that represent the
DCDEP’s vision for the DCPP and lands before, during and after the decommissioning process. In
general, the DCDEP recommends:

*,
0.0

The decommissioning (decontamination) process should begin immediately upon shutdown
with a goal of 10 years for completion of radiological decommissioning and decontamination,
avoiding SAFSTOR (which allows up to 60-year delay in decontamination).

The health and safety of the community and the environmental quality of the area should be
the primary consideration when evaluating cost-effective methods of decommissioning in
order to save ratepayers money.

The 12,000 acres that surround the DCPP are a spectacular natural resource and need to be
conserved in perpetuity while allowing for managed-public access and use.

The repurposing of facilities should be explored as a way to both reduce the amount of
demolition materials created and create opportunities for new local jobs and economic
development while considering public safety, traffic concerns and the environmental quality
of the region.

The engagement panel should be in a form that would lead to the best possible
recommendations on achieving a safe and effective decommissioning of the DCPP, including
the disposition of Diablo Canyon Lands and Facilities.

The planning, execution and communication of a rigorous safety and emergency planning
program should be ensured until the plant site is fully cleared of all waste, facilities, and other
structures not suitable for repurposing. [Added April 2019]

The protection of human health and safeguarding the community, workers and the
environment should be the primary considerations in the management of spent nuclear fuel
at DCPP. [Added May 2019]

The activities associated with decommissioning should promote a successful and sustainable
economy while reflecting a future that embraces our community values and builds upon
existing economic drivers, including agriculture, education, technology and tourism.

[Added February 2020]

The safest method of transporting demolition materials from the site should be considered
and put in place in a manner that minimizes the impacts to neighboring communities and the
county at large. [Added July 2020]

The ecological resources of the Diablo Canyon coastline, and in particular the intertidal zone,
should be protected to ensure their preservation and the continuation of the desalination
plant should be considered in order to maintain a reliable source of fresh water to the site.
[Added March 2021]

The review of the land use permit and the completion of the CEQA review should be
accomplished in a manner that ensures an efficient and collaborative process that includes
comprehensive public involvement. [Added April 2022]

The installation of the new dry cask system should be completed in an expeditious manner,
while assuring the safety of workers and the protection of the environment. [Added April 2023]
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Topics Included - Strategic Vision Document
The following topics are included in this document:

Decommissioning Process

Decommissioning Funding

Diablo Canyon Lands

Repurposing of the Diablo Canyon Facilities

Engagement Panel Structure and Function Review

Emergency Planning

Spent Fuel Management

Economic Impacts / Opportunities

Transportation of Non- and Low-Level Radioactive Material

Water Resources

Decommissioning Land Use Permit and the CEQA Process
L. New Spent Nuclear Fuel Storage System

[Amended April 2023]

ASTIOMTMOO®R

Topics Scheduled for Meetings and Workshops in 2023
The following topics are scheduled to be the subject of DCDEP workshops and meetings in 2023:

e Second Quarter — Draft EIR on Decommissioning / 2021 NDCTP / Other Topics
e Third Quarter — Diablo Canyon Lands Update / Current Decommissioning Topics
e Fourth Quarter — Strategic Vision Document Annual Report

[Amended April 2023]

Revisions - Strategic Vision Document

The Strategic Vision Document will be amended and added to by the DCDEP from time to time. You
can search for these changes by the month followed by the year as shown on the Amendments Page
at the back of the document. In addition, a vertical line in the margin delineates the most recent
changes.

The following memos provide a general description of revisions.

May 2019
February 2020
July 2020
March 2021
April 2022

| April 2023
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Introduction/Background

The following sections provide an overview of the Diablo Canyon Power Plant (DCPP), the lands
surrounding the DCPP, the decision to close DCPP, the decommissioning process itself and the Diablo
Canyon Decommissioning Engagement Panel (DCDEP).

A.

History of the Diablo Canyon Power Plant

The DCPP is an electricity-generating nuclear power plant located near the community of Avila
Beach in San Luis Obispo County, California. After the permanent shutdown of the San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Station in 2013, it is the only remaining operational nuclear power plant in
the state.

The facility, which is located on about 12,000 acres of which about 12 acres form the power-
producing portion of the plant, has been in operation since 1985. Its two Westinghouse
Pressurized Water Reactor units are licensed until 2024 and 2025 respectively. The two units
produce a total of 18,000 gigawatt-hours of electricity annually, which is enough energy to meet
the needs of more than three million Northern and Central Californians. This is nearly 10 percent
of California's energy portfolio and 20 percent of the power that PG&E provides throughout its
service area.

In February, 1963 PG&E announced plans to construct five nuclear reactors at the Nipomo Dunes
in southern San Luis Obispo County. Protests were immediately raised and later that year, the
Sierra Club met with PG&E to discuss establishing the new power plant on an alternative site.
PG&E agreed to choose an alternative site and two years later in 1965, the Diablo Canyon site
became the new alternative to the Nipomo Dunes. Over the next three years, PG&E began the
process for construction of a two-unit reactor with the Atomic Energy Commission (precursor to
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission) and the California Public Utility Commission (CPUC). The
Atomic Energy Commission formally approved the construction permit in April 1968 and in July of
1968, construction began on Unit 1. The Unit 2 construction permit was issued in December of
1970, with construction beginning in early 1971.

Continuing through the 1970s, there were hearings, referenda and litigation covering issues
involving earthquake safety, security plans, and environmental quality. In 1984, after 14 years of
hearings, protests, blockades, interventions, court cases, retrofits and reconstruction, PG&E was
granted a full power license by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) for Unit 1 on August
2nd and Unit 2 on November 2nd. On May 7, 1985, Unit 1 began commercial operation and on
March 13, 1987, Unit 2 followed.

Diablo Canyon Lands and the Irish Hills

The Diablo Canyon Lands stretch along 14 miles of pristine coastline, containing relatively
undisturbed grasslands, coastal sage, oak woodlands and bishop pine forests. These areas are
currently managed by PG&E using innovative best management practices and a strong land
stewardship program. The Diablo Canyon Lands include the North Ranch (north of the power
plant), South Ranch (directly south of the power plant) and the 2,400-acre Wild Cherry Canyon
property to the southeast. The Diablo Canyon Lands also include the public Point Buchon and
Pecho Coast trails, as well as the Point San Luis Lighthouse, which is open to the public through
docent led tours.
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The Diablo Canyon Lands are located in the Irish Hills region of San Luis Obispo County (See Figure
1), which has been the subject of significant conservation activity over the last two decades. In
2000, the Nature Conservancy identified the Irish Hills as a top conservation priority in the state,
noting the following:

“The Irish Hills embrace the rugged, western portion of the San Luis Range, extending
from the Pacific Ocean to Los Osos Valley, and from the town of Los Osos on the north
to the San Luis Obispo Creek on the south. The largely undisturbed and highly scenic
site includes Montana de Oro State Park, the Hibberd Preserve [now owned by the SLO
Land Conservancy], and scattered large private holdings, including PG&E properties
surrounding the Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant.”

That same year, 75 percent of county voters supported the DREAM Initiative (Diablo Resources
Advisory Measure, also known as Measure A). DREAM called on PG&E and county leaders to set
aside the Diablo Canyon Lands for habitat preservation, agriculture, and public use upon the
closure of the plant.

Since Measure A’s passage, multiple conservation projects have been completed within the Irish
Hills. In 2001, The Nature Conservancy acquired approximately 1,000 acres along Davis Canyon,
and over the next several years acquired and conserved the Andre, Basserti, Muzio, Yost and
Miller properties, totaling nearly 1,900 acres. Additional properties have been conserved on the
northwestern edge of the Irish Hills by the City of San Luis Obispo as part of its greenbelt
protection program. These acquisitions along with other protected properties (including the
Hibberd Preserve, BLM lands, and Montana de Oro) nearly complete a path for a 20-mile interior
trail connecting Avila Beach to Los Osos. The last critical piece is Wild Cherry Canyon, which has
been the subject of numerous (as of yet unsuccessful) conservation efforts.

C. Process and Decision to Close Diablo Canyon Power Plant

On June 21, 2016, PG&E partnered with labor and leading environmental organizations on a joint
proposal that would increase investment in energy efficiency and renewables while retiring Diablo
Canyon Power Plant (DCPP) at the end of its current NRC operating licenses when they expire on
November 2, 2024 (Unit 1), and August 26, 2025 (Unit 2). The parties to the DCPP joint proposal
include PG&E, International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers Local 1245, Coalition of California
Utility Employees, Friends of the Earth, Natural Resources Defense Council, Environment
California, California Energy Efficiency Industry Council and Alliance for Nuclear Responsibility.

PG&E’s decision to withdraw the license renewal application for DCPP was based on the
determination that the continued baseload operation of the two DCPP units beyond the currently
approved operating periods is not necessary to meet PG&E’s projected energy demand
requirements. This decision was also in support of the state policy to meet California future
electricity needs with renewable generation resources. This resource planning decision was
approved by the CPUC on January 11, 2018 (Decision 18-01-022). In February 2018, PG&E
withdrew its application to the NRC for a licensing extension.
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The CPUC has authorized several elements of the joint proposal, including approval to cease plant
operations once the NRC operating licenses expire, and funding for employee retraining and
redeployment. The CPUC also stated its intention to avoid any increase in greenhouse gas
emissions resulting from the closure of DCPP.

Funding for the community impact mitigation program and full funding of the employee retention
program were not approved by the CPUC. The CPUC instead set forth that legislative
authorization would be needed to approve the community impact mitigation program. Senate
Bill (SB) 1090 was introduced in the California State Legislature to meet these key remaining goals
of the joint proposal. It was approved by the State Senate and State Assembly in 2018 with
bipartisan support, and was signed into law by Governor Brown on September 20, 2018.

D. Decommissioning

When a power company decides to close a nuclear power plant permanently, the facility must be
decommissioned by safely removing it from service and reducing residual radioactivity to a level
that permits release of the property and termination of the operating license. The NRC has strict
rules governing nuclear power plant decommissioning, involving cleanup of radioactively
contaminated plant systems and structures and removal of the radioactive fuel. These
requirements protect workers and the public during the entire decommissioning process and the
public after the license is terminated.

Decommissioning Process
The companies that operate nuclear power plants can use one or both of two options to
decommission their facilities.

The first option is known as “DECON,” short for decontamination. With DECON, the first steps of
taking the plant apart begin as soon as the fuel is removed from the reactor vessel. The operator
first decontaminates or removes contaminated equipment and materials. The transfer of spent
nuclear fuel into dry cask storage and the removal of equipment lowers the radiation level in the
facility and significantly reduces the potential exposure to workers during subsequent
decommissioning operations. DECON can take five years or more.

The second option is called “SAFSTOR,” for safe storage. This process takes much longer. After
the fuel is removed from the reactor vessel, the plant is kept intact and placed in protective
storage for an extended period of time. This allows the radioactive elements in components to
decay to stable elements. During this time, the main components of the plant remain in place,
including the reactor vessel, fuel pools, turbine and other elements. All fuel is removed from the
reactor vessel and placed in fuel pools or dry storage on-site. The NRC continues to inspect the
site and provides regulatory oversight of maintenance and security appropriate to the low risk
profile of the site. The plant is dismantled in a process similar to the DECON option once
radioactivity has decayed to lower levels and the safety risk to workers is substantially reduced.
Generally, sites must spend no longer than 50 years in SAFSTOR to allow up to 10 years for
decontamination. The entire process must be completed within 60 years.

