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Executive Summary

This Strategic Visiowas preparedby the Diablo Canyon Decommissioning Engagement Panel (DCDEP).
The DCDEP anticipates that thisiondocument will have multiple purposes. In December 28h8

again in2021, PG&Esubmited its Nuclear Decommissioning Cost Triennial Procee(NRCTPto the
California Public Utilities Commissi@PUC)The DCBP submitted the initiabtrategic Visiofprepared

in 2018)as a supplement tthe 2018NDCTPandhas submitted and will continue &ubmit each revision

of the Strategic Vision as they are completedheStrategic Visioris also a stanehlone document
available to the community, stakeholders and regulatory agenciéprovides information about the
RSO2YYA&aaA2yAy3d LINRPOSaa FyR NBO2YYSYyRIGAZ2Yy A TN
what will occur before, during and aftelecommissioning.

TheStrategic Visiols revised, updated andefined as the DCDEP continues to hold public meetings and
workshops and receive comments on the decommissioning proaedadingthe complex issue of loRg

term storage andntendedfuture removalof spent nuclear fudrom the DCPP sitéhe potential toreuse

the DCPP sitethe conservation of the undevelopetind dzy’ RS NJ t D g 9t@dsportagoyf BINE >
demolished materials from the sifeoth radiological and neradiologicaland theCalifornia Public Utility

/| 2YYA&aA2yd&aciRIBAR aA2Y &

Diablo Canyon Power Plant (DCPP)

The DCPP & electricitygenerating nuclear power plant located near the town of Avila Beach in San
Luis Obispo Countyperated by Pacific Gas and Electric (PG&EE plant has two-fbop pressurized

water nuclear reactorsin June 2016, PG&E announced ptar@ose the two Diablo Canyoeactors

in 2024 and 2025.The closure was approved by the CPUC on January 11, 201 &eptember 2,

2022, Governor Newsom signed Senate Bill 846 into law, providing a path to extend operations at the
DCPP beyond ¢hcurrent planned closures.

Diablo Canyon Decommissioning Engagement Panel (DCDEP)

The DCDEWas convened by PG&E as volunteer, norregulatory 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&Eand regulatory agenciesn matters related to DCPP decommissioniipe DCDEP was formed
specifically to provide an avenue for communication from the public to PG&E on the issues
surrounding decommissioning, and not to addréss decision tostop or coninue operation ofthe

DCPP

Community Outreach Process
The DCDEP has held regyablic meetingsas well as workshops focused on spedfibjects The
first meeting was held oMay 30, 2018and since that tim¢he DCDE has conducted a totaf thirty-

v

three public community meetingandg 2 NJ] a K2 LJa G2 NBOSA GBS Ay F2NNI (A2

concerns angberspectives.In response to theignificant outreach effortby the DCDERyer 1,800
documented commentbave been receivetb date.

Strategic Vision

ThisStrategic VisioK & 6 SSy LINBLI NBER 0@ (K Shatswill Beamended |
and refined as the decommissioning process continues and the DCDEP hears from therpublic
various issues surrounding decommissionindhe recommendationscontained in thisvision
documentare based on the views of the community as expressed durindicpuieetings and
workshops as well aghrough emails, lg¢ers and other correspondenceThe Vision, Goals and
Recommendations were prepared by the DCDEP and this document wagddogetee DCDEP using

a facilitated process.

l|Page
Amended February 2026
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https://pgera.azurewebsites.net/Regulation/NewSearchResults

Summary of Recommendations

This Strateglc Visionontains specific Visions, Goals aRécommendationghat representthe
5/ 59t Qa @GAaArz2y T béldreididhg dnd dfter theé geedmrhidsighiid process. In
general, he DCDERcOmmends:

X

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 teyé@r delay in decontamination)

The health and safety of the community and the environmental quality of the area should be the
primary consideratiorwhen evaluatingcosteffective methodsof decommissioningn order to
save ratepayers money

The 12,000 acres that surround the DC&# a spectacular natural resource anded to be
conservedn perpetuity while allowing fomanageedpublic accesand use

The repurposing of facilities should be explore@asy toboth reduce the amount of demolition
materialscreated and create opportunities for nelecaljobs and economic development while
consideringpublic safetytraffic concerns and the emanmental 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 201p

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 D&dded
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 andgourfAdded February 2020]

The safest method of transporting demolition materials from the sikmuld beconsidered and
put in place in a manner that minimizes the impacts to neighboring communities and the county
at large [AddedJuly2020]

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 sourcesshfwater to the site[AddedMarch

2021]

Thereview 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. [AddedApril 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 environm@addedApril 2023]

2| Page
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x The conservation of, and sustainable access to, the 123860 Diablo Canyon Lands should be the
principal objective of plans and appropriations made pursuant to SB [@di6ed ApriR024]

x Thespent nuclear fuel generated by the DCPP should be stored in the safest manner possible until
it can be moved off site[Added Apri2024]

x The decommissioning of DCPP should include provisions for the potential reuse of facilities on
Parcel P for the purposes of supporting the establishment of offshore wind energy production.
[AddedApril 2025

x The long term storage of spent nuclear figbloulduse a consenbased siting process in close
collaboration with the public, interested groups, and governments at the Tribal, State, and local
levels. [AddedApril 2025

x Anyextension of operationat DCPRBhould be consistent with SB 846, includiisgelationship to
grid reliabilityR dzNRA y'3  / | £ A F 2 Nyehdrg@ransitih yA&dédFebriar$ 208Bt S| y

Topics Inclued - Strategic Vision Document
The following opics are included in thidocument

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

Transportationof Nornt and LowLevel Radioactive Material
Water Resources

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

Update onDiablo Canyon Lands

Spent Fuel Storage Status

Parcel P Repurposingdffshore Wind Energy Production
Long Term Spent Fulanagement

. Diablo Canyon Decommissioning and Grid Reliability
[AmendedFebruary 202p

OTVOZErAC~"IOMMUO®Y

Topicsof Meetings and Workshops iR025
The followingopic wasthe subject of DCDHRiblicmeetings in 2@5:

1 Diablo Canyon Decommissioning &dd Reliability
[AmendedFebruary 202p

3| Page
Amended February 2026



Revisionsd Strategic Vision Document

TheStrategic 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 documentln addition, a vertical line in the margin delineates the most recent

changes.

The following memos provide a genedascription ofrevisions.

May 2019
February 2020
July2020
March2021
April 2022
April 2023
April 2024
April 2025

| February 2026
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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 prodisthétddDCTP
decisions, the potential for extending operations at the D@RE the Diablo Canyonedommissioning
Engagement Panel (DCDEP).

A.

History of the Diablo Canyon Power Plant

TheDCPHs an electricitygenerating nuclear power plant locate@ar 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
Pressuized Water Reactounits are licensed until 2024 and 2025 respectively. The two units
produce a total of 18,000 gigawadltiburs of electricity annually, which is enough energy to meet
the needs of more than three million Northern and Central Californians. This is neadyctdt

of California's energy portfolio and 20 ngent of the power that PG&E prowd 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 powsr golaan 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 twonit reador 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, construdgbn 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 environmequality. 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 CommigsiBiICYor Unit 1 on August

2nd and Unit 2 on November 2nd. On May 7, 1985, Unit 1 began commercial operation and on
March 13, 1987Unit 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 atrong 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 2at06 Wild Cherry Canyon
property to the southeast.The Diablo Canyon Landsalinclude 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 In addition, inAugust 2022, PG&E and its subsidiary, Eureka Energy Company
completed and recorded a deed restriction @200 acresat Point San Luithat permanently
protects the land from development.

5|Page
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The Diablo Canyon Lands are located in the Irish Hills region of San Luis Obisp¢Seeuriyure

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:

G¢KS LNRAK I Affa SYONIOS (KS NHAI3ISR:I sSaidSNy
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 sceni

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
AdZNNR dzy RAy3a GKS 5AFoft2 /Fyeéz2y bdzOf SFNJt26SN)

That same year, 75 percent of county voters supportedDIREAMnitiative (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.

{AyOS aSladaNB ' Qa LI} aal3asSsy vdzZ GALX S O2yaSNBI GA
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 haantzonserved on the
northwestern edge of the Irish Hills by the City of San Luis Obispo as part of its greenbelt
protection program. These acquisitioafong with other protected properties (including the
Hibberd Preserve, BLM lands, and Montana de Oro) nearly complete a path faniéedterior

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 effdvtest recently,
fundingwasset aside through the passage of SB &4urchase the property from Eureka Energy

and leaseholder HomeFed. HomeFed recently prevailed in an appeal of aclowe decision

relative to the existing leasendVild Cherry Canyon.

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 PlaiDCPP) at the end of its current NRC operating licembes they expire on
November 2, 2024Unit 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 dhe Earth, Natural Resources Defense Council, Environment
California, California Energy Efficiency Industry Council and Alliance for Nuclear Responsibility.

t Dg9Qa RSOA&A2Y (2 @AUKRN}¢ GKS fAOSyaS NByYS
determination that the continued baseload operation of the two DCPP units beyond the currently

F LILINE SR 2LISNI GAYy3 LISNA2Ra Aa yz2i yemanfaal NB
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 BUC on January 11, 20{Becision 181-022) In February 2018, PG&E

withdrew its application to the NRC for a licensing extension.
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Diablo Canyon
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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 anyaserén greenhouse gas
emissions resulting from the closure of DCPP.

Funding for the community impact mitigation program anl 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 keyimgrgaals

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 GoweBrown on September 20, 2018.

With the passage of Senate Bill 84B(84% which provides an avenue for keeping the plant
operating, DCPP has submittaplication to the NRC for a licensing extensilore information
about SB 846 can be found by clicking this (BB 846)

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 optimg license. The RChas strict
rules governing nuehr power plant decommissioningnvolving cleanup of radioactively
contaminaed plant systems and structureand removal of the radioactive fuel. These
requirements protect workers and the public duritige 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.

¢KS FTANRG 2 LI A 2¥Yshdrtdor decpraamifationWith ddBCIDNte liirst steps of
taking the plant apart begin as soon as the fuel is remdkad the reactor vessel The operator

first decontaminates or removes contaminated equipment and materi@tsetransfer of spent
nuclear fuel into dry cask storage and the removaadipmentlowers the radiation level in the
facility and significantly reduces the potential exposure to workers during subsequent
decommissioning operation®ECON catake five years or more.

¢tKS aSO2yR 2LJiA2y A& OFffSR a{!C{¢hwZé¢ F2NI &l 1
the fuel is removedrom the reactor vesselthe plantis 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 vessdljel pools, turbine and other elements. All fuel is removed from the
reactor vessel and placed in fysbols or dry storage osite. 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 similarthte 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 mugt tompleted within 60 years.

According to the NRC websis of 2018eighteencommercial reactoren the United Stateare
in the decommissioning proces$welveof 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 operatiaiig NRC requires thale licensee must establish
or obtain a financial mechanisfauch as a trust fund or a gwartee from its parent companyd
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. ddesnmay
alternatively determine a sitgpecific 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 decommissgfunds 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 termingon of operation.

In California, he CPU@lIsoregulates and reviews nuclear decommissioning costs and projects,
pursuant to the California Nucled&acility Decommissioning ActhélCalifornia Nuclear Facility
Decommissioning Act wagmassed by state legislatidn 1985to ensure that there is sufficient
funding available to decommission nuclear facilities upon shutdodsearly as 1983, the CPUC
ordered PG&E to begin forecasting itsctear decommissioning costs meake surethat there is
adequate fundin@gnd that thosedecommissionig costs would & distributedequitably over time
among dlcustomers who benefit frorthe operation ofthe DCPP

Under the 1985 Act, the BUC established the Nucle&ecommissining Cost Triennial
ProceedinglDCTJPas a proceeding to exameémuclear decommissioning co$tmding levels for
the trust fund that each utilityestablishes to fund decommissioning, atlte assumptions
assoftated with that funding level. Specifically,the NDCTP applicatiorincludes a
decommissioning cost estimatbat covers reasonable and prudent decommissioning ccstsl
assumptions arond how that cost estimate @developed The application also includageview
of anydecommissioning projects thatere completed since the lagpplication was filed, and
any assumptionabout the trust fund, the rate ofeturn and funding requirementsTheNDCTP
applicationis filed every three years aride revente requirement can and will bedjusted every
three years with subsequent NDCapplications as new information becomes avalida PG&E
filed a NDCTRpplication in March of 201&nd again in December 2058d December 2021A
request for a delay of the filing that would have occurred in 2024 was granted.

Ownershipof NuclearPower Plant®uringDecommissioning

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 decoissioning 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 activitiesitbelves. 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 (similaratgeneral 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 Plauchanan, 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 Nu€leaommissioning Trusts for
the three units. (2019)
http://www.safesecurevital.com/entergyagreesto-postshutdownsaleof-indianpoint-
energycenterto-holtecinternational/

2. Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power PlagiVernon, 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 fudtits-kind in the nuclear power industrg 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/enterggompletessaleof-vermontyankeeto-northstar/

3. Zion lllinois Nuclear Power PlatZion, 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 nufled. At the completion
of the decommissioning, responsibility for the site will transfer back to Exelon. (2010)
https://www.exeloncorp.com/newsroom/Documents/Preselease
Starting%20with%20Zion%20Station%20Decommissioning,%20Exelon%20t0%20Make %205
Year,%20%$46%20Billion%20Investment%20in%20Illinoi_2585.pdfftsearch=Zion

4. Pilgrim Nuclear Power Statiog Plymouth, MassachusettsMerchant 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, sperarfdeNuclear
Decommissioning Trust. (2019)
http://www.pilgrimpower.com/entergyagreesto-post-shutdownsaleof-pilgrim-palisades
nuclearpower-plantsto-holtecinternationalfor-decommissioning/

5. Palisades Nuclear Power PlagCovert, Michigarg 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, sperarfdeNuclear
Decommissioning Trust. (2019)
http://www.palisadespower.com/entergpagreesto-post-shutdownsaleof-pilgrim-
palisadesnuclearpower-plantsto-holtecinternationator-decommissioning/
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6. Oyster Creek Generating Statiechacey Township, New Jerseg 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
26YSNARAKALI 2F GKS aAdS> NBFf LINR LIS Nliee wilt y R dza S
manage all site decommissioning and restoration activities. (2019)
https://www.exeloncorp.com/newsroom/holtegnternationatto-purchaseoystercreek

7. LaCrosse Boiling Water ReacteGenoa, Wisconsiq Merchant Generator
Dairyland Power Cooperative executed an agreement with EnergySolinicoporatedfor
the decommissioning of the La Crosse Boiling Water Reactor (LACBWR) site located in owned
08 S5FANRBfIYRO® ' YRSNJ 6GKS | ANBSYSyidsz 5FANEBTfIY
to an EnergySolutions company, LaCrosseSolutions, which will asssmensibility 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 adesl to cover the dry fuel storage
facility only and transferred back to Dairyland.
https://www.energysolutions.com/dairylangower-and-energysolutionssignlicense
stewardshipagreement/

The electric utility industry is partially unregulatedAlthoughl F¥Sg adl iSa R2yQi
electricity generation most of the sector is still regulated. Companies usually operate with a
combination of regulated and unregulated activities.

Regulated markets feature verticallytegrated utilities that own or control the entire flow of
electricity from generation to meter. Examples in the United States include Florida, Colorado,
Idaho, and KentuckyConversely 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 Providef bast Resort (POLRReregulated 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 enelusers.

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 pursale of the plant to another entity to
accomplishdecommissioningthat salewould require the approval ahe CPUC, as well as the
NRC.

[Added May 2019]
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2018 NDCTBecision

On December 13, 2018 PG&E submitted the 20#clear Decommissioning Cost Triennial
ProceedingNIDCTPlo the California Public Utilities Commission (CPW@2).January 10, 2020 a
Settlement Agreement was filéd response to the 2018 NDCh&tween PG&E and the following
intervenors

w The Utility Reform Network

w ¢KS tdzoftAO0 ! RE20FK1SQa hFFAOS 2F GKS /[ FEATF2N
w Alliance for Nuclear Responsibility

w County of San Luis Obispo

w22YSyQa 9ySNHe& al GdGSN&
w ekl GAG~ dz GAG " dz 8F1 GAOKAYA b2NIUIKSNY [/ KdzYl 3
The Settlement Agreement included a reduction in the Decommissioning Cost Estimate from $4.8

billion dollars t0$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 fospleat nuclear fuel

from the cooling pools to dry cask storage and $400 million dollars in savings through the
repurposing, instead of removabf 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 nomualified trust use. This would allow funding to be used for

planning and permitting work in the years before the plant ceases operatiors nidans that

t Dg9 g2ddZ R 6S FofS (2 LINRPOSSR adNIAIKG G2 aRS
consistentwithtis SNI 0 SIA O A aA2y GKIF G aidl (S &ion) piotessS RS O2)
should begin immediately upon shutdown with a goal of 10 years for completion of radiological
decommissioning and decontamination, avoiding SAFSTOR (which allows upeiar @&lay in

RSO2y iUl YAYIGA2YO0E O LG | fadspgent Indclea? fael mafiggydidenti K S LIN
system, and the conducting of physical work wltiie 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 and is in the public interest. On September 9, 2021 the CPUC wdirgize the decision.
[Added April 2022]

2021 NDCTmMecision

On December 14, 2021, PG&E filed the 2021 Nuclear Decommissioning Cost Triennial Proceeding
(NDCTP) with California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC). This cost estimate must be updated
and filed with the CPUC every three yea@®n December 16, 2022 a Settlement Agreement was

filed between PG&E and the following:

The Utility Reform Network

¢CKS tdzofAO ! RG20F3GSQa hTFTFFAOS 2F GKS /[ FEAF2)N
Alliance for Nuclear Responsibility

DHK Associates

County of San Luis Obispo

Northern Chumash Tribal Council

22YSyQa 9ySNHeé al GiSNa

eEegegeeee
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The updated 2021 Decommissioning Cost Estimate for DCPP is $4.1B (2020%), which is a cost
savings of $300M compared to the approved settlement for the 2018 NDCTP. A key highlight of

the revised cost estimate is transferring all spent nuclear fuel (SN&iytoast storage at the
Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation (ISFSI) aftery8&S of cooling in the spent fuel

pools (contingent upon necessary regulatory approvals). The 2018 NDCTP assumed transfer after
10-years of cooling. The Diablo Cany$ O2 YYA dadA 2y Ay 3 9y AL IASYSyd t|
document was also included in the 2021 filing.

The Settlement Agreement included: support foruge of the 230 kV transmission for offshore
wind power, energy storage, subsea transmission projects that deliver renewable energy, or
renewable energy technologies, participation by the CPUC ExecutivddDive their delegate on

the DCDEP recruitment and selection committee, direction to PG&E to establish a formal process
for tracking and responding within 30 days or at the next DCDEP meeting (whichever occurs first)
to decommissioningelated questions aised by DCDEP panel members and members of the
public (including a publicly available question log and posting of responses on the DCDEP
webpage), consideration by the DCDEP of amendments to the Charter that would reserve two of
five exofficio positiondor tribal organizations, deferring proposals for additional revisions to the

5/ 59t OAYOfdzRAY3 ! nbwQad LINRLRalf G2 StAYAYIGS
Community Advisory Board to the 2024 NDCTP, and a requirement for PG&E to peifamn so
sediment sampling and a characterization of Diablo Creek within the Part 50 NRC license
boundary.

On July 28, 2023, Administrative Law Judge, Amin Nolan, issued a proposed decision adopting a
settlement agreement negotiated among selected parties to the proceedings and resolving the
remainder of disputed issues. On September 21, 2023, the CPUC wwtaedopt the

' RYAYAAUGNY GAGS [¢ WIdZRISQaA LINRPLRASR RSOA&AZ2YX
[Added April 202]

2024 NDCTMecision

In September 2024he CPUC voted to allow PG&E to postpone filing the next NDCTP application

from December 2024 to no later than July 1, 20Zhe primary reason for the defernabs the
aldlrisSqQa RSOAarz2y (2 SEGSYR G(KS 2LISNIGAy3 tATFS
critical assumption in the decommissioning cost estimate is the planned decommissioning date.
DAGSY GKS OKIFIy3aS Ay GKS L FydiQa NBIGANBYSYyG RIFG
outdated. In addition, PG&E had indicated that a Decem@®24 filing would not have sought a

new revenue requirement (no rate increase)

[AddedFebruary 202b

Extending Operations MCPR Senate Bill 846

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 (SBWdi6hauthorizes 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).
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The bill also authorizedraostlyforgivableloan of $1.4 billiorirom the state(using largely federal
monies)to PG&E to facilitate the extension of the plaRG&E announced that it will seek & 20
year operating license extension from NRC rather than thiedd extensiomeferenced inSB 846
A completedapplication for license renewalill be submittedto the NRC by PG&io later than
December 31, 2023.

Existing law requires the California Public Utilities Commission (GRU@hat utilities have
plans in place that assure system and local reliability on both ateearand longterm basis.A
number of eventsincluding drought, unusual cold and heat occurrences, global supply chain
issues and changing market conditiphave made it difficult to meet planning standards for near
term reliability. These events have also made it difficulbring renewable energy projectm

line fast enough to cover these extreme conditions in both the Aeam and longterm. There

is a neel for more resources to cover the reliability riskssaciated with peak electricity demands
(see chart below from EXC Vice Chair Gund@resentationto the DCDEP at the December 14,
2022 public workshop

State is Facing Reliability Challenges

Meet ——— | Cover Drought and Fire Events I
x Coincident
P Events l Cover Extreme Heat ‘
S
- == I Cover New Project Delays ‘
3 [
§ ‘ Cover Changing Conditions* J
=z
%‘ Meet Traditional
o Planning < =_| ;
§. Standard Authorized Procurement

*Demand conditions and assumptions may
change resulting in a procurement lag

Resource Stack

To address thisn 2022,the Californialegislature passed four bills that work together to help
addresdi KS a0 | (reliadikity iSyes SiHteBilB46(SB 846is one of these billsAssembly

Bill 424 pAB 424), requires an assessment of Firm Zesobon Resource standarddssembhBills

205 and 209AB 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. AlsAB 209 provides additional mding 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 objectasfollows (1)the bill tasks State agencies with
determining the prudency of the extension, taking into consideration reliability issues, as well as
cost effectiveness angreenhousegas(GHGYeduction goals; and (2) given the time constraints

of extendinghe operation ofa nuclear power planivhich hasnanyregulatory hurdleyprovides

direction to State agenes 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.
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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 aclisimed before DCPP
would be able to continue operations. There are approximately 40 different activities assigned to
various State agencies outlined in the bill.

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. TheCalifornia Independent Systems Operat6A{SQ the State Water Board, Department

2F CAYlLYyOS YR GKS {0 0SS areascal@bidtpeciicallyimfiegt A OS |
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 DC&IBng with several other tasks,
outlined below:

A Joint Agency Reliability Planning Assessment (Reliability Planning Assessment)
addresses requirements for electricity reliability reportamgyset forth in bott&8 846and

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 203the analysisompletedfor

2023 is preliminary and will be updated in M2923to capture relevant presummer
conditions (e.g., hydroelectric updates)The report also provides an evaluation of
summer 2022 reliability and the magnitude of reliability problems for 22926, as
required by AB 205.

AClean Energy Reliability Investment Plan (CERtresses a requirement in 8B6 for

the CEQo develop a $1 billion investment plan for clean energy resourc®secifically

this plan would evaluate aacceleratbn of the creation of clean energy resources so that

there would no need for DCPP beyond 2030he CERIprovides justification and
recommendations for clean energy investments that accelerate the deployment of clean

energy resources, support demand response, assist ratepayers, and increaggy en
reliability. ¢ KS LI Iy G 1Sa Ayd2 |002dzyd [/ FEAF2NYAL
for nearterm and middd SNY NBf Al oAt AGeT | ROFIYyOSYSyl 27
percent zereOl Nb2y FyR NBYySglotS SySNHe& NBa&z2dzZND
greenhouse gasmissions reduction targets for the electricity sector.

AnAnalysis of Need to Support Reliability addresses a requirement in SB 846 for the CEC
to determine the need to extend the operation of th&€BHor 2024;2030. The analysis

Aa olFlaSR 2y F [/ 9/ |aasSaavySyd 2F GKS aid
demand and supply for thatperiod. &SR 2y / 9/ Q& tylfearas
that CEC determine that it is prudent for the state to pursue extension of DTRB.
determination is driven by the risk that sufficient electricity resources naybe built in

time to reach the ordered procurement and to address potential grid demands in extreme
heat events associated with climate changghis report was submitted in March 2023.

It can be found at thifink.

I G Sc
0 K¢
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https://www.energy.ca.gov/publications/2023/diablo-canyon-power-plant-extension-cec-analysis-need-support-reliability

Areport on the need for an extension of operations at D@&RRie in July 2023and a

report on operations at DCPP, the cost effectiveness of DCPP and cost comparison of
alternatives to continued operations at DCBEue in October 2023 The CEC will also

look at loadshift goals and policies to ensure there are more tools in the toolbox for the
State to rapidly meet its clean energy goals.

Thejoint 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 acticesoive

these potential delays. This report has to be completed on a quarterly. bébs first
report was submitted in February 2023, and it must be updated quartéoow thisihk

to view thefirst 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 thé wkshout 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 CPUCAX&®DIook 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 plantsatfeaseeking extension.

Finally, the ERIRets forth a billion dollars to support investments that take into account
anticipated supply and demand (need for neamd midterm 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
GKS /9/ @ | 26 SOSNE GKS /t!/ Qa LINAYIFINE NBalLRy

protection if operations are extended at DCPP. By the end of 202X BhC will need to

determine DCPP final closure dates. This determination will not look beyond 2030, but will
RSGUSNN¥AYS AF AlGQa FSFraAaofsS F2NJGKS LIXFyd G2 ¢
wSO02FSNE | 002dzyiié G @ Lihabing PAIRBD & %RiRefeAsOnadar f f  f
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 abewmarket 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 penads,
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 iswedié relation to
whether the costs exceed the benefits to ratepayeralso, at the end of any continued
2LISNF GA2yas GKS /t!/ @Attt OGSNATFTeEe (KIFIG tDg9C
extended operations is limited to the volumetric and fixed paytse
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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 respontié 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 trisdnigo consider tribal access,

use, conservation, and enanagement 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. ®seinclude, developing and executing contracts that disperse funds for the loaning

2F Y2y Se ySOSaalNE T2N ROFHyOAy3d ySEG adGSLias
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, albradl wie
agencies, are to ensure there is robust stakeholder participation.

SB 846
Reliability (Joint *Quarterly Updates AB 209
. PRM
Reliability ceGiopue) Assessment
AB 205
Reliabili
- SB 846 SB 846 CPUC
Diablo Canyon Prudency Diablo DisbBl B::G at Determination
Nuclear Power of Diablo Operations Co:n oarlson on Diablo
Plant Extension Report o Canyon+
Clean
Energy

|

Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
2022 2022 2023 2023 2023 2023 2023 2023 2023 2023 2023 2023 2023 2023

+CPUC action added for reference

PG&E Dual Track

PG&E began the process of decommissionir®D6, 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 thaitie, PG&E has been working towards obtaining all the approvals needed
for shut down of the DCPP.

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 tstepsitinue operation of DCPP

past20250 4SS ANI LIKAO 06St2¢ FNRY tD39Qa LINBaSyidl GA:
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public workshop)lthough SB 846 provides a pathwfay continuing operations at DCPP, there

are a number of assessments, approvals and subsequent legislative actions that would need to

2 OO dzNI .SO0lIdzAS | LIINBGIf 2F O2yGAydzSR 2LISNI (A
commitment to the community was to gdirectly 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 permitiatgs 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 an¢haorg to work on activities associated with
disposition of the Diablo Canyaands.

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 prograrin November 2023;onsistentwith state direction,

t D99 adzoYAGGSR Fy FLILXAOFGAZY (2 ¢KKES bbww /Qai NBNB
of the application is a mulyear process with opportunities for public involvement.

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 locattd drhis system will
need to be in place for either scenario of closure or contthaperations.

— 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

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- SB846 Diablo Canyon powerplant: extension of
operations.

PG&E Summary of Senate Bill 846 § SB846-PGESummaryll 23 22.pdf (diablocanyonpanel.org
Status of activities related to the
extended operations of DCPP
California Energy Commission (CEC| California Energy Commission-c@mment : Submit Commen
Senate Bill 846 Docket
Diablo Canyon Independent Safety | Diablo Canyon Independent Safety Committee (DCISC)
Committee
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https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202120220SB846
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202120220SB846
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/11/SB-846-PGE-Summary-11_23_22.pdf
https://efiling.energy.ca.gov/Ecomment/Ecomment.aspx?docketnumber=21-ESR-01
https://www.dcisc.org/

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 gentSNuclear Waste
Management will need to be modified to reflect -@oing 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 tleéfets as more information
becomes available regarding extension of operations, including the important issues surrounding
the storage and management of spent nuclear fu€llickhere 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 partneitshipbor and leading
environmental organizationsvas formed to create thejoint proposalé The joint proposal
included a planto engage the community in a very transparent, robust and collaborative
conversaion about how DCPP will be sdotvn. 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 tifis two-way
communication. The meetings and wankgs held by the DCDEP alldacal community
membersto provide direct input to PG&E, and subject matter expéotgrovideinformation to
the panel and the public about DCB&commissioning.

TheDCDERhelpingA y F 2 Nt -§pecBiciacordnfisgidhing plaimcludingfuture land use

and repurposing recommendation®2G&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 informatmhladvisorycapacity. 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 safibty of the public and is the financial and land
steward of DCPP assetSinal decisions regarding DCPP decommissianihge madeby PG&E

in conjunction withthe appropriate regulatory agencies.

PG&Econtinues toseek community inputhrough the DCDERs DCPP decommissioning plans
andcost estimats are continuing even as plans for a potential extension of operations are being
processed.PGEintendsto continue to engage with thBCDERNd solicit input from the public
during this multiyear review process

Initial PaneFormation Process

In early February 2018, PG&E announced its intention to form the DCPG&Eemployed a

robust print, radio and social media advertisimgmpaignto make the public aware of the

opportunity to submit an application to become a member of the Engagement Parf@imation

committee, comprised of representatives from the local community and P@&t#eloped panel

selection criteria, reviewed applications and participated in a facilitated process to reach
consensus on a slate of community pave§ Yo SNJ NBO2 YYSYyRIF GA2ya F2NJ t |
The formation committee was looking for representativesn the local community who broadly

reflect the divese community stakeholder viewpoints in proximity to DCPP. There are no
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designated seats for any organization or interest group on the panel. The community members
of the DCDEP are unpaid volunteers who are highly engaged anihfoathed leaders in the
community. Elected officials, PG&E employees and their immediate farailybers were not
eligible for the initial community panel membershipfter an indepth review of 105 applicants,
aformation committeeassistedn the selection othe initial elevencommunitymembers of the
DCDERhe twelfth member is a PG&E represaftive). The formation committee wasomprised

of the following individuals:

1 Dee Lacey 1 Jeff Thomas

1 Katcho Achadjian 1 Ken Thompson

i Ermina Karim i Tom Jones, PG&E

1 Rochelle Becker 1 StephanidsaacsonP&E
[Amendedluly202q

Reappointment and Vacancy Process

As DCDEP member appointments exgh@&E opesan application periodhat lassa minimum

of 30 days.Through advertisements placedvarious traditional and social media outletgwn

membersare soughtto fill expiring terms anény other vacancie(g.resignations) Decisions

on membershigs to berenewedor vacancies filledremade by PG&E representatives, along with

LI ySt YSYOSNR y20 aSS{TAy3a NBILLRAYGYSYyGzZ O2yaa
[Amended April 2022

Composition of the iBblo Canyon Decommissioning Engagement Panel
TheDiablo Canyon Decommissioning Engagement PBx@EDEHs comprised of representatives
from the local community.

