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Summary of Comments Received During Scoping Period 
Comment Period: October 28 to December 6, 2021 

Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the  
Diablo Canyon Power Plant Decommissioning Project  

Aesthetics 
Analyze the impact of bright lighting at the Pismo Beach Materials Handling Facility during
coastal fog events and decommissioning activities.

Air Quality 
Mitigate and minimize marine vessel emissions by specifying the required operational
parameters that maximize fuel efficiency and minimize air pollutant emissions (e.g., vessel
speed, load factor, fuel type, engine characteristics/tier level) and include them as project
conditions of approval. (SLOAPCD) 1

Quantify the impacts from the project including criteria pollutants, greenhouse gases, and
toxics (health risk assessment) inside and outside of SLO County. (SLOAPCD)
Use HARP2 for the air quality risk assessment to evaluate inhalation risk and multi-pathway
toxic risks. For within SLO County, recommend isopleth plots for the project impacts with
increments of 1 in a million, 5, 10, etc. For outside of SLO County, recommend a plot of risk
relative to distance from the rail line, truck route, and receiving port. (SLOAPCD)
Reassess the air quality impact analyses if project schedule and phasing changes over time.
(SLOAPCD)
Complete an air quality impact assessment of the project that quantifies the impacts, and
incorporates mitigation if impacts are above the APCD’s significance threshold values
identified in Table 2-1 of the CEQA Air Quality Handbook (ROG+NOx, DPM and PM10 only).
Mitigate impacts in excess of the threshold values as outlined on Page 2-2 of the APCD’s CEQA
Handbook. (SLOAPCD)
Compare the risk for the different material transport options (e.g., trucking/rail versus barge).
The engine emission standards for the trucking fleet, rail, and marine vessels that the project
could use for the different decommissioning scenarios need to be factored into the risk
assessment. Determine the engine standards the project proponents are willing to commit
to use prior to conducting the risk assessment. Determine routes to minimize toxic risk to
sensitive receptors. (SLOAPCD)
Describe the types of equipment that may be present during the project. Portable equipment,
50 horsepower (hp) or greater, used during project activities may require California statewide
portable equipment registration (issued by the California Air Resources Board) or an APCD

1 The following acronyms are used herein: CDFW = California Department of Fish and Wildlife; CPUC = California Public Utilities 
Commission; CPB = City of Pismo Beach; CSLO = City of San Luis Obispo; CSM = City of Santa Maria; SBCP&D = Santa Barbara 
County Planning and Development Department; PSLHD = Port San Luis Harbor District; SBCAPCD = County of Santa Barbara Air 
Pollution Control District; SLOAPCD = San Luis Obispo Air Pollution Control District; USFWS; United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service. 
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permit. Refer to the Technical Appendices, page 4-4, in the CEQA Air Quality Handbook (April 
2012). (SLOAPCD) 
Describe notification requirements should any hydrocarbon contaminated soils be identified
as well as measures to be implemented immediately. (SLOAPCD)
Ensure that there is no proposed developmental burning of vegetative materials related to
demolition and decommissioning activities. (SLOAPCD)
Ensure proper permitting, handling, abatement, and disposal of asbestos-containing material
(ACM). ACM could be encountered during the demolition or remodeling of existing structures
or the disturbance, demolition, or relocation of above or below ground utility pipes/pipelines
(e.g., transit pipes or insulation on pipes). (SLOAPCD)
Ensure proper abatement of lead-based coated structures during demolition, remodeling,
sand sandblasting and heat gun use. (SLOAPCD)
Incorporate state laws for the idling of diesel engines into the project. (SLOAPCD)
Evaluate proposed routes to move material to ensure that routing patterns have the least
impact to residential dwellings and other sensitive receptors, such as schools, parks, day care
centers, nursing homes, and hospitals. (SLOAPCD)
Incorporate APCD Rules pertaining to fugitive dust mitigation including those pertaining to
opacity limits and public nuisance impacts required of projects with grading areas more
than 4 acres and/or within 1,000 feet of any sensitive receptor. (SLOAPCD)
Ensure that pipeline purging operations are properly permitted or exempted with the APCD.
(SLOAPCD)
A Decommissioning Activity Management Plan (DAMP) that includes all APCD mitigation in
Section 2.3 of the CEQA Air Quality Handbook is recommended as well as meeting reporting
requirements on actual air quality impacts. (SLOAPCD)
Ensure that a geologic evaluation is conducted to determine if the area disturbed is or is not
exempt from the CARB Asbestos Air Toxics Control Measure (Asbestos ATCM) for
Construction, Grading, Quarrying, and Surface Mining Operations (Title 17 CCR Section
93105) regulation as well as meet any APCD requirements. (SLOAPCD)
Include air pollutant emissions for all proposed operations and equipment in the project’s air
quality and greenhouse gas impact analysis and mitigation. (SBCAPCD)
Ensure consistency with local and regional plans, including the District’s 2019 Ozone Plan,
and evaluate whether direct and indirect emissions associated with the project are accounted
for in the Ozone Plan’s emissions growth assumptions. (SBCAPCD)
Address concerns with land use incompatibilities and potential air quality and health impacts
associated with changing and intensifying activities at the Santa Maria Valley Railroad (SMVR)
locations in Santa Barbara County. (SBCAPCD)
Complete and incorporate a Health Risk Assessment demonstrating that project related
equipment does not cause significant risk to surrounding communities and sensitive
receptors; mitigation measures should be applied to reduce the health risk to a less than a
significant level. (SBCAPCD)
Evaluate  air quality impacts associated with stationery and area source emissions including,
but not limited to, locomotive engines, off-road/construction equipment, on-road equipment
(on-road heavy-duty trucks, light-duty trucks, and passenger vehicles), marine vessel/barging
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activities, and all stationary and portable diesel engines, all based on project-specific 
information and supported by technical studies including traffic studies. (SBCAPCD) 
Add stationery and area source emissions to transportation source emissions prior to
applying the project-specific thresholds of significance. Include a Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Plan that explicitly states the required mitigations and establishes a mechanism for
enforcement. (SBCAPCD)
Describe methods to monitor and minimize impacts from dust, CO2 emissions, harmful
chemical release, odors, and emissions from trucks, trains, and barges resulting from facility
decommissioning.
Assess use of the temporary 400-ton gantry crane and two truck-mounted cranes, including
the number and function of engines (e.g., what crane operational mode they will power,
engine size in brake horsepower (bhp), fuel type and the duration of the operation on site.
Additionally, for emissions quantifications, specify bhp for the proposed diesel-powered
scissor lifts, reach lifts, and forklifts. (SBCAPCD)
Include air quality impacts associated with truck trips and train hauling in the City of Pismo
Beach, more specifically to sensitive receptor areas, which includes Judkins Middle School
and single and multifamily residential homes. (CPB)
Consider using electric tractor trailer trucks to haul materials to reduce CO2 emissions.