According to the NRC website as of 2018, eighteen commercial reactors in the United States are
in the decommissioning process. Twelve of these reactors are using the SAFSTOR option, six are
using the DECON option.
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Decommissioning Funding

Before a nuclear power plant begins operations, the NRC requires that the licensee must establish
or obtain a financial mechanism (such as a trust fund or a guarantee from its parent company) to
ensure there will be sufficient money to pay for the ultimate decommissioning of the facility.

Each nuclear power plant licensee must report to the NRC every two years the status of its
decommissioning funding for each reactor that it owns. The report must estimate the minimum
amount needed for decommissioning by using predetermined formulas. Licensees may
alternatively determine a site-specific funding estimate, provided that amount is greater than the
generic decommissioning estimate determined through the formulas. Approximately 70 percent
of licensees are authorized to accumulate decommissioning funds over the operating life of their
plants. The NRC completes an independent analysis to determine whether licensees are providing
reasonable "decommissioning funding assurance" for radiological decommissioning of the reactor
at the permanent termination of operation.

In California, the CPUC also regulates and reviews nuclear decommissioning costs and projects,
pursuant to the California Nuclear Facility Decommissioning Act. The California Nuclear Facility
Decommissioning Act was passed by state legislation in 1985 to ensure that there is sufficient
funding available to decommission nuclear facilities upon shutdown. As early as 1983, the CPUC
ordered PG&E to begin forecasting its nuclear decommissioning costs to make sure that there is
adequate funding and that those decommissioning costs would be distributed equitably over time
among all customers who benefit from the operation of the DCPP.

Under the 1985 Act, the CPUC established the Nuclear Decommissioning Cost Triennial
Proceeding (NDCTP) as a proceeding to examine nuclear decommissioning costs funding levels for
the trust fund that each utility establishes to fund decommissioning, and the assumptions
associated with that funding level.  Specifically, the NDCTP application includes a
decommissioning cost estimate that covers reasonable and prudent decommissioning costs and
assumptions around how that cost estimate is developed. The application also includes a review
of any decommissioning projects that were completed since the last application was filed, and
any assumptions about the trust fund, the rate of return and funding requirements. The NDCTP
application is filed every three years and the revenue requirement can and will be adjusted every
three years with subsequent NDCTP applications as new information becomes available. PG&E
filed a NDCTP application in March of 2016 and again in December 2018. The latest filing was in
December 2021.

Ownership of Nuclear Power Plants During Decommissioning

Because the expertise needed to operate a nuclear power plant is different than the expertise
needed to decommission a plant, some operators in the United States have elected to transfer
the power plant after closure to a third party to complete the decommissioning process. The
acquiring party accepts the responsibility for full decontamination and site restoration, and would
have access to the trust funds established by the original operator and in the case of a regulated
utility, funded by ratepayers.

Other power plants retain ownership of the plant itself, as well as the licenses, spent fuel and
Nuclear Decommissioning Trust. They may elect however, to hire a contractor to perform the
decommissioning activities, instead of performing the activities themselves. Both SONGS, located
in San Onofre, California and the Fort Calhoun Nuclear Generating Station, located in Fort
Calhoun, Nebraska are examples of this option. Both of these plants have entered into a contract
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for EnergySolutions to be the General Decommissioning Contractor. EnergySolutions will perform
all of the work and hire the subcontractors while the power plant operator (SCE and Omaha Public
Power District) will perform the contract oversight (similar to a general contractor and property
owner of a construction site).

The following nuclear power plants, located in other states, have been sold to companies that
will complete the decommissioning activities.

1. Indian Point (NY) Nuclear Power Plant, Buchanan, New York — Merchant Generator
Entergy Corporation has agreed to sell the subsidiaries that own Indian Point Units 1, 2, and
3, to a Holtec International subsidiary for decommissioning. The sale includes the transfer of
the licenses, spent fuel, decommissioning liabilities, and Nuclear Decommissioning Trusts for
the three units. (2019)
http://www.safesecurevital.com/entergy-agrees-to-post-shutdown-sale-of-indian-point-
energy-center-to-holtec-international/

2. Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Plant — Vernon, Vermont — Regulated Utility

Entergy Corporation completed the sale of Entergy Nuclear Vermont Yankee to subsidiaries
of NorthStar Group Services, which will decommission the Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power
Station site. The sale is a first-of-its-kind in the nuclear power industry — a permanent
ownership and license transfer to a company that is slated to perform timely and efficient
decommissioning and site restoration. NorthStar will own, possess the licenses for, and
decommission Vermont Yankee. (2018)
http://vydecommissioning.com/entergy-completes-sale-of-vermont-yankee-to-northstar/

3. Zion lllinois Nuclear Power Plant — Zion, lllinois - Merchant Generator
Exelon Corporation completed the sale of Zion Station to EnergySolutions, to dismantle the
plant and remove material and parts to its Utah waste facility. The sale includes the transfer
of the station license. Exelon retains ownership of the spent nuclear fuel. At the completion
of the decommissioning, responsibility for the site will transfer back to Exelon. (2010)
https://www.exeloncorp.com/newsroom/Documents/Press-Release-
Starting%20with%20Zion%20Station%20Decommissioning, %20Exelon%20t0%20Make%205-
Year,%20546%20Billion%20Investment%20in%20Illinoi 2585.pdfttsearch=Zion

4. Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station — Plymouth, Massachusetts - Merchant Generator
Entergy Corporation has agreed to sell the subsidiaries that own the Pilgrim Nuclear Power
Station, after shutdown and reactor defueling, to a Holtec International subsidiary for
decommissioning. The sale includes the transfer of the licenses, spent fuel and Nuclear
Decommissioning Trust. (2019)
http://www.pilgrimpower.com/entergy-agrees-to-post-shutdown-sale-of-pilgrim-palisades-
nuclear-power-plants-to-holtec-international-for-decommissioning/

5. Palisades Nuclear Power Plant — Covert, Michigan — Merchant Generator
Entergy Corporation has agreed to sell the subsidiaries that own the Palisades Nuclear Power
Plant, after shutdown and reactor defueling, to a Holtec International subsidiary for
decommissioning. The sale includes the transfer of the licenses, spent fuel and Nuclear
Decommissioning Trust. (2019)
http://www.palisadespower.com/entergy-agrees-to-post-shutdown-sale-of-pilgrim-
palisades-nuclear-power-plants-to-holtec-international-for-decommissioning/
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6. Oyster Creek Generating Station -Lacey Township, New Jersey - — Merchant Generator
Exelon Generation has agreed to sell the Oyster Creek Generating Station to Holtec
International for decommissioning. Under the terms of the agreement, Holtec will assume
ownership of the site, real property and used nuclear fuel. As the site’s owner, Holtec will
manage all site decommissioning and restoration activities. (2019)
https://www.exeloncorp.com/newsroom/holtec-international-to-purchase-oyster-creek

7. LaCrosse Boiling Water Reactor - Genoa, Wisconsin — Merchant Generator
Dairyland Power Cooperative executed an agreement with EnergySolutions Incorporated for
the decommissioning of the La Crosse Boiling Water Reactor (LACBWR) site located in owned
by Dairyland. Under the agreement, Dairyland’s Possession Only License will be transferred
to an EnergySolutions company, LaCrosseSolutions, which will assume responsibility for
completing the remaining decommissioning of the site except for the spent nuclear fuel
storage facility. Dairyland will retain ownership of the site and the spent nuclear fuel. Upon
completion of decommissioning, the License will be amended to cover the dry fuel storage
facility only and transferred back to Dairyland.
https://www.energysolutions.com/dairyland-power-and-energysolutions-sign-license-
stewardship-agreement/

The electric utility industry is partially unregulated. Although a few states don’t regulate
electricity generation, most of the sector is still regulated. Companies usually operate with a
combination of regulated and unregulated activities.

Regulated markets feature vertically-integrated utilities that own or control the entire flow of
electricity from generation to meter. Examples in the United States include Florida, Colorado,
Idaho, and Kentucky. Conversely, utilities (Merchant Generators) in deregulated markets must
divest all ownership in generation and transmission, and are only responsible for distribution,
operations, and maintenance from the interconnection at the grid to the meter; billing the
ratepayer; and acting as the Provider of Last Resort (POLR). Deregulated markets feature grid
operators that administer wholesale markets to ensure reliability on the grid and prevent
blackouts. Multiple retail suppliers (or load serving entities, known as LSEs) buy generation and
sell electricity to end-users.

Several states have become deregulated markets over the last 20 years, largely in the Northeast,
Mid-Atlantic, and Texas. Other states, such as California, are partially deregulated or have had
deregulation suspended.

If PG&E, as a California regulated utility, were to pursue sale of the plant to another entity to
accomplish decommissioning, that sale would require the approval of the CPUC, as well as the
NRC.

[Added May 2019]
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2018 NDCTP Decision

On December 13, 2018 PG&E submitted the 2018 Nuclear Decommissioning Cost Triennial
Proceeding (NDCTP) to the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC). On January 10, 2020 a
Settlement Agreement was filed in response to the 2018 NDCTP between PG&E and the following

intervenors:

o The Utility Reform Network

. The Public Advocate’s Office of the California Public Utilities Commission
o Alliance for Nuclear Responsibility

o County of San Luis Obispo

. Women's Energy Matters

. yak tit'u tit'u yak tithini Northern Chumash Cultural Preservation Kinship

The Settlement Agreement included a reduction in the Decommissioning Cost Estimate from $4.8
billion dollars to $3.9 billion dollars. PG&E proposed this reduction through a $200 million dollar
savings related to general repurposing (subject to regulatory approvals), $300 million dollars in
savings created through a shortened time frame in the transfer period for the spent nuclear fuel
from the cooling pools to dry cask storage and $400 million dollars in savings through the
repurposing, instead of removal, of the breakwater. The settlement also provided a revenue
recovery requirement over eight years that created about $112.5 million dollars that also
provided an opportunity for non-qualified trust use. This would allow funding to be used for
planning and permitting work in the years before the plant ceases operation. This means that
PG&E would be able to proceed straight to “decon” when Unit 2 shuts down in 2025. This is
consistent with this Strategic Vision that states: “The decommissioning (decontamination) process
should begin immediately upon shutdown with a goal of 10 years for completion of radiological
decommissioning and decontamination, avoiding SAFSTOR (which allows up to 60-year delay in
decontamination)”. It also allows for the procurement of a spent nuclear fuel management
system, and the conducting of physical work while the plant is operating.

On August 6, 2021, the CPUC issued a preliminary decision that adopted the Settlement
Agreement. That decision found that the Settlement Agreement is reasonable, consistent with
the law andisin the publicinterest. On September9, 2021 the CPUC voted to finalize the decision.
[Added April 2022]

Extending Operations at DCPP

Background

At a public meeting held on December 14, 2022, the DCDEP heard from different agencies that
will be involved in the potential extended operation of the DCPP. On September 1, 2022, the
California Legislation passed Senate Bill 846 (SB 846), which authorizes the extension of operating
the DCPP beyond the current expiration dates (2024 Unit 1 / 2025 Unit 2) for up to five additional
years (no later than 2029 Unit 1 / 2030 Unit 2).