The current(2024-2025) Y S Y6 SN & O2 Ydalh ke do8nd bydlBviing thiSliak. The
members of the DCDEP2024 were:

Dena BellmanArroyo Grande Dena has lived in San Luis Obispo County most of haniife
is active in many communiyuilding volunteer efforts She currentlyworks as the District
Planning Chief with the Channel Coast District of California State Fxeka brings a strong
knowledge of government and community to this decommissioning effort.

John CrewsMorro Bayc John is a native of the Central Coast. Now retired, he has worked
locally in general aviation, aerospace, the onshore and offshore oil industrgesigh and
engineering forenergy and industrial development.John brings a knowledge of the
petroleumbased energy industry, as well as engineering to the Panel.

[AddedFebruary 202b

David HoughtonSan Luis ObisgdDave is a consulting engineer and a member of the adjunct
faculty at Cal Poly where he teaches courses on mechanical and electrical systems for
buildings with a focus on energy use, utility interactiomsro-net-energy buildings. He
currently sits on the City of San Luis Obispo Planning CommigattatedApril 2025

Cory JonesAtascadera, Cory was bormand raised on the Central Coast. He is the COO for a

Forest Landscape Restoration program affiliated with the United Nations Decade on
902484GSY wSadaNI A2y FyR GKS Dfz2olf wSsAf RA
voices of the younger geration arerepresentedon the DCDEP[AddedFebruary 202p
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Patrick LemieuxMorro Bayg Patrick previously served on the Pafiem March 2021 through

May 2022 and was reappointed in March 20&f8r completing a sabbatical oversealde
currently works at Cal Poly as a Bentley Professor of Mechanical Engiressdtiisg current
member of the American Society of Mechanical Engineers, Distributed Wind Energy
Association and the Sierra ClupddedApril 2024]

Frances RomeroGuadalupe Frances is a 2gear resident of Guadalupe and is a Senior
Planner with TW Land Planning & Development with extensive experience in land use,
government relations and community outreackrrances serves as an Advisory Committee
Member to The Ascend FurshdA & | f &2 | / AGAT SyQa h@SNRAIKI(
Guadalupe Union School Distri¢addedApril 2024

Linda Seeley.os OsosLinda, currently [etired, hqs beerresiident of San Luis ObispoACounty

since 1982 She worked asmurseYA RS A TS YR 62YSyQa ®&isd (K vy dz)
member of San Luis Obispo Mothers for Peaes well as otheenvironmental interest

groups

Semu Torreg Morro Bay¢ Semu was borfocally on a private, Native American reservation
east of Santa Margarita. After working abroad as a teacher, he returned to the Central Coast
in 2017 and now serves as site coordinator faualic Montessori school. Semu brings both

a local and international viewpoint to the Pan@\ddedFebruary 202p

Linda Vanasup&San Luis ObisppLinda is a Professor Emeritus of materials engineering at

Cal Poly and has been a resident of San Luis Obispo since 1991. Her career work has been in
pursuit of a just transition to a regenerative planetaryedstence. She is als@éstinguished
Academic Partner to Franklin W. Olin College of Engineering in the Boston area, where she
continues her collaborations in sociajlyst engineering [AddedApril 2025

Kara Woodruff San Luis ObisppKarahaslived inSan Luis ObispBountyfor nearly three
decadesandis currentlythe District Director for Senator John Lairdara has been directly
involved in the conservation of over 100,000 acres in SLO County and brings to the Panel an
impassioned interest in the conservation of the Diablo Canyon Lands, including Wild Cherry
Canyon.

Scott LathrogExOfficio Member); Scotthas lived in San Luis Obispo County for most of his
life. AChumash Native Americahis ancestral rootsarein and around Diablo Canyon. He
recently retired froma publieschooldistrict where he was thé\ssistant Superintenderdf
Business Services.
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Susan StrachafexOfficio Member); Susanis the Manager for theSan Luis Obispo County
tfFyyAy3a YR .dzAf RAy 3 5 S LIONDME 0L @sponshyitdd NB y Y S
is managing the permitting and environmental review for the decommissioning of the Diablo
Canyon Power PlanfAddedApril 2025

Tom JonesAtascaderqPG&E Representative)Tom is the Senior Director of Regulatory,
Environmental Repurposing for P&E where he oversees planning for extended operations
and the ultimate transition to decommissioning at DCHR addition, Tom oversees the
stewardship of over 12,000 acres and 14 miles of coastline of the Dtatvigon Landand

the DCDEP[Added March 2025]

Past Members:

Jon Frank¢PG&ERepresentative)May 2018 through December 2018
Frank MechamPaso Robleslay 2018 through December 2019

Nancy O'MalleyAvila Beaclq May 2018 through July 2020

Jim WelsclPG&E Representatiye January 2019 through October 2019
Alex KarlinSan Luis ObisppMay 2018 through March 2021

Lauren BrownSan Luis ObisppMay 2018 through March 2021

Sherri DanoffAvila Beacly May 2018 through May 2022

Mariam ShahArroyo Grande March2021throughMarch 2023
Charlene RosaleS$an Luis ObisgpMarch 2020throughMarch 2023

Dr. Timothy AuranAvila Beaclg March 2020throughMarch 2023

David M. BaldwinAtascadera May 2018throughMarch2023

Will Almas San Luis ObisppMay 202 through March 2024

w20 SNI &, Shdliis @bisg@¥aly 2022through August2023
Maureen ZawalicKPG&E Representative)October 2013hroughJanuary 2024
Trevor Keiti(ExOfficio Member); May 2018 througtMarch 2024
Jessica Kendricltascadera May 1, 2023 through April 30, 2025
Michael LucasMorro Bayg May 1, 2022 through April 30, 2025

Bruce Severancé&rover Beach May 1, 2022hrough January 13, 2025
Ernest "Gerry" FinrPaso RoblesMay 1, 2023 through August 20, 2025

[AmendedMay 2019 / February 2020March202YApril 2022 April 2023/ April 2024/ April 2025 February 202b
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ll. Engagement Panel Community Outreact
Efforts

The DCDEP held its first public meeting on May 30, 2018. Since that time the B&dDionducted a total
of thirty-threepublic community meetings anstorkshops to receivanformation and listen tahe publicQ a
concerns and perspectives. Th€DEP members usedimerous pathways to inform the public altou
the decommissioning procesasid receive feedbackn 2019, the DCDEP creat®evebsite separate from
the PG&E website that allows the DCDEP to directly oversee and manage the cortienvebsite can
be found at:https://diablocanyonpanel.org/ The DCDEP aetbsite allows the public to makeomments
directly to the DCDEP members. In addition¢ce the formation of the DCDER>&Ehassupported ther
efforts with targeted media announcemtenand social mediadvertising PG&E hasilso completed
public toursof the site and made presentations to the puldioout the plant and the lands that surround
it. In 2021, PG&E begaffering virtual tours (videos) of the plant, lands, marina and 19RStheir
website. [Amended February 2026]

[PuBLic weETINGS

PUBLIC COMMENT

PG&E’'S NUCLEAR
DECOMMISSIONING
| COST TRIENNIAL

PROCEEDING FILIING
WITH THE CPUC

[In-PERSON DISCUSSIONS

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 presentatimsommunity groups. In
addition, the DCDEP participated actfinding tours and field trips to be more knowledgeable
about the DCPP, similar decommissioning projects, existing conservation activities and other
community engagement panels.

2018Public Meetingsind 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. @fitist meeting, the DCDEP
YSYOSNE RA&AOdZA4SR tDs9Qa NBO2YYSYRIdGA2yA FyR
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 nsemhltiee 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

Adenda & Presentation Slides
July 25, 2018 | Decommissioning Funding Meeting Video

Meeting Transcript

Adenda & Presentation Slides
August 29, 201§ Diablo Canyon Lands Meeting Video

Meeting Transcript

Agenda & Presentation Slides

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

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

Adenda & 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 meetindeeld in 2018the DCDEP hetdur full-day workshops

on Diablo Canyobands and DCPP facility repurposing. The purpose of the workshops was to give
interested organizations and the public more tirtiean could be allocated at a monthly public
meetingto present their ideas and engage in a dialogue with the DCDEP membé¢otal &f

twelve organizations made presentations on Diablo Canyobands and nine on Facility
Repurposing.

The bllowing is a list of the workshop dates and topid$ieagendas are available by selecting
Agenda and theecorded online videist @+ At | 6t S 2y ViawVilesdése a St SOG Ay 3

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
24| Page
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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

2018- Public Tours of Diablo Canyon Lands and Facilities

In concert with the DCDHERublic meeting and workshops on Diablo Canyon lands and facility
repurposing, PG&E hosted over 2th@ur bus tours of the of the lands, coastline and DCPP
facilitiesfor the general publiduring August and Septdmr. Over 500 community members
viewedthe lands and facilities under discussion by the DCDEP tours were narrated by PG&E
representatives and supported with video#n 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 dis@s decommissioning activitiespproximately 300 people participated in
these presentations which included &5-20-minute talk illustrated with a PowerPoint

presentation and a follovup question and answer sessiohhe presentations were well received
and the questions and answeessions were very energetic.

Date Community Group Approximate # of People

August 13, 2018 Monday Rotary, San Luis Obispo 75

August 30, 2018 'YAGSR aStiK2RA&l ad 15
Obispo

September 21, 2018 | Exchange Club, San Luis Obispo Care Cé¢ 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 fdihy workshops, the DCDEP members also
participated in numerous fadinding tours and field trips to be more knowledgeable about the
DCPP, similar decommissioning projects, existing conservation activitestlaer community
engagement panels. Thellbwing is a list of faetinding tours and activities.

Date Activity Host
May 16, 2018 Tour of DCPP facilities, lands and PG&E
coastline
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 PismdPreserve

The Land Conservancy of SLO
County

November 16, 2018

Tour of Wind Wolves Preserve

The Wildlands Conservancy

November 29, 2018

SONGS Community Engagement Pa
(CEP) meeting

San Onofre Nuclear Generating
Station (SONGS) CEP

November 30, 2018

Tour of SONGS and interim storage
facility

Southern California Edison

Amended February 2026
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B. Community Outreach Activities 2019

The DCDEP conductéaree public meetingsand three public workshopim 2019 addressing a
range of decommissioning topicéll DCDEP public community meetings werediveamed and

video recordings are available to be viewed online.

In addition, a written transcript of each

meeting was compiledVideos of the meetingstanscripts, agenda and presentation materials
for each meetingan 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. Cente

Meeting Video
Meeting Transcript

Agenda & Presentation Slides

Panel Meeting
June 12, 2019

Engagement Panel
Role, Function and
Structure

SLO Govt. Cente

Meeting Video
Meeting Transcript

Agenda & Presentation Slides

Workshop
October 172019

Economic Impast/
Opportunitiesof
Decommissioning

SLO Govt. Cente

Agenda View Video

Panel Meeting
November 13, 2019

Economic Impacts /

Opportunities of
Decommissioning

SLO Govt. Cente

Meeting Video
Meeting Transcript

Agenda & Presentation Slides

[AmendedrFebruary2020]

C. Community Outreach Activities 2020

TheDCDEP conductetreepublic meeting$n 2020. All DCDEP public community meetingse

live-streamedand video recordings are available to be viewed online.

transcript of each meeting was compiled/ideos of the meetingdranscripts, agenda and

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

Date Subject Location Details
Panel Meeting Land Use and General SLO Govt. Center| Meeting Video
March 11, 220 Update Meeting Transcript

Agenda & Presentation Slide:

Panel Meeting
June 2, 220

Transportation of Non
Radioactivd LowLevel

Radioactive Waste
Materials

SLO Govt. Center
(OnLine Meeting)

Meeting Video
Meeting Transcript

Agenda & Presentation Slide

Panel Meeting
October 28 220

Water Resources

SLO Govt. Center
(OnLine Meeting)

Meeting Video
Meeting Transcripts

Agenda & Presentation Slide

[AmendedJuly2020, March 2021]

Amended February 2026
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In addition, a written


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

Community Outreach Activities 2021

The DCDE&onductedthree public meetings in 2021These public meetings cowt on-going
discussions abougpent nuclearfuel management a well aghe decommissioning project land
use applicatiorand CEQA process

6:00 PM-9:30 PM

UpdatéProject Application
CEQA Process

Date Subject Location Details
Panel Meeting Spent Nuclear Fuel Storage| SLO Govt. Center| Meeting Video
May 26, 2021 and Management (OnLineMeeting) | Meeting Transcripts

Agenda & Presentation Slide:

Panel Meeting
August25, 2021
6:00 PM-9:30 PM

Facility Repurposingpdate
andthe CPUC Ruling on the
2018 NDCTP

SLO Govt. Center
(On-LineMeeting)

Meeting Video
Meeting Transcripts

Agenda & Presentation Slide

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

Strategic Vision Update /
Project Application and the
CEQA Process

SLO Govt. Center
(OnLineMeeting)

Meeting Video
Meeting Transcripts

Agenda & Presentation Slide

[AddedApril 2022

E.

Community Outreach Activities 2022

The DCDEPonductedfour public meetings in 20 These public meetingsovered various

topics, includinghe new spent nuclear fuel storage system to be constructed at the existing ISFSI

andthe status ofpotential extension of operations at DCPP

Date Subject Location Details
Panel Meeting Spent Nuclear Fuel SLO Govt. Centeg Meeting Video
April 2Q 202 Managementand Storage Meeting Transcripts
6:00 PM- 9:30 PM Overview Agenda & Presentation Slidey

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

Spent Nuclear Fuel
Management and Storage

SLO Govt. Cente

Meeting Video
Meeting Transcripts

Agenda & Presentation Slide

Panel Meeting
August 242022
6:00 PM-9:00 PM

Status on Potential Extensio
of Operations at Diablo
Canyon

SLO Govt. Cente

Meeting Video
Meeting Transcripts

Agenda & Presentation Slide

Panel Meeting
December 142022
6:00 PMc¢ 7:30 PM

Status and Schedule for
Potential Continued
Operation of Diablo Canyon

Power Plant

SLO Govt. Cente

Meeting Video
Meeting Transcripts

Agenda & Presentation Slide

[AddedApril 2023

Amended February 2026
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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

Community Outreach Activities 2023

In 2023, the DCDEP held three public meetings. The topics covered were: a presentation on the
Draft Environmental Impact Report that was prepared by the County of San Luis Obispo on the
decommissioning of the Diablo Canyon Power Plant (DCPP), an updatelands surrounding

the DCPP and information on the status of spent fuel storage at the DCPP and efforts happening
nationally relative to the interim ofite storage of spent fuel. Links to the meetings can be found

below.
Date Subject Location Details
Panel Meeting Diablo Canyon Draft SLO Govt. Cente Meeting Video
August 9 2023 Environmental Impact Meeting Transcripts

6:00 PM¢ 8:00PM

Report on Decommissioning

Agenda & Presentation Slide

Panel Meeting
September 20, 2023
6:00 PM-9:00 PM

Update onDiablo Canyon
Lands

SLO Govt. Cente

Meeting Video
Meeting Transcripts

Agenda & Presentation Slide

Panel Meeting
December B, 2023
6:00 PM¢ 9:00 PM

Spent Fuebtorage Status
Strategic Vision Annual
Update

SLO Govt. Cente

Meeting Video
Meeting Transcripts

Agenda & Presentation Slide

[Added April 2024]

G.

Community Outreach Activities 2024

In 2024, the DCDEReld two public meetings. The topics covered were: fhegential for the

reuse of facilities on Parcel P in support of the establishment of Offshore Wind Energy Production

and information on the efforts happening nationally and internationally relative tddheterm
management of spent nucleduel. Links to the meetings can be found below.

6:00 PM¢ 9:00 PM

Date Subject Location Details
Panel Meeting Parcel P Repurposing Statuy Atascadero City | Meeting Video
May 22, 2024 and Opportunities Hall Meeting Transcripts

Agenda & Presentation Slide

Panel Meeting
Septemberl8, 2024
6:00 PM-9:00 PM

Long Term Spent Fuel
Management

Grover Beach
City Hall

Meeting Video
Meeting Transcripts

Agenda & Presentation Slide

[AddedApril 2025

H. Community Outreach Activities 2025

In 205, the DCDEmeld one public meeting. The topic covered vas Diablo Canyon
Decommissioning an@rid Reliability. Links to the meetings can be found below.

September 24, 2025
6:00 PM¢ 8:00 PM

Reliability Expert Opinions
and Public Discussion

Date Subject Location Details
Panel Meeting& Diablo Canyon SLO Govt. Cente Meeting Video
Open House Decommissioning an@rid Meeting Transcripts

Agenda & Presentation Slide

[AddedFebruary 202p

Amended February 2026
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https://slo-span.org/meeting/dcdep_20230809/
https://slo-span.org/meeting/dcdep_20230809/
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/08/8-9-23-Meeting-Transcript.pdf
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/08/8-9-23-Meeting-Transcript.pdf
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/08/8-9-23-Panel-Meeting-Slides-combined.pdf
https://slo-span.org/meeting/dcdep_20230920/
https://slo-span.org/meeting/dcdep_20230920/
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/11/9-20-23-Meeting-Transcript.pdf
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/11/9-20-23-Meeting-Transcript.pdf
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/09/Combined-Slides-FINAL-19-20-23-Panel-Meeting-posted.pdf
https://slo-span.org/meeting/dcdep_20231213/
https://slo-span.org/meeting/dcdep_20231213/
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/01/12-13-23-Meeting-Transcript.pdf
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/01/12-13-23-Meeting-Transcript.pdf
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/12/Consolidated-Slide-Presentations-DCDEP-Meeting-12-13-23.pdf
https://slo-span.org/meeting/dcdep_20240522/
https://slo-span.org/meeting/dcdep_20240522/
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/06/5-22-24-Meeting-Transcript.pdf
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/06/5-22-24-Meeting-Transcript.pdf
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/2024-panel-meetings/
https://slo-span.org/meeting/dcdep_20240918/
https://slo-span.org/meeting/dcdep_20240918/
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/01/9-18-24-Meeting-Transcript.pdf
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/01/9-18-24-Meeting-Transcript.pdf
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/2024-panel-meetings/#9-18-24-panel-mtg
https://slo-span.org/meeting/dcdep_20250924/
https://slo-span.org/meeting/dcdep_20250924/
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/10/DCDEP-Mtg-Transcript-9-24-25.pdf
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/10/DCDEP-Mtg-Transcript-9-24-25.pdf
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/2025-panel-meetings/#9-24-25-panel-mtg

I. Public Comments Received on Decommissioning Topics
In response to the significant outreach efforts by the DCDEP and RG&E,than 1,800
documented comments have been receiadabut the topics that have been the subject of public
meetings and workshopsAll comments received can be viewed hefgiew Public Commenis

[Public Comments ReceivedIaitial Draft Deleted April 201ONumber of Comments by Topic Deleted February
202Q
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https://diablocanyonpanel.org/dcdep-public-comments-table-view/

lll. Strategic Vision and Goals

Contained in tissection are the strategic igions andoals of the DCDHEBpresenting tke topics covered
from May 2018 througiecembe2025. The \sionandGoals in ths Strategic Visioare based omublic

input receivedoy the DCDE®a public meetings and worksps and written correspondencand were

prepared by the DCDEP using a facilitated process

The DCDEP recognizes that all subjectareas are coveretiere. nly those topicsthat have been
discussed to datare in this document.The DCDEP will continue to meet and study other critical issues.
Thesematters, as well as refinements to thsubjectareas covered irthis Strategic Visionwill be
containedin future iterations othe Strategic Visian

Thefollowing topics & includedin this Strategic Visioas amended througbecember2025:

Decommissioningrocess

Decommissioning Funding

Diablo Canyoihands

Repurposingf the Diablo Canyofracilities

Engagement Panel Structure and FunctReniew
Emergency Planning

Spent Fuel Management

Economic Impacts / Opportunities

Transportation of NofRadioactive and Lowevel Radioactive Waste Materials
Water Resources

Decommissioning Land Use Permit and the CEQA Rroces
New Spent Nuclear Fu&torageSystem

Update onDiablo Canyon Lands

Spent Fuel Storage Status

Parcel P Repurposingdffshore Wind Energy Production
Long Term Spent Fuel Management

Diablo Canyon Decommissioning dadd Reliability

OUVOZErACTIOMMUOD>

The vsion 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 vision statements and goals are in this section of the Vision (Sectiorhilyecommendations are
contained in Section l¥RecommendationsSection V is eeport on the status of the recommendations.

[Amendedluly2020, March 2021, April 2022 April 2023 April 2024 April 2025 January 2025~ebruary 2026
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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. Decommissishiclg includes
the issues of the lonterm storage andntended 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, goalsd recommendationsit 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.

Vision Statements

1 The health, safety and welleing of the local community should be ensured before, during
and after decommissioning

9 The decommissioningdecontamination) processhould begin immediately upon shutdown
with a goal of 10 years for completion of radiological decommissioning and decontamination,
thusavoidng SAFSTOR (which allows up teyéar delay in decontamination)

1 The cecommissioningrocessshould besafe,timely, cost effective and efficient
1 The CPUC shoutdntinue the DCDER aminimumuntil cesstion of operations of the DCPP
Goals

1. Diablo Canyon Decommissioning Engagement Panel

a. ¢KS 5/59t aK2dZ R O2ylGAydzS AG& NR{S 2F AydS
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 ¢KS 5/59t Qa8 NBO2YYSYyRIFIGA2ya FyR 3dzARIYyOS R
be strongly considered by PG&E and regulatory agencies

2. Safety

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

b. The highly radioactive spent nuclear fustlould bestored onsite in the safestind most
technologically advanced manngossibleand be removed from the site as soon as
feasible

c. The highest level of safety regarding tiransport of radioactiveontamnated materials
andeventual removabf spent fuel from the areahould be ensured

d. The traffic impactsassociated with decommissioning activitiseould be minimized
through surroundingcommunities

3. Labor
a. The commitment to the use of a highly skilled and trained local workforcealior
decommissioning activities should be continued by PG&E

31| Page
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Pre-Planning

2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026

Power Generation

Unit 1

Unit 2
Shutdown

Shutdown

January 2021
CDP/LUP/CP #1 Submittal

All Project Approvals
Recieved

Project Execution

2027 2028 2029 2031 2032 2033 2034 2035

2030
]

Decommissioning
®

Spent Fuel and GTCC
Once Through Transfer to ISFSI Complete

Cooling Ceases

Project Level Description
(execution)

2036

January 2030
CDP/LUP/UP #2 Submittal

Cold and Dark Modifications

Spent Fuel Pool

Island

Spent Fuel Cooling Window

Site Infrastructure Madifications

Building Demo

Containment Demo

Aux/FHB Demo

Site Restoration and ISFSI Only

2037 2039

ISFSI Only
2039 to 2068

2038

DOE Begins

Spent Fuel Pickup Spen

Program Level Description

Project Level Description
(execution)

lanuary 2060
CDP/LUP/UP #3 Submittal

Breakwater Demo

Interim Site Restoration

*Note: Timelines are approximate and subject to change

Intake and Discharge Demo

Spent Fuel Transfer to DOE

ISFSI Demolition and Restoration

ISFS| Demo/Restoration

2068 to 2076
()

DOEI(ompletes

Fuel Pickup

Program Level Description

Program Level
Description

Project Level Description
(execution)

ISFSI Demolition and Restoration

Final Site Restoration

4Q 2038
Site Restoration Complete

Decommissioning Engagement Panel

A

2Q.2076
ISFSI Restoration Complete

January 2068
All Spent Fuel
and GTCC Waste
removed from ISFSI

Figure 2 - Example Timeline for Decommissioning



B. Decommissioning Funding

Funding for the costs to decommission DGPPmade available through thBecommissioning

Trust Fund The use of the Trust Fund for decommissioning is mandated by both Federal and State
regulations(see Section-D of this document for additional information) PG&E has collected
Y2yGKfe FSSa 2y OdzaG2YSNEQ St SOGNRO oAaffta G2 7
life of the plant from returns on investment in fixed income (bonds) and equity (stocks). PG&E

was required by the CPUC to collacid maintainthe Trust Fundvhile the plant is in operation

AY LINBLINFGA2Yy F2NI5/ttQa S@OSyldzrt RSO2YYAAAA?Z

The purpose of the Trust Fund is émsure sufficienfundingwill be available to decommission
DCPP The Trust Fund currently holds approximately $2.8 billion, and Pi&a&Eequestd
additional funding of $1.6 billionin its Nuclear Decommissioning Cost Triennial Proceeding
December 2018 report The Triennial Reporincludes 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 aamityy both now and

in the future, should never be discounted. The DCDEP recognizes that strategies for
decommissioning (including the repurposing of facilities) hawenfluence on the costs of
decommissioning.

Through these vision statementgoalsand recommendationsit is the intent of the DCDEP to
ensure thehealth andsafety of the community is not compromisethd remains a primary
consideration while minimizing impacts to ratepayers.

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

Vision Statements

1 Thehealth and safety of the community and the environmental quality of the area should be
the primary consideration during decommissioning and adequate fundifigthe
Decommissioning Trust Fustiouldbe providel to meet these objectives

1 The most coseffective methods for decommissioning should ineestigatedby PG&E in
order to save ratepayers money

1 The formulation of all decommissioning costs and decisigt®uld be transparento
ratepayers and the community

1 The existing Decommissioningu$t Fund should beprotected, preservedand augmented as
appropriateto assure that it remains stable and sufficient in order to adequafielgnce
decommissioning

Goals
1. Funding
a. The DCDEP, in conjunction with PG&E, should endeavor to assure that the public clearly
understands the funding necessarydafelyaccomplish decommissioning
b. The fundinghecessaryor critical advance planning decommissioning activities needed to
ensure immediate transition to DECON (decommissioning and decontamination) upon
plant closureshould be made available to PG&E
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 rst, and disruption to local
communities
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C. Diablo CanyonLands
TheDiablo Canyon Landse located along the California coast, in an area that has seamlly
no developmentother than the pwer plant and ancillary facilitiesyhich these lands surround
TheDiablo Canyon Landse located in the Irish Hills region of San Luis Obispo County, which has
been the subject of significant conservation activity over the last two decaties.over 12,000
acres owned by G&E (or its affiliates), including a-hle 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 managementgeactita strong
land stewardship progranfSee Figure8 ¢ Diablo Canyon Lands)

In 2000,0ver 75 percent of county voters supported tHBREAMDiablo Resources Advisory
Measure) Initiative DREAMvas an advisory ballot measure thedlled on county leaderand
PG&EoO set aside theDiablo Canyon Landsr habitat preservabn, 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 statementgioals and recommendationg is the intent of the DCDEP to
promote the conservation oDiablo Canyon Landsonsistent 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

9 The 12,000 acresf Diablo Canyon Landsirrounding the DCPP are a precious treasure and a
spectacular natural resource thahouldbe preservedn perpetuity for the public and future
generations in acknowledgement of its significant resource values

9 The publicshould be esured accessto the Diablo Canyon Lande the greatest extent
possible, while protecting and preserving sensitivabitats cultural sitesand other resources

1 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

1 The use of Diablo Canyon Lands should include activities that are consistent with wildlife and

resource protection and visitor enjoyment including muisie trails for hikingmountain

biking, and equestrian use and managed overnight camping

Thepreservation of sacred Native American ssésuld be assured

The request for land ownership by the local Native American community should be

acknowledged and considered as a valid claim for historical reasdmilg, bearing in mind

the overwhelming public testimony that the Diablo Canyon Lands be conserved and available

to the public formanageduse

1 The conservation activities dbiablo Canyon Landshould be coordinateavith owners of
other protected properties in the Irish Hilkegion, including State Parks, the US Bureau of
Land Management, thHature Conservancy, theand Conservancy of San Luis Obispo County,
and the City of San Luis Obispo

= =
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Goals
1. Land Stewardship
a. The excellenstewardshipof PG&En preserving and maintaining thBiablo Canyon
Landsshould be recognized
b. The existingbiological, geological and archeological data should be made available by
PG&E taonservatiorentities whomay be future stewards of thBiablo Canyon Lands
c. The preparation of alanfor the ongoing managemenpyreservatiorandmanagedoublic
acces®f Diablo Canyon Landéiould be developed through a collaborative process with
appropriate governmental and negovernmental organization® assure all available
funding is pursued and ongoing stewardship is maintained
d. The preparation of the management/public access plan shimddide public inputand
take irto consideration theuse of theDiablo Canyon Lanasay haveon local traffic and
safety
e. The management/pblic access plashould include a muHiise non-motorized trail
systemfor hikers, mountain bikers and equestrian useossible overnight camping
consistent with public safetyestricted access in the sensitive intertidal zone, rotational
grazing, habitat restoration ahprotection of cultural sites
f. The 1,200 acres near Point San [(8ise Figure 3hould be deed restricted in perpetuity
for conservation and public access

2. Land Transfeand Use

a. The transfer of theDiablo Canyon Lande a conservation entityor entities should be
promotedto ensurethe protection ofnatural and culturatesourcesn perpetuity, public
educationandmanagedoublic access

b. The Dablo Canyon Landshould be conserved prior to the completion of the
decommissioning procesas appropriate

c. 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 allowesdl ®@yUC

d. The Diablo Canyon Landshould be owned and managed by a conservation ertity
entities, such as State or National Parks, the Wildlands Conservancy, the San Luis Obispo
Land Conservancya Native Americamon-profit or other governmental or noiprofit
conservation groupexperienced in land managementor resource protection and
managedpublic use

e. The longterm protection ofecological, scenic, and cultural resources andwied-being
of local communitieshould be a primary consideration in determining the appropriate
level of public access to thaiablo Canyon Lands

f. Theestablishment oft leasttwo multi-usetrail extensionf the California Coastal Trail
should be pursuedvhichinclude both a trail along the coaahd aninterior trail through
Wild Cherry Canyon and other protected Irish Hills properties

g. The coastal section of tHeiablo Canyon Land$ould be protected to a higher degree,
as needed to ensure the conservation of the more fragile mariige), and coastal
environment

h. The interior sections of th®iablo Canyon Landcluding the landsassociatedwith
transmission linesghould allow for multiple compatible uses, including hikmguntain
biking, and equestrian usand connectiors to the Irish Hills and lintana De Oradrail
systems
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i. The use obiablo Canyon Landiar motorized vehicles (other than in parking areascess
roadsand for maintenance and management activijiesd nighttime recreationaluse
(other than camping as may be alloweshould be prohibited agnconsistent with
resource protection

J.  The use oDiablo Canyon Landsr campingshould bepermitted onlyto the extent it is
consistent with the safety of the community and the protection of cultural and
environmental resources

k. Theuse of a small portion of thland north of the Harbor Terrace development should
be considered fouse by thePort San Luis Haob Districtfor boat storage

I.  The San Miguelito Mutual Water Company leasih Home~ed for waste water facilities
should be evaluated for, at a minimusgreeninglocation and technology, asap of any
land transfer oWild Cherry Canyon

m. The disposal obiablo Canyon LandsK 2 dzft R NX 023y Al S tDs9Qa FAR
their ratepayers and shareholders

n. The acquisition obiablo Canyon Landsom PG&E should consider a variety of funding
mechanisms includingstate bond funds, private donations, decommissietated
permit mitigation measures, and compensatory processes via regulatory agencies such as
the CPUC

3. Cultural Heritage

a. The importance andegacy of the Native Americarommunity to the Diablo Canyon
Lands includingmethods to provideacquisition oraccess to those landshauld be
explored

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

c. Thetransfer, by easement or fee titlepf a portion of theDiablo Canyon Lander
exclusive use by the Native American commusftguld be consideredwith protection
by conservation easement ather suchmeansthat would allow limited development
consistent with local zoning and the preservation of environmental and cultural resources
in perpetuity
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Diablo Canyon Lands

LAND OWNERSHIP, ZONING AND LAND USE INFORMATION
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D. Repurposingof Diablo CanyonFacilities
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 shapsarina and breakwaters, and a
desalinization facility which could be maintained and repurpo¢8de Figure 4 EXxisting
Facilitie. These facilities are all located tre approximate 70&credParcel F which is shown
on Figure & Diablo Canyon Lasd

There may be benefits to the repurposing of certain fwomtaminated facilitiesf 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 facilitesld allow for thecreation of new jobs

to replace those lost through the closure of DC&&rease thevolume of dismanted facility
debris transportedhereby minimizing the potential traffic conflicts through Avila Beach and on
other local streets and ghways and create opportunities to minimize the costs of
decommissioning blimiting the amount ofdismantling and removal

Through these vision statementgoalsand recommendationsit is the intent of the DCDEP to
offer repurposing of Diabl@anyorfacilities as an alternative to demolition.