Biological Resources 
Assess the many special status species that are present in the project area using qualified
wildlife biologists and appropriate protocols. (CDFW)
Identify specific and clearly defined mitigation measures for special status species providing
quantifiable and enforceable measures to reduce impacts to less than significant levels.
(CDFW)
Utilize mitigation measures identified in the biological assessments prepared by Terra Verde
Environmental Consulting. (CDFW)
Follow specific and identified recommendations for black abalone, California tiger
salamander, special status plants, Habitat Areas of Particular Concern, lake and streambed
alteration, nesting birds, federally listed species, scientific collecting permits, use of
underwater explosives, water circulation studies, the Marine Habitat Restoration Scientific
Technical Advisory Team, and oil spill response. (CDFW)
Assess the proper duration for restoration monitoring.
Analyze continued historic grazing practices on the North and South Ranch to protect
biological resources including sustainable grazing at the South Ranch that protects and
encourages grassland birds.
Thoroughly analyze all terrestrial and marine biological resources that are present onsite
including species abundance, distribution, and status. (USFWS)
Conduct protocol surveys for sensitive and federally listed species as soon as possible and
fully analyze potential effects of the project on these species. (USFWS)
Fully analyze effects on the California red-legged frog (Rana draytonii) after protocol surveys
are completed. (USFWS)
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Conduct botanical surveys during a year with average or above average precipitation and
during the appropriate time, including ensuring that blooming plants are adequately
surveyed. (USFWS)
Reassess findings in the Terra Verde Environmental Consulting 2020 Report, Appendix K, p.
20 of 86, particularly as related to the San Diego viguiera (Bahiopsis [Viguiera] laciniata),
Diablo Canyon  bluegrass and the Pismo Clarkia (Clarkia speciosa subsp. immaculata).
(USFWS)
Assess decommissioning operations for impacts to southern sea otters (Enhydra lutris nereis)
that regularly use the cooling water discharge structure, water intake structure, breakwaters,
boat dock, and harbor. (USFWS)
Conduct protocol level surveys for the tidewater goby (Eucyclogobius newberryi) in all project
area locations that contain suitable habitat and analyze project effects. (USFWS)
Address all direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of the proposed project on biological
resources. (USFWS)
Describe anticipated impacts to terrestrial/marine habitats and species resulting from
demolition and removal activities as well as develop minimization and mitigation measures.
Address the impacts of once-through cooling throughout the life of the project on vegetation,
crustaceans, and fish and both monitor and report on recovery after project shut-down.
Consider planning and scheduling deconstruction activities accordingly to the migration of
marine species including elephant seals, humpback whales, otters, porpoises, and seals that
may be impacted by sounds and vibrations.
Assess restoring the surrounding Diablo Canyon lands to a natural condition for wildlife, air,
and peace.
Mitigate the impacts to terrestrial and marine resources and coastal access involving the
Greater than Class C Waste Storage Facility, Security Building, indoor firing range, heavy haul
loading ramp and cofferdam construction.

Cultural Resources – Archaeology and Built Environment 
Evaluate cultural resource sites including sites numbered CA-SLO-81 and -832. (CPB)
Identify cultural resources and impacts within the proximity of Pismo Beach rail yard. (CPB)
Ensure robust review of cultural resource impacts and necessary mitigation measures. (CPUC)

Cultural Resources – Tribal Cultural Resources 
Ensure preservation of sites important to Indigenous Peoples.
Address and acknowledge land ownership issues by local Indigenous Communities with the
understanding that their intent is for conservation and managed use.
Consider consulting with Indigenous Groups as Responsible Agencies.

Energy  
Address the loss of approximately 10% of the State’s power by decommissioning the Diablo
Canyon Power Plant.
Address the impacts of electrical power import needs created by decommissioning the Diablo
Canyon Power Plant including from Wyoming coal-fired generation.
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Assess the potential loss of the Diablo Canyon Power Plant in meeting California electrical
energy demand, including as a clean energy source.
Consider geothermal energy production as a replacement for the Diablo Canyon Power Plant.
Consider what alternative energy system will be needed to generate power for 3 million
California residents that currently rely on Diablo Canyon Power Plant and if geothermal
energy systems have been considered as a replacement.
Address DCPP’s record of safe generation of electrical power.

Environmental Justice and Economics 
Describe environmental justice impacts on disadvantaged communities located along
transportation routes used for disposing of dismantled and potentially hazardous materials.
Assess the economic effect of the plant closure, direct and indirect, on the regional
economy.
Address environmental justice impacts involving transporting and storage of radioactive
wastes.
Describe environmental justice-related impacts involving disadvantaged communities
associated with the final disposal of hazardous materials.

Geology, Soils, and Coastal Processes (includes Paleontology) 
Identify and assess any floodplain impacts due to the location of the Pismo Beach Materials
Handling Facility in relation to Pismo Creek. (CPB)
Assess retaining non-radioactive demolished materials on-site and mixing with on-site soils
to minimize truck trips through Avila.
Analyze the extent to which high-level wastes, pre-empted by the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, are to be treated in earthquake fault areas.
Describe to what soil depth would contamination be monitored and addressed.
Review engineering plans for the cofferdam and the restoration of the discharge structure,
after demolition, as well as placement of riprap as potential erosion control.
Include rigorous monitoring and testing of fill materials used on-site that is engineered from
crushed clean concrete and soils.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions (GHG) 
For the marine portion of the project, quantify GHG and criteria pollutant emissions along
the route, splitting them up by Air District zones, including travel in CA and federal waters.
(SLOAPCD)
Evaluate  greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions per Assembly Bill (AB) 32, the California Global
Warming Solution Act of 2006. In addition, Senate Bill 32 provided an update to the state’s
AB 32 2020 emission reduction target. The 2030 target from SB 32 is 40% below the 1990
levels. Although not legislatively set, a 2050 target was established by California Governor
Schwarzenegger’s Executive Order S-3-05. Since this project will likely continue past 2030,
the evaluation should consider applicable GHG reduction targets for the project to be
evaluated against. (SLOAPCD)
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Since San Luis Obispo County does not currently have a CAP that can be considered qualified
with SB 32 or future GHG emission reduction requirements, on-site mitigation is first
recommended. If the impacts still exceed no-net increase with the implementation of on-site
mitigation, then local off-site mitigation should be considered. Any mitigation should be real,
verifiable, and additional to regulatory requirements. If the impacts still exceed no-net
increase after the implementation of on-site and local off-site mitigation, then carbon offsets
should be purchased using guidance to reduce GHG emissions to no-net increase including
purchasing offsets from California generated impacts and the potential for creating an
individual offset program. (SLOAPCD)
Address Greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and global climate change impacts. (SBCAPCD)
Quantify GHG emissions from all project sources (direct and indirect), present significance
thresholds, and decide regarding the significance of impacts. (SBCAPCD)
Mitigate climate change impacts to the extent reasonably possible, whether they are
determined to be significant. (SBCAPCD)
Design and operate the project to minimize GHG emissions including use of high efficiency
equipment, reducing haul trips, using a truck fleet with the newest/cleanest possible vehicles
including zero to near-zero emission vehicles, using locomotives and marine vessels with the
cleanest available engine emissions technology including operational parameters to
maximize fuel efficiency, and considering onsite renewable energy generation. (SBCAPCD)
Evaluate air quality and greenhouse gas (GHG) impacts associated with truck trips through
Pismo Beach and train hauling emissions from the Pismo Beach Materials Handling Facility.
(CPB)
Consider the project’s effects on climate change including analysis of greenhouse-gas
emissions.
Investigate the project impacts on climate change.
Analyze cumulative increases in California’s electricity CO2 emissions by 2030.
Address the global effects of greenhouse gas emissions and climate change in context of the
decommissioning.