The bill also authorized a mostly forgivable loan of $1.4 billion from the state (using largely federal
monies) to PG&E to facilitate the extension of the plant. PG&E announced that it will seek an
operating license extension from NRC.. A completed application for license renewal will be
submitted to the NRC by PG&E no later than December 31, 2023.
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Existing law requires the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) verify that utilities have
plans in place that assure system and local reliability on both a near-term and long-term basis. A
number of events, including drought, unusual cold and heat occurrences, global supply chain
issues and changing market conditions, have made it difficult to meet planning standards for near-
term reliability. These events have also made it difficult to bring renewable energy projects on
line fast enough to cover these extreme conditions in both the near-term and long-term. There
is a need for more resources to cover the reliability risks associated with peak electricity demands.
(see chart below from CEC Vice Chair Gunda's presentation to the DCDEP at the December 14,
2022 public workshop)

State is Facing Reliability Challenges
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To address this, in 2022, the California legislature passed four bills that work together to help
address the state’s energy reliability issues. Senate Bill 846 (SB 846) is one of these bills. Assembly
Bill 424 (AB 424), requires an assessment of Firm Zero-Carbon Resource standards. Assembly Bills
205 and 209 (AB 205 and SB 209), primarily provide various state agencies with additional funding
to shore up additional resources that can help with the emergency peaks coming from extreme
heat, drought or fires. Also, AB 209 provides additional funding for offshore wind and other
renewable technologies.

SB 846, sets in motion the analysis, conditions and requirements necessary for an extension of
DCPP through 2030. The bill has two objectives as follows: (1) the bill tasks State agencies with
determining the prudency of the extension, taking into consideration reliability issues, as well as
cost effectiveness and greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction goals; and (2) given the time constraints
of extending the operation of a nuclear power plant (which has many regulatory hurdles) provides
direction to State agencies to take the minimum required steps to maintain the option for
extending operations at DCPP beyond 2024 and 2025. SB 846 also directs, primarily the CPUC, to
take actions to ensure ratepayer benefit, protection and safe operations.

Summary of actions required by SB 846

SB 846 provides a financial and regulatory pathway that would allow the potential of continuing
operations at the DCPP beyond the scheduled shutdown. While the legislation provides a
pathway, there are numerous activities and approvals that must be accomplished before DCPP
would be able to continue operations. There are approximately 40 different activities assigned to
various State agencies outlined in the bill.
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The California Energy Commission (CEC), CPUC, Department of Water Resources (DWR), and the
California Natural Resources Agency (CNRA) are primarily responsible for the tasks laid out in SB
846. The California Independent Systems Operator (CAISO), the State Water Board, Department
of Finance and the State Controller’s Office and other entities are also called out specifically in the
legislation.

CEC Tasks

The CEC is tasked with development of a joint agency reliability planning assessment which
will inform the prudency of extending operations at DCPP, along with several other tasks,
outlined below:

A Joint Agency Reliability Planning Assessment (Reliability Planning Assessment)
addresses requirements for electricity reliability reporting as set forth in both SB 846 and
AB 205. The report provides the first quarterly review of the demand forecast, the supply
forecast, and potential high, medium, and low risks to reliability in the California
Independent System Operator territory from 2023 to 2032. The analysis completed for
2023 is preliminary and will be updated in May 2023 to capture relevant pre-summer
conditions (e.g., hydroelectric updates). The report also provides an evaluation of
summer 2022 reliability and the magnitude of reliability problems for 2023-2026, as
required by AB 205.

A Clean Energy Reliability Investment Plan (CERIP) addresses a requirement in SB 846 for
the CEC to develop a S$1 billion investment plan for clean energy resources. Specifically
this plan would evaluate an acceleration of the creation of clean energy resources so that
there would no need for DCPP beyond 2030. The CERIP provides justification and
recommendations for clean energy investments that accelerate the deployment of clean
energy resources, support demand response, assist ratepayers, and increase energy
reliability. The plan takes into account California’s anticipated supply and demand needs
for near-term and mid-term reliability, advancement of the state’s policies towards 100
percent zero-carbon and renewable energy resources by 2045, and the state’s
greenhouse gas emissions reduction targets for the electricity sector.

An Analysis of Need to Support Reliability addresses a requirement in SB 846 for the CEC
to determine the need to extend the operation of the DCPP for 2024—-2030. The analysis
is based on a CEC assessment of the state’s electricity reliability based on forecasted
demand and supply for that period. Based on CEC’s analysis, the CEC staff recommends
that CEC determine that it is prudent for the state to pursue extension of DCPP. This
determination is driven by the risk that sufficient electricity resources may not be built in
time to reach the ordered procurement and to address potential grid demands in extreme
heat events associated with climate change. This report was submitted in March 2023.
It can be found at this link.

A report on the need for an extension of operations at DCPP is due in July 2023; and a
report on operations at DCPP, the cost effectiveness of DCPP and cost comparison of
alternatives to continued operations at DCPP is due in October 2023. The CEC will also
look at load-shift goals and policies to ensure there are more tools in the toolbox for the
State to rapidly meet its clean energy goals.
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The joint agency reliability planning assessment estimates the electric supply and demand
balance over the next 3 to 15 years. It identifies expected loads and resources and
potential delays or barriers in bringing in a new supply and recommends actions to resolve
these potential delays. This report has to be completed on a quarterly basis. The first
report was submitted in February 2023, and it must be updated quarterly. Follow this link
to view the first report: Joint Agency Reliability Planning Assessment (ca.gov)

Specific to DCPP, the CEC will need to evaluate whether there is a potential for reliability
deficiencies and whether an extension of operation makes sense. Also, an assessment of
operations at DCPP that would look into the past and see how often the plant was out of
operation (ie: planned and unplanned outages). Alternatives to extending DCPP
operations and cost comparison of these alternatives will also be evaluated.

The legislation also requires the CEC, in consultation with the CPUC and CAISO, look at
the opportunity to reduce the demand for electricity through load shifting to reduce net
peak electrical demand for some of the resources in the long term. This is not just looking
at DCPP, but also at other once through cooling power plants that are seeking extension.

Finally, the CERIP sets forth a billion dollars to support investments that take into account:
anticipated supply and demand (need for near- and mid-term reliability), advancement of
100 percent zero carbon and renewable resources policies and meeting the Greenhouse
Gas reduction target for electricity sector.

CPUC Tasks

The CPUC will have a supporting or joint role with the CEC in many of the tasks assigned to
the CEC. However, the CPUC’s primary responsibility is making sure that there is ratepayer
protection if operations are extended at DCPP. By the end of 2023, the CPUC will need to
determine DCPP final closure dates. This determination will not look beyond 2030, but will
determine if it’s feasible for the plant to close sooner. The CPUC, within an “Energy Resource
Recovery Account” type of proceeding, will look at enabling PG&E to recover the reasonable
costs and expenses of operating DCPP, authorize PG&E to recover, in rates, an operating fee
for each megawatt hour generated by DCPP during extended operations, and determine
whether PG&E is liable for any above-market costs resulting from any extended outages.

The CPUC is also tasked with establishing a new cost allocation mechanism to recover costs
from all CPUC jurisdictional entities, authorizing the recovery of reasonable replacement
power costs by PG&E, if incurred, during any DCPP unplanned outage periods, and
determining whether and how much additional decommissioning funding is needed and
authorize PG&E to collect as needed.

Both during the license renewal process or any extended operations, the CPUC will determine
whether continued operations are reasonable or not as a result of the cost of performing
upgrades needed to continue operations of one or both units. This is reviewed in relation to
whether the costs exceed the benefits to ratepayers. Also, at the end of any continued
operations, the CPUC will verify that PG&E’s sole compensations during the period of
extended operations is limited to the volumetric and fixed payments.
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A key requirement for the CPUC established in the legislation to is assure there is sufficient
funding for the Diablo Canyon Independent Safety Committee (DCISC) to continue and to
attract qualified experts to sit on the committee and for PG&E to respond to the findings and
recommendations of the DCISC and distribute the response to various public entities.

There is also direction for the CPUC to work with local Native American tribes to make sure
that their interests are reflected, along with the local communities, relative to the disposition
of DCPP properties. This includes the designation of a tribal liaison to consider tribal access,
use, conservation, and co-management of DCPP lands.

DWR Tasks

DWR is primarily a channel for disbursement for moneys that were set aside to pay for some
of the cost that PG&E might incur in keeping the open option for extended operations at
DCPP. These include, developing and executing contracts that disperse funds for the loaning
of money necessary for advancing next steps, compensating operators’ performance, and
contracting for external expertise to help with the whole process.

CNRA Tasks

The CNRA is required to submit to the Legislature: a detailed description and plan identifying
all actions necessary for extension of DCPP and a Land Conservation and Economic
Development Plan that includes a public outreach component. The CNRA, along with all the
agencies, are to ensure there is robust stakeholder participation.

Reliability

Diablo Canyon
Nuclear Power
Plant
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+CPUC action added for reference

PG&E - Dual Track

PG&E began the process of decommissioning in 2016, with the approval of the joint proposal in
partnership with labor and environmental organizations, that would increase investment in
energy efficiency and renewables while retiring DCPP at the end of its current NRC operating
licenses. Since that time, PG&E has been working towards obtaining all the approvals needed
for shut down of the DCPP.
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When SB 846 was enacted in September 2022, PG&E was now tasked with two different actions.
The first is continuing the work on the decommissioning of DCPP in 2025 when Unit 2 is scheduled
to cease operations, and the second is to take the necessary steps to continue operation of DCPP
past 2025. (see graphic below from PG&E’s presentation to the DCDEP at the December 14, 2022
public workshop) Although SB 846 provides a pathway for continuing operations at DCPP, there
are a number of assessments, approvals and subsequent legislative actions that would need to
occur. Because approval of continued operations at DCPP has not yet occurred and PG&E’s
commitment to the community was to go directly into decommissioning once the facility is no
long in use, proceeding with the work necessary for closure will continue.

The steps that PG&E is working on in order to complete the closure of DCPP include, continuing
to work with the DCDEP and support stakeholder and public participation on items relating to
decommissioning, completing the decommissioning land use permitting that is underway with the
County of San Luis Obispo, Coastal Commission and other local and state agencies, working on
the decommissioning licensing actions required by the NRC, preparing the triennial cost
proceedings (NDCTP) required by the CPUC and continuing to work on activities associated with
disposition of the Diablo Canyon lands.

At the same time, PG&E will be pursuing license renewal with Federal and State agencies,
completing the requirements for continued operations that were specified in SB 846 and
developing an employee retention program.

PG&E will also continue to work with Orano, the contractor recently selected to construct the
new Spent Nuclear Fuel storage system on the existing ISFSI area located on-site. This system will
need to be in place for either scenario of closure or continued operations.

— Continue key decommissioning planning to secure items already in progress
+ Diablo Canyon Decommissioning Engagement Panel

« San Luis Obispo County: Decommissioning development planning

* Nuclear Regulatory Commission: Decommissioning license actions
/ « CA Public Utilities Commission: Nuclear Decommissioning Cost Triennial Proceedings
SB 846 Diablo Canyon land activities
Enacted
(Sep 2, 2022)

— DCPP license renewal efforts with Federal and State agencies (ongoing)

— Dept. of Energy conditionally granted PG&E Civil Nuclear Credit funds (up to $1.1B)
— Coordinate with State’s Secretary of Natural Resources (ongoing)

— Develop employee retention
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Resource Materials
The following links are offered to assist the public with understanding SB 846 and keeping
informed regarding continued operations.

Information Link

Text of Senate Bill 846 Bill Text - SB-846 Diablo Canyon powerplant: extension of
operations.

PG&E Summary of Senate Bill 846 and | SB-846-PGE-Summary-11 23 22.pdf (diablocanyonpanel.org)
Status of activities related to the
extended operations of DCPP

California Energy Commission (CEC) California Energy Commission : e-comment : Submit Comment
Senate Bill 846 Docket

Diablo Canyon Independent Safety Diablo Canyon Independent Safety Committee (DCISC)
Committee

Spent Nuclear Fuel Management

SB 846 allow PG&E to request a license extension to operate the DCPP beyond 2025. There are
many steps (as outlined above) that need to occur before an extension can be granted, including
approval by the NRC. |If operations are extended, the program for Spent Nuclear Waste
Management will need to be modified to reflect on-going operations, as opposed to
decommissioning. There may be the need to expand or modify the existing ISFSI if the plant
continues to operate. The DCDEP will continue to monitor these efforts as more information
becomes available regarding extension of operations, including the important issues surrounding
the storage and management of spent nuclear fuel. Click here for a letter from PG&E to the
Executive Director of the CEC that outlines both the available capacity of the existing wet and dry
sent nuclear fuel storage and the forecasted amount of spent fuel generated through continued
operations.