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

Vision Statements

1 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

1 Thepreservationof on-site non-contaminated facilities for repurposirghould be explored
by PG&E

1 The repurposing of facilitieshouldinclude thoroughremoval of radiological contamination
to comply withregulatory levelsas defined by the appropriate agencies

1 The repurposing of facilities shoutdnsiderwhether a use can be sustained over tine,
consistent withpublic safetyand the continued environmental quality of the regiamd
addressesommunitytraffic concerns

1 The repurposing of facilitieshould considerthe conservation of thebreakwaters and
associatedarbor areaandthe intake and discharge coves and associated marine terréaes
assure the protection of the ecological resources of the area

1 The repurposing of facilitieshould only include land associated with Parcel P that
developed andecessary foa buffer of ongoinglecommissioning@ctivities

1 The repurposing ofacilitiesshould be explored as way,tat a minimumcreate new local
jobsand promote the establishment of clean, green renewable energy sources

1 The repurposing athe transmission lineshould be explored for the transmission of wind,
wave, solar and/or other clean, green renewable energy

1 The preservation of the existing desalinization plant should be explored
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Goals
1. Existing Facilities

a. Thebuildings and structureshould be repurposedprovided a proposed use can be
sustained over timesafety is not compromisednd the environmental qualjt of the
community is assured

b. 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

c. The preparation of adetailed list of assets available for repurposing, including a
description of the facility, the type of facilitg.g.,office, warehouseetc.), square footage
of the facility, age of the facility, and when the facility would become available for
repurposingshould be prepared by PG&E

d. Themaintenanceof existingfacilitiesby PG&E should occuntil such time as the facilities
are repurposear determined to not be viable for repurposit@ensure that the facilities
do not degrade over time

e. 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

f. TheDiablo Canyon Landsssociated 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

g. The future use of repurposed facilities should not gebteesubstantiaincrease irtraffic
through surrounding communitieduring times of pak traffic

h. Thecontinued use of the desalination plant beyond decommissiosirauld beexplored
by PG&Eo allow forprovision of orsite water to repurposing tenants

i. Thepotential use of the desalination plant for provisiof @mergency water to local
water purveyorsshould beevaluated

2. Marine Facilities

a. The breakwaters and associated harbor should remain in ptacsistent with the
environmental quality and safety of the area and region

b. The harborand breakwaterareas should bemanagedand repurposedin a manner
consistent withthe protection ofhabitatand wildlife

c. ¢KS KIFINDB2NJ aK2dzZ R 0SNH QA to D BSHE Ay aRA FENB

d. The discharge cove should be studied by qualified individdalsng and after
decommissioningo fully understand and removeany radiological contaminatiorto
comply with regulatory levels as defined by the appropriate agencies

e. The longterm health of the marine ecosystem and coastal arslaguld continue to be
monitored by PG&E throughout the decommissioning process

3. Specific Uses
a. The potential for a publiprivate collaborative research and development facilgydh
I & National Laborator§) 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
b. Thegrantingof a longterm leaseor purchasewith favorable terms for Native American
tribal use for office, storagand tribal meetings/gatheringshould be considered
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c. The use of theOntario 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. Theuse of the existingarking lotat the Ontario Road facilitipr shuttle or bus service to
the Diablo Canyon Land$iould 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
incubabrs, clean technology startupsaltwater aquariumfransmission facilit projects
energy storagewastewater recycling, innovative mental health treatment center and
California StatdJniversity and/or University of California research facilisésuld 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 volunteereguatory body created to foster and
encourage open communication, public involvement and education on DCPP decimninig
plans and activities. 12018, the DCDEBegan a public outreach effort to both provide
information and listen to the publicand 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 stracand function. An internal
assessment of strengths, weaknesses and opportunities for improvement and a review of outside
resources fobest practicesvill be conducted at the public meeting during the second quarter of
2019 (June 12, 2019%fter 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 male. These decisions will be forwarded to PG&E and the CPUG additional
supplemental filing to the 2018 Triennial Report.

In October 2018DCDEP 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 progogat | / { K2 dzf R
create an Independent Decommissioning Advisory Panel (DAP) in Lieu of the

5/ 5 9dartbé accessed #tis link.

In December 2018 DCDEP member Lauren Browmmesented a proposal

recommending that the current DCDEP be continued and strengthened. His

proposajat NR L2 alt G2 / 2y dAyYdedn bk gcbessédiaNtlisy 3G KSy 5/
link.

Through these vision statementgoalsand recommendationsit 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 fdEngagement Panel Reviean be found in Section IV of this document.

Vision Statement

1 The community engagement panel was establistved should continue to operate to provide
direct input a1 behalf of the local communityp PG&E on decommissioning activities that are
of concern to the surrounding communities

1 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 DEB&ing
the managemenbf Diablo Canyon Lands atiee disposition ofFacilities

Goals
1. Panel Review
a. The DCDEP should perform a ®sfaluation, 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 shoulbaluate 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 theirespective communities

c. The DCDEP shouldek 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 poi#ieting covering the topic ofneergencyplanning.
At that meeting the DCDEP received information from the NRC on the decommissioning process
andfrom PG&Eand the County of San Luis Obispo Office of Emergency Serwities 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-siff monitoring equipment, the County
Emergency Operations Center, and an early warning siren system. TE®D&iognizes 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. Thrattiteodecommissioning process, plant security
controls remain in place. All the key security features including intrusion detection, response,
assessment of alarms and when necessaryaokfi S FFaadaAaidl yOSZ NBYFAY Ay
F 2 2 (0 LINJ a6 aséthe prit fyiellis 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 be&®Wwederal
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 plaoffisially in decommissioning with

these two certifications. The next key item that is submitted to the NRC is thespogtown
decommissioning activities report (PSDAR). The PSDAR must be submitted prior to the plant
shutting down or within two yearafter its shutdown. The PSDAR contains a description of, and

a highlevel 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 vicinttyeafite 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\iRGh 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 BRC Decommissioning Emergency Planning
Levels). Level one occurs when the plant permanently ceases operation hiedael 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 isaohed when there is no need for emergency planning
because the plant is gone and the fuel is gone.

The postshutdown 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 catitively decay to a point where it

is no longer generating enough heat to cause a zirconium fire, which could leaesiteatflease

2F NIRA2FOUAQGS YIGSNAIE GKFIG @¢g2dZ R NBIFOK (KS 9
action guidelines. Durg the PSEP, information is provided annually to the public regarding
5/ttQa TFdzidzNB &Gl Gdza | yR NBIljdANBR SYSNHSyOé RN

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-site organization Drills occur every two years and

an offsite 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 staakbne emergency plan andhé rest of DCPP is subject to a
GKIFTFNRAE 2yfteéeé¢ LXFYy GKFEG O2yidlAya SYSNHSyOe LI
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 readioesgues 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

1 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)

1 The community should continue to be informed regarding emergency planning and the safety
of the plant throughout the decommissioning process

44| Page
Amended February 2026



1 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 levelaf6€ tthrough
neighboring communities, including Avila Beach and Los Osos

1 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

1 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 wast#jdacand
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 broatlased, 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
regulatay 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 androad-basedcommunications 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 necontaminated)

a. The transfer of contaminated and naontaminated 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

[AddedApril 2019
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G. SpentNuclear 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 intmrconium alloyclad rods, which are then grouped together into
fuel assemblies (See Figure &An 1100 MWe PWR core may contain 193 fuel assemblies
composed of over 50,000 fuel rods and some 18 million fuel pelldts. 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, créag electrical energy.

Fuel
Assembly

Rod
Uranium

Fuel
Pellet

Figure 6¢ Typical Fuel Asse‘mbly with Fuel Pellets in Fuel Rods

After about five years, the nuclear fuel assemblies in the reactor no longer produce sufficient
SySNHe& FyR INB NBY2OSRO® g GKFG LRAYG A
new nuclear fuel assemblies. At DCPP, about 88 of the 193 fagghbBes 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 lakeldangerously 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 split in a controlled chain reaction in the reactor. In general, the higher the concentration
of those atoms, the longer the fuel can sustain a chain reactfnd the longer the fuel
remains in the reactor, the higher the burnup.

In other words, burnup is a way to measure how much uranium is burned in the reactor. It is
the amount of energy produced by the uranium. Burnup is expressed in GigBawst per
Metric Ton of Uranium (GWd/MTU). Average burnup, around 35 GWd/MTU two deegde

is over 45 GWd/MTU today. Utilities are now able to get more power out of their fuel before
replacing it. This means they can operate longer between refueling outages. It also means
they use less fuel. High burnup fuel is used at DCPP.

High burnup fuel is hotter and more radioactive than low burnup fuel because more uranium

gFa Gqodz2NYySRE OGKIG Aax aLX Al Rdz2NAy3 ydzOf SI NJ
conseguent conversion of some atomic mass of uranium into heat energythétextra high

abundance of these atomic fragments (including isotopes of iodine, cesium, strontium, xenon
andbarium, plutonium, and many other radioactive isotopeshigh burnup fuel that causes

such high levels of radioactivity and accompanyingase of more heat energy as further

fission processes occur. Because the fuel is very hot, both thermally and radioactively, it must

be cooled for a longer period of time in the spent fuel pool before the spent nuclear fuel
assemblies can be moved to drgsk storage.

c. Spent Fuel Pools
After being removed from the reactors, the spent nuclear fuel assemblies are shielded and
moved to one of two DCPP spent fuel pools (See Figure 7). The assemblies are placed within
specialized racks in stainlesteel lined, concretavalled pools filled wh borated water,
which is continuously circulated. The pools protect the workers and public from radiation
exposure and cool the fuel assemblieBhe zircaloy cladding (.5 mm. thick) on the hot fuel
rods will spontaneously combust in the presence aygen and if the fuel rods reach a
temperature of 900 degrees Celsius; therefore, the fuel assemblies must constantly be kept
under water.

One fuel
assembly per
cell
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When originally constructed, the spent fuel pools were expected to be used forddonsity
configuration of 270 assemblies per pool. As of December 2018, however, there are 744 and
768 assemblies in pools 1 and 2, respectively. By the time DCPP d@waimthere will be

1,261 in spent fuel pool 1 and 1,281 assemblies in spent fuel pool 2. The assemblies are held
in a checkerboard pattern, where hotter assemblies are surrounded by cooler assemblies.
This measure is intended to create additional enggrgy response time before a catastrophic

fire could result in the event the pool water is unexpectedly drained.

Historically, PG&E has removed spent nuclear fuel assemblies from the spent fuel pools after
about ten years. As discussed later (Section 2e), this time frame is under analysis and either
longer or short storage times for individual assemblies may be unsedler to accelerate the

total time during which the DCPP spent fuel pools are in service.

d. Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation (ISFSI)
After the spent nuclear fuel assemblies are removed from the spent fuel pools, they are
placed in sealed, heliufilled canisters and set into an approximately-f2@t tall, concrete
filled storage cask made of steel. The storage casks are placed WwiHimdependent Spent
Fuel Storage InstallationSFSI) area which is located-site, inland from the reactors. The
casks are bolted to a 7% foot thick, steeinforced concrete pad to ensure seismic stability.
CKA& Aa (y26y | a igureb®andD). DTPPRInHoNsladaSkisysterh Gifed C
Holtec HISTORM 100ask systemeach of which holds 32 fuel assemblies. As of December
2018, a total of 1,856 assemblies are stored at the Diablo ISFSI, within 58 casks.

L A8
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Figure 9: DCPFSFSI Pad in 2017 with 49 Loaded Casks

Figure 8: HSTORM 100SA System

e. Future Spent Nuclear Fuel Storage Options
When DCPP was constructed, there was an expectation that the federal government would
create a federal repository for all spent nuclear fuel generated in the United States. As
described in greater detail later in this section, plans for the completi@fedieral repository
at Yucca Mountain are at a standstill because Congress has not yet appropriated funding for
the processing of the license application by the NRC. The Trump Administration did allocate
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funding for the project in the 2019 proposedidget. Tie Nevada Governor, state Attorney

General, and congressional delegation, as well as leaders from Clark County and the City of
[Fa +£S3lras FyR GKS @Frad YlFI22NAGe |18&dtos dF R Qa
there are numerous legal challengeshe sitebasedon allegedunsuitability, including water

seepage and seismic activity.

In 2016 and 2017, two separate companies applied to NRC for licenses to build interim
consolidated facilities for the centralized storage of spent nuclear fuel until a federal
repository such as Yucca Mountain is opened. In the meantime, spent nucleailfuemain

at the DCPP ISFSI.

Greater Than Class C Waste (GTCC)

In addition to spent nuclear fuel assemblies, another category of highly radioactive materials

will exist at DCPP. This waste is known as Greater Than Class C Waste (GTCC). GTCC includes
all the materials that have been irradiated during the nucleardisgirocess, such as the

reactor itself, which must be dismantled and removed when the plant is decommissioned. An
estimated ten casks will be needed to store the GTCC, which is expected to be ultimately
placed at the ISFSI. The existing ISFSI is ndtreizdicensed for GTCC, and so PG&E would

have to obtain an amended permit and licensing to either construct new storage pad space

or reconfigure the existing dry cask placement.

2. DCPP Spent Nuclear Fuel Storage Program

a. Current DCPP Spent Nuclear Fuel Management Syoden Plant to Pools to ISFSI
A simple graphic helps to summarize the Spent Fuel Cycle at DCPP
Reactor ' Spent > ISFSI for > Federal
Vessel Fuel Pool Dry Casks Repository
60 Months 10+ Years ?2? Years

Each of the two nuclear reactor vessels at DCPP holds 193 nuclear fuel assemblies. At the end
of a cycle lasting approximately 18 months, ghid of the assemblies are replaced with new

fuel assemblies. Assemblies that have been used for three cappokimately 54 months)

are removed and placed in the spent fuel pools. Currently, PG&E keeps fuel assemblies in the
spent fuel pools for approximately 10+ years during which time the spent fuel assemblies cool
sufficiently to be removed from the pool drplaced in specially designed casks to be stored

in the ISFSI. In its 2018 Triennial NDCTP filing, PG&E proposes to shorten the time fuel
assemblies remain in the spent fuel pools by using a new generation of casks capable of
handling higher heat loadsThis could allow removal to the ISFSI in seven years or less. The
casks were expected to be removed from the ISFSI to a federal repository, such as the Yucca
Mountain Nuclear Waste Repository. However, in 2010 the Administration attempted to
withdraw the Department of Energy (DOE) application for the Yucca Mountain Nuclear Waste
Repository. The U.S. Court of Appeals rejected this attempt, and ordered DOE and NRC to
continue processing the Yucca application. This occurred, but the project has now been
stymied due to lack of federal funds.
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Although a private Consolidated Interim Storage Facility in Texas (discussed later in this
section) could be open and available to start accepting DCPP spent nuclear fuel casks as early
as 2027, it is likely that some (if not all) spent nuclear fuel caikeemain onsite for many

years and perhaps even decades into the future.

b. Description of Spent Fuel Pools
The spent fuel pools at DCPP are built on solid bedrock and constructed whtlotsikick
reinforced concrete walls. The pools are lined with stainless steel, are 40 feet deep and
designed to withstand the most destructive projected earthquake on the nearby Hosgri fault.
The pools are filled with very pure water mixed with boricda@@oron being a neutron
absorbing element). Boric acid is added to the water in order to prevent ssstining
nuclear chain reaction. The pools contain a system dsraapable of holding up to 1,324
fuel assemblies that are approximately 14 feet tall and are covered in a minimum of 23 feet
of water (sufficiently deep to keep radiation risk to workers at low and acceptable levels). The
fuel assemblies that have beesmoved from the reactor are very hot and continue to release
heat for years as a result of radioactive decay of fission products from the original uranium,
including:®°Sr,3"Cs **Tc and'?® among dozens of other radioactive isotopeSo much heat
is roduced that it is necessary to have very large compressors and pumps to continuously
circulate and cool the water. This is an active cooling process and requires continuous
electrical energy to power the compressors, pumps and supplies of water to esgobgovater
lost by evaporation or even a leak caused by some extraordinary event such as earthquake or
terrorist attack. Because of the critical nature of this system, DCPP maintains doubly
redundant backup systems for compressors and pumps, plus batikspl generators in
event regular power is lost. Large reservoirs of water are maintainesiteto rapidly replace
any water in the event of a leak from the spent fuel pools. Even if power is lost altogether,
the pools can be filled using simple gtgthrough a system of pipes with mechanical, hand
operated valves.The emergency reservoirs could cool the spent fuel pools for several days.

An important aspect of the DCPP spent fuel pools operating ic& A & (GKIFG aK2(é
less thanl20 days) spent nuclear fuel assemblies when placed into the spent fuel pool racks
must be surroundedonfizNJ 8 A RS & o6& & 02 1{ R4 year)GpedthuBlear ffle? NJ I NB
assemblies. This requirement is in place to provide a heat sink for the hot assemblies in the
event of a catastrophic loss of water in the spent fuel pools. Having such heat sinks adjacent

to the hot assemblies significantlgnghens the amount of time for emergency efforts to

replace the water lost from the pool or otherwise address the riskrofincontrollable spent

fuel firefrom the loss of water in the pool. This requirement of four adjacent cold assemblies
becomes particularly important at the end of power generation when the full load of 193 fuel
assemblies from the reactor have to be unloaded into the spent fuel pdicds ance. That

means that PG&E must have an inventory of at least 772 cold spent nuclear fuel Assemb

still in the pool from previous unloading campaigns. The result is that an unusually large
number of assemblies will be in the pool after the final unloading campaign. This is what has

led to PG&E, in part, to halt the transfer of spent nuclear asdemblies to the ISFSI until

after end of power generation. Thegected number of spent nuclear fuel assemblies stored

in pools 1 and 2 at time of Unit 2 shutdown in 2025 is 1,261 and 1,281 respectively, if there

are no additional loading campaignsagorto final shutdown.
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Once power generation in Units 1 and 2 ceases in 2024 and 2025 and all spent nuclear fuel
assemblies have been transferred into the spent fuel pools, then the licenses for operating
the pools and other plant equipment convert to possessimty licenses, wich allow
continuing operation for nofgeneration purposes. No license renewal is required for this
transition.

Also relevant to operation of the spent fuel pools ppstwer generation is this statement
from the DCPP 2018 Triennial NDCTP filing (Volume 1, Chapter 3, Section G.2):

Several existing plant systems are used to ensure there is adequate cooling of the
spent fuel pools. These existing systems could continue to be used for SFP cooling
during decommissioning; however, to facilitate safe and efficient
decommissioning, the nlegar industry has implemented the SFP Island (SFPI)
concept. A SFPI is an independent cooling system for the SFPs that allows the
licensee to abandon the {place plant systems supporting SFP cooling. PG&E
plans to develop and install an SFPI to reducerifle of decommissioning
activities impacting the SFPs.

The NRC deems the spent fuel pools to be a safe storage system for spent nuclear fuel, both
in the construction of the pools and in continuing operation. The operation of the pools is
continuously monitored by PG&E staff, and reviewed bytiiuke on-site NRC representatives

as well as by the staff of the Diablo Canyon Independent Safety Committee (DCISC) which
operates under the auspices of the CPUC.

c. DCPP ISESI System and Dry Cask Design
The DCPP ISFSI, where the spent nuclear fuel is placed after being cooled in the spent fuel
pools, is located 310 feet above skeel, thus assuring protection from the largest tsunami
that would be expected along this section of the California coasflihe.installation also is
constructed on bedrock, consisting of seven reinforced concrete pads, each 7% feet thick and
approximately 105 feet by 68 feet in size. There are 140 cask locations, each marked by an
embedment ring which is used to anchor eacblkct the pad. This system is compliant with
the seismic requirements of the ISFSI license. As of March 2019, there are 58 loaded casks at
the ISFSI.Current projections forecast use of 138 cask locations with two locations being
reserved to facilitate aging management activities such as allowing the PG&E transporter
access to casks located on the interior of the ISFSI.

[ alta F2N) ad2NAy3 aLISyd ydzOf SN FdzSt aasSvyoft
ambient air drawn in through openings at the bottom of the casks, circulating upward along

the sealed inner unit and discharging out at the top in a chimney effebich steadily

removes the heat that still is being produced as a result of continuing radioactive decay of the

fission products from the spent nuclear fuel). Because this system of removing the continuing

heat production from the spent fuel is passivedatioes not depend on any compressors,

pumps and assured electrical supply, it is typically considered safer than keeping the spent
nuclear fuel assemblies in the pools. There is some concern about possibilities of stress cracks
developing in the casks oveme. As a result, it is considered critical that PG&E continuously

monitor the casks as part of an aging management plan.
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The storage cask used by PG&E through 2018 is the HOM&EGBRM 100 model that holds

32 fuel assemblies per cask. There are specific guidelines required by the NRC for loading into
these casks that require a knowledge of the heat being generated byfegicissembly. Each
relatively hot fuel assembly must be accompanied by a relatively cool assembly. The relative
heat is basically a function of how long the assembly was cooled in the spent fuel pools and
the degree to which the original uranium atormave undergone fission to produce the array

of highly radioactive fission gyoducts. A detailed knowledge of each fuel assembly is
needed and careful calculations are required to assure that the total amount of heat being
emitted does not exceed the capity of the Holtec cask.

In 2019 PG&E plans to solicit bids from all qualified suppliers for a new generation of casks
that have higher heat capacity ratings and could potentially reduce the amount of time
required in the spent fuel pools from 10+ years to seven or fewer years.

The ISFSI at DCPP was constructed and is operating under a separate license from the NRC
which provides for its use through March 2024. There are spaces for 140 casks to be stored
on the ISFSI. PG&E intends to seek a license renewal for an additionatglGty@ugh March

of 2064. If necessary, PG&E will seek a further renewal as 2064 nears. With the lack-of a long
term solution to storage of highly radioactive spent nuclear fuel, the spent nuclear fuel will
remain on site into the foreseeable future.

C2NJ Y2NB AYTF2NXI GA2Yy Fo2dzi GKS &aLISyd ydzOtSIN
video at: Diablo Canyon Used Fuel Management

d. Existing TetYear Transfer Program of All Spent Nuclear Fuel to ISFSI
PG&E currently retains spent nuclear fuel assemblies in the spent fuel pools for 10+ years.
After this time period, gent nuclear fuel assemblies are loaded into casks for dry storage,
transferred to the ISFSI and secured there in a rsitdfp operation called a loading campaign.
The history of these loading campaigns is as follows:

Year Number of spent nuclear fuel casks loaded
and moved to the dry storage pad
2009 8
2010 8
2012 7
2013 6
2015 8
2016 12
2018 9

A total of 58 casks have been loaded and transferred to the ISFSI. As of January 2019, all
loading campaigns have been discontinued until the end of power generation. This step is
being taken as part of a larger plan to empty the spent fuel pools aipelht nuclear fuel
assemblies at an earlier end date than would otherwise be possible if the existing loading
campaigns were continued.
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https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=m_nxzJZ2GWc&feature=youtu.be

e. Proposed Sevelear Transfer Program of Spent Nuclear Fuel to ISFSI
As a result of the 2015 Triennial NDCTP Filing with the CPUC, PG&E was asked to consider
shortening the residence time of the spent nuclear fuel assemblies in the spent fuel pools
from 10 to seven years, thus matching standards that have been approvdie lyRC and
are being adopted more broadly in the industry. PG&E has proposed to do so in its 2018
Triennial NDCTP filing, however this requires use of a new generation of casks that have the
capacity to handle higher heat. Any such casks would have &b tne demanding seismic
requirements unique to DCPP. PG&E is preparing to solicit bids for such new generation casks
from all qualified suppliers. Obtaining qualifying bids may be complicated by the fact that any
acceptable supplier would have to meditet additional seismic requirements at DCPP. The
outcome of this bidding process is one that the DCDEP will follow closely. Complicating this
process is the need for NRC approvals of any modified cask design. If such approvals were
needed, itcouldincuRSt @& GKIFd YIe& GKNBIFIGSY GKS GAYAY:
2018 NDCTP.

f. Alliance for Nuclear Responsibility (AANR) Obijection to the Proposed-Sewei ransfer
Program of Spent Nuclear Fuel to ISFSI

The A4NR has filed an objection to the 2018 NDCTP searcampaign. The complaint
alleges the following:
1. PG&E failed to adequately collaborate with the California Energy Commission in the
preparation of the 2018 NDCTP;
2. The significant buildip spent fuel assemblies in the spent fuel pools is not
acceptable; and
3. PG&E should return to the original open (lower density) racking in the spent fuel
pools in order to reduce overall number of spent nuclear fuel assemblies in each
pool and to improve water circulation, efficiency of cooling and safety.

lnbwQad 202SO0A2Y YR tD39Qa NBalLkRyasS oAttt o
regulatory review of the 2018 NDCTP.

g. High Bridge Associates Finding Regarding Transfer of Spent Fuel
High Bridge Associates (HBA), an independent expert hired by PG&E to help in the preparation
2T Ad0&a 5SOSYOSNI HAMy b5/ ¢t KIR (GKS F2tft26AY
transfer program(Volume 2, Attachment A, Page Bindings):

The most significant finding is the overall fourteen (14) year schedule duration for
the decommissioning work from shutdown of Unit 1 to the end of site restoration
is longer than the current industry norm. This duration is primarily due to a longer
than expected period for fuel cool down and other activities that could be
managed so they are off the schedule critical path.

High Bridge Associates compared DCPP against other similar nuclear reactors and stated the
following (Volume 2, Attachment A, Paged@verall Schedule Duration Section):

¢KS FANRG YIFI22NJ LISNA2R SEFYAYSRI 5/ttQa Cdz
of all planned and executed decommissioning schedules. When compared against
NEBadzZ Gda FNBY LIad LXFydGas 5/ttt Aa Fo2@0S
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seismic profile and operating history, HBA does not expect it to be as short as
other plants in this comparison. However, decommissioning project in similar
stages of planning to DCPP are several years shorter than DCPP.

h. Comparison of Existing Spent Fuel Storage Programs in California
There are three existing ISFSIs in California, in addition to the DCPP ISFSI. These are located
at Rancho Seco, San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station (SONGS), Humbolt Bay (HBPP). The
spent nuclear fuel management at DCPP has more in common with the SaiNB&&han
that of Rancho Seco or HBPP.

Rancho Seco ISFSI

Rancho Seco is host to 228.8 metric tons of spent fuel (493 spent fuel assemblies) and 13.6
metric tons of GTCC waste from the reactors. Altogether, 22 canisters are stored horizontally
at the ISFSI. Nord the spent nuclear fuel idassified as high burnup, and so the challenges

of spent nuclear fuel storage are less than those posed at the DCPP, where a significant
portion of the spent nuclear fuel is classified as high burnup.

HBPP ISFSI

There are six dry casks stored at the HBPP. None of them contain high burnup fuel. The ISFSI
at HBVPP is arshaped, subterranean concrete vault with six cylindrical vault liners poured

in place. Each liner with its surrounding concrete is considerseparate cell within the

vault. The spent nuclear fuel is able to be stored in this manner because of the age of the
HBPP fuel and the low decay heat associated with it. The ISFSI storage casks do not require
the normal atmospheric cooling, thereforegltasks may be stored underground without fear

of overheating.

The concrete vault provides structural stability as well as lateral restraint to resist seismic
forces. The concrete vault also provides radiation shielding to lower the potential dose to the
public in close proximity to the vault (i.e. along the publiailtbetween the ISFSI and
Humboldt Bay.)

SONGS ISFSI

SONGS Unit 1 commenced operation in 1968, and was shut down in 1992. SONGS Units 2 and
3 were taken out of service in 2012 after a radioactive leak from a new steam generator whose
design had been modified by the manufacturer, Mitsubishi, without obtgirénlicense
amendment from the NRC. On June 7, 2013, Southern California Edison (SCE) announced its
decision to permanently retire SONGS Units 2 and 3. SCE announced in a press release that
the decision was driven by regulatory uncertainty concerningéiséart of both units and the
associated economic impacts. Dismantlement of Unit 1 is essentially complete.

There are two separate ISFSIs at SONGS. The older installation uses horizoatédy

Areva casks, while the newer ISFSI is employing the HOR8E®RM UMAX design, which is
vertically oriented but built below grade, just a few feet above the mede tevel. The
loading of spent nuclear fuel into the Holtec UMAX casks was halted in August 2018 because
of a nearmiss during loading of a canister. T318-inch-thick Holtec canister became lodged

on an interior rim of the transfer cask and could have fallen 18 feet into the storage cask.
Loading has not yet resumed, though it is anticipated to begin again soon. The NRC issued a
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violation against SCE and levied a fine of $116,000. Blame for theniesawas attributed
to Holtec, whose employees were operating the machinery under contract with SCE.

The Areva and Holtec ISFSI installations hold 124 casks, and altogether the site hosts 1,773
tons of spent nuclear fuel. Much of the spent nuclear fuel still housed in the pools can be
classified as high burnup, and so it must be cooled for a longer pefiaue.