Hazardous and Radiological Materials 
Clarify if dry cask storage will be able to withstand the impacts of routine aging, seismic risks,
threats of terrorism, and impacts from the ocean environment, and how will they be
monitored and repaired.
Consider the best transportation and storage methods for highly carcinogenic radioactive
materials.
Clarify the length that decommissioned materials would be stored at the Osburn site, the
method of storage, the safety measures put in place to ensure that materials would be stored
safely, the travel routes that would be used to transfer materials and the days and hours that
this would occur, including at locations in proximity to residential areas. (CSM)
Develop and describe monitoring plans for the newly designed canisters and casks used to
store spent fuel rods at the new ISFSI.
Develop plans to protect ISFSI from terrorist threats.
Identify the disposition of materials that are chemically contaminated.
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Identify the disposition of radioactive materials below Class C and how workers and the public
will be protected during transportation and dismantling of structures.
Address effects of the Pismo Beach Materials Handling Facility on the surrounding residential
homes and Judkins Middle School. (CPB)
Assess the potential effect of the elements and sabotage to the existing dry casks if stored
without containment at the Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation (IFSI) on Parcel P.
Continue to monitor for radiological contaminants in the surrounding lands and ocean.
Inform the visiting public of any on-site radiological contamination and related health
concerns.
Address potential health risks from transporting hazardous and radiological materials due to
accidental release and placement at destination.
Assess the disposition of waste products associated with decommissioning of the desalination
plant.
Install monitoring stations on-site to detect airborne radiological particles, making data
available for public review in real time.
Address toxic risks associated with proposed concrete batch plants and other proposed site
infrastructure modifications.
Evaluate use of a climate-controlled containment area to protect existing dry casks at the
ISFSI, including use of the containment domes for this purpose.
Assess methods to increase safety of stored spent fuel in the dry casks.
Continuously monitor and repair cask and/or canisters.
Describe how adverse events would be handled after cessation of the plant while spent fuels
are still in use.
Describe how containers will be monitored and repaired if pools are dismantled.
Describe if a hot cell or similar system will be installed.
Assess use of a hardened on-site storage (HOSS) facility.
Describe methods to monitor for and prevent contamination during facility dismantling,
including contamination of land and sea and within food chains.
Describe procedures to address unexpected events and emergencies.
Describe how contaminated materials would be handled and contained, decontamination
addressed and the location of any off-site disposal for the various levels of contaminated
materials.
Describe the criteria used to determine reuse vs disposal.
Address if debris and contaminants would be released into the ocean.
Ensure safety of stored decommissioned material at the rail site for extended periods of time
and describe the methods of storage and security measures that will be utilized.
Address if the proposed facility to store greater than Class C Wastewater would be within or
outside the coastal zone.
Analyze the IFSI dry cask storage site and determine its disposition.
Address if there are any hazardous materials that would remain on site for recycling or reuse
to avoid trucking or barging.
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Analyze best and most modern methods and designs to monitor stored wastes to detect
hazards in the environment and to ensure safety.
Address project related low-level radioactive waste.
Evaluate the storage of spent fuel and the existing area where materials are stored to identify
damage from sea air corrosion.
Identify that DCPP is expected to continue to operate safely during and after the beyond-
design basis events (including severe weather) according to a May 2020 NRC post-Fukushima
review.

Hydrology and Water Quality 
Assess the impacts of wastewater treatment and ocean effluent discharges in absence of the
current high volume water discharge. (PSLHD)
Address impacts of continued discharge of hot water released into the marine ecosystems.
Conduct regular water sampling in the waters off Diablo Canyon for the duration of the
decommissioning project.
Analyze water runoff impacts to ocean water quality during decommissioning including
beyond the DCPP marina. (PSLHD)
Assess wastewater treatment and ocean effluent discharges if desalination plant continues
operation given absence of the current high volume water discharge from the existing plant.
(PSLHD)
Carefully site and monitor stockpile areas to ensure that soils and groundwater are not
impacted, including by toxins associated with construction debris and contaminated soils.
Address if the groundwater aquifer can produce required water supplies during peak
decommissioning activities.
Address the potential for toxins in groundwater used at the site for decommissioning
activities.
Consider seawater sampling on a regular basis to determine if any contamination comes from
Fukushima or is locally derived and ensure that radioactive elements are not released into
adjacent waters.
Describe disposal of wastewater associated with the underwater dismantling and
segmentation of radioactive components.

Land Use and Planning 
Address that the Osburn property site, City of Santa Maria, is located within the Area 9
Specific Plan and that any development on the site is subject to the development standards
and requirements of this plan. (CSM)
Address permitting issues associated with the existing rail spurs, constructed from 2017-
2018, associated with establishment of the rail yard on the Osburn property. (CSM)
Address any issues associated with potential land ownership issues resulting from the North
Ranch and the Parcel P lands north of Diablo Creek being owned by PG&E and the rest of the
Parcel P and South Ranch are owned by Eureka and leased to PG&E.
Address any issues associated with the Wild Cherry Canyon (part of Diablo Canyon Lands)
being owned by Eureka Energy and leased to HomeFed.
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Include discussion of Wild Cherry Canyon about public access and conservation in the analysis
of the decommissioning process.
Include PG&E’s 1,200-acre deed restriction under the 2006 CDP E-06-011/A-3-SLO-06-017 as
part of the analysis.
Assess the disruption to customary functions and uses of Port San Luis and the Harbor District
during decommissioning.
Address impacts to the potential rail site located within the County of Santa Barbara’s
jurisdiction on the former Sugar Beet plant site (Assessor Parcel Number 113-210-001).
Address that the Osburn property is located within a PD/M-1 (Planned Development/Light
Industrial zoning district, with a Light Industrial (LI) General Plan Land Use designation, and
that a suitable site would be in zoned in PD/M-2 (Planned Development/Heavy Industrial).
(CSM)
Assess the impact of using the Pismo Beach Materials Handling Facility for decommissioning
activities on local community needs and given the residential nature of the area.
Include measures to lessen impacts to the local area if the Pismo Beach Materials Handling
Facility is used during decommissioning including no storage, transport, or handling of
hazardous or radioactive materials, restrictions on hours of lighting use, and significant
restrictions on the hours of operation.
Review and mitigate ministerial permits, including grading, building and demolition permits
as described in the project proposal.
Ensure that any land transfers are compatible with California Public Utilities Commission’s
Public Utility Code 851. (CPUC)

Noise 
Address the impacts of noise to sensitive receptors. (CPB)
If the Pismo Beach Materials Handling Facility is required to be operable during the
decommissioning, ensure that noise activities are minimized to avoid disturbance to
neighborhoods, potentially causing discomfort or annoyance, under the Pismo Beach General
Noise Regulations.
Restrict decommissioning activities that create excessive noise from 9am to 5pm, Monday
through Friday.
Address any noise impacts to local neighborhoods southeast of Price Canyon Road and to the
City of Pismo Beach.

Public Services, Utilities, and Service Systems 
Assess public safety impacts around the Pismo Beach Police Department and Fire Station 64,
located in the 1000 block of Bello Street, to emergency response activities given the high
number of tourists visiting the area. (CPB)
Address effects of closing the plant and preventing expansion of its existing desalination plant
on water supplies.
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Project Description 
Clarify whether the decommissioned material will be stored at the rail facility for an extended
period or immediately loaded onto rail cars. Describe length of time onsite, method of
storage, and security measures. (SBCP&D)
Confirm direction of travel of the waste, south toward Los Angeles or north toward the Bay
Area. EIR must evaluate risk of transporting waste through populated areas. (SBCP&D)
Provide a more detailed description of the types of waste materials that will be transported
to the locations in Santa Barbara County, including a description of whether the waste will
include asbestos materials, hydrocarbons, or other toxic air contaminants, as well as fine
particulates, or odor-containing materials. (SBCAPCD)
Define when Once Through Cooling (OTC) is proposed to end (Phase 1 or 2) in relationship to
coverage by either the EIR or Phase 2 programmatic EIR as well as permitting and mitigation
requirements associated with either scenario.
Include a review of the California Coastal Commission’s Conditions of Approval.
Incorporate the potential need for a new or amended Coastal Development Permit (CDP) for
the ISFSI.
Address the need for ongoing monitoring of both the ISFSI and the GTCC Waste Storage
Facility including development of an inspection, monitoring and reporting program like that
required for the SONGs decommissioning.
Review the impacts of the project goals described in the proposed project involving retaining
existing energy-infrastructure to meet customer needs and creation of marine/harbor
opportunities through repurposing of the breakwater, Intake Structure, and associated
harbor area.
Clarify if infrastructure modifications will be required for roads, rails, and for barge loading.
Clarify the travel routes that would be used to transfer materials and the days and hours that
this would occur, including in locations in proximity to residential areas.
Clarify if the intake structure would remain in place to help with barge operations.
Clarify if the discharge intake would be removed.
Clarify if the discharge intake would be used in the future to intake water or used as a barge
platform.
Clarify if the nuclear waste would be handled in the Santa Maria railyards or remain at the
Pismo railyard.
Consider retaining non-radioactive demolished materials on-site and mixed with soils to
minimize truck trips through Avila.