[Added April 2023]

E. Diablo Canyon Decommissioning Engagement Panel (DCDEP)

In 2016 when PG&E announced plans to close the DCPP, a partnership with labor and leading
environmental organizations was formed to create the “joint proposal.” The joint proposal
included a plan to engage the community in a very transparent, robust and collaborative
conversation about how DCPP will be shutdown. In addition, in 2018, the CPUC directed that
PG&E take no action with respect to any of the lands and facilities before completion of a public
stakeholder process. The DCDEP was formed to create an avenue for this two-way
communication. The meetings and workshops held by the DCDEP allow local community
members to provide direct input to PG&E, and subject matter experts to provide information to
the panel and the public about DCPP decommissioning.

The DCDEP is helping inform PG&E’s site-specific decommissioning plans including future land use
and repurposing recommendations. PG&E will consider DCDEP input while ensuring that DCPP
decommissioning plans remain in compliance with regulatory guidelines and protection of PG&E
assets. The DCDEP functions solely in an informational and advisory capacity. PG&E retains
complete discretion to accept, modify or decline any recommendations made by the DCDEP, as
PG&E is responsible for ensuring the health and safety of the public and is the financial and land
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steward of DCPP assets. Final decisions regarding DCPP decommissioning will be made by PG&E
in conjunction with the appropriate regulatory agencies.

PG&E is seeking community input through the DCDEP as it prepares the DCPP decommissioning
plans and cost estimates that will be the subject of an ongoing regulatory process that began with
the filing of the NDCTP on December 13, 2018 with the CPUC. PG&E intends to continue to engage
with the DCDEP and solicit input from the public during this multi-year review process.

Initial Panel Formation Process

In early February 2018, PG&E announced its intention to form the DCDEP. PG&E employed a
robust print, radio and social media advertising campaign to make the public aware of the
opportunity to submit an application to become a member of the Engagement Panel. A formation
committee, comprised of representatives from the local community and PG&E, developed panel
selection criteria, reviewed applications and participated in a facilitated process to reach
consensus on a slate of community panel-member recommendations for PG&E’s final decision.
The formation committee was looking for representatives from the local community who broadly
reflect the diverse community stakeholder viewpoints in proximity to DCPP. There are no
designated seats for any organization or interest group on the panel. The community members
of the DCDEP are unpaid volunteers who are highly engaged and well-informed leaders in the
community. Elected officials, PG&E employees and their immediate family members were not
eligible for the initial community panel membership. After an in-depth review of 105 applicants,
a formation committee assisted in the selection of the initial eleven community members of the
DCDEP (the twelfth member is a PG&E representative). The formation committee was comprised
of the following individuals:

. Dee Lacey ° Jeff Thomas

. Katcho Achadjian . Ken Thompson

° Ermina Karim ° Tom Jones, PG&E

. Rochelle Becker . Stephanie Isaacson, PG&E
[Amended July 2020]

Reappointment and Vacancy Process

As DCDEP member appointments expire, PG&E opens an application period that lasts a minimum
of 30 days. Through advertisements placed in various traditional and social media outlets, new
members are sought to fill expiring terms and any other vacancies (e.g.: resignations). Decisions
on memberships to be renewed or vacancies filled are made by PG&E representatives, along with
panel members not seeking reappointment, consistent with the DCDEP’s Charter.

[Amended April 2022]

Composition of the Diablo Canyon Decommissioning Engagement Panel
The Diablo Canyon Decommissioning Engagement Panel (DCDEP) is comprised of representatives
from the local community.

The current member’s complete profiles can be found by following this link. 2021-22 DCDEP
members are as follows:
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Will Almas, San Luis Obispo - Will, currently retired, has lived in San Luis Obispo for over 20
years. His experience includes over 30 years with gas and oil companies and uranium mining
and processing companies. This included overseeing remediation projects and the
decommissioning and reclamation of mining and processing facilities. [Added April 2022]

Dr. Timothy Auran, Avila Beach — Tim has lived on the Central Coast for over 10 years and is
currently employed as CEO and interventional radiologist at Radiology Associates in San Luis
Obispo. He has knowledge of both radiation therapy and the nuclear industry. [Added March
2021]

David M. Baldwin, Atascadero — David is a lifelong resident of San Luis Obispo County and
currently works in Public Works Labor Compliance for the Labor Management Compliance
Council and is a member of Plumbers and Steamfitters local 403. David was appointed by the
governor to the 16th District Agricultural Association California Mid-State Fair Board of
Directors, where he currently serves as Chairman of the Finance and Operations Committees.

Dena Bellman, Arroyo Grande - Dena has lived in San Luis Obispo County most of her life and
is active in many community-building volunteer efforts. She currently works as the District
Planning Chief with the Channel Coast District of California State Parks. Dena brings a strong
knowledge of government and community to this decommissioning effort.

Michael Lucas, Morro Bay — Michael, Professor Emeritus (Architecture, Cal Poly), is a twenty-
year resident of Morro Bay and served as a Planning Commissioner there for over fifteen
years. He brings his knowledge of environmental review, land use and land stewardship to
the Panel. [Added April 2023]

Robert “Bob” Pavlik, San Luis Obispo — Bob has lived in San Luis Obispo County since 1986 and
is currently retired from Cal Trans where he was the Supervising Environmental Planner for
the Central Region. He previously served on the City of SLO Cultural Heritage Committee, the
BLM’s Carrizo Plain National Monument Advisory Committee and Heritage Shared. [Added
April 2023]

Charlene Rosales, San Luis Obispo — Charlene is a 35-year resident of San Luis Obispo and is
currently the Deputy Director/COVID Manager for Mission Community Services Corporation
Women’s Business Centers. She is a member of numerous economic non-profit organizations,
as well as serving on the boards of a number of local community groups. [Added March 2021]

Linda Seeley, Los Osos — Linda, currently retired, has been a resident of San Luis Obispo County
since 1982. She worked as a nurse-midwife and women'’s health nurse practitioner. She is a
member of San Luis Obispo Mothers for Peace, as well as other environmental interest
groups.

Bruce Severance, Grover Beach — Bruce has lived in the South County area for over 25 years.
EV and green product designer since 1990 and a licensed green builder, home designer and
energy analyst since 2011. He co-founded the Latino Business and Community Council and is
also a founding member of the San Luis Obispo Climate Coalition and the Economic Recovery
Initiative. [Added April 2023]
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Mariam Shah, Arroyo Grande — Mariam, has lived on the Central Coast since 2008, and served
two terms on the Grover Beach City Council. She currently serves on the Board of the Five
Cities Homeless Coalition and brings a passion for keeping the Central Coast accessible for
families and people of all income levels to the DCDEP. [Added April 2022]

Kara Woodruff, San Luis Obispo — Kara has lived in San Luis Obispo County for nearly three
decades and is currently the District Director for Senator John Laird. Kara brings to the panel
a strong interest in the conservation of the Diablo Canyon Lands.

Maureen Zawalick, San Luis Obispo (PG&E Representative) - Maureen has over 30 years’
experience in the utility and nuclear energy industry and is Vice President of Business and
Technical Services for Generation at the Pacific Gas and Electric Company. [Added March 2021]

Scott Lathrop (Ex-Officio Member) — Scott has lived in San Luis Obispo County for most of his
life. A Chumash Native American, his ancestral roots are in and around Diablo Canyon. He
recently retired from a public-school district where he was the Assistant Superintendent of
Business Services.

Trevor Keith (Ex-Officio Member) — Trevor is the Director of San Luis Obispo County Planning
and Building Department.

Past Members:

Jon Franke (PG&E Representative): May 2018 through December 2018
Frank Mecham, Paso Robles: May 2018 through December 2019

Nancy O'Malley, Avila Beach — May 2018 through July 2020

Jim Welsch (PG&E Representative) — January 2019 through October 2019
Alex Karlin, San Luis Obispo — May 2018 through March 2021

Lauren Brown, San Luis Obispo — May 2018 through March 2021

Patrick Lemieux, Morro Bay — March 2021 through May 2022

Sherri Danoff, Avila Beach — May 2018 through May 2022

[Amended May 2019 / February 2020 / March 2021/April 2022/April 2023]
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Il. Engagement Panel Community Outreach
Efforts

The DCDEP held its first public meeting on May 30, 2018. Since that time the DCDEP has conducted a total
of twenty-one public community meetings and six public workshops to receive information and listen to
the public’s concerns and perspectives. The DCDEP members used numerous pathways to inform the
public about the decommissioning process and receive feedback. Since the formation of the DCDEP, PG&E
has supported their efforts with targeted media announcements and social media advertising. In addition,
PG&E has completed more than 300 tours of the plant site and lands for over 1,600 individuals. Since
2018 there have also over 200 presentations made to the public reaching more than 13,000 members of
the public. In 2021, PG&E began developing guide-less virtual tours (videos) of the plant, lands, marina
and ISFSI, that have garnered over 14,000 views to date. In 2019, the DCDEP created a website separate
from the PG&E website that allows the DCDEP to directly oversee and manage the content. The website
can be found at: https://diablocanyonpanel.org/.

[PusLic meeTivs

[In-PERSON DIBCUSSIONS |

A. Community Outreach Activities - 2018
2018 was the first year of public outreach. There was a concentrated effort that included public
meetings, workshops, public tours of the site and presentations to community groups. In
addition, the DCDEP participated in fact-finding tours and field trips to be more knowledgeable
about the DCPP, similar decommissioning projects, existing conservation activities and other
community engagement panels.

2018 Public Meetings and Workshops

The DCDEP conducted seven public meetings in 2018 addressing a range of decommissioning
topics. Prior to the first meeting, the DCDEP requested that PG&E identify the decommissioning
topics that required public input prior to filing the 2018 NDCTP. At the first meeting, the DCDEP
members discussed PG&E’s recommendations and then selected and scheduled the topics to be
addressed through 2018.

Prior to each public meeting, PG&E and the DCDEP hosted an open house where the public could
view information specific to the meeting topic and speak individually with PG&E technical experts
and DCDEP members. Online kiosks were also available where members of the public could ask
guestions or provide comments. Time on the agenda was also allocated at each public meeting
for public comments where members of the public or organizations could express their concerns
and make recommendations.
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Meetings can be viewed by selecting the Meeting Video link in the table below. The transcript
and the agenda and presentation materials for each meeting can also be viewed by selecting the
appropriate link below.

Date Decommissioning Topic Meeting Details
May 30, 2018 Introduction and Selection of Meeting Topics Meeting Video

Meeting Transcript

Agenda & Presentation Slides
June 27, 2018 Regulatory Requirements for the NDCTP Meeting Video

Meeting Transcript

Agenda & Presentation Slides
July 25, 2018 Decommissioning Funding Meeting Video

Meeting Transcript

Agenda & Presentation Slides
August 29, 2018 | Diablo Canyon Lands Meeting Video

Meeting Transcript

Agenda & Presentation Slides

September 26, Repurposing of DCPP Facilities Meeting Video
2018 Meeting Transcript

Agenda & Presentation Slides
October 24, Emergency Planning Meeting Video
2018 Meeting Transcript

Agenda & Presentation Slides
November 13, Draft DCDEP Strategic Vision Report Meeting Video
2018 Meeting Transcript

Agenda & Presentation Slides

Transcription materials provided for meetings only

In addition to the monthly public meetings held in 2018, the DCDEP held four full-day workshops
on Diablo Canyon Lands and DCPP facility repurposing. The purpose of the workshops was to give
interested organizations and the public more time than could be allocated at a monthly public
meeting to present their ideas and engage in a dialogue with the DCDEP members. A total of
twelve organizations made presentations on Diablo Canyon Lands and nine on Facility
Repurposing.