The following chart outlines the dry cask storage programs for SONGS, HBPP and Rancho

Seco:
SONGS HBPP Rancho Seco
Location San Diego County, California Humbolplt County, Sagram_ento County,
California California
Dry Cask Storage| Areva NUHOMS canistbased | HFSTAR 100 HB system| Areva NUHOMS canister|
System system (consists of a dry (consists of MPEIB and | based system (consists g

shielded canister (DSC) and | HB overpack stored in a DSC and reinforced
reinforced concrete horizontal| below-grade reinforced | concrete HSM
storage module (HSM) concrete vault)
Holtec UMAX (consists of
Multi-Purpose Container (MP(
stored in belowgrade
reinforced concrete vault)
Canisters Stored | Unit 1: 18 casks of spent fuel | 6 casks of spent fuel and| 22 casks of spent fuel an
and GTCC waste GTCC waste GTCC waste

Units 2&3: Projected 124 cask
of spent fuel and GTCC waste

NRC Licens&ype | General Site-Specific Site-Specific
/ Year Year is N/A since it is a generd Licensed in 2005 Licensed in 2000
license
Plant Permanent | Unit 1: 1992 1976 1989
Shutdown Year | Units 2&3: 2013
Reference(s) 1 SONGS Website 1 HB ISFSI License Rancho Seco ISFSI Licel
1 NRC SONGS RenewalApplication RenewalApplicationand
Decommissioning Webpag andPresentatiorto Presentatiornto NRC
1 Holtec UMAX Overview NRC
1 SONGS Irradiated Fuel 1 Funding Reporto NRC]

Management Plan

3. DCPP ISFSI Spent Nuclear Fuel Casks

a. Current DCPP Licensed Cask Design
The current dry cask storage system at Diablo Canyon uses the Holtec InternatiSi@RM
100SA overpack, HRAC 125D transfer cask, and MBlirpose Canister (MPC) capable of
holding 32 fuel assemblies (MB2). This system is approved for use by gahBcensees
under NRC Docket Number-1R14. The canisters are hatich thick stainless steel nestled
GAGKAY | O2y ONEB (-572 incRe®tBitklalid inpdwithiafaththickstainlass
steel liner around both the inner and outer diametefdo mechanism for inspecting the
canisters for cracking or loss of helium currently exists, though research is underway.
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https://www.songscommunity.com/used-nuclear-fuel/dry-cask-storage
https://www.nrc.gov/info-finder/decommissioning/power-reactor/san-onofre-unit-1.html
https://www.nrc.gov/info-finder/decommissioning/power-reactor/san-onofre-unit-1.html
https://holtecinternational.com/productsandservices/wasteandfuelmanagement/dry-cask-and-storage-transport/hi-storm/hi-storm-umax/
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML1426/ML14269A033.pdf
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML1426/ML14269A033.pdf
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML1821/ML18215A213.pdf
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML1802/ML18022A154.pdf
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML1535/ML15351A510.pdf
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML1822/ML18221A295.pdf
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML1629/ML16295A042.pdf

When the spent nuclear fuel is transferred to dry storage from the spent fuel pools, it must
be shielded against radiation. The fuel assemblies are loaded into the MPC which is inside the
transfer cask underwater in the spent fuel pools. The MPC, shidddate transfer cask, is
raised out of the water, dried, filled with helium, sealed, and then carefully moved to the
ISFSI, where the transfer cask is removed while the canister is lowered into the concrete
overpack. The canister and concrete overpack rmmyed into place on the ISFSI pad and
bolted down. This transfer process is designed to protect workers and the environment from
radiation exposure.

b. Upcoming Request for Proposal (REP) for New Casks
In July 2019, PG&E plans to issue a Request for Proposal (RFP) to begin the process of selecting
a new dry cask storage system at the DCPP ISFSI. Because of the high seismic threat at Diablo
Canyon, a sitspecific dry storage plan must be used. Atthe BEDQ& A Y F2NX I GA 2y | f
held on February 22, 2019, three dry cask manufacturers (Orano, Holtec, and GNS) presented
information regarding their products to the DCDEP. PG&E has noted that all manufacturers
with dry cask storage systems are welcome to sitiipmoposals.

c. Technical Variables Associated with New Cask Design
Relevant to dry cask storage systems is this statement from the PG&E 2018 Triennial NDCTP
filing (Volume 1, Chapter 6, Section B.2):

C2NJ I 3ISySNIrf fA0OSyasSsy G4KS RNE OlFail 9JSyR2NJ
approval for the dry cask design to be used. However, DCPP is not authorized as a

general licensee, but rather uses the system under &péeific ISFSI license (NRC

Doclet Number 726). PG&E chose to obtain a sifgecific ISFSI license to

adequately address DCPP gifecific conditions including seismic design basis
NBIljdANBYSyGa FyR GKS Faa20AFGSR AYLI Ola G2

Because design requirements are exceptional for the Diablo Canyon site, dry cask vendors
must modify their designs to meet additional safety parameters. Each canister and cask is
manufactured to order, and so the process may take some time to completeDTBEP will
review all of the proposed cask designs submitted to PG&E and will make its recommendation
to PG&E based on design safety and longevity. Although the recommendations will be
advisory only, the DCDEP feels there is a responsibility to do so.

d. Cask Housing Options
During the DCDEP workshops held on spent nuclear fuel storage, three options for dry spent
fuel storage were discussed: open air unmonitored storage, Hardene&it®nStorage
(HOSS), and Hardened Extendiésl Local Monitored Surface Storage (HELMS).

The system currently used at the DCPP ISFSI is an open air unmonitored system. The dry casks
are affixed to 7% foot thick concrete pads in the open air. The spent nuclear fuel emits
radiation (like light from a light bulb) and continues to cool usingssjve system: that is, it
relies upon a combination of heat conduction through solid materials and natural convection
or thermal radiation through air to move decay heat from the spent fuel into the ambient
environment. There is no retime radiation maitoring at each cask. Four radiation
Y2YAU2NBR OCKSNY2fdzYAYySaoOSyid 52aAYSGSNE 2NJ ¢!
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perimeter of the ISFSI. Eight additional radiation monitors are placed around the exterior
LISNAYSGSNI 2F G4KS L{C{L® ¢[5Qa | NS NBLX I OSR

reported in the Annual Radiological Environmental Operating Refddne most recent dose

results are from 2017 and can be found in the Annual Radioactive Effluent Report

(https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML1813/ML18130A025.pdfpage 83). Thus far, radiation levels
at the ISFSI are as expected.

The HOSS concept is still under development. The principles are as follows:

1 Irradiated fuel must be stored as safely as possible as close to the site of generation

as possible;

1 The facilities are not regarded as a permanent waste solution and should not be

constructed underground rendering the waste irretrievable;
1 The facility must have rediime radiation and heat monitoring for early detection of
problems with containers;

1 The amount of releases projected, in even severe attacks, should be low enough so

that the storage system would be unattractive as a terrorist target; and

1 Placement of individual dry casks in a manner that detection from outside the site

boundary is difficult.
1 Casks must be:
A Retrievable
A Capable of being reontainerized
A Transportable

The HELMS concept is also under development and has been submitted to the GiRt2byg

Oversight an activist organization based out of San Diego. The following is from the Citizens

Oversight website (citizensoversight.org):

HELMS stands for Hardened, Extenlified Local, Monitored Surface Storage.
Hardened to deal with the reality of the terrorist and other unpredictable events,
Extendeelife to embrace 4,000yearDESIGN LIFE)0-yearPASSIVE LIFE, while
still allowing a 4@year license term. Local, to imply that the waste will likely be
moved to perhaps a hatfozen Consolidated Interim Storage (CIS) sites which are
near the source of the waste but away from the coastal areas andr othe
waterways. Monitored, by defining dnincluded a standard monitoring
electronics package that can provide 7/24 monitoring during the initial decades
of storage. Surface, to embrace the fact that a) the waste is simply too hot to place
in any geologic repository, b) no geologic repositoryaty exists, and c) if the
SNF is emplaced in the repository, it would need to be actively ventilated for up to
200 years.

In Germany, by comparison, dry casks are stored in passively cooled buildings in order to keep

them out of sight of terrorists and to protect from potential environmental harm caused by

excessive humidity and dust. A monolithic cask body is made of dwetde iron with
machined cooling fins to improve the heat removal. A bolted double lid syst&e primary

lid and the secondary lid with metal seals and a permanent pressure monitoring of the
interspace allows proof of leak tightness. Each cask hessayre switch that sounds an alarm
GKSY | LINBaadz2NBE fAYAG Aa NBFOKSR 2NJ AT
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https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML1813/ML18130A025.pdf

secondary lid and surveys the helium pressure (higher than inside the cask, so that a leak
would go to the inside of the cask and not to the environment) within the space between the
primary and secondary lid. The radiation of any individual cask is mezhduring loading at

the power plant and verified upon arrival at the ISFSI and then connected to the pressure
switch, which surveys the leak tightness. Radiation is surveyed inside and outside the building,
in particular at the fence. Beginning in 198&rmany has required onsite storage at nuclear
power plants to be located in buildings with reinforcement that are 1.2 to 1.4 mekack.

Japan also stores its spent nuclear fuel casks inside buildings.

e. DCPP Greater than Class C Waste (GTCC) Storage Program
When the DCPP is decommissioned, there will be waste generated from dismantling the
reactor pressure vessel internals and appurtenances. This waste is classified as Graater
ClassC (GTCC) Waste. GTCC Waste cannot be shippsitedike lower clasgemolition
wastes, but must be stored in a lobgrm repository, similar to spent nuclear fuel. The
current ISFSI is not large enough to accommodate an additional approximately 10 casks of
GTCC that will be stored onsite with the spent nuclear fuel.aftsgh the RFP process, PG&E
will be evaluating dry cask storage systems for storage of GTCC waste at the DCPP ISFSI until
such time as transfer to an approved,-sffe facility can occur.

The DCDEP is evaluating the storage of GTCC waste in a holistic manner. In addition to the 58
spent fuel casks already onsite at Diablo Canyon, PG&E plans to add an additional 80 casks
after offloading all spent nuclear fuel from the spent fuel pools adding the GTCC waste.

The addition of GTCC waste and the need to contain it in the ISFSI presents an opportunity for
a fresh look at spent nuclear fuel storage at Diablo Canyon.

4. DCPP Spent Nuclear Fuel Security Program

a. Current Security Measures
Currently, NR@egulated nuclear facilities, such as DCPP, are considered among the most
secure of the nation's critical infrastructure. This security is achieved through multiple
approaches working concurrently. DCPP is a strong structure, built tstanth adverse
weather and earthquakes. It is also surrounded by open space that is controlled by the utility
or its subsidiaries. DCPP is not visible from public roads. Additional security measures include
trained and armed security officers, physicalrtiers, intrusion detection and surveillance
systems.

The NRC requires that DCPP, as well as all nuclear power plants, be able to defend against a
set of adversary characteristics called the Design Basis Threat (DBT). The details of the DBT
are not public. But, in general, it outlines threats and adversaayadteristics these facilities

must demonstrate they can protect against. The DBT is based on realistic assessments of the
tactics, techniques and procedures used by terrorist groups and organizations. The NRC is
constantly reevaluating the threat envirament and considers changes to the DBT if
necessary. The NRC's security baseline inspection program is the primary way the agency
verifies nuclear power plants are operating according to security regulations.-soifoece

security inspections are part dfiis program. In these inspections, a specially trained mock
adversary force "attacks" the facility.
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b. Security Measures During Decommissioning
The NRC staff evaluates the overall security and emergency preparedness posture during
decommissioning on a sigpecific basis. The NRC requires a level of security commensurate
with the potential consequences to public health and safety and common defemde a
security. Each decommissioning power reactor has unique characteristics, such as the age of
the fuel, amount of fuel in the pool, pool construction/location, and spent fuel load pattern.
Although some of the components of the DCPP security prodgtaimg operation will remain
during decommissioning, the NRC allows for changes based on reducedhaiskgist after
plant shut down.

c. Proposed Security Measures Beyond Decommissioning
After all the spent fuel has been moved from the pools to dry cask storage, the security
program shifts to focus on the ISFSI. The NRC continues to regulate the required security
programs through the license it issues for the ISFSI. This remains iuptted! spent fuel
is removed from the site.

Additional information about how the NRC regulates plant security can be found at
https://www.nrc.gov/readingrm/doc-collections/factsheets/securityenhancements.html

5. DCPP Inspection and Monitoring Program for ISFSI

a. NRC Mandated ISFSI Monitoring
NRGmandated radiation monitoring requirements are not specific. The following is excerpted
from Inspection Procedure 608830 peration of a Spent Fuel Storage Installation

Review radiological records for the loading of several recent casks to confirm that
radiation levels measured on the casks were within limits specified by the TS or
CoC and consistent with values specified in the SAR. Contamination incidents since
the lastinspection should be reviewed to verify the licensee is continuing to
maintain effective control of contamination during work activities.

Review the environmental dosimetry records since the last inspection for the areas
around the ISFSI pad to verify that accumulation of casks on the ISFSI pad have
not caused dose rates in the area to exceed 10 CFR Part 20 limits without posting
the area. \érify that workers in nearby buildings are not experiencing elevated
dose rates that would be inconsistent with the principles of ALARA (as low as
reasonably achievable) and that areas accessible by the public are not exceeding
doses to the public specifien 10 CFR Part 20.

b. NRC Mandated ISFSI Inspection
Below is an excerpt from the NRC document NUREZDF, Revision 1, Standard Review Plan
for Renewal of NRC Specific Licenses and NRC Certificates of Compliance (CoC) for Dry Storage
of Spent Nuclear Fuel:

Both the specifiticense and the CoC renewal applications must contain
requirements and operating conditions (fuel storage, surveillance and
maintenance, and other requirements) for the ISFSI or DSS that address aging
mechanisms and aging effects that tuaffect structures, systems, and
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components relied upon for the safe storage of spent fuel. Renewal applications
must include (1) timdimited aging analyses, if applicable, that demonstrate
that structures, systems, and components important to safety will continue to
perform their intenéd function for the requested period of extended operation,
and (2) aging management programs for management of issues associated with
aging that could adversely affect structures, systems, and components
important to safety. Licensees and applicants areceiraged to meet with the
NRC staff at public prapplication meetings to discuss their proposed plans for
the renewal application.

c. P®&E Monitoring of the DCPP ISFSI
t Dg9 KFra OKz2aSy G2 dzaS || ao2dzyRAYy3IE NI RAI (A
measurement of the amount of radiation exposure at the plant. For the eight
Thermoluminescent Dosimeters (TLD) outside the perimeter of the ISFSI, PG&E has chosen to
use his method of dose measurement:

Direct Radiation (linef-sight plus skyghine)

Direct radiation to a member of the public has been evaluated per 40 CFR 190 to
ensure members of the public did not receive more than 25 mrem per year to the
whole body. The 2017 Land Use Census did not identify any members of the public
that live in a dcation that can receive direct radiation from the DCPP site.

Instead of calculating de to a hypothetical member of the public at the site
boundary, direct radiation for 2017 was calculated for the operators of the
makeup water treatment plant located near the site boundary and approximately
200 meters from the both the ISFSI and the centerktwd®en the Unit 1 and Unit

2 plant vent exhausts. The makeup water operators have been estimated to
spend a maximum of 2920 hours a year at their work location.

The makeup water plant is unique at Diablo Canyon because it is near the northern
site boundary and receives direct radiation from multiple plant sources. The
makeup water plant operators work to support plant operation within the owner
controlled area ad outside the protected area, but inside the site boundary.
Therefore, they are not evaluated to be members of the public not associated with
the nuclear fuel cycle as defined in 40 CFR Part 190.

Because of these factors, dose received by makeup water plant operators is

considered bounding a maximum greater than the dose that could be received

by any real member of the public in the unrestricted area. The 2017 dose

calculated for the makeup wat®perator as a receptor was 4.7 millirem. This is

approximately 1/5 of the 25 millirem limit from 40 CFR Part 190 that would apply

to members of the public not associated with the nuclear fuel cycle due to
FOGABAGASE AyaAiARS & R0$7 Aarjuadl BadidastideyERIlentE ®¢ ot | 3
Release Report)
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For the area within the ISFSI, the radiation monitoring is as follows:

1 TLDs are placed inside body phantoms (a block of human tissue equivalent material. to
represent the human body)

Background radiation is subtracted using control TLDs.

TLDs are exchanged and read out quarterly.

Resultant doses are reported in the Annual Radioactive Effluent Release Report.
Radiation to members of the public in 2017 are reported in the 2017 Annual Radioactive
Effluent Release RepeiDCL 1828.
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The most recent report on radiation releases from Diablo Canyon is available in the 2017
Annual Radioactive Effluent Repdrttps://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML1813/ML18130A025.pdf

d. PQ&RE Inspection of the DCPP ISFSI
Below is a summary of the current ISFSI inspections completed at the DCPP:

Daily Inspection
T tD39Qa& hLISNridAz2ya {SNBAOS&E O2yRdz0(ta RIAfe@
are clear and undamaged

I Radiation dosimeters are worn by staff during inspections and any changes in
dosimetry readings are recorded

Monthly Inspection

Monthly inspection is performed by maintenance staff for:
1 Cask fastener integrity
1 Inlet and outlet screen integrity

Annual Inspection
Annual engineering inspection performed to assure:
9 Painted surfaces are relatively free of corrosion, and chipped, cracked or blistered
paint
Nameplates are present, legible, and in good general condition
Lid surfaces are relatively free of dents, scratches, gouges or other damage
Lid lift hole plugs are installed
Lid retention studs are installed
Lid holes are in good condition
Anchor hardware is installed, and visible portions are in good condition.

= =4 =4 =4 -8 =9

Voluntary Electric Power Research Institute, Inc. (EPRI) Inspection.

EPRI is an American independent, nonprofit organization that conducts research and
development related to the generation, delivery, and use of electricity to help address
challenges in electricity, including reliability, efficiency, affordability, healifety, and the
environment.

DCPP performed a voluntary EPRI inspection as a-pfdethnology verification in January
of 2014 to help EPRI validate accessibility and inspection technologies for viewing canister
exterior surfaces. The following is from the EPRI Report (3002002822):
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https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML1813/ML18130A025.pdf

1 The inspection provided remote access to the canister surface to collect surface
samples, take temperature measurements, and obtain visual evidence of the surface
condition.

1 The chemical analysis results confirmed very low chloride concentrations, less than 5
mg/m2, despite being located close to the ocean.

1 Sea salt aerosols were identified in some of the dust samples, indicating that the
chlorides from the ocean are being transported inside the overpack to the canister
surface, although very slowly as indicated by the low concentration.

1 The measured temperatures, ranging from about 120°F (49°C) near the bottom of the
canister to well over 200°F (93°C) on the top, indicate that most of the canister is
above the temperature where CISCC is expected to occur, yet the coolest areas near
the batom of the canister may already be below this threshofdne of the 2 year
old canisters tested was surprisingly cooler near the bottom than was expected,
indicating vulnerability to deposition of salts from the sea air.

1 Visual inspection found a small amount of dust on the top surface; however, the sides
were free of visible dust and debris, and there was no sign of gross degradation.

6. Permanent Federal Spent Nuclear Fuel Storage Facility Proposal

a. History of Federal Nuclear Waste Repository
When the nuclear industry was first developing, the National Academy of Sciences released a
study in 1957 recommending that the best means of protecting the environment and public
health and safety would be to dispose of the nuclear waste in rock deeprgiredand.

In 1982 the federal government enacted the Nuclear Waste Policy Act (NWPA) which
YI'yRIGSR GKS ONBIFGA2Yy 2F + FSRSNIf aNBLRAAG?
OFrftfa FT2NJ I GLISNXYIyYySyl -dvé tadibacBvs tvése ardd@pt RA 4 LJ2 &
ydzOf S| NJ FdzSt o¢ ¢tKS fl ¢ ALISOATFASR GKIG GKS RA
fuelin 1998. The NWPA law specifies that Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) would set

the human health protection standards that such a repositonstimeet, the Department of

9y SNH& 05h90 ¢2dA R ARSYOGAFE | &AAGS dGKFdG AlG 0€
would decide, after a full adjudicatory proceeding, whether or not the site chosen by DOE
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an alternative site, and the process would begin again. The NWPA process specifies that
public interest groups and State and local authorities could challenge and litigate the DOE and

NRC decisions.

b. Yucca Mountain Nuclear Waste Repository
After extensive research, DOE identified a site in Nevada called Yucca Mountain that it
believed met the EPA health protection standards. In 2008, the DOE applied to the NRC for a
license to construct the Yucca Mountain Nuclear Waste Repository. Howeerpject has
been a hotly debated national topic. The majority of Nevadans, including the Governor and
aaras 14i2NySe DSYSNI s | a didhfldadetsIomiCka& &G G ¢
County,the City of Las Vegaand the Western Shoshoné&lation, continue to oppose the
project. Only the local county in which Yucca Mountain site is located, Nye County, supports
the development of the repository.
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In 2010, the Obama Administration directed DOE to withdraw the Yucca Mountain
application. This decision was challenged by states where spent nuclear fuel was
accumulating. In 2013, the U. S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia rejected the
DOEBEwithdrawal and ordered DOE and NRC to resume processing the Yucca Mountain license
application. DOE and NRC restarted the Yucca process, but soon ran out of money because
the Obama Administration would not appropriate funding for the project. More rédgetine

budgets that were proposed by the Trump Administration for 2018 and now 2019 included
approximately $120 million to restart the Yucca Mountain licensing process. The 2018 Budget
proposal did not pass. The 2019 Budget proposal is currently pgidi@ongress.

If the Yucca Mountaiduclear Waste Repository licensing process at the NRC resumes, it will
be litigated for several years. And even if the project were approved by NRC (and the federal
courts), it is unlikely that Yucca Mountain would begin accepting spent nuclear fuekbefor
2050.

c. Prospects for Completion
This leaves all nuclear power plants in the US without any designateddangfederal
disposal site. As a result, most nuclear power plants, including DCPP, must store their spent
nuclear fuel, indefinitely, on site in dry cask storage systems madeaifasid concrete casks.
The prospects for completion of Yucca Mountain Nuclear Waste Repository or any other such
permanent repository in the near future are low and there is currently no approved funding
for further development. However, there was #l Bi the last Congress (the Nuclear Waste
Policy Amendment Act of 2017) that directs the DOE to develop a federal Consolidated
Interim Storage Facility (CISF) to be used until the development, construction and operation
of a permanent federal nuclear wastepository is developed. That bill (HR 3053), passed the
House of Representatives by 3702, but Senator Heller (RIV) prevented it from coming
to a vote in the Senate. Senator Heller has since lost his seat. A similar Bill could be introduced
in the current Congress.

PG&E reached a settlement agreement with the DOE in 2012 for yearly reimbursement for
the costs of orsite storage of spent nuclear fuel and yearly claims are submitted to the DOE.
This means that, until Yucca Mountain Nuclear Waste Repository or anétideral
repository opens, the federal governmegtaxpayers)not PG&E nor its ratepayers, pays the
costs of storing spent nuclear fuel on the DCPP site.

7. Consolidated Interim Private Spent Nuclear Fuel Storage Facility (CISF) Proposals

a. Texas and New Mexico CISF Proposals
As an interim measure until the federal government opens a permanent federal spent nuclear
fuel repository, two private entities have submitted applications to the NRC for Consolidated
Interim Storage Facilities (CISF). These CISFs would be largdo&f&dseither above or
below grade. Holtec International submitted an application for a CISF in Lea County, New
Mexico in 2017 which may be approved as early as 2021. Holtec stated to the DCDEP that,
once the license is issued, the facility could be tmeted and open to accept spent nuclear
fuel within 2 or 3 years. In 2016 another company, Interim Storage Partners, LLC submitted
an application for a CISF in Andrews County, Texas with an estimated approval date of 2022.
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Legal challenges to building CISF's in both New Mexico and Texas are currently on appeal at
the NRC. The Governor of New Mexico, both U.S. Senators, and two of three New Mexico
Congressional representatives have expressed their opposition to buildingFairCteir

state, whereas local elected officials are supportive of the project. In Texas, local government
officials have expressed their opposition to the proposed CISF, whereas Federal officials
support it

b. Timeframe for Readiness
Both of these pending CISF proposals are seeking a specific license from the NRC under 10
CFR Part 72 and are notlozated with a power reactor. The NRC is currently performing a
technical review of all the safety and environmental protection aspedissoproposed CISFs.
If approved, the license could be valid for up to 40 years.

Once these privately owned and operated CISFs are licensed and constructed, the decision as
to which commercial nuclear power plants get to send their spent nuclear fuel to the CISF first
has not yet been decided. The DOE has an informal AcceptanceRatiing for a federal
repository, which states that the oldest fuel from a particular location should be transported
first. However, it is not known if this approach would apply to the CISFs.

At the federal level, Representative Mike Levia §an Juan Capistranbas introduced HR

2699¢ the Nuclear Waste Policy Amendments Act of 20dtich would give priority to waste

from: (1) decommissionegdlants or those in the process of being decommissioned, (2) sites
located near dense population centers and (3) locations where an earthquake hazard is
LINS&aSyido [ SOAYQa fS3IAatl A2y ¢2dzZ R adzZISNES
under any law or regulation but has been accepted by ® Ay (KS Ay Rdza (i NE ®
becomes law, the old standards would be replaced and new criteria would be established to
determine which sites would move to the front of the queue for transporting used spent
nuclear fuel to a CISF or permanent fedeepository. This new standard may accelerate the
transfer of spent nuclear fuel from DCPP due to its location near fault lines.

R

c. DCDEP Position on CISF
Although the recommendations put forward in the Vision Statement include support of CISF
and the desire to transfer spent nuclear fuel to these facilities if available, DCDEP member
Linda Seeley has presented an opposition paper entitlddLILIZ 3 A G A2y G2 [ 2y az2f
{ G 2 NdecdrBnéending the spent nuclear fuel remain at the DCPP site until such time as a
permanent federal repository exists. Her paper can be accessed &hkhis

8. Transportation of GTCC Waste / Spent Nuclear Fuel

a. Transportationmpactsof Spent Nuclear Fuel
The transportation related impacts of decommissioning which could include moving both
radiologically contaminated and nesontaminated demolition materials (and GTCC waste
and spent nuclear fuel in the future) over the local highway and rail systems ergicd|
importance to the county and in particular, the community of Avila Beach. It is imperative
that the movement of demolition materials, GTCC waste and spent nuclear fuel be done
safely and with limited impacts to surrounding communities
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b. Transportation Casks and Canisters
At the DCPP, the existing dry casks overpacks in use for spent nuclear fuel storage do not
YSSG GKS bw/ Qa GNIYyaLRNIFGA2Yy OFal aLSOATAON
DCPP to either a CISF or a federal repository must be preceded by traugsfeerimult
purpose spent fuel canisters from existing overpacks to transportation casks

As part of the RFP process being used to select a new dry storage system at the DCPP ISFSI,
PG&E is not requiring that future casks that are evaluated be designed and licensed for both
storage and transpodtion, butis not opposed to assessing casks that nikmt criterion

As part of the RFP, PG&E is looking at canisters that meet the transportation requirements

for eventual transfer to a transportation cask, if they are not already in a licensed
transportation cask.

In order to learn more about the potential transportation issues, the DCDEP has scheduled a
public meetingon November 13, 2019 dedicat¢al the topic of transportation. After hearing
from the public at that meeting, and from pertinent agencies before, at or following the
meeting, the DCDEP wdievelop a background secti@md formulate Visions, Goals and
Recommendations specific to transportation.

Through these vision statements, goals and recommendations, it is the intent of the DCDEP to
assure that the management of DCPP spent nuclear fuel is done in a safe and secure manner for
the community, workers and the environment.

Recommendations for Spent Nuclear Fuel Management can be found in Section IV of this
document.

Vision Statements

9 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

1 Theamount of spent nuclear fuel kept in the spent fuel pools at any one time is recognized
as a complex issue, but should always be the amount that would create the lowest possible
threat to the community

1 The primary consideration in choosing a dry cask storage system should be the health and
safety of workers and the community and the ongoing protection of the environmental
quality of the area

1 The constant changes to the site and use of contractors creates potential security exposure,
thus a highly trained security force should be a continued focus during decommissioning

9 The creation of a permanent, deep, geological repository for spent nuclear fuel by the federal
government should be completed as set forth in the Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982

1 The spent nuclear fuel should be moved away from Diablo Canyon as soon as safely feasible,
in a manner that minimizes impacts to the adjacent communities and any other impacted
communities

1 The current ISFSI site should be either repurposed for another use or converted to open space
after regulatory approvals are met

1 The ownership of the DCPP should stay with PG&E throughout the decommissioning process
to preserve the existing connection with the community and the local workforce
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Goals
1. Risk Analysis
a. The range of alternatives for offloading spent nuclear should be evaluated through an
independent risk assessment to determine potential risks to workers, the community and
the environment

2. Dry Cask Storage System

a. The next generation of dry cask storage systems for the ISFSI should be chosen using the
Request for Proposal (RFP) process and should take into consideration industry
advancements in dry cask storage technology

b. The ISFSI should ussite-specificdry cask storage system that takes into consideration
the seismic risks at DCPP

c. The dry cask storage system chosen for the ISFSI should take into consideration the health
and safety of the workers, as well as the continued protection of neighboring
communities and the regional environment

d. The evaluation of a next generation dry cask storage system should consider the benefits
and costs of a system that is suitable for both storage and transportation

3. Dry Cask Loading
a. The loading and movement of any new dry cask storage system should involve extensive
worker training and leverage the experiences of other ISFSI operators

4. Aging Management Program

a. The development of an Aging Management Program for the ISFSI should be completed
by PG&E as soon as possible and should incorporate the best available technology as it
evolves in the industry

b. The Aging Management Program should include special consideration for the
management and inspection of the older canisters that have been in use since 2009

c. The ISFSI should be regularly inspected and continually monitored in order to protect the
workers, community and the environmental quality of the area

5. Security
a. The NDTCP should include an accurate budget for comprehensive security measures
during all phases of decommissioning

6. Offsite Repository for Spent Nuclear Fuel
a. The spent nuclear fuel and GTCC waste stored in the DCPP ISFSI should be safely
transported to either a Consolidated Interim Storage Facility or permanent repository
located offsite as soon as possible
b. The spent nuclear fuel and GTCC waste, if transported by truck, should not generate a
substantial increase in traffic through surrounding communities during times of peak
traffic

7. DCPP Ownership
a. The DCPP should continue to be owned and operated by PG&E in order to preserve the
relationships that are present today with local workers and contractors, neighboring
communities and local governments and remain the overseer of theitenspent fuel
management process
[Added May 2019]
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H. Potential Economic Impacts/Possible Economic Development

Opportunities

The closure of DCPP will impact the local economy. In addition to the loss of jobs and
opportunities for jobs in the area, local governments are impacted by the loss of unitary taxes.
Currently, DCPP, which employs about 1,500 PG&E workers, is the rgastiemployer in San

Luis Obispo County and provides a large economic base to the area. Unitary tax currently provides
funding to 70+ governmental agencies, including the County, Cities and School Districts.

Since PG&E announced the closure, a number of measures have already occurred to soften the
economic impact to local government. These include the Joint Proposal, Senate Bill 1090 and
Senate Bill 968 as described in this section. These efforts have dlfowlcal government to

ease into the potential impacts.

The Joint Proposal and Senate Bills have also provided PG&E with funding for a job retention
program so that a welirained workforce will remain in place to safely operate the plant until
shutdown. There is also funding for job retraining programs toigieo opportunities for plant
employees to remain in the area or with the company in different jobs.

PG&E formed the DCDEP and through public workshops and meetings has begun planning for the
shutdown of operations. This includes actions necessary to safely retire the plant and looking at
approaches for preservation and future public use of the Diabloy@a Lands, as well as
repurposing the site for alternative uses.