Population and Housing 
 Evaluate potential housing impacts of large numbers of workers that will be needed, short 

term and long term, for all stages of the decommissioning process. (CSLO) 
 Evaluate potential cumulative effects to Population and Housing that could result from the 

decommissioning phases and on potential future uses of the site. (CSLO) 
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Recreation and Public Access 
Address impacts of decreased public access on the coast due to the existing structures
including the 230 and 500 kV switchyards, raw water reservoirs, intake structure, roads, and
the east and west breakwaters.
Analyze impacts to the Pecho Coast Trail, Pt. Buchon Trail and the 1,200-acre conservation
set aside at Point San Luis, all required by the Coastal Commission.
Assess maintaining PG&E owned property around the Wild Cherry Canyon area for public
access, boat storage, and harbor operations. (PSLHD)
Consider permanent and irrevocable conservation and access easements of North Ranch,
Wild Cherry Canyon, and South Ranch as mitigation for storage of radiological waste.
Consider extending the Pecho Coast Trail along the coastal bluffs in South Ranch, Parcel P and
North Ranch to connect to the Pt. Buchon Trail, completing an essential link in the California
Coastal Trail.
Include a more detailed analysis of why PG&E was required to open the Pecho Coast Trail as
mitigation for the Training/Simulator Building, open the Buchon Trail as mitigation for the
ISFI, and set aside 1,200 acres for conservation at Point San Luis as mitigation for the Steam
Generator Replacement Project.
Consider future historic landmarks along the Coastal Trail that would interpret the past land
uses associated with the DCPP.
Include guarantee of conservation and public access, in perpetuity, of Diablo Canyon Lands
including use of conservation easements.
Include the 2000 DREAM Initiative in the analysis that is supported by 75% of SLO County
residents to conserve and provide public access to all the Diablo Canyon Lands upon the
plant’s closure.

Transportation  
Assess vehicle trips during decommissioning including the volume of truck traffic. (Caltrans
Dist. 5)
Consider limiting truck traffic during decommissioning to Monday-Thursday, during peak
hours, to eliminate conflicts with Avila Beach’s peak travel periods (Friday-Sunday). (Caltrans
Dist. 5)
Consider entering into a road maintenance agreement with Caltrans throughout and
following decommissioning to alleviate impacts of increased truck traffic on roadway
pavement quality and shoulders. (Caltrans Dist. 5)
Fully assess hauling schedules, traffic on/off the state highway system, and safety precautions
for pedestrians and bicyclists during decommissioning in the Construction Management Plan
and provide to Caltrans for review. (Caltrans Dist. 5)
Describe what roads will be used and what will be the impact to traffic.
Describe any potential health impacts from hazardous and radiological materials due to
accidental release during transportation.
Assess transportation and pedestrian safety/access on Avila Beach Drive during the
decommissioning project and future traffic loads for potential uses at the DCPP site.
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Assess use of roadways for heavy construction vehicles involving transportation of non-
radioactive concrete and materials during any high traffic times.
Complete a condition assessment of the Avila Beach Drive revetment to ensure an ability
withstand loads, erosion, and sea level rise during the full duration of decommissioning.
(PSLHD)
Study traffic circulation in Pismo Beach including traffic signals or other traffic control devices
necessary to accommodate potential increase in truck hauling during decommissioning. (CPB)
Evaluate impacts to the sensitive areas along the locations of truck travel, at Price Street and
Price Canyon, and at the Pismo Beach Materials Handling Facility, including Judkins Middle
school and both single and multi-family residences on the southeast side of Price Canyon
Road. (CPB)
Address impacts to the northernmost portion of Pismo Beach, as well as the City’s frontage
roads, involving current public uses and events. (CPB)
Complete a traffic study that involving Pierce Canyon Road including traffic associated with
the Arroyo Grande Oilfield located at Price Canyon.
Assess traffic related impacts on Highway 101 at the exit for Price Street.
Assess traffic related impacts if trucks turn onto Five Cities Drive to get to James Way, then
to Price Street that would lead to potential congestions at the two exits.
Analyze the range of impacts involving transportation and pedestrian safety/access on Avila
Beach Drive.
Address traffic impacts on the community of Avila Beach and Harbor Terrace, especially
during warm weather weekends and holidays.
Identify what type of trucks will be transporting the materials and specify how many a day
would travel to Pismo Beach.
Address if the waste would be transported in a southerly direction to Los Angeles or northerly
toward the Bay Area and evaluate the risk associated either route. (SBCP&D)
Describe road maintenance to address impacts of decommissioning operations.
Describe impacts and mitigation for traffic congestion and parking.
Include an analysis of decontamination and demolition and transport of debris during
decommissioning. Observe traffic in the City of Pismo Beach and specifically traffic leading to
Bello Street and address the analysis in the EIR. (CPB)
Address if there are considerations for Pismo Beach Fire Department, CalFire, police,
ambulances, FedEx, UPS mail trucks, and bicyclists turning onto Lemoore Street.
Consider reducing transportation requirements of demolished non-radioactive concrete and
materials by mixing these materials with onsite fill and retaining this mix for reuse in  site
restoration.
Address hazards associated with transporting and storing nuclear waste including potential
benefits of barge transportation over rail or roads.

Wildfire and Environmental Hazards 
Address impacts to Avila’s one-way in and out access in terms of potential earthquake, fires,
tsunamis, and nuclear facility events.
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Alternatives (Proposed Project) 
Ensure that the EIR process clarifies the cost estimates of mitigation measures and
alternatives to allow the CPUC and stakeholders to compare the EIR proposals to PG&E's
decommissioning cost estimates and funds available in the Nuclear Decommissioning Trust.
(CPUC)
Analyze all feasible alternatives as means of reducing effects to biological resources. (USFWS)
Evaluate rail routes that that may reduce potential risk of exposure to populated areas.
(SBCP&D)
Consider alternative sites for waste disposal should the proposed sites become unavailable
and if wastes are stored longer than planned.
Address the No Project Alternative as a zero-emission alternative.
Clarify if non-decommissioning alternatives would require new applications and undergo a
new process.

Reuse Concepts 
Consider how the DREAM Initiative in 2000 was supported by over 75% of county voters to
set aside all the surrounding Diablo Canyon Lands for habitat preservation, agriculture, and
passive public access.
Assess the following public uses: 1) full PSLHD control of access to the road and trails to the
Point San Luis Lighthouse 2) expansion of PSLHD land ownership adjacent to the District’s
Harbor Terrace campground for expansion of the camping area and public access to a trail
system 3) boat storage, commercial fishing gear storage, and harbor operations near the
current entrance to DCPP along Avila Beach Drive 3) use of the current DCPP marina and
adjacent land for harbor operations including commercial and recreational fishing, boating,
and other public uses. (PSLHD)
Analyze retaining existing substation and 500kV and 230kV transmission systems for future
use such as offshore wind energy. (CPUC)
Address making the lands safe for public uses such as habitat preservation, agriculture, and
passive public use as well as establishment of clean, green, renewable energy sources,
education, and research.
Assess reuse of the desalination plant for future potable water requirements in the area.
(PSLHD)
Consider preserving the current breakwaters at the DCPP. (PSLHD)
Consider making office buildings on Parcel P available for congregate housing including
offering them to People’s Self Help Housing and the Homeless Oversight Services Council.
Ensure that restored lands deemed safe by NRC be utilized for the public good.
Address repurposing non-contaminated facilities to create new local jobs, promote
renewable energy sources including transmission lines, and preservation of the existing
desalination plant, breakwaters, and associated harbor.
Address potential enlargement of the plant's desalination plant to provide more water than
the County and Central Coast currently receives from the State Water Project via a Central
Coast Water Authority pipeline, a facility under potential threat from the San Andreas Fault.
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Address keeping the nuclear power plant and water desalination facility operable to provide
water supplies for the Central Coast.
Ensure that analysis of future use is not going to result in a development agreement now.
Consider retaining the existing substation and transmission system that will offer offshore
wind and other energy providers a tie-in to the grid.
Ensure that any land transfers adhere to the State Public Utility Code Section 851.
Clarify if some reuses of Parcel P will occur before 2040.
Consider that any redevelopment of the site may cause create wildfire risks, requiring
additional mitigation such as needs for additional ingress and egress.