The following is a list of the workshop dates and topics. The agendas are available by selecting
Agenda and the recorded online video is available online by selecting “View Video.”

Date Topic Workshop Details
August 17, 2018 Diablo Canyon Lands Agenda View Video
August 18, 2018 Diablo Canyon Lands Agenda View Video
September 14, 2018 DCPP Facility Repurposing Agenda View Video
September 15, 2018 DCPP Facility Repurposing Agenda View Video

2018 - Public Tours of Diablo Canyon Lands and Facilities

In concert with the DCDEP public meeting and workshops on Diablo Canyon lands and facility
repurposing, PG&E hosted over 20 3-hour bus tours of the of the lands, coastline and DCPP
facilities for the general public during August and September. Over 500 community members
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http://cal-span.org/unipage/?site=slo-span&video=http://slo-span.org/media/video_files/PGE/PGE_18-05-30/PGE_18-05-30_Diablo-Canyon-Decommissioning-Engagement-Panel-Meeting.mp4
https://www.pge.com/pge_global/common/pdfs/safety/how-the-system-works/diablo-canyon-power-plant/diablo-canyon-power-plant/Meeting-Transcript.pdf
https://www.pge.com/pge_global/common/pdfs/safety/how-the-system-works/diablo-canyon-power-plant/diablo-canyon-power-plant/053018_fulltranscript.pdf
http://cal-span.org/unipage/?site=slo-span&video=http://slo-span.org/media/video_files/PGE/PGE_18-06-27/PGE_18-06-27_Diablo-Canyon-Decommissioning-Engagement-Panel-Meeting.mp4&mode=large
https://www.pge.com/pge_global/common/pdfs/safety/how-the-system-works/diablo-canyon-power-plant/diablo-canyon-power-plant/Meeting-Transcript-6-27-18.pdf
https://www.pge.com/pge_global/common/pdfs/safety/how-the-system-works/diablo-canyon-power-plant/diablo-canyon-power-plant/062718_fulltranscript.pdf
http://cal-span.org/unipage/?site=slo-span&owner=PGE&date=2018-07-25
https://www.pge.com/pge_global/common/pdfs/safety/how-the-system-works/diablo-canyon-power-plant/diablo-canyon-power-plant/Panel-Meeting-Transcript-7-27-18.pdf
https://www.pge.com/pge_global/common/pdfs/safety/how-the-system-works/diablo-canyon-power-plant/diablo-canyon-power-plant/072518_fulltranscript.pdf
http://cal-span.org/unipage/?site=slo-span&owner=PGE&date=2018-08-29
https://www.pge.com/pge_global/common/pdfs/safety/how-the-system-works/diablo-canyon-power-plant/diablo-canyon-power-plant/Panel-Meeting-Transcript-8-29-18.pdf
https://www.pge.com/pge_global/common/pdfs/safety/how-the-system-works/diablo-canyon-power-plant/diablo-canyon-power-plant/082918_fulltranscript.pdf
http://cal-span.org/unipage/?site=slo-span&owner=PGE&date=2018-09-26
https://www.pge.com/pge_global/common/pdfs/safety/how-the-system-works/diablo-canyon-power-plant/diablo-canyon-power-plant/Meeting-Full-Transcript-09262018.pdf
https://www.pge.com/pge_global/common/pdfs/safety/how-the-system-works/diablo-canyon-power-plant/diablo-canyon-power-plant/092618_fulltranscript.pdf
http://cal-span.org/unipage/?site=slo-span&owner=PGE&date=2018-10-24
https://www.pge.com/pge_global/common/pdfs/safety/how-the-system-works/diablo-canyon-power-plant/diablo-canyon-power-plant/102418_fulltranscript.pdf
https://www.pge.com/pge_global/common/pdfs/safety/how-the-system-works/diablo-canyon-power-plant/diablo-canyon-power-plant/102418_MeetingMaterials.pdf
http://cal-span.org/unipage/?site=slo-span&owner=PGE&date=2018-11-14
https://www.pge.com/pge_global/common/pdfs/safety/how-the-system-works/diablo-canyon-power-plant/diablo-canyon-power-plant/111418_fulltranscript.pdf
https://www.pge.com/pge_global/common/pdfs/safety/how-the-system-works/diablo-canyon-power-plant/diablo-canyon-power-plant/Agenda-and-Meeting-Slides-111418.pdf
https://drive.google.com/open?id=1-Bm6usKdFiVaws6xZTGGdGYgKRgm8rPv
http://cal-span.org/unipage/?site=slo-span&video=http://slo-span.org/media/video_files/PGE/PGE_18-08-17/PGE_18-08-17_Diablo-Canyon-Decommissioning-Engagement-Panel-Meeting.mp4&mode=large
https://drive.google.com/open?id=1YZrfQwGxe8bIysfosM0b4At5nEPM2OAH
http://cal-span.org/unipage/?site=slo-span&video=http://slo-span.org/media/video_files/PGE/PGE_18-08-18/PGE_18-08-18_Diablo-Canyon-Decommissioning-Engagement-Panel-Meeting.mp4&mode=large
https://www.pge.com/pge_global/common/pdfs/safety/how-the-system-works/diablo-canyon-power-plant/diablo-canyon-power-plant/AGENDA_091418-091518.pdf
http://cal-span.org/unipage/?site=slo-span&owner=PGE&date=2018-09-14
https://www.pge.com/pge_global/common/pdfs/safety/how-the-system-works/diablo-canyon-power-plant/diablo-canyon-power-plant/AGENDA_091418-091518.pdf
http://cal-span.org/unipage/?site=slo-span&owner=PGE&date=2018-09-15

viewed the lands and facilities under discussion by the DCDEP. The tours were narrated by PG&E
representatives and supported with videos. In addition, approximately 2,500 people hiked the
Pecho Coast and Point Buchon trails during the same time period

2018 - Presentations to Community Organizations

DCDEP members reached out to community organizations and service clubs to make
presentations and discuss decommissioning activities. Approximately 300 people participated in
these presentations which included a 15-20-minute talk illustrated with a PowerPoint
presentation and a follow-up question and answer session. The presentations were well received
and the questions and answer sessions were very energetic.

Date Community Group Approximate # of People

August 13, 2018 Monday Rotary, San Luis Obispo 75

August 30, 2018 United Methodist Men’s Breakfast, San Luis 15
Obispo

September 21, 2018 Exchange Club, San Luis Obispo Care Center 40

September 24, 2018 Lions Club, San Luis Obispo 25

October 17, 2018 Rotary de Tolosa, San Luis Obispo 75

November 1, 2018 Economic Committee, SLO Chamber of 30
Commerce

December 13, 2018 Retired Active Men, San Luis Obispo 70

Total 7 Community Groups 330

[Amended April 2019]

2018 - DCDEP Field Trips and Facility Tours

In addition to monthly public meetings and full-day workshops, the DCDEP members also
participated in numerous fact-finding tours and field trips to be more knowledgeable about the
DCPP, similar decommissioning projects, existing conservation activities and other community
engagement panels. The following is a list of fact-finding tours and activities.

Date

Activity

Host

May 16, 2018

Tour of DCPP facilities, lands and
coastline

PG&E

July 9, 2018

Tour of Marine Mammal Center

Marine Mammal Center

August 15, 2018

Tour of Pacific Wildlife Care Center

Pacific Wildlife Care

September 7, 2018

Tour of CSU Monterey Bay

Cal Poly and CSU System

October 26, 2018

Tour of Pismo Preserve

The Land Conservancy of SLO
County

November 16, 2018

Tour of Wind Wolves Preserve

The Wildlands Conservancy

November 29, 2018

SONGS Community Engagement Panel
(CEP) meeting

San Onofre Nuclear Generating
Station (SONGS) CEP

November 30, 2018

Tour of SONGS and interim storage
facility

Southern California Edison

Amended April 2023
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Community Outreach Activities - 2019

The DCDEP conducted three public meetings and three public workshops in 2019 addressing a
range of decommissioning topics. All DCDEP public community meetings were live-streamed and
video recordings are available to be viewed online. In addition, a written transcript of each
meeting was compiled. Videos of the meetings, transcripts, agendas and presentation materials

for each meeting can be viewed by selecting the appropriate link below.

Date Subject Location Details
Workshops Spent Fuel Storage Embassy Suites
February 22, 2019 SLO Agenda View Video
February 23, 2019 Agenda View Video

Panel Meeting
March 13, 2019

Spent Fuel Storage

SLO Govt. Center

Meeting Video
Meeting Transcript

Agenda & Presentation Slides

Panel Meeting
June 12, 2019

Engagement Panel -
Role, Function and
Structure

SLO Govt. Center

Meeting Video
Meeting Transcript

Agenda & Presentation Slides

Workshop
October 17, 2019

Economic Impacts /
Opportunities of
Decommissioning

SLO Govt. Center

Agenda View Video

Panel Meeting
November 13, 2019

Economic Impacts /
Opportunities of
Decommissioning

SLO Govt. Center

Meeting Video
Meeting Transcript

Agenda & Presentation Slides

[Amended February 2020]

Community Outreach Activities - 2020

The DCDEP conducted three public meetings in 2020. All DCDEP public community meetings were
live-streamed and video recordings are available to be viewed online. In addition, a written
transcript of each meeting was compiled. Videos of the meetings, transcripts, agendas and
presentation materials for each meeting can be viewed by selecting the appropriate link below.

Date

Subject

Location

Details

Panel Meeting
March 11, 2020

Land Use and General
Update

SLO Govt. Center

Meeting Video
Meeting Transcript

Agenda & Presentation Slides

Panel Meeting
June 24, 2020

Transportation of Non-
Radioactive / Low-Level
Radioactive Waste
Materials

SLO Govt. Center
(On-Line Meeting)

Meeting Video
Meeting Transcript

Agenda & Presentation Slides

Panel Meeting
October 28, 2020

Water Resources

SLO Govt. Center
(On-Line Meeting)

Meeting Video
Meeting Transcripts

Agenda & Presentation Slides

[Amended July 2020, March 2021]