This section of the Strategic Vision describes the efforts currently underway to address potential
economic impacts of the closure of DCPP, as well as potential opportunities for economic
development.

Joint Proposal

California's energy landscape is changing dramatically. State policies that focus on renewables
and energy efficiency, coupled with projected lower customer electricity demand in the future,
will result in a significant reduction in the need for the elaity produced by DCPP beyond 2025.
Reflecting this change, PG&E partnered with labor and leading environmental organizations in
2016 on the Joint Proposal that would increase investment in energy efficiency and renewables,
while retiring DCPP at the eraf its current Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) operating
licenses, which expire in 2024 and 2025.

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 Effesigyné&y Industry Council

and Alliance for Nuclear Responsibility.

Recognizing that the procurement, construction and implementation of a greenhouse gas (GHG)
free portfolio of energy efficiency and renewables would take time, the parties to the Joint
Proposal agreed to support PG&E in obtaining the state approvals needgerate DCPP to the
expiration of its current NRC operating licenses. This avoids an early shutdown of DCPP and the
associated negative economic and social impacts, including having to replace the plant's output
required to meet customer demand withon-GHGfree resources. The Joint Proposal also
supports for a successful transition for DCPP employees and the greater San Luis Obispo County
community.
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clean energy vision. This unique approach with a diverse set of stakeholders tackled a complex

issue in a collaborative and successful manner whose goal @dldy transition and retirement

of Diablo Canyon Power Plant. More specifically, it helps protect local communities, support
employees and ensure that other GHi@e resources will replace the output of Diablo Canyon.

The Joint Proposal included an $85 million community impact mitigation program to support the
community with its transition and provide funding to support essential public services that the
plant and the local community rely upon. It also included a Dgbioyee program that would
provide incentives to retain employees during the remaining operating years of the plant, and a
retraining and development program to facilitate redeployment of a portion of plant personnel
to the decommissioning project or oth@ositions within the company.

Senate Bill 1090

In September 2018, Governor Brown signed Senate Bill (SB) 1090 which implements key
objectives of the Diablo Canyon Joint Proposal. SB 1090 included Community Impact Mitigation
Funds intended to ease into peBliablo Canyon economy. The CPUC enactedatieechanges
ordered in SB 1090 when it issued D1118024 on December 7, 2018. Collectively, E01822,

SB 1090, and D.1810R4, authorized up to $352.1 million for DCPP employee retention programs,
and $85 million for community impact mitigation progna.

The following summarizes the funding approved with this bill:

$10 million- Economic Development Fund $75 million- Essential Services and Stabilization Fund
$3.84 million- County sole use $27.9 million- County total

$1.7 million- Economic Development $12.1 million- General Fund Mitigation

$1.0 million- Housing revolving funds $5.4 milliong Housing

$948,000- Infrastructure $4.5 milliong Safety

$192,000- City of Grover Beach $4.1 million- Infrastructure

$400,000- Regional Economic Funds $1.9 million- Economic Development
$5.76 million- Coalition of Cities $47.1 million- 70+ governmental entities including cities anc
(all incorporated cities excluding Grover Beach) | school district

Economic Development Fund

$10 million was allocated to a fund for implementing regional economic development and job
creation. The funds are to be spent solely for the purposes of economic development and impact
mitigation purposes. Of the total amount, $400,000 will be dedicatedrégional economic
strategy efforts. Of the remaining amount, $5.76 million will be allocated to the Coalition of Cities
and $3.84 million to the County.
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each of the cities will prepare annual reports that enumerate and describe the expenditures from

the Economic Development Fund and assess the results and edfeetis of the economic
development measures or programs resulting from such expenditures. The reports will be
provided to PG&E, the CPUC and the public.
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Essential Services and Stabilization Fund

Currently, about 80 governmental entities receive unitary tax, which is used to fund general
operations of essential public services to the people of San Luis Obispo County. Of those entities
that receive the tax, 71 will be negatively impacted by thewle®f Diablo Canyon and will realize

a reduction in unitary tax funding.

$75 million will be distributed to the County in nine equal, annual installments of $8,333,333
through 2025. The County will redistribute the funds to the 71 entities. Currently, the San Luis
/2Fadrt | YATASR {OK22f 5Aaidakxodareothe[two!lgfgesd I Y R
recipients of the existing unitary taxes per the allocations set by the Board of Equalization. The
SLCUSD will receive about $4 million annually for nine years and the County General Fund will
receive $3.1 million. Perthe agréeSy 12 bu YAfT t A2y 2F {[/!{5Q&a ak
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foundation.

Senate Bill 968

In September 2016, Senate Bill (SB) 968 was signed by Governor Brown. This bill requires and
funds the preparation of an assessment of the adverse and beneficial economic impacts, and net
economic effects, that could occur, and of potential ways for tlagesand local jurisdictions to
mitigate the adverse economic impact, upon the closure of Diablo Canyon. The study was to be
completed no later July 1, 2018 and was required to be conducted by an independent third party.

In June 2019, an Economic Impact Assessment of the prospective closure of DCPP was released
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Holst, Drew Behnke, Samuel Evans, Liam Frolund and ArBieelYifromthe Department of

Agricultural and Resource Economics at University of CalifqiBékeley.

The goal of the Berkeley Report was to identify potential ways for state and local jurisdictions to
mitigate any adverse economic impacts and plan accordingly. Currently, DCPP, which employs
about 1,500 PG&E workers, is one of the largest employers iha@bispo County and provides

a large economic base to the area that will be lost with the closure of DCPP. The study was
intended to help identify potential opportunities for state and local jurisdictions to mitigate any
adverse economic impacts andapl accordingly. Economic impacts were evaluated for DCPP
closure, including shutdown of operations, actions necessary to safely retire the plant and make
the site eligible for alternative use, and the implementation of SB 1090 (described earlier in this
section). The Berkeley Report presentedige-part assessment: 1) general economic impact
assessment; 2) local stakeholder consultation; 3) local stakeholder survey; 4) real estate market
assessment; and 5) bond market assessment. It also offered reconati@msl covering four
areas: Civil Society, Local Governments, the CPUC and PG&E.

The Berkeley Report concluded that the closure of DCPP, decommissioning, and funding provided
under SB 1090 will present the economy in San Luis Obispo County with both positive and negative
economic impacts. Taken together, the report determined thatefédct of these factors will be
much smaller than previous estimates for DCPP closure. Plant closure will induce short term
reductions in local employment and expenditures associated with the cessation of electricity
production. This negative outcome igpected to decrease local economic activity in San Luis
Obispo County. On the other hand, DCPP will not close in a vacuum; the plant will not immediately
shut down, nor will all employees immediately leave the region. Furthermore, there are positive
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economic impacts to consider both before and after the plant closes. Before the plant closes,
funding from SB 1090 will offer significant stimulus to the San Luis Obispo County economy. After
the plant closes and the bulk of significant decommissioningeeditures begin, the report
estimated that local output can be expected to increase.

In general, the assessment found that the closure of DCPP would appear to present as many
opportunities as it does challenges. The assessment found that the overall economic impacts of
closure will be relatively modest, but that significant adjustments it be expected.
Adaptability of the local economy in San Luis Obispo County will depend on community resilience,
cohesion, and foresight. The recommendations in the report provided some general insights
about how to mitigate adjustment costs, captureore economic benefit from investments to

retire the site, and improve public awareness. The recommendations contained in the Berkeley
Report offered proactive and coordinated strategies that the authors believed would allow San
Luis Obispo County to seeua basis for more inclusive and sustainable economic prosperity.

The following summarizes the conclusions and recommendations of the Berkeley Report:

1 Overall economic impact of the closure of DCPP is relatively modest (reduction of $77
million per year for decade which equates to 0.6% of the regional gross product)

Some adjustments are needed in the local economy to address the closure

There is potential to advance a diversified economic growth but only if social barriers and
economic segmentation can be overcome

There is the need for inclusive community dialogue to advance strategic planning

New businesses that support a higiskilled workforce should be aggressively welcomed
Local governments should reconsider high impact fees that deter affordable housing
Local governments should increase efforts to coordinate across jurisdictions

The establishment of PublicPrivate Partnerships should be facilitated

PG&E should prioritize local contracting during decommissioning
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The text of the full report can be found by clicking here:
https://www.cpuc.ca.gov/uploadedFiles/CPUC_Website/Content/Utilities_and_Industries/Energ
y/Energy Programs/Electric Costs and Rates/Nuclear/FINAL SB%20968%20Diablo%20Canyon
%20Economic%20Impact%20Assessment.pdf

DCPP Job Retention and Retraining

There are approximately 1,300 employees currently employed at DCPP. About 90 percent of
these employees are participating in the employee retention program that was put in place in
2016. This assures that wathined personnel will continue be in plattesafely operate the plant

until closure.

By making the announcement to not relicense DCPP in 2016, g@andime frame was created

to design a program to retrain and redeploy the employees currently working at DCPP. Through
the approval of the Joint Proposal, $11.3 million in funding wildteside for the development

of retraining and redeployment programs starting in 2021.
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DCPP has created the framework for the retraining/redeployment program, which they call the
Pathways to Your Futunerogram. The program was named for the five pathways that are

AyOf dzZRSR Ay GKS LINRPIN}YY GKIFG KSEfL) SyLXz2es8Sa L
pathways include: staying on with PG&E, working in decommissioning at DCPP, moving on to
another nuclea power plant, finding a job in another industry or retirement.

When the funding is available in 2021, it will be used to support many programs, but the major
cost centers will be additional funding for education, apprenticeships and job training programs

Workshop and Public Meeting on Economic Impacts and Opportunities

On October 17, 2019 and November 13, 2019, the DCDEP held a workshop and public meeting
covering the topic of Economic Impacts and Opportunities of the closure of DCPP. Included in the
workshop were presentations from the County of San Luis Obispo, th®FbReuse Authority,

and the Hourglass Project.

The workshop held on October 17, 2019 can be found by following this link:
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/meetings/201panetmeetings/#1017-19-panekworkshop

The public meeting held on November 13, 2019 can be found by following this link:
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/meetings/20tpanetmeetings/#1113-19-panekmtg

County of San Luis Obispo

CKS /2dzyte 2F {Fy [dzAid hoAalLl2Qa LINBaSylul GAa
which the funding received from Senate Bill 1090 had been defined for use by the Board
of Supervisors. In addition, it was noted that there was a potential role for thatZofl

San Luis Obispo Workforce Development Board to assist with potential economic impacts
prior to and during the closure of DCPP. The Workforce Development Board is part of the
public workforce system that supports economic expansion and developnfi¢giieot in

the local workforce. ThaNorkforce Development Boardises local labor market
information to develop strategies to focus resources on high growth industries in the
area. TheWorkforce Development Boaraontracts with service providers for
employment and training activities for youth, adults and dislocated workers. Services
under the Workforce Development Boardlso include Rapid Response and Layoff
Aversion programs to assist employers and their employees during downsizing or
business closures. Th&/orkforce Development Boardversees funding provided
through the Workforce Innovation and Opportunity Act and can apply to the Department
of Labor for National Dislocated Worker grant funding (120 days prior to layoffs
occurring). These funds can be used for career development, training and supportive
services.

Fort Ord Reuse Authority

The Fort Ord Reuse Authority was established to provide oversight of Monterey Bay
economic recovery from the closure and reuse planning of the former Fort Ord military
base. The former Fort Ord is located on the California coastline near the Monterey
Penirsula consisting of 45 square miles/28,000 acr@$ie Reuse Authoritgxercises
planning, financing, and monitoring responsibilities under state law to pursue reuse of
the Fort Ord facilities in the best interest of the region.
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The Fort Ord closure announcement occurred in 1991, generating a mixture of disbelief,
economic impacts, and excitement about potential reuse. The Army base had been part
of the history of Monterey County on the Monterey Peninsula since 1917. Within month

a series of meetings were initiated to discuss recovery from significant closure impacts by
creating a vision for reuse. The meetings included broad community participation
including residents, businesses, government, special districts, and othesem those
meetings, it was agreed that reuse should focus on Education, Environment, and
Economic Development ("the three E's of Fort Ord Reuse").

Initial efforts to organize governance for reuse faltered. The late Senator Henry Mello
sponsored special legislation to establish a local agency charged with the task of planning,
FAYFYOAY3IS YR AYLIE SYSy(dAy3a NBdzi SReuse ¢ K| {
dzd K2 NR (@ ¢ T FremdwSrik Relis¢g Authdrithasd® governing body of 13
voting members and 12 newoting members and is comprised of representatives from
cities, the county, special districts, public educational institutions, the myiliend state
and federal legislators.

The Reuse Authoritis scheduled to close its doors on June 30, 2020. A transition plan,
including a methodology for allocating assets/liabilities; a methodology for infrastructure
improvement timing; and the creation of an entity structure to implement obligations and
financing options, is currently being developed.

There are a number of similarities between the reuse of Ford Ord and the potential reuse
of DCPP. The presentation stressed that it is important to expand upon and leverage what
the local community already does well and to promote very active community
involvement and buyn.

Hourglass Project

Hourglass Project is a new alliance of business leaders committed to building a resilient,
inclusive and prosperous Central Coast economy. The project arose out of concern that
Central Coast Region is on a path to economic stagnation. The Hourglass fBomjses

on more than San Luis Obispo County, they are seeking a regional approach to drive
economic transformation in a thre€ounty area (northern Santa Barbara, San Luis Obispo
and southern Monterey). Hourglass has partnered with Deloitte US astegitr and
implementation partner.

Hourglass is collaborating with government entities, private industry, academia and
philanthropic organizations. With $300,000 grant from San Luis Obispo County (using
Senate Bill 1090 funds), Hourglass was publicly launched in November 2018 and a CEO
hired in February 2019.

Hourglass has identified the following regional challenges within the four lines of effort
based on consultations with city managers, regional representatives, a workforce poll and
interviews.
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Business Development
9 The startup ecosystem lacks regional support
9 Businesses find it challenging to attract and retain talent due to cost of living
1 There is limited access to venture capital

Infrastructure
1 The region lacks a cohesive, shared utility model across the region (e.g.
broadband and water)
1 There is no master transit or transportation plan for the Central Coast Region
1 Existing transportation infrastructure does not meet current regional needs

Housing
1 There is a lack of affordable housing
1 Zoning is currently restrictive to alternative housing options

Education Pipeline
9 There is a minimal pipeline from undergrad or graduate school to be employed in
the area with a higpaying, relevant career
1 There is no local, accessiblalirnia StatdUniversityinstitution

The Hourglass Project engaged over 100 regional leaders in fouegiaims through five
immersive strategy labs. These conversations were designed to engage community
members from the public sector, private sector, education and key stakeholder
organizatons in order to develop a comprehensive overview of regional assets,
opportunities and priorities. These inputs are being used by Hourglass to inform a
A0NY GS3Ie FT2NJ GKS NBIA2YyQa LI GK FT2NBI NROD

One of these labs covered the closure of DCPP. It was held on June 14, 2019. No one
from the DCDEP was invited to attend the lab or provide information about the workshops
and public meetings that had been held by the DCDEP to obtain community input
regading the closure of DCPP. Hourglass did recognize that the DCDEP had brought the
surrounding community together through a number of stakeholder workshops to identify
the potential reuse of the site. However, they noted that an actual plan for reusadtad

yet been developed. In this lab the Hourglass Project convened key leaders in the
community to identify a path forward to develop a unified ask for the site on behalf of
the community and to determine a shared development model and-gislring
approah.

Recommendations from the Hourglass Project will be forthcoming later in 2020. The
DCDEP anticipates a more active role with the Hourglass Project relative to the reuse of
the DCPP site, with a focus on assuring that any future reuse plans include ctioserva

of the 12,006acre Diablo Canyon Lands for use by the public, preservation and
protection of any Native American sites, and reuse focusing on the already developed and
disturbed areas of Parcel P with uses that are supported by the surrounding communities
and the countycitizens.
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Repurposing of the DCPP (Parcel P)

In 2018, the DCDEP held workshops and a public meeting about the potential for repurposing the
700-acre DCPP site (Parcel P) for alternative uses. There were a number of presentations from
various individuals and groups about what the site could be useid the future once it has been
decontaminated and decommissioned. In addition, the community weighed in and indicated
support for repurposing of the site for other uses.

This Strategic Vision contains visions, goals and recommendations regarding repurposing in
Section IVD. There will need to be ongoing discussions and efforts made regarding the potential
reuse of the site (the developed and disturbed areas of ParcelTRjs will include ongoing
discussions with the County of San Luis Obispo and the work that is underway by the Hourglass
Project and any other local and regional economic entity.

Through these vision statements, goals and recommendations, it is the intent of the DCDEP to
create an environment after the closure of DCPP that promotes a successful and sustainable
economy while reflecting a future that embraces our community valuesbaiilds upon existing
economic drivers.

Recommendations for Economic Impacts and Opportunities can be found in Section IV of this
document.

Vision Statements

1 The decommissioningand decontamination process should begin immediately upon
shutdown thus avoiding SAFSID order to limit economic impacts and provide economic
opportunities

9 The activities associadl with decommissioning should promote a succesafd sustainable
economywhile reflecting a future that embraces our community values and builds upon
existing economic drivers, including agricultueducation technology andourism

9 The County of San Luis Obisgad San Luis Obispo Council of Governmshtauld play a
leadership role in supportingnd promotingeconomic development

1 Thepolicies oflocal government should support and promote the retentioreasisting local
businesses and workforakiring and beyond the closure of DCPP

1 The funds provided to local governmental entitteseconomic developmerthrough ®nate
Bill 1®0 should baused topromote and support locaconomicactivities

1 The conservation of, and sustainable access to1®800acreDiablo Canyon Lands should
be embraced and promoted as a vital pariaaleconomichealth

1 The safest possible storage of highly radioactive spent nuclear fuel should be undertaken to
protect economic stability

Goals
1. Decommissioning
a. The permitting for decommissioning should be completed efficiently, while allowing for
substantial public input, in order to not create delays in the decontamination process
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2. Repurposing

a. The 12,00@acre Diablo Canyon Lands surrounding the plant should be conserved and
made available for public use as soon as possible, to promote regional tourism and the
economic vitality of neighboring communities

b. The evaluation of existing reuse and redevelopment projects in California should be used
to ascertain successes and drawbacks of repurposing and its impact on local economic
development

c. The potential reuse and repurposing of the already disturbed and developed areas of
Parcel P should be supported by PG&E throughout the decommissioning process

d. The storage of spent nuclear fuel on site should be accomplished in the safest manner
possible to allow for repurposing and reuse of existing infrastructure, as well as the
development of new uses on the already disturbed areas of Parcel P

3. Local Government
a. The retention and promotion of existing businesses, as well as the establishment of new
businesses and industries that offer diverse living wage/head of household jobs that have
growth potential and are clean and green, should be supported by local goeatam

4. Local Labor
a. The use of local labor and local businesses should be used during decommissioning to
reduce impacts due to the loss of local jobs and job opportunities

[AddedFebruary 2020]

I. Transportation of NonRadioactive and Low evel Radioactive

Waste Materials

Decommissioning of the DCPP will involve the shutting down and demolition of multiple
structures and facilities on the plant site. A majority of the demolished materials will need to be
transported away from the plant site and disposed at landfill site®nformance with local, state

and federal regulations. This section of the Strategic Vision addresses the transportation of clean
and lowlevel radioactive wastes. The transportation of radioactive spent nuclear fuel and
Greater Than Class C Waste ldllcovered in the next section.

Traditional demolition waste such as concrete, metal, building materials, aggregate and glass, or
clean waste (no detectable radiatioaje proposed to be removed from the plant sites, ia low

level radioactive waste (items that have become contaminated with radioactive material or have
become radioactive through exposure to neutron radiation). The 2018 Np@pBsed truck
transportation for waste removal and estimated that 1,361,335 tons of-ramhoective, low
activity radioactive waste, and Class AaBd C waste wouldeed tobe removed. 684,000 tons

of that is concrete from the removal of the Marina Breakwater. Keeping the breakwater in place
would reduce the amount of demolition materials to 677,335 tons which would significantly
decrease the number of truck trips needed to remove the demolition materizddying solely on
trucks for removing waste materials from the power plant site (excluding the breakwater and
spent fuel) would entail an estimated 70,00&v2y truck trips.
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Risk Analysis

Removal of demolition materials can be completed using trucking, trucking to a rail yard and
transfer to rail cars, or barging to a location and transferring to rail cars or trucks, or a combination
of any of these methods. Public comment to the DCDHER freighboring communities and the
county at large revealed a concern about the impacts of only using trucks to move demolition
materials through the county. Due to these concerns, the DCDEP requested that PG&E consider
alternative transportation routes ahmethods (including truck, barge and rail) for removal of the
demolition materials. Specifically, the DCDEP asked whether barging the materials from the site
could be considered. In response to this question, PG&E collaborated with the B. John Garrick
Institute for the Risk Sciences of UCLA to conduct an analysis of risks associated with, among other
things,removing waste materials from the power plant by barging instead of trucking

'/ [ DRANA O] LyadAddziS O2YLX SGSR GKS NBLER2NI Syida
Decommissioning of Nuclear Power Plants: Methodology and Application to Diablo Canyon Power
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The UCLA Transportation Risk Analysis considered three methods to remove the demolition
materials from the site: the southern truck route, the northern truck route and the barge route.

The analysis also considered the risks associated with the removht direakwater versus

leaving it in place. In comparing the routes, as well as the breakwater alternatives, the analysis
O2yaARSNBR a02y@SyiaAz2yltf GNIYALRNIFGAZ2Y NRailaé
the TRAGIS software developed bg th.S. Department of Energy. The analysis also considered
norn-incident and accident related risks from potential radiological releases using the RADTRAN
software developed by Sandia National Laboratories.

In general, the analysis found that barging had the lowest risk compared to trucking and rail
transport, rail transport is less risky than trucking, leaving the breakwater in place reduced overall
risk by almost 50 percent and a combination of barging keeping the breakwater in place
lowers the fatality risks by more than 40 percent, with a corresponding reduction in injury risk of
32 percent and accident risk of 9 percent.

A summary of the report from the DCDEP and the text of the full report can be found here:
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1dHkwXPIpcag7GHV7Qqb&EMoOU3yOQ/view

Public Meeting on Transportation of NeRadioactive/LowLevel RadioactivéVaste Materials

On June 24, 2020, the DCDEP held a public meeting covering the topic &rgottation of
non-radioactivematerials andow-levelradioactivewastes Included in the public meeting were
presentations from PG&E on the 2018 NDTCP proposed modes, routes and volumes of waste; the
UCLA Garrick Institute on the Transportation Risk Analysis; the County Planning and Public Works
Departments on local transportation issues and the role of the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) in mitigating transportati issues for proposed projects; and the California Highway
Patrol (CHP) and the California Department of Transportation (Cal Trans) on establishing highway
routes and enforcementin addition, a written presentation by the California Coastal Commission
staff was read into the record.
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The June 24, 2020 public meeting video and presentation materials can be found be following this
link:
https://diablocanyonpanel.org/meetings/202fanetmeetings/#624-20-panekmtg

Previous sections in this Vision Statement included visions, goals and recommendations regarding
the transportation of both radiological and naadiological materials offite. These visions,
goals and recommendations are still applicable and shouldripdemented in addition to the
visions, goals and recommendations included here.

Through these vision statements, goals and recommendations, it is the intent of the DCDEP to
assure that the safest method of transporting demolition materials from the site is considered
and put in place in a manner that minimizes the impacts to neighigocommunities and the
county at large.

Recommendations fofransportation of NofRadioactive Materials and Lekevel Radioactive
Wastescan be found in Section 1V of this document.

Vision Statements

1 The highest level of safety regarding the transport of demolition materialsi@ffshould be
ensured

1 The methods chosen for transporting materials off site should minimize impacts to the
surrounding communities and the environment

1 The waste materials should be reusedsite in order to minimize the quantity needed to be
removed in order to complete decommissioning

Goals
1. The transportation of demolition waste materials should be completed ensuring the highest
levels of safety for workers, residents, visitors and the environment

2. The transport of demolition waste materials should use best practices and best technologies,
so as to reduce the impacts of traffic, noise, dust, and other factors on workers, residents,
visitors and the environment

3. The various methods to transport demolition waste materials should be explored, including
by rail and barge

4. The exploration of keeping and-tesing clean demolition waste materials -eite to the
maximum extent feasible should be considered to minimize the amount of waste that needs
to be transported offsite

[AddedJuly2020]
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J. Water Resources
Water resources at the DCPP include both the natural waters of the marina and intertidal area, as
well as the fresh water produced through the desalination plant. Protection of marine resources
and the ability to have fresh water esite are two very impdant issues when looking at the
potential for repurposing facilities for new uses and allowing public access to the Diablo Canyon
Lands, including the coastal areas.

Public Meeting onVater Resources
On October 28, 2020, a public meeting covering the topD@PRVater Resources was held by
the DCDEP. The topics covered were:

A ExistingBreakwates and Marina
A Marine and Intertidal Resources
A Seawater Desalination

Presentations were made by the California State Lands Commission (CSLC) about the public trust
doctrine and how this affects use of sovereign lands defined as extending from the high
watermark to three nautical miles into the ocean, by biologists on tleeisth undisturbed nature

of the marine resources in the area of DCPP and about the desalinization facility currently located
on-site. Presentations by the speakers can be found here:

2020 Panel Meetings ¢ Diablo Canyon Decommissioning Engagement Panel
(diablocanyonpanel.org)

ExistingBreakwateis and Marina

In 2018, the DCDEP held two workshops and a public meeting that covered the potential of
repurposing certain facilities at the DCPPhere may be benefits to the repurposing of certain
non-contaminated facilitiesincluding the creation of new jobs, decreasing the volume of debris
needing to be transported ofite (therefore decreasing the truck traffic through Avila Beach and
other communities) and potentially lessening the costs of decommissioning.
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As part of this Strategic Vision, the DCDEP made recommendations relative to repurposing. These
includeretaining the breakwaters and associated harbass well agxploiing opportunities for
repurposing the harboin a manner that preserves that the sensitive marine habitat ininkeke

and discharge coves and associated marine terraces

There are two breakwaters, which are known as the east and west breakwaters. The breakwaters
were constructed to protect the large water pumps and intake structure from excessive water
surges. They also created a protective cove for small boats andility 8 use barges to bring
materials and equipment in and out of the DCPP site. PG&E and the Department of Fish and Game
have studied the marine resources in the marina area since the construction of the breakwaters.
The breakwaters have suffered little damage since their completion in 1972, with the exception
of the 1981 storms that damaged the west tip and tore out approximately 200 feet of the west
terminal end. Since completion of the repairs, the breakwaters heotesuffered additional
damage, including during the 2003 San Simeon earthquake. Current maintenance of the
breakwaters consists of an annual inspection. If left in place, ongoing maintenance of the
breakwaters would continue to be required.

Leaving the breakwaters in place would alleviate the need to remove 684,000 tons of materials
at a cost of approximately of $230 million (2018 dollars). Leaving the breakwaters in place during
decommissioning will allow for the use of barges to removeodaunissioning debris from the

site, reducing truck traffic through neighboring communities. In addition, if the breakwaters
remain in place after decommissioning, there will continue to be a protective cove and marina
area that could be used by small boatsd provide habitat for established marine species.
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Figure 11- Use ofBargesto Bring in Materials- 1994

The @lifornia State Lands Commission (CS&@sponsille for managing Géornia sovereign

tide and submerged lands and the beds of navigable waterways on behalf of the patitig as
trustee under the public trust doctrineGenerally, the landward boundary of sovereign lands is
the ordinary high watermark for tidal waterways. The ordinary high watermark is typically
measured by the mean tide line. For the DCPP, this includesasieand east breakwaters, boat
dock, water intake facilities, cooling vemtdischarge channel and offiamaintenance, electrical
and storage facilitie.
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The public trust doctrine requires that sovereign lands be used to benefit the statewide public,
not just residents of the area where the land is located. The CSLC determines what uses are
allowed on sovereign lands on a cdsecase basis and has the clistion to approve or deny any
proposed use of sovereign land. The CSLC is required by statute to receive a fair market rental
rate when leasing sovereign lands. The California constitution prohibits the sale of public trust
lands.

The CSLC approved a lease with PG&E for the lands that include the west and east breakwaters,
boat dock, water intake facilities, cooling water discharge channel and associated office,
maintenance, electrical and storage facilities. Tuerent lease (Lease No. PRC 9347.1) for
continued use of these areas was approved by the CSLC on June 28, 2016 and expires on August
26, 2025, unless terminated soon@s allowed under the leaje

The current lease modifies the original lease with provisions specific to the termination of the
operation ofthe DCPP. The current lease was issued with the understanding that PG&E will not
continue operation of the DCPP past August 26, 2025. The lease does not give PG&E any rights of
holdover with respect to the lease premises under the lease or any common lavipbes. It
NEadNAROGA tDg9Qa dzaS 2F GKS t£SIasS LINBYAaSa oS¢
for uses consistent with a Decomriishing and Restoration Plan authorized by CSLC. The lease

also requires the removal of any improvements and restoration of the area in accordance with a
Decommissioning and Restoration Plan, however, it also notes that the CSLC (as delegated the
authority to do so by the State of California) may waive this obligation if doing so is in the best
interests of the state.

The CSLC is aware that PG&E is exploring options for the reuse of the leased premises. and staff
is open to discussing and exploring new opportunities to, and concepts for, repurposing the
existing lease facilities at DCPP. These include the potentiahtsfer of the lease to a new user,

PG&E maintaining the lease and subletting to a new user or multiple new users, or a combination
of these options over the duration of the decommissioning project.

Marine andIntertidal Resources

In 2018, the DCDEP held two workshops and a public meeting on the future@iftiie Canyon

Lands including thecoastline. The DCDEP has recognized the public cansethat the Diablo

Canyon Lands be transferred away from PG&E upon the closure of the plant, conserved in
perpetuity, and made available for public acc#s®ugh visions, goals and policies in the Diablo

Canyon Lands section of this Strategic Visibime challenge moving forward is to ensure that in

the course of openinthis coastline to the public, the tidepools and other ecological and cultural
resources of the coastline (and landg protectedF N2 Y o0@3NW AL AT RSI 6K YR Yl
that they areconservedn perpetuity for future generations to protect and enjoy

The intertidal area or zone is anywhere where the ocean meets the land, from steep rocky ledges
to sloping, sandy beaches. This area includes many habitat and species types that have adapted
to an environment with extremesg the salinity of the water cawary considerably, as can the
temperature as it is exposed to direct sunlight or inundated by salt water. Intertidal zones have
high biodiversity and can host a plethora of rare and fragile species, which have been threatened
anddestroyedby coastal deMepment and overexposure to human activity.
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intertidal zone are the healthy and unusually biodiverse tide pools, which have been the subject

of extensive study by PG&E and its consultants. The tide pools haveeeheigely undisturbed
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plant and by prior owners/inhabitants (including 10,88@ars by the Chumash).