General EIR Comments 
Describe NRC jurisdiction over project related high-level radioactive waste storage and
decontamination standards.
Involve the SBAPCD as a responsible agency under the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA); the SBAPCD will rely on the EIR when evaluating any District permits for proposed
equipment. (SBAPCD)
Fully analyze effects of the project on local communities.
Include the Strategic Vision of the Diablo Canyon Decommissioning Engagement Panel and
the Conservation Framework adopted by the Friends of the Diablo Canyon Lands during
project review. www.diablocanyonlands.org.
Identify the length of time for implementation of all project mitigation including if it is either
perpetual or temporary, including in reference to the potential for long-term storage of highly
toxic radioactive materials within coastal locations.
Consider an extension of the DEIR public review timeframe for at least 60 days. (CSLO)
Ensure that CPUC approves any PG&E voluntary land transfers following decommissioning.
(CPUC)
Address permitting issues associated with the ISFSI and GTCC involving future uses prior to
demolition.
Address if a permit needs to be issued for development and installation of an SFPI, an
independent spent fuel cooling system.
Address permitting requirements for permanent on-site storage of GTCC waste material in
appropriate casks.
Analyze the effects on the entire 12,000-acre area (project site and surrounding 11,250 acres)
involving the disposition of the 750-acre site. (USFWS)
Ensure that the County and the applicant work with the USFWS to avoid and minimize effects
to listed species.
Analyze impacts to all PSLHD lands, facilities, and submerged tidelands.
Follow CDFW specified environmental data and filing fee requirements during project.
(CDFW)
Consider additional time to submit scoping comments to address up to four proposed truck
to rail transfer sites as well as rail transport to out of state waste facilities, including the
Osborn Property, City Santa Maria. (CSM)
Treat any license extension as a separate application with separate environmental review.
Ensure that the EIR is approved before the start of decommissioning. 
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Describe the required  ministerial permits and discuss what impacts could occur.
Consider including previous community and public engagement such as the Diablo Canyon
Decommissioning Engagement panel in this process.
Consider the project-related community-based activities that have taken place that can
inform the decommissioning process and the future of this land including the Diablo Canyon
Decommissioning Engagement panel, engaged now well over three years, discussing project
decommissioning, offering many public meetings, and receiving many public comments.
Elaborate more about project mitigation as previous mitigations were short and do not
provide informative details.
Do not decommission Diablo Canyon Power Plant as it has provided continuous clean energy
for around 30 years and can continue to operate safely.
Clarify if alternatives and reuse options are going to be analyzed and would these be treated
separately.
Consider a license-extension as a separate project requiring separate environmental review
process; extending the site license is beyond the scope of this EIR.

Issues Not Related to EIR 
Address if Pismo Beach or PG&E will be responsible for Price Canyon.
Describe what funding category is PG&E using to pay for environmental consulting services.
Describe how resources will be procured if PG&E’s financial and time budget for EIR
development is not sufficient.
Describe measures to protect ratepayers during completion of the proposed project.

NRC Related Comments  
Identify the extent that the EIR recommends additional mitigation measures above that
required by the NRC.
Determine a threshold of acceptable residual contamination that is consistent with the health
and safety standards of the County.
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Notice of Preparation and Notice of Scoping Meeting 
Diablo Canyon Power Plant Decommissioning Project

ED2021-174 / DRC2021-00092

Date: October 28, 2021
To: Interested Agencies, Organizations, and Individuals
Lead Agency: San Luis Obispo County
Applicant: Pacific Gas and Electric Company

I. INTRODUCTION
This is a notice for solicitation of agency, organization, and public input and initiation of scoping
for the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Diablo Canyon Power Plant
Decommissioning Project (DCPP Decommissioning Project or Proposed Project).

San Luis Obispo County (County) is the Lead Agency under the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA) for the preparation and review of the DCPP Decommissioning Project EIR. Pursuant 
to Section 15082 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the County is soliciting the views of responsible, 
trustee, and interested agencies, organizations, and individuals on the scope and content of the 
environmental analysis in the EIR. Agencies should comment on the elements of the scope and 
content of the EIR that are relevant to the agencies’ statutory responsibilities, as provided under 
State CEQA Guidelines Section 15082(b). A summary of the Proposed Project, including 
alternatives under consideration, and environmental effects that may result from 
implementation are provided below. Additionally, information about the DCPP Decommissioning 
Project may be accessed via the County’s website: 
https://www.slocounty.ca.gov/Departments/Planning-Building/Grid-Items/Community-Engagement/
Active-Planning-Projects/Diablo-Canyon-Nuclear-Power-Plant-Decommissioning.aspx

Comment Period: Written comments or questions regarding the scope and content of the EIR 
can be sent anytime during the Notice of Preparation (NOP) public review period. The review 
period begins October 28, 2021 and ends December 6, 2021 (40 days). Please include the name 
of the contact person for your agency or organization, if applicable. Please send all comments via 
US mail or email to: 

Susan Strachan 
Nuclear Power Plant Decommissioning Project 
Manager
San Luis Obispo County, Department of Planning 
and Building
976 Osos St #300, San Luis Obispo, CA 93408

Email: diablo@co.slo.ca.us
Subject Line: DCPP Decommissioning 
Project NOP Comments
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Scoping Meetings: The County will hold 5 virtual scoping meetings using Zoom to give the 
agencies, organizations, and the public an opportunity to learn about the Proposed Project, to 
ask questions regarding the Proposed Project, and provide oral comments on the scope and 
content of the EIR. These meetings will be recorded and posted on the County’s website (see link 
above) for later viewing. Each meeting will include the same presentation. Comments received 
at each meeting will become part of the public record for the Project.   

The meeting times and login details are as follows: 

Tuesday November 9, 2021 at 10:00 a.m. Tuesday November 9, 2021 at 6:00 p.m. 

Zoom link: 
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/88008559486 

or by Phone: (669) 900-6833  
then enter Webinar ID: 880 0855 9486 

Zoom link: 
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/88344286664 

or by Phone: (669) 900-6833  
then enter Webinar ID: 883 4428 6664 

Wednesday December 1, 2021 at 10:00 a.m. Wednesday December 1, 2021 at 6:00 p.m. 

Zoom link: 
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/82051282377

or by Phone: (669) 900-6833  
then enter Webinar ID: 820 5128 2377 

Zoom link: 
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/83781876105 

or by Phone: (669) 900-6833  
then enter Webinar ID: 837 8187 6105 

Saturday December 4, 2021 at 2:00 p.m.

Zoom link: 
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/81440062317  

or by Phone: (669) 900-6833  
then enter Webinar ID: 814 4006 2317 

II. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED PROJECT
The Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) proposes decommissioning of the Diablo Canyon
Power Plant. The Proposed Project is located at 3890 Diablo Canyon Road in an unincorporated
area of San Luis Obispo County. Approximately two-thirds of the DCPP site is located within the
coastal zone and approximately one-third is located outside of the coastal zone.

The California Coastal Act (CCA) is the principal planning and regulatory program for the coastal 
zone of California. Section 23.01.031 of the County’s Coastal Zone Land Use Ordinance (CZLUO) 
requires a Coastal Development Permit (CDP) for development projects, including 
decommissioning projects, in accordance with the CCA and the above-referenced section of the 
CZLUO. In addition, Section 23.02.034 of the CZLUO requires a CDP to enable public review of 
significant land use proposals and to ensure consistency with local ordinance and policy. The area 
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of the site in the coastal zone is located within the California Coastal Commission (CCC) appeal 
jurisdiction, meaning that County decisions on the project may be appealed to the CCC. Section 
22.62.060 of the County’s Inland Land Use Ordinance requires a CUP for significant land use 
proposals outside the coastal zone to enable public review and ensure local ordinance and policy 
consistency. 