Amended April 2023
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https://www.pge.com/pge_global/common/pdfs/safety/how-the-system-works/diablo-canyon-power-plant/diablo-canyon-power-plant/Agenda-and-Meeting-Slides-022219.pdf
https://www.pge.com/pge_global/common/pdfs/safety/how-the-system-works/diablo-canyon-power-plant/diablo-canyon-power-plant/Agenda-and-Meeting-Slides-022319.pdf
http://cal-span.org/unipage/?site=slo-span&owner=DCDEP&date=2019-02-22&mode=large
http://cal-span.org/unipage/?site=slo-span&owner=DCDEP&date=2019-02-23
http://cal-span.org/unipage/?site=slo-span&owner=DCDEP&date=2019-03-13
https://www.pge.com/pge_global/common/pdfs/safety/how-the-system-works/diablo-canyon-power-plant/diablo-canyon-power-plant/031319_fulltranscript.pdf
https://www.pge.com/pge_global/common/pdfs/safety/how-the-system-works/diablo-canyon-power-plant/diablo-canyon-power-plant/031319_MeetingMaterials.pdf
https://cal-span.org/unipage/?site=slo-span&owner=DCDEP&date=2019-06-12
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/07/dcdep-transcript-6-12-19.pdf
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/07/dcdep-transcript-6-12-19.pdf
https://www.pge.com/pge_global/common/pdfs/safety/how-the-system-works/diablo-canyon-power-plant/diablo-canyon-power-plant/061219_MeetingMaterials.pdf
https://drive.google.com/file/d/182gW1aGgNoKRm8-XzUVqxW259A-MSfS9/view
https://cal-span.org/unipage/?site=slo-span&owner=DCDEP&date=2019-10-17
https://cal-span.org/unipage/?site=slo-span&owner=DCDEP&date=2019-11-13
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/dcdep-transcript-11-13-19.pdf
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1OEjSf_tRUDEJSdhC9nDlTCTAmUUwJMAS/view
https://cal-span.org/unipage/index.php?site=slo-span&owner=DCDEP&date=2020-03-11&target=&site=slo-span&owner=DCDEP&date=2020-03-11&target=
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/03/dcdep-transcript-3-11-20.pdf
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1z4geSU-5smfhItZcaxouY28XVjnOA0Of/view
https://cal-span.org/unipage/?site=slo-span&owner=DCDEP&date=2020-06-24
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/6-24-20_69717_full_CERTIFIED-TRANSCRIPT.pdf
https://drive.google.com/file/d/14GYdDTy5mKUvIvf7qOat4o0zepOGQlg4/view
https://cal-span.org/unipage/index.php?site=slo-span&owner=DCDEP&date=2020-03-11&target=&site=slo-span&owner=DCDEP&date=2020-03-11&target=
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/03/dcdep-transcript-3-11-20.pdf
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1z4geSU-5smfhItZcaxouY28XVjnOA0Of/view

D. Community Outreach Activities - 2021

The DCDEP conducted three public meetings in 2021. These public meetings covered on-going
discussions about spent nuclear fuel management as well as the decommissioning project land
use application and CEQA process.

Date

Subject

Location

Details

Panel Meeting
May 26, 2021
6:00 PM - 9:30 PM

Spent Nuclear Fuel Storage
and Management
Update/Project Application
CEQA Process

SLO Govt. Center
(On-Line Meeting)

Meeting Video
Meeting Transcripts

Agenda & Presentation Slides

Panel Meeting
August 25, 2021
6:00 PM - 9:30 PM

Facility Repurposing Update
and the CPUC Ruling on the
2018 NDCTP

SLO Govt. Center
(On-Line Meeting)

Meeting Video
Meeting Transcripts

Agenda & Presentation Slides

Panel Meeting
November 3, 2021
6:00 PM - 9:30 PM

Strategic Vision Update /
Project Application and the
CEQA Process

SLO Govt. Center
(On-Line Meeting)

Meeting Video
Meeting Transcripts

Agenda & Presentation Slides

[Amended April 2022]

E. Community Outreach Activities - 2022

The DCDEP conducted four public meetings in 2022. These public meetings covered various
topics, including the new spent nuclear fuel storage system to be constructed at the existing ISFSI
and the status of potential extension of operations at DCPP.

6:00 PM - 9:30 PM

Overview

Date Subject Location Details
Panel Meeting Spent Nuclear Fuel SLO Govt. Center | Meeting Video
April 20, 2022 Management and Storage Meeting Transcripts

Agenda & Presentation Slides

Panel Meeting
May 25, 2022
6:00 PM - 9:30 PM

Spent Nuclear Fuel
Management and Storage

SLO Govt. Center

Meeting Video
Meeting Transcripts

Agenda & Presentation Slides

Panel Meeting
August 24, 2022
6:00 PM - 9:00 PM

Status on Potential Extension
of Operations at Diablo
Canyon

SLO Govt. Center

Meeting Video
Meeting Transcripts

Agenda & Presentation Slides

Panel Meeting
December 14, 2022
6:00 PM —7:30 PM

Status and Schedule for
Potential Continued
Operation of Diablo Canyon
Power Plant

SLO Govt. Center

Meeting Video
Meeting Transcripts

Agenda & Presentation Slides

[Amended April 2023]

F. Public Comments Received on Decommissioning Topics

In response to the significant outreach efforts by the DCDEP and PG&E, more than 1,000
documented comments have been received about the topics that have been the subject of public
meetings and workshops. All comments received can be viewed here : [View Public Comments]

[Public Comments Received on Initial Draft Deleted April 2019 / Number of Comments by Topic Deleted February

2020]

Amended April

2023
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https://cal-span.org/unipage/?site=slo-span&owner=DCDEP&date=2021-05-26
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/5-26-21-Meeting-Transcript.pdf
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/05/DCDEP-Meeting-5-26-21-Presentations-FINAL-3.9MB.pdf
https://cal-span.org/unipage/?site=slo-span&owner=DCDEP&date=2021-08-25
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/09/8-25-21-DECEP-Meeting-Transcript.pdf
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/08/Combined-Slides-8-25-21-Panel-Meeting-7mb.pdf
https://cal-span.org/unipage/?site=slo-span&owner=DCDEP&date=2021-11-03
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/11-3-21-meeting-transcript.pdf
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/11/Combined-Slides-11-3-21-Panel-Meeting-7.5-MB.pdf
https://cal-span.org/unipage/?site=slo-span&owner=DCDEP&date=2022-04-20
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/4-20-22-Mtg-Transcript-870917to_full.pdf
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/08/4-20-22-Combined-Slides-in-Order-reduced-file-size.pdf
https://cal-span.org/unipage/?site=slo-span&owner=DCDEP&date=2022-05-25
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/06/Transcript-5-25-22-Panel-Meeting.pdf
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/Combined-Slides-5-25-22-5MB.pdf
https://slo-span.org/meeting/dcdep_20220824/
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/09/8-24-22-Panel-Mtg-Transcript.pdf
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/08/Combined-8-24-22-Panel-Meeting-Slides.pdf
https://slo-span.org/meeting/dcdep_20221214/
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/01/12-14-22-Panel-Mtg-Transcript.pdf
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/12/12-14-22-Panel-Meeting-Slides-121422-combined.pdf
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/dcdep-public-comments-table-view/

l1l. Strategic Vision and Goals

Contained in this section are the strategic Visions and Goals of the DCDEP representing the topics covered
from May 2018 through December 2022. The Vision and Goals in this Strategic Vision are based on public
input received by the DCDEP via public meetings and workshops and written correspondence and were
prepared by the DCDEP using a facilitated process.

The DCDEP recognizes that not all subject areas are covered here. Only those topics that have been
discussed to date are in this document. The DCDEP will continue to meet and study other critical issues.
These matters, as well as refinements to the subject areas covered in this Strategic Vision, will be
contained in future iterations of the Strategic Vision.

The following topics are included in this Strategic Vision as amended through December 2022:

Decommissioning Process

Decommissioning Funding

Diablo Canyon Lands

Repurposing of the Diablo Canyon Facilities

Engagement Panel Structure and Function Review
Emergency Planning

Spent Fuel Management

Economic Impacts / Opportunities

Transportation of Non-Radioactive and Low-Level Radioactive Waste Materials
Water Resources

Decommissioning Land Use Permit and the CEQA Process
New Spent Nuclear Fuel Storage System

FARSTIOMMOO®P

The vision statements in this document are the framework around which the goals and recommendations
are based. A goal is a description of a desired outcome and the recommendations are the activities
needed to meet the goal. The recommendations are contained in Section IV -
Recommendations/Implementation Plan. As appropriate, the DCDEP will report on the status of the
recommendations. [Amended July 2020, March 2021, April 2022, April 2023]

A. Decommissioning Process
The DCDEP recognizes that the decommissioning of the DCPP will be a lengthy and complicated
process involving local, state, and federal regulatory agencies. Decommissioning, which includes
the issues of the long-term storage and intended future removal from the DCPP site of spent
nuclear fuel, could span several decades and will require the community and stakeholders to
remain attentive and engaged for many years. (See Figure 2 - Example Timeline for
Decommissioning)

Through these vision statements, goals and recommendations, it is the intent of the DCDEP to
make health and safety the first consideration throughout the decommissioning process and to
establish and maintain working relationships that encourage information sharing and effective
dialogue among all persons and entities with an interest in the decommissioning process.

Recommendations for Decommissioning Process can be found in Section IV of this document.
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Vision Statements

e The health, safety and well-being of the local community should be ensured before, during
and after decommissioning

e The decommissioning (decontamination) process should begin immediately upon shutdown
with a goal of 10 years for completion of radiological decommissioning and decontamination,
thus avoiding SAFSTOR (which allows up to 60-year delay in decontamination)

e The decommissioning process should be safe, timely, cost effective and efficient

e The CPUC should continue the DCDEP at a minimum until cessation of operations of the DCPP

Goals
1. Diablo Canyon Decommissioning Engagement Panel
a. The DCDEP should continue its role of interacting with the public to assure the public’s
perspectives are understood and considered by PG&E and regulatory agencies
b. The DCDEP should continue to assist PG&E in seeking out new ideas/opportunities
throughout the decommissioning process
c. The DCDEP should assist the public in understanding what to expect during the
decommissioning process
d. The DCDEP’s recommendations and guidance during the decommissioning process should
be strongly considered by PG&E and regulatory agencies

2. Safety

a. The highest level of safety during the decommissioning process should be ensured

b. The highly radioactive spent nuclear fuel should be stored onsite in the safest and most
technologically advanced manner possible and be removed from the site as soon as
feasible

c. The highest level of safety regarding the transport of radioactive contaminated materials
and eventual removal of spent fuel from the area should be ensured

d. The traffic impacts associated with decommissioning activities should be minimized
through surrounding communities

3. Labor
a. The commitment to the use of a highly skilled and trained local workforce for all
decommissioning activities should be continued by PG&E
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B. Decommissioning Funding

Funding for the costs to decommission DCPP are made available through the Decommissioning
Trust Fund. The use of the Trust Fund for decommissioning is mandated by both Federal and State
regulations (see Section I-D of this document for additional information). PG&E has collected
monthly fees on customers’ electric bills to fund the trust, which are further augmented over the
life of the plant from returns on investment in fixed income (bonds) and equity (stocks). PG&E
was required by the CPUC to collect and maintain the Trust Fund while the plant is in operation
in preparation for DCPP’s eventual decommissioning.

The purpose of the Trust Fund is to ensure sufficient funding will be available to decommission
DCPP. The Trust Fund currently holds approximately $2.8 billion, and PG&E has requested
additional funding of $1.6 billion in its Nuclear Decommissioning Cost Triennial Proceeding
December 2018 report. The Triennial Report includes a more detailed estimate of costs
associated with the decommissioning of DCPP.

The safety of current and future generations is the paramount concern when decommissioning
DCPP. Although funding the costs for decommissioning should be guided by the principle of
avoiding imposition of undue burdens on ratepayers, the safety of the community, both now and
in the future, should never be discounted. The DCDEP recognizes that strategies for
decommissioning (including the repurposing of facilities) have an influence on the costs of
decommissioning.

Through these vision statements, goals and recommendations, it is the intent of the DCDEP to
ensure the health and safety of the community is not compromised and remains a primary
consideration, while minimizing impacts to ratepayers.

Recommendations for Decommissioning Funding can be found in Section IV of this document.