Figure 12- Diablo Canyon Tidepools

Just beyond the intertidal zone, certain areas-gifbre of the Diablo coastline are protected
marine areas, known as the Point Buchon State Marine Conservation Area and the Point Buchon
{GFGS alNAYyS wSaSNBSo ¢ KS &S abuNdariceiof rhaking liféi 2 & LINJ
the habitats they depend on, and the integrity of marine ecosystems. The Marine Life Protection
Act recognizes that a combination ofaline Protected Areas (MR9 with varied amounts of
allowed activities and protections (marineserves, marine conservation areas, and marine parks)
can help conserve biological diversity, provide a sanctuary for marine life, and enhance
recreational and educational opportuniti¢€alifornia Marine Protected Areas (MPJASMPAS

can also provide scientific reference points to assist with resource management decisions, and
protect a variety of marine habitats, communities, and ecosystems for their economic and
AYGNRYEAAO OFtdz2SE F2NJ ASYSNridAzya (2 O02YSoé
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Figure 13 Marine Protected Areas
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There have been numerous marine studies completed over the years, including studies on the
cooling water discharge, effects of intake systems, endangered species monitoring, and Diablo

[ yeg2y fFYyR YIylFI3aSySyiao Ly @ 2 fine indudetoizes @& a { dz
reports and papers by scientists and engineers from PG&E, its consultants, federal and state
resource agencies, and academia.

Presentations made at the public meeting by two biologists extremely familiar with the coastline

at the DCPRJescribed the resources contained along the Diablo coastline, including the federally
threatened black abalone, the protected sea palm, the owl limpet, and other fragile intertidal
species.Information was provided orhe negative impacts aiuman trampling on tidepoolas
evidencedbyi KS RAFFSNBYy OS 06S0¢SSy (GKS | R2lIOSyd {dalFd
when it was fully accessible t&tS LJdzof AO oI o6F NB NROl & aK2NBfAyS
from such disturbanceé return of a rich assemblage of tidepool flora and fgunatertidal

studies performed on behalf of PG&ly PG&E consultantsnd Cal Poly), including studies on

intertidal areas on property north of the plant which were opened for public access via the Point
Buchon Trajlconfirmed an impact to owl limpet and other species populations due to even

minimal human trampling.

A primary concern in the intertidal area during plant operation is related to the intake and
discharge of wate(for plant cooling operations) at the Diablo Covthe DCPP Receiving Water
az2yAlU2NRAY3I tNRPINIY ow2ato oS3ty Ay (GKS mMdTtnQad
from areas directly affect by the water discharges (which experienced elevated temperature
relative to intake sea water) with data from areas that were outside the discharge area. The
RWMP studies indicated a significant marine impmcdischarged waters, including decreases in

algae cover and a change in the composition of species.
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Figure 14 RWMP Intertidal Results

In preparation for decommissioning, PG&E consultants also undertook studies of areas such as
the intake cove breakwaters and the rock around the intake cove shoreline, which had not before
been conducted.The studies revealed that the biological communities in these areas were not
affected by the water discharge.
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Seawater Desalination

In 2018, the DCDEP held two workshops and a public meeting that covered the potential of
repurposing certain facilities at the DCHPart of this discussion was how fresh water to support
new uses would be provided to the site after decommissionifige DCDEP recommendedhis
Strategic Visiothat PG&E explore maintaining the desalination plant beyond decommissioning
to allow for provision of ofsite water to repurposing tenantsind potentially for other uses

DCPP currently uses a desalination plant to provide water for dust suppression, fire protection,
plant operations and drinking watemhedesalinatiorplant was initially commissioned to provide

a source of fresh water to the power plant, independentamiy local available groundwater
resource.A reliablespecialized filtered water sourée neededn-siteto provide fesh, deionized
water of high purity to topoff two loops of the reactor.

A desalination plant takes ocean water and converts it to fresh water. The DCPP desalination
plantcan process up to approximately 1,088/min of sea water, which produces approximately

450 gal/min of fresh, drinking waterThe rest is returned to the ocean as a brine of increased
salinity compared to the average ocean wat&urrently, this outflow is mixed with the effluent

of i KS NI I céthraubdzdoling Igop, which at full power circulates approximately 1.7M
gal/min. While the plant is operatinght desalination brine outflow is diluted by a factor of more
than 1,000, before returning to the ocearin addition, while the cost of electrical energy to run
desalination plants is typically an important decision fackden considering it as a source of
fresh water, because the DCPP plant uses electricity generated by the plant itself, this concern is
currently eliminated.

The decommissioning &CPRosestwo immediate problems for the future dhe desalination

plant. First, KS f 2aa 27F (K SthradghicSohldg lodip kuyrenty dise@ty dilie the
desalination plant brine outflow close to shore means that a new, separate pipe systeid w

need to be installed talischargethe brine far from shore.This will likely require a separate
environmental impact assessment, and incur new céstrthermore, the 2015 California Ocean

Plan recommends that for desalinatidf I y i1 &Y G ¢ KS LINBEFSNNBR (SOKy2f
GAGK g1 adSel GSNJ GKFd g2dd R 20KSNBAAS 0SS RA&OKI
Second,KS f2aada 27F YT REDPAPRSdugpartinedeSalinbtion piadt Geédhs that

either a new source of cheap electrical energy must be found to continue its operation, or that

the cost of the water produced will have to reflect this additional expense.

Desalination plants areonsidered to be mature technology, so that the existingPHacility (a
reverse osmosis setup) remains competitive in terms of cost operation with any other modern
plant. Periodic maintenance of such plants is a routine requiremami the DCPRlesaination

plant has recently been overhauleohcluding the replacement of the desalination membranes.
These membranes represent an area where research and development is promising significant
improvements in efficiencyHigh efficimcy membranes coulceduae operational costs by up to

30% potentiallymaking the cost of this reliable fresh water supf#asible for thecommunity.

The County of San Luis Obispo conducted a feasibility study, in 2016, to examine the possibility of
connecting the desalination plant to the aqueduct system feeding titigs area, with a direct
link to Lopez Lake. This study was carried out duringlabemajor drought in the area, but
interest in the project waned when the drought ended.
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This system works on the basis of recycling and reclaiming wastewater. It does not however,
address the potential shortfalls associated with a severe drought, such as may be expected with

the increased effects of global warming in the near futufdis systenmay be ideato combine

with the existing [@PP dsalination plantin order to handle potential shortfalls in a severe

drought and provide wastewater effluent to combine with the brine effluent from the
desalination plant in order to satisfy the 2018l€rnia Ocean Plan.

The DCPP desalination plant could be relocated in order to facilitate combining the Central Coast
Blue system with a desalination plant. Moving the plant would reduce the length of pipeline
required to be constructed.

8.4,
Diablo Canyon Power Plan
~
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Google earth
C

Fre 15- PipelinePath Required to Link DesalinationPlant to the Aqueductat Port San Luis

There may also be the possibility of partnering the desalination plant with other entities beyond
the 5-Citiesaqueduct Several water managing entities exist in the area, which may benefit from
an additional source of fresh water in their supply.

NACIMIENTO —
\ \ STATE WATER

PROJECT

» Santa Maria Groundwater Basin

» Regional Exchange Opportunities
WHALE ROCK

CHORRO VALLEY

Figure 16- Possible Regional Partners
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The water resource requirements &an Luis Obispo County ndede recognized as an ongoing
concern that will only be exacerbated in the coming years, bexadsglobal warming and
intermittent drought conditions.Long term solutions td K S O 2vaisf fe@dQ fust take into
account both the environmental and economic impact of the solutions proposéthe
maintenance of the desalination plant beyond decommissioning would not only provide a
potential solution to long term countwide water supply issuebut would also provide a reliable
source of water to allow for repurposing on the DCPP site.

Through these vision statementgoalsand recommendationsit is the intent of the DCDEB
protect the delicate intertidal area while allowing limited public access and evaluate options for
provision of water supplies to the site to enablepurposing of Diablo Canyon facilities as an
alternative to demolition.

Recommendations foWater Resourcesan be found in Section IV of this document.

Vision Statements

i The conservation of the breakwaters and associated harbor area and the intake and discharge
coves and associated marine terrac®uld be considered tassure the protection of the
ecological resources of the ardamit the amount of demolition debris, reduce the impact to
neighboring communitieand createopportunities for repurposing

1 The Diablo Canyon Lands and coastline, and in partjchkiintertidal zone of the Diablo
Coast, are a precious community and ecological treasure and should warrant the strongest of
protection efforts to ensure their conservation-perpetuity

1 The desalination plant represents a proven facility that has been in operation for over 40
years, and its potential capacity for supplying the Central Coast, as well as the DCPP site, with
a significant and reliable source of fresh water should be coresitieilly and not disposed of

lightly

Goals
1. Breakwaters and Marina
a. The breakwaters and associated harbor should remain in place in order to provide
opportunities for repurposing and to limit demolition debriand its need to be
transported oftsite
b. The harbor and breakwater areas should be managed and repurposed in a manner
consistent with the protection of habitat and wildlife
c. The harbor should be considered for use as a protected area for boaters during inclement
weather
d. The lease with CSLC should be modified as necessary to allow the breakwaters and harbor
areas to remain in place beyond decommissioning
e. The facilities associated with the harbor located on the land should be preserved where
appropriate to allow for repurposing as a public marina or educational/research marina
facility, consistent with the longerm protection of marine resources
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2. Intertidal Zone/Marine Resources

a. The discharge covand intertidal areashould be studied by qualified individuals during
and after decommissioningn order to continue to monitor the health of the marine
resources

b. Themanagement of the Diablo Canyon Lands, including the fragile intertidal zone, should
be undertaken by a successor entity in a manner that will protect the areas from
GAONI YL Ay3E YR 20KSNJI KdzYly FOGAGAGE GKFG C

c. The public should be ensured access to the Diablo Canyon Lands to the greatest extent
possible, while assuring that such access will not threaten the biodiversity and health of
the intertidal zone and other fragile marine resources

d. The impact that public access has had on other tidepool regions of the state should be
carefully considered to understand how negative impacts have occurred and how it can
be prevented along the Diablo Coast

3. Desalination Facility

a. The installation of thdatest in high efficiency polymer membrangsould be considered
by PG&E as part of its future regular maintenaircerder toretrofit the existing plant,
bring it to the forefront of desalination technology, and reduits operational cost
significantly

b. The County of San Luis Obispo should engage in and where possible actively participate
in, the permitting for potential windfarms being considered near DCPP in oradrt#in
preferential rates for the energy required to operate the desalination plant

c. The potential for optimizing the location of the desalination plant closer to Avila Beach
and the existing Port San Luis Harbor should be evaluated as a way to reduce the length
of pipeline necessary to, connect to an existing local and/or regional watgepor

d. The DCPP desalination plant should be marketed nationally to potential investors and
operators in order to gauge interest in continued operation beyond decommissioning

e. The potential of partnering the DCPP desalination plant with other water purveyors in the
area should be evaluated

[AddedMarch202]]

K. Decommissioning Land Use Permit and the CEQA Process
Before any work can completed on the decommissioning of DCPP, various permits will need to be
issued from multiple regulatory agencies. The primary permit is a Land Use Permit/Local Coastal
Permit issued by the County of San Luis Obispo.

Public Meeting on the Land Use Permit and the CEQA Process

On November 3, 2021, a public meeting covering the topic of the processing of required land use
permits for decommissioning and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process was
held by the DCDEP.

A presentation was made by the County of San Luis Obispo Department of Planning and Building.
This presentation outlined both the land use permit and CEQA processes and how the public can
participate in these processes. Presentations by the speakersectound here:

SloSpan- (cakspan.orq)
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Decommissioning Land Use Permit

The decommissioning of DCPP requires approvals from federal, state, and local jurisdictions. The
DCPP is located in both the Coastal Zone and Inland areas of San Luis Obispo County, with portions
2F GKS t Nr2SOuG f 20! &SR féha Qakidrnja Chaktdl Canthisdlod(EQT) 2 d:
and portions within the coastal appealable arg&ee Figure 17 Agency JurisdictionYhe Local

Coastal Program (LCP), Coastal Zone Land Use Ordinance (CZLUO) and Inland Land Use Ordinance
(LUO) are the regulatg documents that apply to the site. Section 23.01.031 of the CZLUO
requires a Coastal Development Permit (CDP) for development projects, including
decommissioning programs involving placement or removal of material in the coastal zone in
accordance wittthe California Coastal Act. Section 23.02.034 of the CZLUO requires a CDP to
enable public review of significant land use proposals and ensure proper integration into the
O2YYdzyAl e o {SOGA2Y HHDcHDPncn 2F (KJCUP)Fazy (i & Qa
significant land use proposals outside the coastal zone. These land use permits will need to be
issued by the County of San Luis Ohispo

Examples of other permits that are required include, but are not limited @oastal Permit from

the California Coastal Commission for areas within original jurisdjctiew lease or lease
amendment from the California State Lands Commission (CSLC), Section 404 permit from the
United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), National Pollutant Discharge Effluent System
(NPDES) permit from the Central Coast Regional Watelit@Qwontrol Board (CCRWQCB),
General Construction Activities Permit from the @altifa Division of Occupational Safety and
Health (Cal OSHA) and an Encroachment Permit from the County of San Luis Obispo Public Works
Department.  (See Figure 81- Anticipated Approvals and Authorizations for DCPP
Decommissioning.)

Lead Agency under CEQA

In consultation with County of San Luis Obispo, CCC and CSLC representatives, the County was
identified as the appropriate Lead Agency. The Lead Agency, as defined by CEQA, is the public
agency that has the primary responsibility for carrying out or apioigp a project. Becaughe

DCPP is located within unincorporated San Luis Obispo County, the County has jurisdiction over a
large majority of projectelated activities both within and outside of the coastal zone.
Additionally, the County maintains an apped LCP, which gives the County jurisdiction to
approve and deny projects within the coastal zangside of original jurisdiction

Federal Preemption

5/ttQa RSO2YYAA&aA2YAY3I A& dzyAljdzsS Ay GKS [ 2dzyi
regulated by licenses granted by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC), the NRC has exclusive
jurisdiction over the radiological aspects of decommissioning. Thempton prohibits state

and local jurisdictions from imposing any regulatory requirements related to radiation hazards or
nuclear safety. PG&E is required by its NRC operating license to implement detailed plans and
procedures to ensure that radiologicaleases are minimized or avoided.

Due to federal preemption requirements, these plans and procedures are generally outside the

/| 2dzyGeQa FyR {dGFGS 2F [/ FEAFT2NYAI QA | dziK2NR G @& c
concerning the handling, storage, transport, disposal, and monitorir§§pent Nuclear Fuel and

highlevel radioactive waste.
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Land Use Application Submittal

On March 29, 2021, PG&E submitted a Development Plan / CDP application consistent with the
CZLUO (Title 23 of the County Code) and a CUP consistent with the LUO (Title 22 of the County
Code). Submission of these land use permit applications to the Coigugrs CEQA review of
decommissioning project activities. Several State and local agencies will rely on the findings
contained in the CEQA review to support issuance of their permits related to the
decommissioning.

After PG&E submitted its land use permit application to the County, the County conducted an
application completeness review. This is done to assure that all the information necessary to
complete the processing of an application has been submitted. Oh28r2021 and August 9,
2021, the County requested additional information from PG&E. PG&E responded by providing
additional information on July 8, 2021 and October 6, 2021, and on October 27, 2021, the land
use permits were determined to be complete amdre accepted for continued processing by the
County.

The CEQA Process

hyOS tD39Qa | LILX AOFGAZ2Y ¢l & FOOSLIGSR FT2NJ LINROS
had already agreed to the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR). An EIR is a
document that informs the public and decisiomakers of any signdant environmental impacts

that may be caused by the project. Mitigation measures are identified to reduce any potential
significant environmental impacts to a less than significant level and project alternatives are
developed to further reduce or avoid gmpotential significant environmental impacts. In cases
where potential significant environmental impacts cannot be reduced to less than significant
levels, the decisiomaking authority tasked with making a decision on the project may choose to
adopt a satement of overriding considerations, meaning that the net benefit of the project is
greater than the net negatives caused by any significant environmental impacts.

As stated earlier, San Luis Obispo County is acting as the Lead Agency. The County of San Luis
Obispo has entered into a contract with Aspen Environmental for preparation of the EIR. PG&E is
responsible for the costs associated with the preparation & HIR. Aspen is responsible for
coordination with both Responsible and Trustee Agencies during the preparation of the
document. A Responsible Agency under CEQA is a public agency with some discretionary
authority over a project, but which has not beensifgnated the Lead Agency. A Trustee Agency
under CEQA, is a state agency having jurisdiction by law over natural resources affected by a
project which are held in trust for the people of the State of California. A Trustee Agency may
also be a Responsibleggency if it has discretionary authority over a project. Figure 17 outlines
many of the Responsible and Trustee Agencies associated with this project.

CKS 9Lw gAff S@ILftdzad S tDg9Qa LINRLRASR 5/tt 5SSO0
1 Phase 1 (2022031)
1 Phase 2 (20322039)
1 Phase 3 (beginning in approximately 203DCPP Future Site Rise Concepts
x  County Driven Analysis
x  Not part of PG&E Proposed Project
x Included for high level analysis of possible uses after decommissioning
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Step 1- Notice of Preparation / Scoping Meetings

The Notice of Preparation (NOP) is the first step in the EIR process. The NOP was issued by
the County of San Luis Obispo on October 28, 2021. The purpose of the NOP is to solicit early
input from agencies, organizations and the public on the scope amtewb of the
environmental information to be included in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR).

It is important that a clear project description be developed for the NOP. PG&E submitted a
detailed project description, along with a number of supgptag documents that will be used

in the NOP. The NOP also identifies the Scoping Comment Period.

There are multiple opportunities for public participation during the preparation of, and
decisionmaking on, the EIR. The first of these are the scoping meetings held during the
Scoping Comment Period. The purpose of scoping meetings is to inform the thal the

Lead Agency is evaluating a project under CEQA and to solicit public comment regarding the
type and extent of environmental analyses to be undertaken. The public is encouraged to
provide comments based on local environmental knowledge oressthat need evaluation,
feasible alternatives to the Proposed Project and mitigation measures to avoid or reduce
impacts of the Proposed Project.

The Scoping Comment Period for the decommissioning project ran from October 28, 2021 to
December 6, 2021. Scoping Meetings were held on November 9, 2021 (in the morning and
afternoon), December 1, 2021 (in the morning and afternoon) and December 4, QB (
afternoon). After the scoping process, all public comments will be organized and considered
in the preparation of the DEIR by Aspen.

Step 2¢ Preparation of the DEIR / Public Comment on the DEIR

Following the scoping process, Aspen began preparation of the DEIR. This process can take
several months, depending on the complexity of the project and the number of types of
impacts identified. The next opportunity for the public participation is tlblie Review

Period for the DEIR. The DEIR will be released for public comment for a minimum of 45 days.
The County will issue a DEIR Notice of Availability outlining the length of the Public Review
Period and how the public can comment on the DHtRs important for the public to take

this opportunity to provide comments on the DEIR, as those comments will inform the Final
Environmental Impact Report (FEIR).

Step 3¢ Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR)

The FEIR consists of: (1) the DEIR and any revisions to the DEIR; (2) comments and
recommendations received on the DEIR; (3) the responses of the Lead Agency to each of the
comments received on the DEIR (Response to Comments); (4) a list of personsramesage

who made comments on the DEIR; and (5) any other information added by the Lead Agency.

Step 4- Public Hearing on the FEIR and the Proposed Project

The final step in the process is for the County to Certify the EIR and make a decision on the
Proposed Project. This occurs through holding public hearings on the FEIR and the Proposed
Project. There will be notices in the newspaper and on the Countnif and Building
Website announcing when these meetings will occur. In addition, the public can sign up to

NEOSABS SYI Af a I 0 2 dzi 0KS /| 2dzy & Qa SY@ANEZ Y
decommissioning aDiablo Canyon Power Plant DecommissioninQounty of San Luis
Obispo
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There will be an opportunity to provide written materials to the decisioaking authority or
to speak directly to the decisiamaking authority during the public hearings.

In order to Certify the EIR, the decisioraking authority will need to certify that: (1) the FEIR

has been completed in compliance with CEQA; (2) the FEIR was presented to the -decision
making authority of the Lead Agency and that the decisi@aking authoity reviewed and
considered the information contained in the FEIR prior to approving the project; and (3) the
FEIR reflects the Lead Agency's independent judgment and analysis. Where one or more
significant environmental effects of the project were idéied in the FEIR, the decision
making authority must adopt Findings for each of those significant effects, accompanied by a
brief explanation of the rationale for each finding. A typical rationale would be that changes
or alterations have been requiredh,i or incorporated into, the project that avoid or
substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the FEIR.

Where a significant effect cannot be avoided or substantially lessened, a Statement of
Overriding Considerations would be required. CEQA requires the demisiing authority

to balance, as applicable, the economic, legal, social, technical, or oth&fitsenf a
proposed project against its unavoidable environmental risks when determining whether to
approve the project. If the specific economic, legal, social, technical, or other benefits of a
proposed project outweigh the unavoidable adverse environtak effects, the adverse
environmental effects may be considered "acceptable.” When the Lead Agency approves a
project which will result in the occurrence of significant effects which are identified in the FEIR
but are not avoided or substantially lesszh the agency shall state in writing the specific
reasons to support its action based on the FEIR and/or other information in the record. The
Statement of Overriding Considerations must be supported by substantial evidence in the
record.

Project Decision

The Proposed Project will be subject to detailed Conditions of Approval if the project is approved
by the decisiormaking authority. These include: (1) required permits from local and state
agencies; (2) specific actions that PG&E must complete durimgedefime frames throughout
decommissioning; (3) mitigation measures that lessen significant impacts; (4) a mitigation
monitoring program; and (5) egoing operational conditions that apply for the life of the project.

If the Proposed Project is approved by the decisitaking authority, the Lead Agency is required

to file a Notice of Determination (NOD) within 5 working days after approval of the project by the
lead agency. The NOD must contain specific information abweil Project, EIR preparation,
Findings, and where the FEIR can be examined. The NOD will be filed with the San Luis Obispo
County Clerk and the State Clearinghouse. A NOD filed with the State Clearinghouse is available
for public inspection and is pasd for a period of at least 30 days.

If the Proposed Project is denied, specific Findings supporting that decision will need to be made
by the decisiormaking authority. The FEIR does not need to be certified prior to taking action to
deny the project.
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Appeals

Actions by the Planning Commission, to approve or deny a permit application, may be appealed
by any aggrieved person (including the general public and the applicant). In this case, any Planning
Commission action to approve the Development Plan / CDP hedQUP for the DCPP
decommissioning may be appealed to the Board of Supervisors.

Within the time limit applicable to the decision being appealed, an appellant would need to file a
completed appeal form and pay any required fees. Staff would then review the appeal, and
develop a recommendation based on the merits of the appeal as thkte to applicable
ordinances and regulations. A staff report would then be prepared for review by the Board of
Supervisors. A public hearing would be held to weigh the merits of the appeal as they relate to
applicable ordinances and regulations andegision made.

Because portions of the Project are located in the Coastal Zone, any decision to approve the CDP
by the Board of Supervisors can then be appealed to the CCC. A decision by the Board of
Supervisors to deny the application is not appealable to the CCG, iffAdsPlanning Commission
decision to approve the application is not appealed to the Board of Supervisors, that decision is
not appealable to the CCC. If appealed to the CCC, a staff report is prepared by CCC staff. A public
hearing would be held on thProject. If the project approval is upheld, there may be additional
conditions placed on the Project by the CCC. The decision of the CCC is final and this decision
does not return to the County of San Luis Obispo for any further action.

Although this process is complicated, there are many opportunities for the public to provide input
to the County of San Luis Obispo and other local and state agencies about the DCPP
decommissioning. Through these vision statements, goals and recommam]4tics the intent

of the DCDEP to assist the public in their participation in the land use permitting and CEQA process
and encourage public participation throughouigiprocess.

Through these vision statements, goals and recommendations, it is the intent of the DCDEP to assure that
the decommissionindand use permit be processed in an efficient manner with comprehensive public
involvement.

Recommendations for Decommissioniognd Use Permit and the CERMcess can be found in Section
IV of this document.

Vision Statements

1

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

The DCDEP should, where possible, assist the public with providing input on behalf of the local
community to the County and PG&E during the DCPP decommissioning land use permit and CEQA
process

The FEIR should take into consideration and advance the goals of this Strategic Vision, including
the conservation of, and sustainable public access to, the Diablo Canyon Lands.
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Goals

1. The land use permit and CEQA process should occur as efficiently as possible, while allowing for
substantial public input, in order to not create delays in the decontamindtiecommissioning
process

2. The DCDEP should continue to encourage public participation throughout the land use permitting
and CEQA process

3. The environmental impacts that may occur during decommissioning should be fully evaluated in
the EIR and appropriate mitigations considered, consistent with this Strategic Vision and in
furtherance of the conservation of, and sustainable access to, thHadd@anyon Land

[Added April 202P
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Figure B - Anticipated Approvals and Authorizations for DCPP Decommissioning

Agency

U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency
(USEPA)

Permit / Approval /
Consultation

Review of site
remediation plans

Covered Activity

Concurrence on license termination plan under specific circumstances d
in the NRC/USEPA.,

Decommissionin
Phase

Lead Notification

Submittal of notification of lead abatement activities.

U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers
(USACE)

Section 404 Permit

Any activity that might result in a discharge of excavated or fill material
wetlands, streams, rivers, and other federal jurisdictional waters.

Section 10 Rivers and
Harbors Act Permit

Any activity that might result in an obstruction or alteration of any navig
water of the U.S. that is under USACE jurisdiction.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service
(USFWS)

Endangered Species
Act (ESA) Section 7
Consultation

Any plan or activity that is impacting federally listed plants, animals, or
habitat.

National Marine
Fisheries Service
(NMFS)

Consultationg ESA,
Marine Mammal
Protection Act and
Essential Fish Habitat

Activity would adversely affect critical habitat for listed anadromous
species and essential fish habitat. Any plan that is impacting a federally
plant or animal or their habitat or direct impacts to federally lis|
anadromous species. EssiahFish Habitat Assessment required for issug

Bureau of Land
Management
(BLM)

Assessment. of other federal authorizations. Potential for Incidental Take Authorizg
under the Marine Mammal Protection Act
Department of Interiorg |Rightof-Way-Sundry |Rightof-way for construction and maintenance of breakwaters I, 1l

construction of the coffer dam for removal of the intake structure under
Intake Structure Removal Alternative.

U.S. Coast Guard

Notice to Mariners ant
Removal of
Navigational Buoys

Transport of hazardous and ndrazardous materials by water. Marine ves
movements associated with intake and discharge structure demo
activities.

U.S. Department of
Transportation

Hazardous Materials
Safety Permit from

Federal Motor Carrier
Safety Administration

Transport of radioactive materials on highways.

Union Pacific Railroad

Rightof-Entry

Projects involving temporary use of railroad property.
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Agency

California Coastal
Commission
(Cco)

Permit / Approval /
Consultation

License Termination,
CZMA review,
application and
certification through
CCC

Covered Activity

Federal review required for local actions to determine consistency with (
Plans.

Decommissionin
Phase

CDP

lye RSO2YYAaaA2yAyd OGADAGE GKI

California State Lands
Commission
(CSLC)

Lease or Lease
Amendment/Quit
Claim or Lease
Termination
Agreement

A new lease or amendment to lease No. PRC 9347.1 will be required {
disposition of the discharge structure as part of decommissioning an
retention and repurposing of the breakwaters and intake struct
Furthermore, restoration of marine habits will be necessary followir
demolition of the discharge structure.

California Air Resources
Board

Portable Equipment
Registration Program

Any plan that involves use of portable equipment over 50 horsepower.

California Office of
Historic Preservation

Section 106
Consultation pursuant
to the National
Historic Preservation
Act

Any plan that involves earth work near an archeological site or may af
historic building or property.

California Department
Toxic Substances Contr

RCRA Permit,
Consultation on final
site Remediation Plan

Cleanup pursuant to Voluntary Cleanup Agreement or Corrective A
pursuant to RCRA. Any plan that involves hazardous material remediati

California State Water
Resources Control Boat
(SWRCB)

Oncethrough Cooling
(OTC) Policy

OTC policg Oversight of impingement and entrainment issues.

Central Coast Regional
Water Quality Control

Waste discharge
requirements

Discharges of waste to water on land that could affect the quality of wate
the state.

Board
(CCRWQCB)

National Pollutant
Discharge Effluent
System permit

Discharges of waste to surface waters deemed waters of the United Sta

Construction storm
water general permit

Ground disturbance of one or more acres.

Section 401 Water

Quality Certification

Any activity that would result in impacts to State waters. Required if g

permit is required from the USACE.
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Agency

Permit / Approval /
Consultation

Covered Activity

Decommissionin
Phase

California Department o
Fish and Wildlife (CDFW

Streambed Alteration
Agreement

Activities that would substantially divert or obstruct the natural flow ¢
stream; substantially change or use any material from the bed, channel o
of a stream; or deposit debris, waste or other material.

License for Kelp
Removal

Surface canopy kelp harvesting.

Special Use Permit

Removal of Benthic Kelp from the DCPP Intake Cove Exclusion Zone. A
potentially impacting the Point Buchon Marine Protected Area.

Incidental Take Permi

Take of California List Species.

California Department o

Transportation permit

Heavy haul or oversize loads.

Occupational Safety anc
Health
(Cal OSHA)

Construction Activities
Permit

Transportation for state highways

California Highway Patr{CHP Escort For transport requiring a CHP escort, depending on width of load and I, 1
(CHP) taken.

California Division of |CalOSHA General |Construction or demolition of structures greater than 36 feet in height, ¢ I,

erect and place scaffolding, vertical shoring, or falsework intended to be
than 36 feet high when completed

Out of State
Transportation Permits

San Luis Obispo County
Planning and Building
Department

As Applicable

Coastal Development
Permit (CDP)

Any transportation permits required for out of state transportation (wg
disposal, etc.)

Local/Regional

l'ye RSO2YYAdaaAzyAy3ad FOGAQGAGE GKI
Covers onshore facilities to the Eastern Coastal Zone (approx. to the w
edge of 500kV switchyard).

Conditional Use
Permit/Minor Use
Permit

Any decommissioning activity that involves a new use outside the coastal

Major Grading Permit

For grading or excavations >5,000 cubic yards (cy).

Grading Permit

Minor grading permits for grading or excavations >50 cy and <5,000 cy.

Demolition Permit

Demolition of one or more structures.

Building Permit

Construction of one or more structures.