The DCPP Is located within the jurisdiction of the CCC and State Lands Commission (DCPP features 
in tidelands and submerged lands) and a CDP and new lease amendment will be required from 
these agencies, respectively for plant decommissioning activities within the agencies’ 
jurisdictions.   

The DCPP is a two-unit nuclear-powered electrical generating station that began commercial 
operation in 1985 for Unit 1 and 1986 for Unit 2 and is the last nuclear power plant still operating 
in California. The two reactors are licensed by the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) to 
operate until November 2, 2024 (Unit 1) and August 26, 2025 (Unit 2). Between 2009 and 2016, 
PG&E pursued efforts to renew these licenses, which would have allowed for the continued 
operation of DCPP until 2044 (Unit 1) and 2045 (Unit 2). In 2016, PG&E decided to forego license 
renewal efforts and announced plans to close DCPP at the expiration of its current NRC operating 
licenses. This decision was confirmed by the California Public Utilities Commission in 2018. Upon 
final shutdown of the units and assuming all permit conditions are acceptable, PG&E intends to 
transition DCPP immediately from an operating status into a decommissioning status, meaning 
the facility will be shutdown and the process of dismantling and removing it will begin.  

Project Summary. The Proposed Project involves four different sites: (1) the DCPP site, (2) the 
Pismo Beach Railyard (PBR), and (3) one of two potential Santa Maria Valley Railyard Facility 
(SMVR) sites (see figures provided at the end). The DCPP site is on the coast of San Luis Obispo 
County, California, approximately 7 miles northwest of Avila Beach. The DCPP facility comprises 
a 750-acre high-security zone surrounded by an approximately 12,000-acre area of land owned 
by either PG&E or Eureka Energy, a wholly owned subsidiary of PG&E. 

The rail sites would be used to transfer decommissioning waste from trucks to rail cars, where 
the waste would then be transported by rail to out-of-state disposal facilities (Clive, Utah and/or 
Andrews, Texas). The PBR site is currently used by PG&E for equipment and material storage and 
transportation needs in support of DCPP operations. The site is located at 800 Price Canyon Road 
in the City of Pismo Beach in San Luis Obispo County, approximately 13 miles southeast of the 
DCPP site. This site would be used as a contingency for the transfer of non-radioactive and non-
hazardous decommissioning waste. Two SMVR sites are being considered; however, only one 
would be used. One is within the City of Santa Maria at the Osburn Yard, located at 1599 A Street, 
and the other further west within the County of Santa Barbara at Betteravia Industrial Park 
located at 2820 W. Betteravia Road. 

Facility decommissioning would occur in two phases: 

Phase 1 (2024 through 2031): Pre-planning and Decommissioning Project Activities, and   
Phase 2 (2032 through 2039): Completion of Soil Remediation, Final Status Surveys, and Final 
Site Restoration. 
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The main activities in Phase 1 include: 

Installation of electrical infrastructure for the decommissioning power supply   
Site security infrastructure and general modifications to existing structures to support 
decommissioning activities 
Removal of the nuclear reactor pressure vessels (RPVs), RPV internal components, and steam 
generators  
Decontamination and demolition of buildings 
Intake structure modifications to accommodate waste removal by barge 
Removal of the discharge structure and restoration of the area once removed 
Construction of waste storage facilities for Greater than Class C (GTCC) waste and non-
radioactive waste 
Spent Fuel and GTCC waste transfer to Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation (ISFSI) 
and new GTCC storage building 
Removal of firing range and construction of new firing range 
Site characterization to determine areas of contamination and soil remediation (soil clean up) 
Initial site restoration, soil remediation, and Final Status Surveys (surveys to ensure the site 
meets release criteria specified in the NRC required License Termination Plan) 
Modify and use of railyards for waste shipments (under separate permits from the Cities of 
Pismo Beach and Santa Maria and County of Santa Barbara) 

The main activities in Phase 2, which would occur only at the DCPP site, include: 

Continue soil remediation 
Continue Final Status Surveys 
Remove infrastructure not supporting retained facilities (e.g., roads, parking areas) 
Final site restoration 
Site restoration monitoring (up to 5 years) 
Transition to ISFSI and GTCC storage facility operations 
Termination of NRC Part 50 DCPP operating licenses 

Facilities that would remain in place for PG&E use in an “owner-controlled area” (see below) 
following completion of Phases 1 and 2 include: 

Primary and secondary access roads 
Internal roads 
230 and 500 kV switchyards 
ISFSI  
Raw water reservoirs 
New security building, firing range, and GTCC waste storage facility (built in Phase 1) 

In addition, PG&E proposes to retain the existing Eastern and Western Breakwaters and Intake 
Structure for potential future use by others.  

The structures that would remain onsite would continue to be managed by PG&E within a 
designated owner-controlled area (see figure below). Activities would be limited to ISFSI and 
GTCC storage facility operations until an off-site interim storage facility or permanent repository 
is available. Identification of an off-site repository for long-term storage of spent nuclear fuel and 
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GTCC waste is a concern both for DCPP and for nuclear power facilities across the nation and 
awaits resolution by the federal government.  

III. ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT
The EIR will evaluate alternatives to the Proposed Project that have the potential to reduce
environmental impacts. The alternatives identified below are under consideration.

No Project Alternatives. 
- SAFSTOR Alternative – DCPP would be placed in a safe, stable storage condition referred

to as SAFSTOR and DCPP decommissioning would be completed within 60 years as
required under federal regulation.

- No CSLC Approval Alternative – This alternative assumes no approval from California State
Lands Commission (CSLC) is received for decommissioning infrastructure within the CSLC
jurisdiction, which includes offshore areas including State (filled) tide and submerged
lands. Under this alternative decommissioning of structures within the CSLC jurisdiction
(e.g., discharge structure, boat dock, storage facility, office facilities, intake electrical
room, intake maintenance shop, equipment storage pad, spare tri-bar storage) would not
occur. Repurposing of other structures, such as the breakwater or intake structure, would
not occur. Decontamination and radiological and chemical remediation would take place
to achieve license termination.

Intake Structure Removal Alternative. This alternative would include full removal of the 
intake structure back to the water tunnels, and tunnel entrances would be sealed with a 
concrete bulkhead. 

Breakwater Removal Alternative. This alternative would include full removal of the 
breakwaters around the Intake Cove and marine habitat restoration using imported rocks. 

Minimum Demolition Alternative. This alternative would leave buildings and supporting 
infrastructure in place to the maximum extent feasible. Decontamination and radiological 
and chemical remediation would take place to achieve license termination. Eventual 
dismantlement and offsite transportation could take place later, or buildings and supporting 
infrastructure could be reused by a third party. 

Full Removal Alternative. All DCPP infrastructure would be completely removed (beyond the 
standard three feet minimum below adjacent grade), including the intake structure and 
breakwaters. Only the owner-controlled area and associated support facilities, such as 
utilities and roads would remain. 