Vision Statements

e The health and safety of the community and the environmental quality of the area should be
the primary consideration during decommissioning and adequate funding of the
Decommissioning Trust Fund should be provided to meet these objectives

e The most cost-effective methods for decommissioning should be investigated by PG&E in
order to save ratepayers money

e The formulation of all decommissioning costs and decisions should be transparent to
ratepayers and the community

e The existing Decommissioning Trust Fund should be protected, preserved and augmented as
appropriate to assure that it remains stable and sufficient in order to adequately finance
decommissioning

Goals
1. Funding
a. The DCDEP, in conjunction with PG&E, should endeavor to assure that the public clearly
understands the funding necessary to safely accomplish decommissioning
b. The funding necessary for critical advance planning decommissioning activities needed to
ensure immediate transition to DECON (decommissioning and decontamination) upon
plant closure should be made available to PG&E
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c. The Decommissioning Trust Fund should be adequately funded to cover the reasonable
cost of completing all the decommissioning activities, including removal, transportation,
and disposal of materials in a way that minimizes risk, cost, and disruption to local
communities

C. Diablo Canyon Lands

The Diablo Canyon Lands are located along the California coast, in an area that has seen virtually
no development, other than the power plant and ancillary facilities, which these lands surround.
The Diablo Canyon Lands are located in the Irish Hills region of San Luis Obispo County, which has
been the subject of significant conservation activity over the last two decades. The over 12,000
acres owned by PG&E (or its affiliates), including a 14-mile stretch of pristine coastline, contain
relatively undisturbed grasslands, coastal sage, oak woodlands and bishop pine forests. These
areas are currently managed by PG&E using innovative best management practices and a strong
land stewardship program. (See Figure 3 — Diablo Canyon Lands)

In 2000, over 75 percent of county voters supported the DREAM (Diablo Resources Advisory
Measure) Initiative. DREAM was an advisory ballot measure that called on county leaders and
PG&E to set aside the Diablo Canyon Lands for habitat preservation, agriculture and public use
upon closure of the plant. This initiative was unanimously supported by the San Luis Obispo
County Board of Supervisors, PG&E and numerous community and environmental organizations.

Through these vision statements, goals and recommendations, it is the intent of the DCDEP to
promote the conservation of Diablo Canyon Lands consistent with recent public input at
workshops and meetings and the passing of the DREAM Initiative.

Recommendations for Diablo Canyon Lands can be found in Section IV of this document.

Vision Statements

e The 12,000 acres of Diablo Canyon Lands surrounding the DCPP are a precious treasure and a
spectacular natural resource that should be preserved in perpetuity for the public and future
generations, in acknowledgement of its significant resource values

e The public should be ensured access to the Diablo Canyon Lands to the greatest extent
possible, while protecting and preserving sensitive habitats, cultural sites and other resources

e The use of Diablo Canyon Lands should be consistent with the safe, secure and monitored
storage of spent nuclear fuel, until such time as it is removed from the site

e The use of Diablo Canyon Lands should include activities that are consistent with wildlife and
resource protection and visitor enjoyment including multi-use trails for hiking, mountain
biking, and equestrian use and managed overnight camping

e The preservation of sacred Native American sites should be assured

e The request for land ownership by the local Native American community should be
acknowledged and considered as a valid claim for historical reasons, while bearing in mind
the overwhelming public testimony that the Diablo Canyon Lands be conserved and available
to the public for managed use
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e The conservation activities on Diablo Canyon Lands should be coordinated with owners of
other protected properties in the Irish Hills region, including State Parks, the US Bureau of
Land Management, the Nature Conservancy, the Land Conservancy of San Luis Obispo County,
and the City of San Luis Obispo

Goals

1. Land Stewardship

a.

The excellent stewardship of PG&E in preserving and maintaining the Diablo Canyon
Lands should be recognized

The existing biological, geological and archeological data should be made available by
PG&E to conservation entities who may be future stewards of the Diablo Canyon Lands
The preparation of a plan for the ongoing management, preservation and managed public
access of Diablo Canyon Lands should be developed through a collaborative process with
appropriate governmental and non-governmental organizations to assure all available
funding is pursued and ongoing stewardship is maintained

The preparation of the management/public access plan should include public input and
take into consideration the use of the Diablo Canyon Lands may have on local traffic and
safety

The management/public access plan should include a multi-use non-motorized trail
system for hikers, mountain bikers and equestrian use, possible overnight camping
consistent with public safety, restricted access in the sensitive intertidal zone, rotational
grazing, habitat restoration and protection of cultural sites

The 1,200 acres near Point San Luis (See Figure 3) should be deed restricted in perpetuity
for conservation and public access

2. Land Transfer and Use

a.

The transfer of the Diablo Canyon Lands to a conservation entity or entities should be
promoted to ensure the protection of natural and cultural resources in perpetuity, public
education and managed public access

The Diablo Canyon Lands should be conserved prior to the completion of the
decommissioning process, as appropriate

The public announcement by PG&E of its intention to collaborate with interested parties
to preserve the Diablo Canyon Lands should occur as soon as allowed by the CPUC

The Diablo Canyon Lands should be owned and managed by a conservation entity or
entities, such as State or National Parks, the Wildlands Conservancy, the San Luis Obispo
Land Conservancy, a Native American non-profit or other governmental or non-profit
conservation group experienced in land management, for resource protection and
managed public use

The long-term protection of ecological, scenic, and cultural resources and the well-being
of local communities should be a primary consideration in determining the appropriate
level of public access to the Diablo Canyon Lands

The establishment of at least two multi-use trail extensions of the California Coastal Trail
should be pursued which include both a trail along the coast and an interior trail through
Wild Cherry Canyon and other protected Irish Hills properties

The coastal section of the Diablo Canyon Lands should be protected to a higher degree,
as needed to ensure the conservation of the more fragile marine, tidal, and coastal
environment
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h. The interior sections of the Diablo Canyon Lands (including the lands associated with
transmission lines) should allow for multiple compatible uses, including hiking, mountain
biking, and equestrian use, and connections to the Irish Hills and Montana De Oro trail
systems

i. The use of Diablo Canyon Lands for motorized vehicles (other than in parking areas, access
roads and for maintenance and management activities) and night-time recreational use
(other than camping as may be allowed) should be prohibited as inconsistent with
resource protection

j. The use of Diablo Canyon Lands for camping should be permitted only to the extent it is
consistent with the safety of the community and the protection of cultural and
environmental resources

k. The use of a small portion of the land north of the Harbor Terrace development should
be considered for use by the Port San Luis Harbor District for boat storage

|.  The San Miguelito Mutual Water Company lease with HomeFed for waste water facilities
should be evaluated for, at a minimum, screening, location and technology, as part of any
land transfer of Wild Cherry Canyon

m. The disposal of Diablo Canyon Lands should recognize PG&E’s fiduciary responsibility to
their ratepayers and shareholders

n. The acquisition of Diablo Canyon Lands from PG&E should consider a variety of funding
mechanisms including: state bond funds, private donations, decommission-related
permit mitigation measures, and compensatory processes via regulatory agencies such as
the CPUC

3. Cultural Heritage

a. The importance and legacy of the Native American community to the Diablo Canyon
Lands, including methods to provide acquisition or access to those lands should be
explored

b. The preservation of cultural and archeological sites and artifacts, including burial grounds
should be ensured

c. The transfer, by easement or fee title, of a portion of the Diablo Canyon Lands for
exclusive use by the Native American community should be considered, with protection
by conservation easement or other such means that would allow limited development
consistent with local zoning and the preservation of environmental and cultural resources
in perpetuity
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D. Repurposing of Diablo Canyon Facilities
The DCPP site comprises more than just the containment structures for the reactors and the
turbine building where electricity is generated. The site also has other structures including office
buildings, warehouses, training facilities, maintenance shops, a marina and breakwaters, and a
desalinization facility which could be maintained and repurposed (See Figure 4 — Existing
Facilities). These facilities are all located on the approximate 700-acre “Parcel P,” which is shown
on Figure 3 — Diablo Canyon Lands.

There may be benefits to the repurposing of certain non-contaminated facilities, if it can be done
in a manner that it is sustainable and does not compromise public safety and the environmental
quality of the region. The repurposing of these facilities could allow for the creation of new jobs
to replace those lost through the closure of DCPP, decrease the volume of dismantled facility
debris transported thereby minimizing the potential traffic conflicts through Avila Beach and on
other local streets and highways and create opportunities to minimize the costs of
decommissioning by limiting the amount of dismantling and removal.

Through these vision statements, goals and recommendations, it is the intent of the DCDEP to
offer repurposing of Diablo Canyon facilities as an alternative to demolition.

Recommendations for Repurposing of Diablo Canyon Facilities can be found in Section IV of this
document.

Vision Statements

e The repurposing of facilities should be consistent with the safety and security of the spent
fuel storage until such time as it is removed from the site

e The preservation of on-site non-contaminated facilities for repurposing should be explored
by PG&E

e The repurposing of facilities should include thorough removal of radiological contamination
to comply with regulatory levels as defined by the appropriate agencies

e The repurposing of facilities should consider whether a use can be sustained over time, is
consistent with public safety and the continued environmental quality of the region and
addresses community traffic concerns

e The repurposing of facilities should consider the conservation of the breakwaters and
associated harbor area and the intake and discharge coves and associated marine terraces, to
assure the protection of the ecological resources of the area

e The repurposing of facilities should only include land associated with Parcel P that is
developed and necessary for a buffer of ongoing decommissioning activities

e The repurposing of facilities should be explored as way to, at a minimum, create new local
jobs and promote the establishment of clean, green renewable energy sources

e The repurposing of the transmission lines should be explored for the transmission of wind,
wave, solar and/or other clean, green renewable energy

e The preservation of the existing desalinization plant should be explored
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Goals

1. Existing Facilities

a.

The buildings and structures should be repurposed, provided a proposed use can be
sustained over time, safety is not compromised and the environmental quality of the
community is assured

The development of a strategy for management of the facilities should be completed by
PG&E at the earliest possible time so potential repurposing tenants can be appropriately
determined and advance planning for transfer and reuse can occur

The preparation of a detailed list of assets available for repurposing, including a
description of the facility, the type of facility (e.g., office, warehouse, etc.), square footage
of the facility, age of the facility, and when the facility would become available for
repurposing should be prepared by PG&E

The maintenance of existing facilities by PG&E should occur until such time as the facilities
are repurposed or determined to not be viable for repurposing to ensure that the facilities
do not degrade over time

The construction of infill development on Parcel P should be allowed provided safety is
not compromised and the environmental quality of the community is maintained

The Diablo Canyon Lands associated with Parcel P that are not developed and are not
necessary for a buffer of ongoing activities should be released for open space and
conservation

The future use of repurposed facilities should not generate a substantial increase in traffic
through surrounding communities during times of peak traffic

The continued use of the desalination plant beyond decommissioning should be explored
by PG&E to allow for provision of on-site water to repurposing tenants

The potential use of the desalination plant for provision of emergency water to local
water purveyors should be evaluated

2. Marine Facilities

a.

The breakwaters and associated harbor should remain in place consistent with the
environmental quality and safety of the area and region

The harbor and breakwater areas should be managed and repurposed in a manner
consistent with the protection of habitat and wildlife

The harbor should be available as a “safe harbour” to boaters in distress

The discharge cove should be studied by qualified individuals during and after
decommissioning to fully understand and remove any radiological contamination to
comply with regulatory levels as defined by the appropriate agencies

The long-term health of the marine ecosystem and coastal areas should continue to be
monitored by PG&E throughout the decommissioning process

3. Specific Uses

a.

b.