San Luis Obispo County
Environmental Health
Department

Permit to Operate
(PTO)

Operation of underground and above ground petroleum storage ts
hazardous materials handling, hazardous waste generation, Spill Prev
Control and Countermeasure Plan, or Hazardous Materials Business Pl

San Luis Obispo Air

Pollution Control District

Authority to Construct

(ATC)

Any activity that may cause the release of air contaminants. Construct

the Rad Wastewater Processing Facility and Waste Management Facilit

Amended February 2026
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Permit / Approval / . Decommissionin
Agency Consultation S AE Phase
PTO Use of any article, machine, equipment, or other project, the use of which I, 1l
cause, increase, eliminate, reduce or control the release of air contami
Contaminated soil management and operation of digs@lvered constructiof
equipment.
National Emission Demolition of any kind of structure or asbestosntaining materig I, 1l
Standards for disturbance. Includes demolition of concrete structures, buildings, the
Hazardous Air insulation, pipelines, etc.
Pollution (NESHAP)
Notification
San Luis Obispo County Non-Community Authorization to Operate No@ommunity Drinking and Domestic Wa| I,
Public Health Drinking Water Syster System.
Department Permit
San Luis Obispo County Transportation Heavy haul or oversize loads on County roads. I, 1l
Public Works Encroachment Permit|Work within County roads. Ll
San Luis Obispo Fire |Plan review Decommissioning activities, including building demolition and fire proteg 1,1
al NBEKIf Qa h comply with all fire protection requirements, including California Fire Coq
Santa Barbara County |Revision to Betteravig Modifications and use of the SM\&B (Betteravia Industrial Park) site I
Planning & Developmen Park Development
Department¢ Energy, |Plan
Minerals and CompliandZoning Clearance
Division
City of Santa Maria Potentially a zone Maodifications and use of the SMM&M Osburn Yarfsite I
change, specific plan
amendment, and use
permit
[Added April 2022]
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L. New Spent Nuclear Fuel Storagé&ystem

1. Background
Sections IlIl.G. anti/.G. of this Vision Document contain background information on the
management of Spent Nuclear Fuel including how spent fuel is: created at DCPP, stored in
spent fuel pools and moved to dry casks and secured into the future. This section was created
in May of 2019 and represents the processes being used at that time.

Those sections also include a discussion of a proposal in the 2018 NDCTP for decreasing the
time of final transfer of spent fuel from the spent fuel pools to dry cask storage from a 10 year
program to a 7 year program.

The DCDEP made recommendations at that time relating to théh@ERas being developed

by PG&Hor the new dry cask storage system including: completion of a risk assessment
evaluating a range of alternatives for offloading spent fuel, the potential for a more rapid
offload of spent nuclear fuel from the spent fuel pools to dry cask storage thaii trear
program proposed in the 2018 NDCTP, consideration of the unique seismic risks at DCPP, use
of advances to improve the shielding and confinement of sprrtlear fuel and the heat
capacity of the canisters and minimization of dose rates to workers to the greatest extent
achievable.

Also, recommendations relative to the poperational training of personnel in cask loading
for the new system and the development of Aging Management Program for the ISFSI,
including inspections were also included.

Each of these recommendationewe included inthe RFRand in the review of proposals that
were submitted.

2. Existing Dry Cask System Inspections
DCPP currently employke Holtec HISTORM 100 cask system. Each cask holds 32 fuel
assemblies. There have been seven loading campaigns completed for 1,856 fuel assemblies
in 58 casks. The storage casks are placed within the ISFSI area which is losatedrdand
from the reactors310feet above sea level The casks are bolted to a 7% foot thick, steel
NBAYT2NOSR O2yONB{GS LIR G2 SyadiNSE aSAavyao aid

There are routine inspections of the dry cask system that occur regularly including:
1 Overpack and vent inspections

91 ISFSI storage pad concrete inspections

1 Radiation surveys

1 Preservice inspections for transportation equipment

Formal inspections of the ISFSI were conducted in 2014 and 2021. In 2014, a visual inspection

of accessible surfaces of two multidzN1J2 8 S OIF YyAAGSNE oat/ Qao o:
O2YLX SGSR® LY HnumMXI O0O0OSaaArot S algiNspactedSa 2 F ¢
by remote means. There were a total eight casks and overpacks inspected, including radiation
monitoring. In addition, visual inspections of above grade accessible surfaces of the ISFSI
storage pads and structural concrete were completed.
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Inspections of the MPC and overpack noted that they are in overall good condition, there are
no anticipated challenges to safety or intended functions prior to next inspectn
degradation rates versus margins indicate no need to shorten proposeghiSinspection
frequency. The inspections of the MPC found that corrosion rates demonstrate that corrosion
will not propagate througtwall over the 66year license. Inspections tife overpacknoted

that corrosion and divot/gouge depths are less than maximum allowable, and there has been
no base metal penetration from paint chipping/ coating damage.

Inspections of the soil and concrete at the ISFSI show that the soil will not causapne
aging of the concrete and no immediate corrective action was needed for the concrete to
continue to perform its intended function of supporting the existing cagk system.

Radiation Monitoring at the ISFSI was performed. Dose rates were measured at the upper
overpack vents in normal configuration. The highest measured dose rate was 1.2 mrem/hr
(3.9% of licensed value). This equates to approximately 0.018 mrem/hr fosarpstianding

at the ISFSI fence (minimum 40 ft from closest overpack). This is more than 20 times lower
than a dental xay.

The 2014 inspection report can be fouhdre. The 2021 inspection report can be found by
following thislink.

3. Request For Proposals (RFRew Dry Cask System
In 2020, an RFP was issued by PG&E to solicit proposals for a new dry cask storage system.
The RFP included results from an independent risk analysis that evaluated a range of
alternatives for offloading spent fuel. In addition, the technical specifimas of the RFP were
reviewed independently by the CEC and the feedback provided was incorporated into the final
RFP that was distributed to all entities with a viableted Statedicensing and manufacturing
capacity.

PG&E evaluated and scored each of the bidder proposals using the following criteria:

Public safety and technical capabilities: 40%
Safety (industrial and occupational): 15%
Commercial terms (lonterm capability): 20%
Pricing: 20%

Supply chain responsibility and sustainability: 5%

=A =4 =4 =8 =4

The bid evaluation team from PG&E was made up of experienced;farag®nal personnel
representing: engineering and geosciences; licensing, fuels and dry cask storage/transfer,
material handling and transportation, sourcing, project controls and fimgncirhe CEC also
participated in the technical review of bidder proposals. In addition, an expert advisory board
made up of former NRC and industry experts, was convened to review the selection process
decision.

On April 6, 2022, Orano USA was announced as the successful vendor. The scope of the
O2y iGN} OG F2NJ GKS ySg a8adSY AyOf dRSAT Syaays:
design of a new dry storage facility for greater than Class C (GTCC) wastatifab of
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storage canisters, construction and installation of onsite concrete storage modules and pool

to-LJ) R OGN} yaFSNI 2LISNF GA2yad LyOf dzZRSR Ay hNIy2
to approximately 4 years, to offload of spent nuclear fuel from thers fuel pools to dry cask

storage and Orano is in the process of a license amendment that would allow further
reduction of that timeframe.

4. New Dry Cask System
hNIy2Qa& b! | hais#&holzbnfal dg easkistBrige system and is currently in use
in the U.S. The system is currently licensed by the NRC, however the system is subject to
FAdZNLHKSNJ bw/ al FSteé NBOASgAE Fa hNry2 f221a G2
is a tecmically robust dry cask storage system that meets site specific requirements. The
horizontal design creates a low center of gravity which allows for the system to withstand
earthquakes without the risk of tipping over. The cimis feature redundant welded lids,
state-of-the-art precision welding procedures and low risk horizontal transfer processes. The
gapfree, sideby-side arrangement of massive concrete storage modules achieves high

performance selshielding, stabilityand protection.
' e

SHIELDED DOOR a1
AIR INLET
SHIELD PLUG 9 DRY STORAGE CANISTER .
GRAPPLE ASSEMBLY 10 ONSITE TRANSFER CASK
HYDRAULIC RAM 11 BASEMAT
TRANSPORT TRAILER 12 APPROACH SLAB

@ N OWM A W N -

STORAGE MODULE 13 CASK SUPPORT SKID AND
POSITIONING SYSTEM

Figure 19 NUHOMS® Used Fuel Storage System

The horizontal orientation enables an efficient and timely loading and unloading process with

no suspended drop risks. In addition, the horizontal transfer process always supports canister
TNEY 08t260 {SOSNIt RSaAIy TpshidldzNGaaisteStg I 6 S |
safely load hot fuel assemblies, including: basket material treatments and coatings that allow

for optimum heat conduction from the fuel assemblies to the canister shell and a horizontal

posture that helps passively cool the canisiethe middle, where the fuel heat is hottest,

with strong air flow convection. In addition, the canisters are designed to be unloaded and
contents transferred if that need arises.
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a. Earthqguake Safety
The NUHOMS® EOS System approved by the NRC includes provisions to employ the
methodologies documented in the Advanced NUHOMS® System Updated Final Safety
Analysis Report (UFSAR) that was implemented at SONGS for seismic stability. The
added seismic resiliee is based on bolting the individual NUHOMS® modules
together into groups using higstrength, robust steel rods. Anchoring is not needed
due to the NUHOMS® low center of graitdybase ratio. This allows the NUHOMS®
systems to minimally shift to helgbsorb extreme seismic energy. Analyses
completed by Sandia Labs evaluating horizontal and vertical dry storage systems
showed that rectangular horizontal systems will not tip over or significantly shift
during extreme seismic events.

b. NRC Amendment
EOS System is certified by the NRC for storage with a maximum heat load of 50 kW
per Dry Shielded ContaineD§q. In order to allow for the earlier offload of the
hottest fuel assemblies at DCPP a license amendment from the NRC is necHssary.
approved by the NRChé amendment woulgbermit anincreaseof the heatload per
DSC from 43.6 KW to 48.2 k¥ah increase of théeat load per Fuel Assembly from
0.6 kW to 1.7 kWhaximum per assembly without changing the overall maximum heat
load of 50kW for thecanister.

As part of the decommissioning of DCPP, moving spent fuel from the pools to the ISFSI
more quickly has a number of benefits including: earlier deliverable of the
decommissioning project, earlier dismantlement of site structures, the ability to
repurpose tte site sooner and lower costs fire rate payers

c. Construction of System
hNFy2Qa b} | ha/{ tbebdated withinihi ExitingISASE The existing
ISFSI operates under a separate license from the NRC. The ISFSI license will expire in
2024. PG&E wmurrentlypursuing a license renewal with the NRC.
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The new horizontal system wikkquire physicaimodificatiors to the existing ISFSI as

it was constructed to support the vertical system currently in usgan example, the
metal rings and bolts that were used to seismically secure the upright dry cask system
that currently exists on site, will need to be removed so that the new horizontal
system can be constructed.

The concrete overpacks are called Horizontal Storage Modules. These modules will

be cast on site, poured in place awil take about a year to construct. The canisters

FNE odaAfd 2F Rdz2N}I ot S aidlAytSaa ada&ét |G h
will not be delivered until the modifications to the ISFSI and construction of the
Horizontal Storage Modules are complete.

Off Loading Campaigns

Orano uses a highlyained team that offers a comprehensive solution to managing
used fuel efficiently and cosffectively with minimal risk. The foway individual
canister loading campaidad to lower dose exposure to the loading crew. To date,
the team has moved more than 20,000 fuel assemblies without incident and has more
than 80 consecutive loadings on schedule and on budget. Orano has a training facility
in North Carolina that with lifsize models. Training consists of a{iveek program
where every aspect of loading in real time is completed.

d. NUHOMS® Loading Process
Each individual canister loading campaign is a-fayr process.Click hereo watch
a video of the process.

Day 1 Load used fuel assemblies into the canister underwater inside a transfer cask

Ay GKS dzaSR Fdz8t L2t 9FrOK FaaSvyofeQa I
within the canister basket to ensure heat load requirements are fulfilled. The canister

isre¥ 2 SR FTNRY GKS L}R2f AYaARS I GNIyafFsSNI Ol
removed from pool.

Days 2 and 3The two lids are welded closed, dewatering occurs (not pressurized like
prior system), tested and verified. This is the last time the canister and transfer cask
will be vertical. The transfer cask is laid down on transfer trailer. The loaded canister
is always supported, there are no unsupported lifts that occur during transfer or
loading.

Day 4.The canister is transferred on the transfer trailer in the transfer cask to the on

site storage module. The transfer trailer has seismic bracing and is designed to
precisely back up to the NUHOMS® EOS module opening. The canister is then pushed
out of the transfer cask into module on slick rails. Any potential scoring is already
calculated and evaluated within the NRC licensing process to not affect canister safety
performance. The interior concrete design of the module naturally supports caniste

so there is no way for the canister to fall or drop inside the module. The module door

is then bolted onto the front and the transfer cask and transfer vehicle return for the
next canister.
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Future Offsite StorageWhen offsite storage is available, the removal process is the
same as loading. The stored canister is pulled directly from the module into a
transport cask for offsite shipment.

e. Aging Management Program / Inspection Program
As part of an Aging Management Program, the NUHOMS® module is designed to
enable a 100 percent inspection of the stored canister's surface and the inside of the
module using crawler robots. To date, inspections have shown no material
degradation or concers with the NUHOMS canisters or modules after more than 20
years of operationClick herdo watch a video of the inspection process.

5. Spent Nuclear Fuel ManagemegtExtended Operations
DCPP is in the process of requesting a license extension to operate the plant beyond 2025 in
compliance with Senate Bill 846 (as outlined in Chapter 1 of this Strategic Vision). If DCPP is
granted an extension by the NRC, the program for Spent NucleaeWasagement will be
modified to reflect orgoing operations. In addition, there may be the need to expand or
modify the ISFSI from what is envisioned today (with operations ceasing in 2025) if DCPP
continues to operate. The DCDEP will continue to nootiitese efforts and will remain up
to-date about potential changes necessary to management of Spent Nuclear Fuel if
operations are continued, in order to provide the community with information about this
important issue.

Through these vision statements, goals and recommendations, it is the intent of the DCDEP to assure that
the Spent Nuclear Fuel is safely stored on site until off site storage becomes available.

Recommendations foNew Spent Nuclear Fuebtorage Systentan be found in Section IV of this
document.

Vision Statement
1 The primary considerations in the management of spent nuclear fuel at DCPP should be the
safeguarding of the community, workers and the environment

i The installation of the new dry cask system chosen through the RFP process, should be
completed in an expeditious manner, while assuring the safety of workers and the protection of
the environment

1 The existing dry cask system, as well as the new dry cask system, should be regularly inspected
to ensure protection of the community, workers and the environment

1 The potential modifications to the existing ISFSI, if needed for continued operations, should be
accomplished in a manner that includes input from the community and uses the best technology
available to protect the community, workers and the environment
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Goals

1. The new dry cask system chosen through the RFP process, should be installed in a manner that
ensures earthquake safety, ease of regular inspections and future transport of the spent nuclear
fuel off site

2. The development of an Aging Management Program for the ISFSI that includes both the existing

dry cask and the new dry cask systems should be completed by PG&E as soon as possible,
incorporating the best available technology as it evolves in the industry

3. The DCDEs$hould be kept informed regarding apgtential modifications to the existing ISFSI,
if needed for extended operations

[Added April 2023]

M. Update onDiablo Canyon Lands

1. Background
Sections IIC. andIV.C of this Vision Document contain background information onlémels
that surround the DCPP, as well as the visions, goals and recommendations regarding the use
and conservation of those lands into the futujgee Figure & map of the ownership and
location of all lands associated with the DCP8gctions I1I.D. and IV.D. contain vision, goals
and recommendations about the potential reuse of the land where the DCPP is located after
decommissioning. These vision, goals and recommendations came out of four workshops and
two public meetings heldhi2018.

On September 20, 2023, a public meeting was held to provide an update on the Diablo Canyon
Lands including completed conservation and public access projects, plans under development
associated with the passage of Senate Bill 846 and efforts surrounding the potential future
reuse of the600 acreswhere DCPP is site@Parcel P) The following informationwas
presented at thapublic meeting. Meeting materials can be found2023 Panel Meetings

Diablo Canyon Decommissioning Engagement Panel (diablocanyonpanel.org)

2. Status ofPreviousRecommendations
There have beeseveralrecommendations that have been completed since 2018. Some of
these includehe preservatiorof existing trails, as well as new conservation easements.

The following coservation angublic accesgrojectshave been completedAll projects run
with the landandl NB & A yy®IEIS N1LJIS G dzA

1 Pecho Coast Trail (1993pcated on theSouth Ranch A guided 3.75 mile or 9 mile
NEdzy RONALI KA1S 6AGK | GNFAEKSFR G GKS
designated day<Recreational Areas (pge.com)

1 Point Buchon Trail (2007)locatedon the North Ranch- A 6.6 mileroundtrip hike
accessed via Montana de Oro State Park. Open Thurgddgsidays Recreational
Areas (pge.com)
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1 1,200acre Deed Restriction (2022)located on the South Ranch; This deed
restricted was ecorded to preerve access to the Point San Luis Lightharse
prevent development at Point San Lu&int San Luis Lighthouse

In addition, nany of the recommendationsnade by the DCDEP in 2018 have been
AYO2NLI2NFGSR AyilG2 GKS Hnum b5/¢t> GKS LINR2SO
prepared for the land use permitting associated with decommissioning, the Tribal Lands
Transfer Policyhat was established by the CPAthe outreachby PG&Essociated with

the future potential reuse of Parcel PThe passage of Senate Bill 846 2022 provided
appropriations specific to the conservation of the lands surrounding thePDa&Pwell as

repurposing oParcel P.

3. Diablo Canyon Lands Update
The followinghave occurrediace the preparation of the original Vision Document in 2018,
which included visions, goals and recommendations regarding the Diablo Canyon Lands
Many of these plans, proposals and efforts are directly related to the recommendations made
by the DCDEP in 2018.

A OnDecember 5, 201%he CPUGinalized a Tribal Lands Transfer Policy thifaws
for the transfer of land from investewwned utilities to Native American tribes with
a historical interest in the landWhen a utility begins the process of disposing of land,
the policy creates an expectation that the utility negotiate a transfer to the tribe
before putting the land on the market. This policy, which the CPUC developed after
comment from utilities and tribg, furthers the CPUC's goals of recognizing and
resgpecting native sovereignty, and of returning tribal lands to their rightful owners.
(Note: the Tribal Land Transfer Policy applies only to investaned lands, not those
owned by PG&E's affiliate, Eureka Engrdiurther information on this policy can be
found at:Tribal Land Transfer Policy (ca.gov)

The CPUC's tribal land transfer policy and the potential repurposing of lands and
facilities after decommissioning led PG&E to establish the Outreach Plan for the
Diablo Canyon Lands and Facilities Repurposing in June 2028e fall of 2020,
PG&E announced to tHeCDEhat the yak tityu tityu yak tilhini Tribe (ytt Tribe) was
beginning to work through the outreach plan process.

After completing the process, on June 3, 2021, the yit Tribe, in partnership with The
Land Conservancy of San Luis Obispo and California Polytechnic State University,
submitted a Joint Proposal to Acquire and Protect the Pecho Coast to PG&E for
consideraton. The proposal was under consideration until the passage of SB 846.
PGE proposal (Confidential)6.3.21_signed.pdf (squarespace.com)

A InMayof2021,&/ 2y aASNIBIFGA2Yy CNIYSg2N] € o1 a LINBLI
/' yg2y Ay NBA&LIRY as&king dr inpd se§afditag tidedandsFnat O K
surround the DCPPTheir vision is conservation of the ecological, scenic, and cultural
resources of the 12,008cre Diablo Canyon Lands while providing for managed public
access including a 2@ile extension to the CA Coastal Trdihisreport can be found
at: www.diablocanyonlands.org

106| Page
Amended February 2026


https://www.pointsanluislighthouse.org/
https://www.cpuc.ca.gov/about-cpuc/divisions/office-of-the-tribal-advisor/tribal-land-transfer-policy
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/63941de364752466875c7a38/t/6615ef0e75565932539226c6/1712713487945/Joint+Proposal+2021.pdf
http://www.diablocanyonlands.org/

A In 2033, ytt Tribe of San Luis Obispo County and Regjenl.and ConservanoySan
Luis Obispo, Cal Poly, and REACH, published a proposal for a land conservation and
economic development plan intended to permanently protect much of the Diablo
Canyon Lands under tribal and public ownership, with stewardship, management and
public accss facilitated in partnership with The Land Conservancy San Luis Obispo
and Cal Poly. This report can be found here:SB 846 Proposal F&?3.docx
(reachcentralcoast.org)

A Senate Bill 846 required th€NRA, in consultation with the Labor and Workforce
5S@St2LISyid ! 3Sy0e o[25!0 FyR HB&SmMD2ISNY:?
Development (GEBiz), to submit a Land Conservation and Economic Development
tfly GQOKFG adzZllll2NILa SYy@ANBYYSyYGl € SYKIyoO
powerplant lands and local economic development in a manner that is consistent with
SEA&aGAY3I RSO2YYAAaA2YyAy3d STF2NIaé G2 GKS
chairs of therelevant policy committees of the Legislature.

In summary, the report contains five key recommendations for the future of the
Diablo Canyon Lands, expressed as "Values," as follows:

Value 1 Foster the robust conservation of the environmental and cultural
resources of the Diablo Canyon Lands while enabling appropriate public
access.

Value 2 Support the transfer of ownership of North and South Ranch to
California Native American tribal ownership.

Value 3 Explore expanding managed public access of the Diablo Canyon Lands.

Value 4 Enable reuse of the 66&cre Parcel P for research and economic
activity.

Value 5 Support the transfer of ownership of Wild Cherry Canyon to State
Parks.

The report wasdeveloped by the CNRA, in consultation with LWDABEOCC
CSLC the State Water Resources Control Board, and tiJC During the
development ofthe report, these agencies visited these lands, met with interested
stakeholders in surrounding communities, and held a public input listening session in
the region. Thereport is intended to inform future use of the Diablo Canyands

It wasreleased in May of 2028nd can be found herédiablo Canyon Power Plant
Land Conservation and Economic Development Plan

A In 2023, Senator Laird secured a $5 million allocation within the state budget to the
State CoastaConservancyor consultant services, including resource assessments,
planning, public outreach, and other services as may be required related to planning
for the conservation of the 12,068cre Diablo Canyon Lands.The Coastal
Conservancwill engagea contractor to provide technical expertise and develop work
products that describe and map the location of the natural, biological, cultural, tribal,
geologicand topographic resources, habitats, and hazardous areas that exist on the
Diablo Canyon Landd$n addition, an extensive public and tribal outreach program
will be conducted. The information from the technical analyses, surveys, tribal
partnerships, and community engagement will be used to
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o Identify nsitive and hazardous areas to be fully protected and excluded
from public access

0 Identify aeas to be accessed only by tribes

0 Identifyareas to be accessed by the public for recreation including hiking and
camping

0 Inform the preparation of one or more draft conservatiaand cultural

resource protectiorexhibits

Informthe development opublic access easemeexhibits

o Developdraft land ownership and management plans in close coordination
with the State Coastal Conservancits agency partners, the future
landowners, the tribes, and the local community

(@)

The contract duration is expected to be three years but could extend up to five yeatails
Fo2dzi GKS {dGFGS /2radGart /2yaSNBFyOeQa 26f A3l
can be found hereDiabloRFGfinal-2624.pdf (ca.gov)

4. Diablo Canyon Parcel P Repurposing Update
The following have occurred since the preparation of the original Vision Document in 2018,
which included visions, goals and recommendations regarding the potential repurposing of
the structures and reuse of Parcel P where the power plant is currently. skkany of these
plans, proposals and efforts are directly related to the recommendations made by the DCDEP
in 2018.

A tDg9 KlIa 0SSy az2tAO0AGAYy3 ARSIFa F2N GKS T
Outreach Plan for Diablo Lands Conservation and Facilities Repurposing can be found
here: Repurposing Flowchart (pge.camin addition, PG&E included potential reuse
concepts for informational purposes only, with the land use permit submittal for
decommissioning of the DCPFhe land use conceptould assist potential future
successor entities interested in reuse of the site by provitlifagmation onpotential
opportunities anddrawbacks opotential future land uses.

PG&E will retain use of the northern portion edircel P fori(1) water storage (2)
transmission yardand (3) spentdel storage The lower terraces on ParcelRl be
focus ofrepurposing

A Inan open lettereleased in May 2022ederal, state, and local elected officials, other
community leaders, and stakeholdaystlined their vision for the future reuse of the
DCPP led by Cal Polyhis includegxpansion of existing desalination capabilities, a
harbor for blue economy activity, a community center for Chumash heritage
education and celebration, and a critical platform for enabling California to harness
the wind energy. The letter can be found a# Vision for Diablo Canyon's Next
Chapter » REACH (reachcentralcoast.org)

A In 2023, Senator Laird secured an additional $5 million allocation within the state
budget to theGOBIzto support costs used to assess the reuse of Parcel P and the
feasibility of pursuing any reuses identified.These funds are available for
encumbrance or expenditure until June 30, 2024t the public meeting held on
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September 20, 2023 representative from G8iz noted that the agency was still
formulating how the funds would be useohd are looking to gather information from
stakeholdersand other interested parties. The agency is working better
understandhow to achie the goals thathave beerputlined by entities interested
in the repurposing of Parcel Bnd totest the potentialfeasibilityof those ideas

The information provided at the public meeting held on September 20, 2023, reinforced what the
DCDEP heard at the public meetings and workshops held in 2018 about conservation of the Diablo
Canyon Lands and repurposing of some of the facilities locatdelaocel P. The passage of SB
846 has provided a means of funding conservation plans and evaluating potential reuse.

Through these vision statements, goals and recommendations, it is the intent of the DCDEP to assure
conservatiorof the 12,000 acres surrounding the DCPP in perpetuity

Recommendations fdbiablo Canyon Landiépdatecan be found in Section IV of this document.

Vision Statement

9 The conservation of, and sustainable access to,1®@00acre Diablo Canyon Lands should be
the principal objective of plans and appropriationsde pursuant to SB 846

1 Theacquisition and/or access to the Diablo Canyon Lands by the Native American community
should beincluded inconservatiorefforts

1 Thereuse of facilities on Parcel P should be explored as way to, at a minimum, create new local
jobs promote the establishment of clean, green renewable energy soyuesespreserve facilities
that could be used for the transmission of wind, wave, solar and/or other clean, green renewable
energy

Goals

1. The work by contractors for the California State Coastal Conservancy (including technical studies,
tribal consultation, and community engagement) should inform the subsequent completion of a
conservation easement restricting development across the 124808 Diablo Canyon Lands, a
plan and map for public trail access along the coast and in the interior, argacgresition steps
(e.g., environmental site assessments, title reports, and appraisals) for the ultimate transfer of
Wild Cherry Canyon to StaterRs

2. The CPUC Tribal Lands Transfer Policy that allows for the transfer of land (i.e., North Ranch) from
investorowned utilities to Native American tribes with a historic interest and connection to the
land should be reflected in conservation planning.

3. The proposalsthat were previouslyprepared by partnerships betweelocal elected officials,
community leaders, stakeholdgr€al Poly,ya I { GA G~ dz GAG~ dz €+ 1 GAOKAYA
Poly, and REAGId any subsequently prepared proposalspuld be considered l$OBiz when
evaluating and creatingoncepts for the future dispositioand potential reusef Parcel P

[Added April 2024]
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N.

Spent Nuclear Fuel Storage Status

1. Background

Each year since 2019, the DCDEP reasived information and updates othe issues
surrounding spent nuclear fuel managemerections I1G. and L.of this Vision Document
contain background informatiorand visions and goals about spent fuel storage and
management at DCPP. Sections IV.G. and L. set forth the recommendations made by the
DCDEP regarding spent fuel storage and management.

On December 13, 2023, a public meeting was held that looked at the status of spent fuel
storage at the DCPP, as well as information about the various efforts occurring around the
establishment of an interim and/or permanent consolidated spent fuel repogito

The following is a summary of the information presented at the meeting. Meeting materials
can be found at2023 Panel Meetings Diablo Canyon Decommissioning Engagement Panel
(diablocanyonpanel.org)

Diablo Canyon Spent Fuel Storage

On December 13, 2023, PG&E provided a presentation on DCPP spent fuel storage. Currently,
the DCPP stores spent fuel on site in two locations. There arevevstorage poolglocated
AYyaARS (KS LI Iy Qand cheltSR%rykchsi fdrakle/ THe |SFS&tafedrid y 3
located onsite, inland from the reactors 310 feet above sea level. The casks are bolted to a
7% foot thick, stealeinforced concrete pad to ensure seismic stabilify.this timeg the ISFSI

is made up of a single type of dry cask storage systemHoltec HISTORM 100 cask system.

Each cask holds 32 fuel assemblies. There have been seven loading campaigns completed for
1,856 fuel assemblies in 58 casks.

There are plans ttbad 12additionalHoltec casks The loading campaign is needed because
of the State direction to extend operatiorsd DCPP There are nanodifications neededo
the ISFSI to complete this loading campaign.

ThelSFSat DCPP ia separately licensed angermitted faciliy. The ISFSI is not part of the
project description fodecommissioning permittingDecommissioninghe DCPP is defined
as retiringthe Part 50 license for the power plant, not tRart 72 license for the ISESI

Spent fuel storage decisioas DCPRre now operationally driveand therefore arano longer
being driven by decommissioning However it i;not known yet how much spent fuel will
ultimately beneed to bestoredbased on two reasons: (&xtended operationiave not yet
been approvedind (2)the duration ofanyextensionhasnot yet beendefined.

If an off-site spent fuel storage facility opens, PG&E will likely engage and seek to transfer
irradiated spenfuel to thatlocation Moving the spent fuel oite, ©uld reduce or eliminate
need foronsite storage at DRP. Ultimately, Federal and Statelipy dictates where and
when spent fuel can be stored
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3. DCISC Oversight of Spent Fuel Storage
The Diablo Canyon Independent Safety Committee (D@ISLCinade a presentation to the
DCDEP at their December 2023 meeting. The O€B@reeperson Committee charged
with reviewing and making recommendations concerning the safety of operations at DCPP.
The Committee was created by the CRWG held its first meeting in May 1990.

The DCISC typically conducts three public meetings each year. All meetings include an
opportunity for the public to address comments and provide information to@@&SC about
any issues associated with ongoing operations of the DCPP.

The DCISC publishes its Annual Report in November or December for the fiscal year ending
June 30. In addition to summarizing its activities and review of Diablo Canyon operations, the
Annual Report also documents tB€ISB conclusions and recommendations regardir@HP
operational safety

Relative to spent fuel, thBCISCegularlyreviews thesafety of:

1 Wet storage of spent fuel in the spent fuel pools
9 Existing dry spent fuel storage system at the DCPP ISFSI
1 TheHoltec MultiPurpose Canisteisgored inoverpacksat the ISFSI

In addition, theDCISContinues to review the proposed use tife Orano Dry Shielded
Canistersstored in horizontalstorage modulesat the DCPP ISESI

The DCISC will review afugure spent fuel offload campaignneededo support extended
operations The DCISC plans to review tilannedoffload campaigr(additional 12 Holtec
casks)n mid-2024. In addition, theDCISC willeview any new plans to accommodate the
additional spent fuel generated by a period of extended operatibaztended operations of
the DCPP is approved.

Detailed results of these reviews are contained in ffietling reports and annual reports
available on theDCISC Website.Annual Reports (Diablo Canyon Independent Safety
Committee) (dcisc.org)

4. USSpent Nuclear Fuel ProgragHistorical Context
The DCDEP alkeard a presentation frorManuel Camargowith Southern California Edison
(SCE) on the UShent Nuclear Fuel Program. Manuels SCE's liaison with tt&an Onofre
Nuclear Generamg StationlSONGSJommunity Engagement Panel

In1982 the Nuclear Waste Policy Act (NWRAaEpassed by the US Congress and signed into
law by President Jimmy CarteFhe NWPAupports the use of deep geologic repositories for
the safe storage and/or disposal of radioactive waste. The Act establishes procedures to
evaluate and select sites for geologic repositories and for the interaction of state and federal
governments. It als provides a timetable of key milestones the federal agencies must meet
in carrying out the program.The NWPA prevents thBepartment of Energy (DOE) from
building an interim storage facility in the absence of a permanent repository.
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The NWPA assigns the DOE the responsibility to site, build, and operate a deep geologic
repository for the disposal of higlevel waste and spent nuclear fuelt directsthe BPA to
develop standards for protection of the general environment from offsite releases of
radioactive material in repositories. The Act directs the NRC to license DOE to operate a
repository only if it meets EPA's standards and all other relevant reqeinesn

The NWPA requirements include standard contracts between DOE and nuclear utilities
Utilities collected fees to prpay for disposal of spent fuelTheNuclear Waste Fund has
approximately$46B including interest incomeTheDOE had a contractual requirement to
begin picking up spent fuel in 1998, but faiteddo sobecause no permanent repository had
been built.