IV. AREAS OF POTENTIAL IMPACT FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT (2024 - 2039)
The County has determined that an EIR will be required to satisfy environmental review for the
Proposed Project. Therefore, as allowed under CEQA Guidelines Section 15060(d), the County
has not prepared an Initial Study and will instead begin work directly on the EIR. The EIR will focus
on the potentially significant effects of the Proposed Project, discuss any effects found not to be
significant (CEQA Guidelines Section 15128) and will assess the direct, indirect, and cumulative
impacts, as well as growth-inducing effects.
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The EIR will include an evaluation of the following environmental issues:  

Aesthetics 
Air Quality 
Biological Resources (Marine and 
Terrestrial) 
Cultural Resources – Archaeology and Built 
Environment 
Cultural Resources - Tribal Cultural 
Resources 
Energy 
Geology, Soils, and Coastal Processes 
(Paleontology) 

Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
Hazardous and Radiological Materials 
Hydrology and Water Quality 
Land Use and Planning (Agriculture) 
Mineral Resources 
Noise 
Population and Housing 
Public Services and Utilities  
Recreation and Public Access 
Transportation  
Wildfire 

The EIR will also analyze: 

Climate Change and Sea-Level Rise  
Commercial Fishing  
Environmental Justice  
State Tide and Submerged Lands Possessing Significant Environmental Values 

No determinations have been made as to the significance of these potential effects. Such 
determinations will be made in the EIR after the issues are thoroughly analyzed. The County 
invites interested parties, and all affected, responsible, and trustee agencies, to suggest specific 
areas of analysis to be addressed within these general categories, or other issues not included 
above, to be considered in the EIR. 

V. FUTURE SITE REUSE POTENTIAL (2040 AND BEYOND)
Following Phases 1 and 2 of decommissioning and termination by the NRC of DCPP’s Title 10 Code
of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 50 license (10 CFR Part 50, or Part 50), the DCPP site, excluding
the owner-controlled area, would be available for development. Therefore, the EIR will evaluate
possible reuse concepts for the DCPP site, which will be referred to in the EIR as Phase 3. Because
these uses would be far in the future and would require separate land use and CEQA analysis for
permitting, the reuse concepts will be evaluated at a program level. This evaluation will be
provided to identify potential environmental impacts or issues associated with the possible reuse
concepts.

The County is still developing ideas for future site reuse. However, the EIR may compare the 
possible environmental impacts of the following reuse concepts: 

Renewable Energy Production 
and/or Storage 
Resort Hotel 
Mixed Use 
Offshore Wind Port/support facility 

 University Campus 
 Developed Recreation (car camping 

to glamping) 
 Day Use Recreation (e.g., trails) 
 Research Facility 
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The possible environmental impacts of the different concepts will be identified based on the 
project site information developed for the Proposed Project and will consider the same issue 
areas as those identified above for the Proposed Project. 

Figure 1. DCPP Decommissioning Project Sites 
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To: Susan Strachan; Cindy A. Chambers
Subject: Notice of Upcoming EIR Scoping Meetings for Diablo Canyon Decommissioning DRC2021-00092
Date: Monday, November 29, 2021 2:12:50 PM
Attachments: Outlook-1483473689.png

County of San Luis Obispo to Host Meetings on Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant
Decommissioning 

The County of San Luis Obispo will prepare an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the
Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant Decommissioning Project. An EIR Scoping Meeting is an
opportunity for agencies and interested members of the public to obtain information about
the project, ask questions, and provide oral comments on the scope and content of the EIR.
The County will hold five (5) virtual scoping meetings. The first two meetings occurred on
November 9. The meeting times and login details for the remaining meetings are as follows: 

Wednesday December 1, 2021 at 10:00 a.m. Wednesday December 1, 2021 at 6:00 p.m. 

Zoom
link: https://us02web.zoom.us/j/82051282377
or by Phone: (669) 900-6833   
then enter Webinar ID: 820 5128 2377  

Zoom
link: https://us02web.zoom.us/j/83781876105 
or by Phone: (669) 900-6833   
then enter Webinar ID: 837 8187 6105  

Saturday December 4, 2021 at 2:00 p.m. 

Zoom
link: https://us02web.zoom.us/j/81440062317   
or by Phone: (669) 900-6833  
then enter Webinar ID: 814 4006 2317   

Note:  Each meeting will include the same
presentation. 

The project’s Notice of Preparation and PG&E’s application, including a detailed Project
Description, Map Exhibits, and studies can be accessed on the County’s website at this link: 
https://www.slocounty.ca.gov/Departments/Planning-Building/Grid-Items/Community-Engagement/Active-
Planning-Projects/Diablo-Canyon-Nuclear-Power-Plant-Decommissioning.aspx 

Written Scoping comments are due by 5:00 p.m., December 6, 2021. Comments may be
submitted via email to: diablo@co.slo.ca.us, or via USPS mail to: County of San Luis Obispo
Planning & Building, Room 300, Attention: S. Strachan, 976 Osos Street, San Luis Obispo, CA
93408. 

Please contact Susan Strachan at (805) 788-2129, or Cindy Chambers at (805) 781-5608, or via
the project email above, for additional information.

Thank you,

Cindy Chambers
Senior Planner
Diablo Canyon Decommissioning Project
(p) 805-781-5608
cchambers@co.slo.ca.us
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Environmental Impact Report - Notice of Preparation
and Notice of EIR Scoping Meetings

Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant Decommissioning Project
ED2021-174 / DRC2021-00092

The County of  San Luis  Obispo as Lead Agency will  prepare an
Environmental  Impact  Report (EIR)  for  the Diablo Canyon Nuclear
Power Plant  Decommissioning Project.  The project  is a request  by
Pacific  Gas and Electric for a County Development Plan/Coastal
Development Permit and Conditional Use Permit  for both Coastal and
Inland components of decommissioning and site restoration. Portions of
the project site are in retained Coastal Commission jurisdiction as well.

An EIR Scoping Meeting is an opportunity for agencies and interested
members of the public  to obtain  information about  the project,  ask
questions, and provide oral comments on the scope and content of the
EIR.  The County will  hold five virtual scoping meetings.  The meeting
times and login details are as follows:

Tuesday November 9, 2021 at 10:00 a.m. 
Zoom link:

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/88008559486
or by Phone: (669) 900-6833

then enter Webinar ID: 880 0855 9486

Tuesday November 9, 2021 at 6:00 p.m.
Zoom link:

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/88344286664
or by Phone: (669) 900-6833

then enter Webinar ID: 883 4428 6664

Wednesday December 1, 2021 at 10:00 a.m. 
Zoom link:

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/82051282377
or by Phone: (669) 900-6833

then enter Webinar ID: 820 5128 2377

Wednesday December 1, 2021 at 6:00 p.m.
Zoom link:

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/83781876105
or by Phone: (669) 900-6833

then enter Webinar ID: 837 8187 6105

Saturday December 4, 2021 at 2:00 p.m.
Zoom link:

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/81440062317
or by Phone: (669) 900-6833

then enter Webinar ID: 814 4006 2317

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED PROJECT
PG&E's proposed decommissioning activities include: decontamination
and demolition of approximately 65,000 square feet  of  structures and
facilities; grading cut and fill of approximately 524,000 cubic yards; site
disturbance and restoration of  approximately 71 acres;  removal of
hazardous and non-hazardous waste materials; and construction of new
facilities,  including a new security building,  firing range,  and Greater
Than Class C Waste (GTCC) facility to be located in a PG&E Owner-
Controlled Area. Existing structures would also remain within the PG&E
Owner-Controlled Area,  including  the 500 kV and 230 kV electrical
switchyards and the Independent Spent Nuclear Fuel Storage Installation
(ISFSI) facility where spent nuclear fuel will continue to be stored until an
interim storage facility or permanent repository is available. PG&E also
proposes to retain the existing Eastern and Western Breakwaters and
the Intake Structure for potential future use by others.

Decommissioning waste,  including  low-level  nuclear waste,  would be
transported offsite  for disposal via truck, rail,  and barge.  The project
involves three additional  locations for potential rail  transfer that  would
require  local-agency permitting approval: the Pismo Beach Materials
Handling Facility located at 800 Price Canyon Road in Pismo Beach; a
rail  site located in Santa Barbara County (2820 W. Betteravia Road);
and, a rail site within the City of Santa Maria (1599 A Street). Only one of
the two sites outside of San Luis Obispo County would be used.