The potential for a public-private collaborative research and development facility (such
as a “National Laboratory”) with emphasis on marine sciences, renewable energy
development technologies, energy storage, optimum storage for irradiated waste,
desalinization and other technology innovation should be further investigated by PG&E
The granting of a long-term lease or purchase with favorable terms for Native American
tribal use for office, storage and tribal meetings/gatherings should be considered
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c. The use of the Ontario Road facility and parking as a Visitor Education Center, which
highlights local history including Chumash culture, energy education and natural history
should be considered

d. The use of the existing parking lot at the Ontario Road facility for shuttle or bus service to
the Diablo Canyon Lands should be considered

e. The possibility of repurposing of facilities for innovative uses including, but not limited to,
wildlife rescue and rehabilitation, wind, wave, solar or other renewable energy, business
incubators, clean technology startups, saltwater aquarium, transmission facility projects,
energy storage, wastewater recycling, innovative mental health treatment center and
California State University and/or University of California research facilities should be
evaluated by PG&E
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E. Engagement Panel Structure and Function Review

The DCDEP was convened by PG&E as a volunteer, non-regulatory body created to foster and
encourage open communication, public involvement and education on DCPP decommissioning
plans and activities. In 2018, the DCDEP began a public outreach effort to both provide
information and listen to the public, and to make recommendations to PG&E and the CPUC
regarding various decommissioning activities. In order to be fully effective in conducting these
responsibilities it is vital that the DCDEP have optimal structure and function. An internal
assessment of strengths, weaknesses and opportunities for improvement and a review of outside
resources for best practices will be conducted at the public meeting during the second quarter of
2019 (June 12, 2019) after one full year of operation. In addition, two proposals have been
forwarded by members of the DCDEP (see links to these documents below). These proposals will
also be reviewed at that meeting and decisions regarding possible changes and improvements
will be made. These decisions will be forwarded to PG&E and the CPUC as an additional
supplemental filing to the 2018 Triennial Report.

In October 2018, DCDEP member Alex Karlin presented a proposal recommending
a restructuring of the DCDEP into a Community Advisory Panel created and
managed directly under the auspices of the CPUC. His proposal, “CPUC Should
create an Independent Decommissioning Advisory Panel (DAP) in Lieu of the
DCDEP,” can be accessed at this link.

In December 2018, DCDEP member Lauren Brown presented a proposal
recommending that the current DCDEP be continued and strengthened. His
proposal, “Proposal to Continue and Strengthen DCDEP,” can be accessed at this
link.

Through these vision statements, goals and recommendations, it is the intent of the DCDEP to
evaluate the existing panel structure, study other community engagement panels and make
recommendations to be considered by the PG&E and the CPUC.

Recommendations for Engagement Panel Review can be found in Section IV of this document.

Vision Statement

e The community engagement panel was established and should continue to operate to provide
direct input on behalf of the local community to PG&E on decommissioning activities that are
of concern to the surrounding communities

e The engagement panel should be in a form that would lead to the best possible
recommendations on achieving a safe and effective decommissioning of the DCPP, including
the management of Diablo Canyon Lands and the disposition of Facilities

Goals
1. Panel Review
a. The DCDEP should perform a self-evaluation, looking at strengths, weaknesses and
opportunities for improvement in how the goals set in the guiding charter have been
fulfilled
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b. The DCDEP should evaluate other community engagement panels created as part of
decommissioning efforts in California and other states in order to better understand how
those panels are formed, how they have worked and if they have provided improved
public outreach to their respective communities

c. The DCDEP should seek input from local sources such as governmental and regulatory
entities, as well as the Diablo Independent Safety Committee, for input on improving the
DCDEP

d. The DCDEP should review the existing guiding charter to determine if changes, additions
or amendments should be made based on the information acquired through the efforts
outlined in these goals

F. Emergency Planning
On October 24, 2018, the DCDEP held a public meeting covering the topic of emergency planning.
At that meeting the DCDEP received information from the NRC on the decommissioning process
and from PG&E and the County of San Luis Obispo Office of Emergency Services on the potential
changes to emergency planning during decommissioning.

The current provisions for emergency planning for the DCPP include, but are not limited to, on-
site security personnel and facilities, on and off-site monitoring equipment, the County
Emergency Operations Center, and an early warning siren system. The DCDEP recognizes that the
decommissioning of the DCPP will create the need for changing the existing emergency plans for
the DCPP and the community. As the risks related to the radioactive material changes, the
Emergency Response Plan also changes. Throughout the decommissioning process, plant security
controls remain in place. All the key security features including intrusion detection, response,
assessment of alarms and when necessary, off-site assistance, remain in effect. The “security
footprint” changes as the spent fuel is moved from the reactor to the spent fuel pool to dry cask
storage as the primary purpose of the security is to protect the fuel. In addition, although the
NRC involvement may change throughout decommissioning, as described below, the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) continues to require coordination between local, state
and federal agencies relative to emergency planning.

The decommissioning process with the NRC requires two certifications from DCPP. The first is a
letter to the NRC stating that operations have permanently ceased. The second is a letter stating
that the reactor has been permanently defueled. The plant is officially in decommissioning with
these two certifications. The next key item that is submitted to the NRC is the post-shutdown
decommissioning activities report (PSDAR). The PSDAR must be submitted prior to the plant
shutting down or within two years after its shutdown. The PSDAR contains a description of, and
a high-level schedule for, the planned decommissioning activities and allows the NRC to outline
the needed resources to inspect during decommissioning. The PSDAR is noticed in the federal
register and public comments are requested. A meeting in the vicinity of the site is held in order
to receive public comments. The comments are considered by the NRC in their review of the
PSDAR. Decommissioning cannot begin until the PSDAR is approved by the NRC. There are also
local land use permitting approvals and CPUC requirements that must occur before
decommissioning can begin.
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The PSDAR also looks at the needed changes for emergency response. The NRC employs a graded
approach to emergency planning (see Figure 5 — NRC Decommissioning Emergency Planning
Levels). Level one occurs when the plant permanently ceases operations and all the fuel has been
moved to the spent fuel pool. During level two, the spent fuel is being moved to the dry cask
storage from the pool. The third level occurs when all the fuel is in dry storage and under its own
emergency plan. The fourth level is reached when there is no need for emergency planning
because the plant is gone and the fuel is gone.

The post-shutdown emergency plan (PSEP) begins after the two certifications have been docketed
by the NRC. The PSEP is a transition period and covers approximately 16 months, which is about
the time it takes for the spent fuel in the pools to cool or radioactively decay to a point where it
is no longer generating enough heat to cause a zirconium fire, which could lead to off-site release
of radioactive material that would reach the Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) protective
action guidelines. During the PSEP, information is provided annually to the public regarding
DCPP’s future status and required emergency drills still occur.

Approximately 3 to 5 years later, the permanently defueled emergency plan (PDEP) is in effect. It
will allow the DCPP to combine the technical support center, the operation support center and
the emergency operations facility into one on-site organization. Drills occur every two years and
an off-site radiological emergency response plan is no longer required.

Once all spent fuel has been moved to the dry cask storage, emergency planning consists of the
Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation (ISFSI) Only Emergency Plan (IOEP). At this point, the
dry cask storage has its own stand-alone emergency plan and the rest of DCPP is subject to a
“hazards only” plan that contains emergency planning for fire protection, personal injury and
contaminated personal injury.

Once the fuel is removed from the site, there's no longer any NRC involvement and no emergency
planning is required by the NRC.

Through these vision statements, goals and recommendations, it is the intent of the DCDEP to
make emergency preparedness a primary consideration throughout the decommissioning process
and to assure that the outstanding existing emergency planning readiness continues to be active
and fully funded until there is no longer a potential threat to citizens and visitors.

Recommendations for Emergency Planning can be found in Section IV of this document.

Vision Statements

e The highest levels of protection of the plant, the workers, and the public should be maintained
both before plant closure and during decommissioning (including spent waste removal and
management)

e The community should continue to be informed regarding emergency planning and the safety
of the plant throughout the decommissioning process
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e The future use of the Diablo Canyon Lands and any repurposed or retained facilities should
ensure the continued safety of employees, residents and visitors, including emergency and
evacuation planning and be consistent with reasonable and safe levels of traffic through
neighboring communities, including Avila Beach and Los Osos

e The NRC should ensure the full oversight of the decommissioning process, with the primary
concern being the safety of the DCPP, workers, residents of neighboring communities and
visitors to the area

e PG&E should assure the retention of qualified, experienced personnel to maintain emergency
preparedness

Goals
1. Funding
a. The CPUC and PG&E should ensure that adequate funding is available to plan, execute,
oversee, and communicate a rigorous safety and emergency planning program during the
full decommissioning process, until the plant site is fully cleared of all waste, facilities, and
other structures that are not suitable for repurposing
b. The CPUC and PG&E should ensure that adequate funding is available to fully fund and/or
reimburse the County of San Luis Obispo and other relevant agencies for all emergency
planning and safety activities associated with the decommissioning of the DCPP

2. Emergency and Communications Plan

a. The completion of a broad-based, fully integrated safety and emergency plan for the
complete decommissioning process should be coordinated by PG&E and the CPUC and
should include the County of San Luis Obispo, neighboring communities, and relevant
regulatory decommissioning agencies

b. The workers, residents of neighboring communities and visitors should be kept
continually apprised of issues concerning safety of the DCPP and environment through a
strong, extensive and broad-based communications program provided through PG&E

c. The future use of the Diablo Canyon Lands and any repurposed or retained facilities
should include disaster planning for emergencies, including evacuation

3. Demolished Materials (contaminated and non-contaminated)

a. The transfer of contaminated and non-contaminated demolition waste materials should
be completed with the highest levels of safety for workers, residents and visitors

b. The transport of demolition waste materials should be overseen by CPUC and completed
by PG&E using best practices and best technologies, so as to reduce the impact to local
communities in terms of traffic, noise, dust, and other factors

c. The exploration of alternative means of transport of demolition waste materials, such as
by sea, should be explored and used to the extent the methods are determined to be safe,
cost effective and support the safety of nearby residents and visitors

[Added April 2019]
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Figure 5 — NRC Decommissioning Emergency Planning Levels



G. Spent Fuel Management

1. Introduction to Spent Nuclear Fuel and Greater Than Class C Waste (GTCC) at DCPP

a. Creation of Radioactive Spent Nuclear Fuel

The electricity produced at the DCPP is fueled by uranium, a chemical element found all over
the world. The uranium is mined from rock, enriched, and formed into % inch sized pellets.
The pellets are placed into zirconium alloy-clad rods, which are then grouped together into
fuel assemblies (See Figure 6). An 1100 MWe PWR core may contain 193 fuel assemblies
composed of over 50,000 fuel rods and some 18 million fuel pellets. The fuel assemblies are
then placed into the core of the nuclear reactor. Within the reactor, the nuclear fission (atom
splitting) process is initiated. This process produces heat, which boils water to create steam.
The steam then turns a turbine, creating electrical energy.

Fuel
Assembly

Uranium |
Fuel |
Pellet |

Figure 6 — Typical Fuel Assembly with Fuel Pellets in Fuel Rods

After about five years, the nuclear fuel assemblies in the reactor no longer produce sufficient
energy and are removed. At that point it is deemed “spent nuclear fuel” and is replaced with
new nuclear fuel assemblies. At DCPP, about 88 of the 193 fuel assemblies placed in each
reactor are replaced during a refueling outage that occurs approximately every 18 months.
This refueling process will end before the two DCPP nuclear reactors are shut down by 2025.

The unused uranium that is in original new fuel assemblies have only low levels of radiation
and thus have low risk associated with its handling. However, once the fuel is used in the
fission process (and becomes spent nuclear fuel), the radiation levels are dangerously high —
and have the potential to kill an exposed human within minutes. This spent nuclear fuel
requires highly specialized and careful handling, not only as it leaves the reactor, but for tens
of thousands of years thereafter.
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b. High Burnup Fuel
Before it is made into fuel, uranium is processed to increase the concentration of atoms that
can splitin a controlled chain reaction in th