TheNWPA called for two permanent disposal facilities; one in the east and one in the west
In 1984,the DOE selected 10 sites $ix states to house a repositoryln 1987, Congress
amended the NWPA to designate Yucca Mountain in Nevada as the sole disposal facility for
spent fuel in the USThis epository was sited through a political proce€sonstruction was
halted in 2010 due to state oppositiorAt that time, approximately®2B had been spent on
Yucca Mountain At the presenttime, the current administration views Yucca Mountain as

no longer viable, and there i®ractive siting process fordeep geological repository in the

Us.

When it became obvious that the federal government would not deliver on its obligations,
utilities began constructing onsite dry cask storaystems located on the sites of power
plants. In addition, givate industry has tried to address the issue througingdlidated
Interim Storagdracilities(CI%). These facilities would store the spent nuclear fuel until such
time as a deep geologic repository is constructed. There have been three attempts to create
private CI§, however,none have broken ground

In 2022, theDOE started work oaFederal ClBusinga consentbased sitingorocedure. The
initiative is set up in three stages with a goal of establisigiffin 1015 years As part of
stage 1the DOE issued $26M to consortia to spark diatogu

5. ConsemtBased Siting for Interim Storage Community Engagement
At the December 2023 public meeting, a presentation was made by one of the consortia
OK2aSy Fa LI NI &adl FasesitidggFprodeds.S The mamBeis olxisy a Sy U
consortia are the North Carolingtate University, Mothers for Nuclear and a tribal based
coalition with representativefrom ytt Northern Chumasit{California), and th&ac and Fox
Tribal Natiors andYuchi TribgOklahoma. This presentation covered the currents efforts
being made by the DOE relative te@nsentbased approaclkor siting CI&

The DOEhascommitted to usinga to siting and a waste management system that enables

broad participation and centers equity and environmental justiCensentbased siting is an

approach to siting facilities that focuses on the needs and concerns of people and
communities. Communities participate in the siting process by working carefully through a

series of phases and steps with th®BE(as the implementing organizationrach step and

phasehelp a community determine whether and how hosting a facittymanage spent

ydzOt SIFNJ FdzS§Sf Aa FfAIYySR (2 K Shasodsitinggrgcass &8 Qa 3
must be flexible, adaptive, and responsive to community conceiftsus, the phases and

steps are intended to serve as a guide, not a prescriptive set of instructiomssentbased
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siting must be driven by communities and done in close collaboration with the public,
interested groups, and governments at the Tribal, State, and local |eRetential outcomes
from the consentbased siting process could include either a negotiated consent agreement
or a determination that after exploring the option in good faith, the community is not, in fact,
interested in serving as a host.

Stage 1 of the of the DOE consdmaised siting process, was the establishment of consortia.

The 12 awardees are comprised of various organizations to help reach communities across
0KS O2dzyiNE YR NBY2@S o0 NNRSNE -liaged sithgNIi A OA LJI
process. Each awardee receives roughly $2 million to carry out community engagement
activities and provide direct grants to communities wanting to learn more.

) Awardee

’ Awardee partner and/or
area of engagement

Locations identified on this map rep . partners, or areas of engagement. DOE is not yet seeking volunteer host
(@ communities. This map is subject to change.

Figure 21¢ Geographical Areas of Engagement Consortia Awardees

More information about this effort and about the 12 Cons@dsed Siting Consortia can be
found at : ConsenBased Siting Consortia | Department of Energy

6. Interim StorageConcerns Presentation by Mothers for Peace
On December 13ICDEP heard a presentation from Ban Luis Obispo Mothers fBeace
on their position on the establishment @1%. The Mothers for Peace asenonprofit local
activist organization that have been legal intervenors in DCPP safety issues since 1973. They
areconcerned with the dangers posed bBPRand other nuclear reactors, nuclear weapons,
and radioactive waste. Additionally, the organization works to promote peace,
environmental and social justice, and renewable energy.

Mothers for Peaceosition is to ®re the highlevel radioactive waste eaite in the safest
manner possible until a permanent, safe and environmentally just reposhasy been
constructed. The Mothers for Peace concerns include:

1 Moving the spent fuel to a (F8vould require the spentuel to be moved more
than oncepotentially increasing risks associated with the transport of these
materials.

1 The CiBsites could become permanent storage facilities as no permanent deep
geologic repository has been identified or constructed.

1 CI% do not solve the problem of spent nuclear fuel, instead it is moved to a
different location.
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7. Spent Fuel Working Group
There was also a presentation madellgvid VictorProfessor of Innovation and Public Policy
University of California, San Daéegbout a grass roots effort tangag Congressional leaders
on committees of jurisdiction in the House and Senate to advocate for legislative soliations
spent nuclear fuel. Working group members will collaborate ¢now best tooutreach to
Congressional leaderto address issues with the current FedeBpent fuel program
including: structuring the prograrm a way that it carmaintain continuity over multiple
Presidential administrationsreae reliable funding hawe a singlepurpose entity to manage
the spent fuel program This group is also concerned that th&rent linkage in NWPA
between interim storage and permanent disposal negates the valuefti@it may be the
best nearterm solution for removing spent fuel from dry cask facilities currently located on
the sites of power plants.

The informatiorthat was presenteat the December 13, 2023 public meeting updated the DCDEP

on the both the history of, and latest effisrsurrounding spent fuel storage. This important topic

will continue to bea subjectthat the DCDEP withke on each year to keep the public informed

about spent fuel storage taking place at the DCPP, as well as efforts occurring relative to off site
storage. In addition, the DCDEP encourages the public to stay informed about operational safety
issues atte DCPP thral K (G KS 5Al oft2 /lyé2y LYRSLISYRSyG {7
and reports.

Through these vision statements, goals and recommendations, it is the intent of the DCDEP tthassure
the spent nuclear fuel generated by the DCPP be stored in the safest manner possible until it can be moved
off site.

Recommendations foBpent Fuel Storage Statcgn be found in Section IV of this document.

Visions

1 The spent nuclear fuel generated by the DCPP should be stored in the safest manner possible until
it can be moved off site

1 The DCDEBhould continue to be informed about activities surrounding spent fuel storage at
DCPP

9 The existing dry cask system, should be regularly inspected to ensure the safeguarding of the

community, workers and the environment

The creation of a repository for spent nuclear fuel by the federal government shoutthiygleted

The spent nuclear fuel should lmoved off siteas soon as safely feasible, in a manner that

minimizes impactgo any communiy

=a =4

Goals
1. The DCISC should provide the DCDEP with periodic updates on their activities and reports

2. The movement of spent fuel to dry cask storage should be done using best pracictesl
trained personnel
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3. The creation of a repository for spent nuclear fuel by the federal government should be completed
using aconsentbasedsiting process

4. The ISFSI should be regularly inspected and continually monitored to protemm-#ite workers,
adjacentcommunitesand the environmental quality of the area.

[Added April 202]

O. Parcel P Repurposind Offshore Wind Energy Production

Following decommissioning activitigee DCPR.andswill become available for other use©n

May 22, 2024, the DCDEP held a public meeting to discuss repurposing concepts for Parcel P, a
585-acre part of the lands where the DCPP and support facilities are logditédio meeting)

tKS RA&OdzAaA2Y LINAYFINARfe F20dzaSR 2y (G(KS &AdS
production. The DCDEP has previously held workshops on the reuse of Parcel P on September 14
and 15, 2018 and public meetings on September 26, 2018 and August2a5, 20

1. Background
The DCPP site is on the Pacific Coast of San Luis Obispo County, California, approximately 7
miles northwest of the unincorporated community of Avila Beach. The DCPP facility site
comprises a 75@cre highsecurity zone, which contains the developed &8Fe Parcel P (See
Figure 22) and a nearby dry spdotl storage facility, surrounded by approximately 12,000
acres of land owned by either PG&E or Eureka Energy Company, a wholly owned subsidiary
of PG&E, which extends from the southern border of MontaBaQto State Park to the
northern edge of Port San Luis.

{SOGA2ya LLL®5® YR Lzd5d 2F (GKAA {dNFXrdS3IAO
Recommendations on the reuse of Parcel P that were developed at the time of the 2018
workshops and public meeting. These visions, goals and recommendations infonmed t
LINSLI NF GA2y 2F | NBLR2NI 2y LRGSYdGAlrf NBdzaS
application to the County for decommissioning land use permits. The purpose of that report

was to identify repurposing land use concepts that could be establishedropIP as the site

or portions of the site become available for new uses. The conceptual land use ideas could
assist a potential future successor entity who is interested in reuse of the site. It can also be
used to inform decommissioning activities atve to removal or retention of specific
structures and infrastructure for potential reus®G&E is proposing no new development at

this time, instead the concepts that were included in the report are conceptual and were
developed for informational purpses only.

The Decommissioning Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) that was issued by the
County of San Luis Obispo in July 2023, included a section for informational purposes only,
that evaluated some potential reuse concepts. The potential reuse concepidéacParcel

P and the existing marina. The concepts included in the DEIR were developed using several
different sources that included the following: information from this Vision Document, the
conservation framework
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prepared by Friends of the Diablo Canyon Lands, the PG&E reuse concept plan referenced
above, ideas provided by REACH, the County's economic development partner, and from
information the County received as part of the scoping process for the EIR beiragguidpr
decommissioning of DCPP.- There was no analysis of the concepts and there will be no
decisions made on the concepts at the time of consideration of the decommissioning land use
permits. There was however, a projdetvel review of marina improveemts proposed by
PG&E as part of decommissioning that would allow transfer of the marina to a third party for
permitting and reuse for recreational, education, and / or commercial purposes. Additional
CEQA analysis may be needed once a third party igefcseeking permits and a lease and
more is known about the specific modifications and marina reuse activities. This includes any
modifications necessary for reuse of the marina forgfbre wind energy purposegClick

here to review that section ohie DEIR-potentialreuseconcepts (ca.qoy)
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DIABLO cANYON Decommissioning Engagement Panel

Figure 22 — Parcel P Boundaries




2. Overview of Parcel P
t I NOSt t A& RSaA3IYyIFIGSR 6A0GK GKS tdzoft AO CIl OAf )
Element/Land Use Ordinance. The primary purpose of the Public Facility land use category is
to identify lands and structures committed to public facilities gnblic agency uses that
benefit the public. This land use category recognizes that the DCPP is located on the site. The
parcel is within both the Coastal Zone and Inland areas of the County and is therefore subject
G2 020K GKS / 2 dzydiGere:al PlargahdiLéand Use DiiRancesy” Thiesg plans
and ordinances designate the types of uses that can occur on the site. The site is also covered
by a number of Combining Designation overlays that further limit what uses are allowed and
where those uss can be established.

Parcel P is developed with not only the power generating facilities, but other assets that could
be potentially reused or repurposed after decommissioning (See Figure 23). These include
the Marina and the two transmission yards (a 800 facility and a 2BkV facility). These
facilities are a part of the discussion occurring around establishment of offshore wind energy
projects. Specifically, the Marina could serve as a support facility for offshore energy and the
transmission yards could be used forrtsmission of offshore wind energy.

In addition to Parcel P serving as a potential operations and maintenance facility site and a
location for transmission interconnection, any offshore wind project interconnecting to the
230 kV or 500 kV substations will also require its own onshore sutistatid gertie line

from its onshore substation to thexisting DCP8&ubstatior(s) The new substation would be
approximatelfive acres (per project)lf developed, these facilities woutdduce the amount

of land available for other repurposing opporities.

Although the development of offshore wind at the Morro Bay Wind Energy Area is still in its
early stages, consideration should be given to retaining these facilities for future reuse for
these purposes.

3. Offshore Wind Energy
G GKS 5/59tQa LlzoftAO YSSGAy3a 2y al @& HHI HA
Energy Management (BOEM) and the California Independent System Operator (California ISO)
made presentations about the potential for offshore wind energy support fasiliie Parcel
P.

4. Bureau of Ocean Energy Management
The Bureau of Ocean Energy Management (BOEM) is an agency in the U.S. Department of the
Interior responsible for managing development of the nation's offshore resources in an
environmentally and economically responsible wagOEM is responsible for offshore
renewable energy development in Federal wateflhe program began in 2009, when the
Department of the Interior announced the final regulations for the Outer Continentaf Shel
Renewable Energy Program, which was authorized by the Energy Policy A@bofTh@se
regulations provide a framework for all of the activities needed to support production and
transmission of energy from sources other than oil and natural gas.
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Offshore wind is an abundant domestic energy resource that is located close to major coastal
electrical load centers. Offshore wind facility design and engineering depends-epaitidic
conditions, particularly water depth, seabed geology, and wavditma All wind turbines
operate in the same basic manner. As the wind blows, it flows over the @infajled blades

of wind turbines, causing the turbine blades to spin. The blades are connected to a drive shaft
that turns an electric generator to prode electricity. (See Figure 24). The newest wind
turbines are technologically advanced and include engineering and mechanical innovations
to help maximize efficiency and increase the production of electricity. Offshore winds tend
to blow harder and ma¥ uniformly than on land. Since higher wind speeds can produce
significantly more energy/electricity, developers are increasingly interested in pursuing
offshore wind energy resources.

2. Energy captured by the turbines is conveyed
1. Floating wind turbines are through a transmission line to a floating substation.
configured in an array to optimize
the capture of wind energy.

| Turbines Substation

] e ) — 3. A transmission cable
sset i e o 1| R transmits the power from the
: floating substation to the shore, where it is

connected to the onshore electric system.

|
ig— State/Federal Boundary ‘
BOEM Jurisdiction (3 nautical miles) State & Local Government Jurisdiction

Figure 24¢ Offshore Wind Energy

BOEM is managing federal oversight authority on five existing leases for offshore wind energy
in California, two in northern California off Humboldt County, and three in Central California
offshore ofMorro Bayand Cambria BOEM has a foyphase process as shown in Figure 25
that occurs before any offshore wind energy project can be established. BOEM has funded
studies regarding port readiness for development of offshore wind (staging, fabrication and
assembly, and operatiegnand maintenance). DCPP ha=m identified as a potential
operations and maintenance site for offshore wind energy. However, nothing has been
determined with regards to which existing ports from California will be used for offshore wind
purposes. There are still many discussionsvben local, state and federal agencies, tribal
partners, and stakeholders before any decisiarsmade.

o © o

Planning & Analysis Site Assessment ‘Constructior 18 0
2YEARS

~1-2 YEARS UP TO 6 YEARS ~3 YEARS (+25)

« Intergovernmental Task Force « Publish Leasing Notices « Site Characterization « Construction & Operations Plan

« Request for Information » Conduct Auction or « Site Assessment Plan » Facility Design Report and
or Call for Information and Negotiate Lease Terms Fabrication & Installation Report

Nominations
« Issue Lease(s) » Decommissioning

* Area Identification
» Environmental and Technical

« Environmental Reviews Reviews

BOEM coordinates and consults with affected Tribal, State, and local governments and other Federal agencies
Multiple opportunities for public input

Figure 25 BOEMProcess
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5. California ISO
The California ISO is a nprofit Independent System Operator (ISO) serving Califorhia.
oversees the operation of California's bulk electric power system, transmission lines, and
electricity market generated and transmitted by its member utilitibat covers about 80
percent of California residents

In May of 2021, Governor Gavin Newsom and the administration of President Joe Biden
yy2dzyOSR 'y | aANBSYSyid G2 2Ly (G§KS RSSLI 20SI
wind development for the first time. With California energy policy committed torbara

FNES St SOGNAROIET 3INRAR o0& HnannpI 2FFakz2iB oAYR
energy strategy. Developing utility scale wind energy off the California coast is projected to

be eight to ten years away.

Just a few months after the agreement with the federal government was announced, the
Governor signed Assembly Bill 525 that requires the California Energy Commission (CEC) to
evaluate and quantify the maximum feasible capacity of offshore wind to achédiaditity,
ratepayer, employment, and decarbonization benefits and to establish megawatt offshore
wind planning goals for 2030 and 2045. Planning for the development of offshore wind
resources is one part of the plan; however there is significant tresson infrastructure
needed to move the wind generation from offshore turbines to where it can be used to power
homes and businesses. And transmission planning, analysis and approval a&aldoraia

ISO responsibilities, which is why AB 525 directs the CEC to consult withlifoenial SO and
California Public Utilities Commission in developing transmission pathways for offshore wind
energy development.

The 20212022 Transmission Plan from California 1SO identified that up to 5.3 GW of
generation could be integrated into the 500 kV system in the Morro Bay / Diablo area.
Depending on the status of the DCPP and the total generation in the area, a new/ 500 k
substation and further system enhancements might be required in the area to integrate
offshore wind in Central Coast. California 1SO is continuing to look at the connection
component that would move the energy from offshore wind to the substation amdecting

to the grid in the 2022024 Transmission Plan.

Through these vision statements, goals and recommendations, it is the intent of the DCDEP to allow for
the potential reuse of facilities on Parcel P for the purposes of supporting the establishment of offshore
wind energy production.

Recommendations for Parcel P Repurposji@ffshore Wind Energy Production can be found in Section
IV of this document.

Vision Statements

1 Thedecommissioning of facilities on Parcel P should be accomplished in a manner that would
allow for the potential reuse of those facilities for the purpose of establishing support facilities for
offshore energy production
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1 The repurposing of facilities on Parcel P for the potential use in the production of energy using
offshore wind should be done a manner thaensures theprotection of the community, workers
and the environment

1 Thepotential modifications to the existing facilities on Parcel P, if used for offshore wind energy
production, should be accomplished in a way that includes input from the community and uses
the best technology available to protect the community, workerd #re environment

Goals

1. Thedecommissioning of the DCPP should be done in such a way as to not preclude the use of
existing onsite facilities for the purpose of supporting tevelopmentof offshore wind energy
production

2. Therepurposing of any facilities to use in support of the production of offshore wind energy
should be done in an environmentally sensitive manner

3. The DCDEP should be kept informed regardimy establishment of offshore wind energy
production and the potential use of facilities on the site of the DCPP in support of that use

[Added April 2025]

P. Long Term Spent Fuel Management
This Section focuses @fforts happening nationally and internationally relative to the loagn
management of spent nuclear fuel public meeting was heloh September 18, 2024 covering
this topic. (Click here to go to that meeting video and materials

Section III.G. of this Strategic Vision contains a detailed explanation of how spent fuel is created
and stored at the DCPRsections IIG, L., Nand IVG., L., Nof this Strategic Vision contain the

5/ 59t Q& *AaAzyas D2 |tiaéfoclsypinariy DO therositeyspentifuel2 y &
management at DCPP that grew out of workshops held on September 22 and 23, 2019 and public
meetings on March 13, 2019, June 24, 2020, May 26, 2021, April 20 and May 25, 2022 and
December 13, 2023.

1. Background
In a nuclear power plant, reactors contain and control nuclear chain reactions that produce
heat through a physical process called fission. That heat is used to make steam that spins a
turbine to create electricity Reactors use uranium for nuclear fuel. The uranium is processed
into small ceramic pellets and stacked together into sealed metal tubes called fuel rods.

The fuel becomes very hot and very radioactive as it is used in the reactor core to heat water.
' FGSN) o2dzl FAQS @SINBIZ GKS FdzSt Qa 2 dzi Lidzi
and replaced with fresh fuel rods. Reactor operators have to aganthe heat and
radioactivity that remains in the "spent fuel" after it's taken out of the reactor. DCPP has two
spent fuel pools on the plant site where the spent fuel is placed for storage. Over time, as the
spent fuel is stored in the pool, it becomeooler as the radioactivity decays aw&nce the

spent fuel is sufficiently cool, it is transferred out of the pool to the Independent Spent Fuel
Storage Installation (ISFSI), where it is passivetyoailed See Section G of thiwcumentfor

details on the ISFSI)
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https://diablocanyonpanel.org/2024-panel-meetings/#9-18-24-panel-mtg

When DCPP was designed, the pools were intended to provide temporary onsite storage.
There was an expectation that the federal government would create a fettarglterm deep
geologicrepository for all spent nuclear fuel generated in the United Statéswever plans

for a federal repository are at a standstillThis impasse has led to the idea of creating
Consolidated Interim Storage (CIS) where sperear fuelwould betemporarily stoed at

a centralized locatiorawaiting the construction of a peranent long term deep geologic
repository.

2. History of Geologic Disposal in the U.S.
An overview of the history of Geologic Disposal of radioactive waste céoube on Figure

2002
1950s 1980 1982 1987
—_— — DOE issued final Yucca
Active investigation DOE issued the final Congress passed the Congress amended the 1999 Mountain Repository
began on the concept environmental impact Nuclear Waste Policy Nuclear Waste Policy e environmental impact 2010
of mined geological statement Act, establishing a Act to direct DOE to DOE issued draft Yucca statement. DOE made e Program ceased before
repositories for of process, characterize only Yucca Mountain Repository site suitability Yucca Mountain repository
disposal of Commercially Generated for a geologic Mountain as a | impact and Repository funding emplacement
radioactive waste Radioactive Waste. repository. potential rep: Y. ceased. operations began.
| > N \ = Yucca Mountain
Ao 2 ¢ o repository program
1970s 1981 1986 1995 2001 2008 Program cessed before 2024
SRR SIS —E —_ _— —_— DOE received _—
USS. studied feasibility DOE issued a record of DOE issued DOE issued a notice of DOE issued DOE submitted a construction Federal consolidated
of reprocessing decision announcing environmental intent to propare the supplement to the license application to suthorization. interim storage facility
commercial spent its determination to assessments for five Yucca Mountain draft environmental the Nuclear Regulatory (CISF) critical design
nuclear fuel to extract pursue mined geologic potential sites; Repository impact statement. DOE Commission. (CD-0) granted.
plutonium: approach disposal for spent recommended three of environmental impact issued documents
later canceled, leaving nuclear fuel and the five sites for statement relevant to site
disposal as primary high-level radioactive characterization. suitability and a
option for managing waste. President Reagan potential site
radioactive waste approved the recommendation

recommendations.

Figure 26¢ Timeline History of the U.S. Deep Geologic Repository Program

{GFNIAY3 Ay (GKS mMppnQaz (GKS ! ®{d o0S3IlyYy Ay@dSal
for the storage of radioactive waste. In 1957 the National Academy of Sciences completed a
NBLRZ2NI SyidaAadtf SR a¢KS 5A &Lk aledortspekifiedthatspedt OG A @S
fuel and higHevel radioactive waste (HLW) disposal can be disposeslaifvelysafely in a

variety of ways at a large number of sites in the U.S.

Ly G4KS mptnQa GKS !'2YAO0 9ySNHe /2YYAadaarzy O
HLW from reprocessing. At this time, commercial spent fuel was accumulating at nuclear

power plants, in addition to weapons waste. Both the public and governmentiiies were

beginning to have concerns about radioactive waste dispdsal. 4§ KS YA R MdT n Q& I
government terminated plans for large scale commercial reprocessing in the U.S. leaving
storage and disposal as the primary option for managing radiicawaste

After the DOE issued a decision in 1981 that it would pursue mined geologic disposal for spent
nuclear fuel and HLW, Congress passed the Nuclear Waste Policy Act (NWPA) in 1982 that
established geologic disposal as U.S. policy, assigned responsibitligdosal to the DOE

and required the collection of money from nuclear power plant operators to pay for the
repositories.
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The Act set 10 potential national storage sites and required the DOE to choose three sites by
1985 from which the President would select two repositories to be developed. In 1986, the
DOE issued environmental assessments for five sites and recommeneéeddfiihose sites.

At that time, President Reagan approved the recommendations.

Amendments to the NWPA passed by Congress in 1987, established Yucca Mountain, Nevada
as the only site to be characterized by the DOE as the geologic repository and ended work on
a second repository.

In 1999, the DOE issued a draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Yucca Mountain
site. 2001 saw the DOE issuing a supplement to the draft EIS and issuing documents relevant
to site suitability and a potential site recommendation. A final E4S sued in 2002 and a
recommendation was made by the Secretary of Energy for Yucca Mountain with agreement
by President Bush. Aeto by State of Nevadwasoverridden by vote of both houses of
Congress

In 2008, the DOE submitted a license application to the NRC to construct a deep geologic
repository at Yucca Mountain, however Congress has not appropriated funds for Yucca
Mountain since fiscal year 2010.

The DOE determined that a federal consolidated interim storage facility is needed to help
YEyYylF3aS GKS ylIraAa2yQa O2YYSNOALFE aLlsyd ydzOt SI N
selected through the DOE consdrdsed/collaboratiorbased smng processe(nm that puts
O2YYdzyAllASaQ AyiGSNBaida i GKS F2NBFTNRY (O ¢ K
locations where commercial spent nuclear fuel is stored and begin to ease the financial

liability for U.S. taxpayers.

Financial liabilities for managing spent nuclear fuel reflect the costs that generators of this

fuel have paid and are expected to pay in the future because DOE has not met its contractual
obligations to begin disposing of the fuel. Utility companies Hé&e numerous lawsuits in

GKS | ®o{® /2dzNI 2F CSRSNYft /fFAYa FffS3aAya (K
fuel in 1998 constituted a partial breach of contract, and the court has held that the delay
constituted such a breach. D@Besnot supply the moneyor payment of legal penalties

through their budget. Instead,gyments to utilities are coming from every taxpayer through

an indefinite Treasury account that pays for general litigation against the governméren

the DOE provides off site storage of spent nuclear fuel, the financial liability for U.S. taxpayers

will be reduced.

LYy SIENI& wnuni (KS 5 h®CH)fordBedddl dehsvlidatdthntednOl £ 5 S
Storage Facility projectCDO is the first step of a process that DOE uses to manage capital
asset projects and determines a mission need for the agency.

The project would cover the removal of commercial spent nuclear fuel from nuclear power
LX I yd ardsSa ¢KSNB AdQa OdNNByidteé ad2NBR YR
fuel at a centralized location.
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Subject to appropriations, the Federal CIS Fagilibject will start developing conceptual
RSaAdya | a -ade@c@Bbor&idafaged giting process moves toward seeking
willing and informed communities to host one or more federal consolidated interim storage
facilities. Construction and operation of a Federal CIS Facility will require that the NWPA be
amendedby Congresto allow those phases of the project to move forward.

3. Consolidated Interim Storage Consertbased/Collaborationbased Siting
The DOE has committed tasing aconsent/collaborative approach to site a Federal CIS
Facility projecthat enables broad participation and centers equity and environmental justice.
Consentbased sitingor collaborationbased sitingis an approach to siting facilities that
focuses on the needs and concerns of people and communities. Communities participate in
the siting process by working carefully through a series of phases and steps with the DOE (as
the implementing organization)Each step and phaselp a community determine whether
YR K2g K2adAy3a | FFLOAftAGe G2 YIyl3S aLlsSyid y

At the September 2024 public meeting, Paul Murray, Deputy Assistant Secretary, DOE Spent
Fuel & HigH_evel Waste Disposition, provided updated information about the consaséd
siting processand a Federal CIS Facility project.

The DOE has funded 13 consortia to raise public awareness across the country of spent
nuclear fuel, high level waste, the CIS concept and codsased/collaboratiorbased siting.
Additional information about consertiased/collaboratiorbased siting can é found in
Section N of this document. An update of the effort is published on the DOE website each
year (See Figurer

Two timelines are outlined on Figure 26. The bottom right shows where the consortia are in
their contracts as of September 2024. On the-hefhd side is the schedule for DOE which is
currently preparing the site screening and additional criteria fartare facility. In 2025, the
DOE will release the initial Expression of Interest to stakeholders and communities. In
recognition that some communities may not be prepared to respond to the initial formal DOE
discussion of interest, a second call for et will be released later to assure equity and give
ample time for interested communities to come forward. The DOE will then complete
preliminary site assessments leading to site selection and negotiations.

Consent-based siting consortia support DOE’s efforts

to facilitate inclusive community engagement and O O O J\Lmr\
elicit public feedback on consent-based siting, S (’
f | fi I
management of spent nuclear fuel, and federa Coneorhia Publlc Inlormatlon
consolidated interim storage. The 12 awardees are Engagements Resource Projects

comprised of various organizations to help reach

communities across the country and remove barriers
to participate in DOE’s consent-based siting process.
Awardees have made significant progress in carrying

out community engagement aclivities and providing

direct grants to communities wanting to learn more.

Progress: DOE’s Consent-Based Siting Process General Timeline Progress: Consent-Based Siting
Consortia Timeline

SITE SCREENING, ADDITIONAL
CRITERIA, CALL FOR DETAILED STE LICENSING AND
ccccc EXPRESSIONS OF INTEREST ASSESSMENTS CONSTRUCTION T —

------ﬁ-----
Sep
FACILITY OPERATION, 2023 205 2085
BUILD PRELIMINARY SITE SITE(S) SELECTION
CLOSING AND
CAPACITY ASSESSMENTS AND NEGOTIATION DECOMMISSIONING

Updates reflect activities from September 2023 up to September 2024,

Figure Z ¢ Updated activities of theConsentbasedsSiting Consortia
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In May of 2024, a Federdbonsolidated Interim Sorage facility became a DOE capital
acquisition project, and is now considered a formal project within DOE. The current design in
development assumes an initial size that would be able to store 20,000 tons of spent nuclear
fuel. The design will be schla.- The DOE is authorized to look at one or more consolidated
interim storage facilitiesCurrently, nearly 100,000 tons of spent nuclear fuel are being stored
at nuclear power sites across the nation.

Allowing a CIS to be developed before a permanent repository site has been chosen is
controversial among both citizen groups and lawmakers. A CIS might become a de facto
permanent site because of the challenges, both scientific pnottical, of finding an
appropriate permanent location for tens of thousands of tons of highly radioactive material.
Concerns center around vulnerability to terrorist attack in an abgneind facility, potential
damaging earthquakes, and transporting the radidactvaste twice first to a CIS, and then

to a permanent repository.

In addition, the DOE, in collaboration with the Navy, developed the Atlas Railcar (Féjure 2

The Atlas is a 12xle railcar designed specifically for transporting spent nuclear fuel and is

fully equipped with higktech sensors and monitoring systems. In the summer of 2024, the

Atlas Railcar was certified by the Association of American Radlrimatransport weights up

to 480,000 pounds on all major U.S. freight railroads. The Atlas railcar is part of the
infrastructure necessary for the DOE to trandmpent nuclear fuel and is a key component

2F 5h9Qa QGAaArAz2y F2NI Iy AYyGSaNIGSR 461 aidsS Yl yl :
governmentowned storage and permanent disposal identified through cansent
basedtollaborationbased siting process.

Figure B - Atlas railcar carrying a test load simulating a shipment of spent nuclear fuel
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