The project  is proposed in two phases: Phase 1 (2024 through 2031)
includes Preplanning and Decommissioning activities;  Phase 2 (2032
through 2039)  includes completion of  Soil  Remediation,  Final  Status
Surveys, and Site Restoration. The Diablo Canyon project site is located
at 3890 Diablo Canyon Road, approximately seven miles east of  Port
San Luis. The proposed project is within the Public Facilities land use
category in the San Luis Bay Coastal Planning area and within the San
Luis Bay Inland Sub Area of the San Luis Obispo Planning Area.

All issue areas of potential impact as mandated by the CEQA Guidelines
(Appendix  G)  including Alternatives,  Cumulative Effects,  and  Growth
Inducement, will be addressed in the Environmental Impact Report to be
prepared for the project. No determinations have been made as to the
significance of these potential effects. Such determinations will be made
in the EIR after the issues are thoroughly analyzed. The County invites
interested parties, and all affected, responsible, and trustee agencies, to
suggest specific areas of analysis to be addressed within these general
categories, or other issues not included above, to be considered in the
EIR.

There are no Cortese listings or GeoTracker sites located on the Diablo
Canyon or Pismo Beach railyard sites. At this time, there is no tentative
hearing date for the project.

FUTURE SITE RE-USE POTENTIAL
Following Phases 1 and 2 of decommissioning and termination by the
NRC of DCPPs Title 10 Code of  Federal Regulations (CFR) Part  50
license (10 CFR Part 50,  or Part 50),  the DCPP site,  excluding the
owner-controlled area, would be available for development.  Therefore,
the EIR will evaluate possible reuse concepts for the DCPP site, which
will be referred to in the EIR as Phase 3. Because these uses would be
far in the future and would require separate land use and CEQA analysis
for permitting, the reuse concepts will be evaluated at a program level.
This evaluation will  be provided  to  identify potential  environmental
impacts or issues associated with the possible reuse concepts.

The County is still developing ideas for future site reuse. However, the
EIR may compare the possible environmental impacts of the following
reuse concepts:

University Campus
Developed Recreation (car camping to glamping)
Day Use Recreation (e.g., trails)
Research Facility
Renewable Energy Production and/or Storage
Resort Hotel
Mixed Use
 Offshore Wind Port/support facility

FURTHER INFORMATION:
The project's Notice of Preparation and PG&E's application including a
detailed Project Description, Map Exhibits, and studies can be accessed
on  the County's website:
https://www.slocounty.ca.gov/Departments/Planning-Building.aspx using
the Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant Decommissioning link on the
lower  lefthand side of the page under  the 'Most Requested Services”
heading.

Written Scoping comments are due by 5:00 p.m.,  December 6, 2021.
Comments may be submitted via email to: diablo@co.slo.ca.us, or via
USPS mail to: County of San Luis Obispo Planning & Building, Room
300,  Attention:  S.  Strachan,  976  Osos Street,  San Luis  Obispo,  CA
93408.  Please contact  Susan Strachan at  (805) 788-2129, or Cindy
Chambers at (805) 781-5608, or via the email above, for additional
information.
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ADAM BEAM

Associated Press 

 SACRAMENTO — Cali-
fornia’s Legislature will re-
convene in about a month, 
but staff are busy this week 
building boxes instead of 
bills as they work to quickly 
vacate their offices ahead of 
the scheduled demolition 
of their nearly 70-year-old 
workspace.

California’s Capitol was 
completed in 1874, and at 
the time it was big enough 
to hold most of state gov-
ernment, including the 
Legislature, the executive 
branch and the state Su-
preme Court.

But as California grew 
into the nation’s most 
populous state following 
the Gold Rush and a pair 
of world wars, state gov-
ernment grew along with 
it. Agencies moved out as 
more buildings sprung up 
around the Capitol. In 1952, 
the Annex was connected 
to the Capitol, where it has 
housed lawmakers offices 
— including the governor 
— ever since.

That ends this year as part 
of a plan to demolish the 
Annex and replace it with 

a more modern structure 
that will comply with new 
rules designed to withstand 
earthquakes and fires all 
while making the building 
more accessible for people 
with disabilities.

In the meantime, the state 
built a $423.6 million office 
building about two blocks 
away from the Capitol to 
house lawmakers and their 
staff during construction. 
The Legislature will still 
meet in their respective 
chambers in the state Capi-
tol. But their offices, instead 
of just a few floors away, will 
be about two blocks away 
until at least 2025.

That’s if everything goes 
according to plan. Unfore-
seen construction delays 
could keep them there much 
longer. And some environ-
mental and historical pres-
ervation groups have sued 
to block the project, worried 
about its impact on sur-
rounding Capitol Park and 
some of the rare trees and 
plants that live there.

Lawmakers say Capi-
tol Park’s most prominent 
trees will be protected. 
That includes the “moon 
tree” — a Redwood that 

grew from a seed that went 
to the moon on Apollo 14 
and is now about 120 feet 
(36.5 meters) tall — and a 
grove of trees planted in 
1897 that were taken from 
famous Civil War battle-
fields at Gettysburg and 
Fredericksburg.

It was mostly quiet in-
side the doomed Annex 
on Monday as some offices 
have already relocated 
to the new office space. 
That includes the large 
bronze statue of a grizzly 
bear that stood in front of 
the governor’s office. The 
bear, affectionately known 
as “bacteria bear” for its 
ability to attract school-
children’s fingers, has 
been a fixture for tourists 
since former Gov. Arnold 
Schwarzenegger personally 
paid to install it more than 
a decade ago.

In Assemblyman Evan 
Low’s office, chief of staff 
Gina Frisby worked along-
side a mini-refrigerator 
that had been cleaned and 
unplugged. She packed up 
her bosses’ office, famous 
for its wood-paneled walls 
that are widely loathed by 
lawmakers.

“I don’t know how many 
times over the years he has 
complained bout wanting 
to get that removed,” Frisby 
said.

Inside the office of As-
semblyman Adrin Nazarian, 
Chief of Staff Dan Savage 
was a bit wistful as he re-
counted his 25 years in the 
building — nearly all of his 
adult working life.

“I can’t tell you how many 
times I’ve slept on my desk 
and woke up with a crick 
in my neck,” Savage said as 
cardboard boxes lined the 
walls and coffee cups min-
gled with cleaning supplies 
on a nearby desk.

Nazarian was chair of the 
legislative budget commit-
tee that vetted the proposal 
for replacing the Annex, so 
Savage knows all about the 
building’s problems that he 
says makes the demolition 
necessary.

But closing down the An-
nex will likely be Savage’s fi-
nal act in state government 
as he plans to retire at the 
end of December.

“Not only is the building 
going, but I’m going,” he 
said. “I’ll never be able to 
come back to this building.”

Lawmakers relocate to 
make way for new building

Gina Frisby, 
chief of 
staff for 
Assemblyman 
Evan Low, 
packs boxes 
at Low’s 
Capitol Annex 
office in 
Sacramento 
on Monday. 

RICH PEDRON-

CELLI 

STEFANIE DAZIO

Associated Press 

 LANCASTER — Four 
children, including an 
infant, and their grand-
mother were found shot 
to death in a Southern 
California home and the 
children’s father was ar-
rested on suspicion of kill-
ing them, the Los Angeles 
County Sheriff’s Depart-
ment said.

The victims were found 
Sunday night in a home in 
the city of Lancaster in the 
high desert Antelope Val-
ley north of Los Angeles.

The children’s mother 
discovered the bodies and 
called 911, Lt. Brandon 
Dean told The Associated 
Press in a telephone inter-
view.

Three houses away, 
Grace Beltran and her son 
Gerard were awakened by 

first responders’ flashing 
lights. Grace Beltran said a 
woman was running back 
and forth in their front 
yard, screaming, “My ba-
bies are gone! They’re all 
dead!”

Within a few minutes of 
the mother arriving home, 
the children’s father, Ger-
marcus David, 29, turned 
himself in to deputies at 
the Lancaster sheriff’s sta-
tion, Dean said.

David was arrested af-
ter being interviewed by 
investigators and was 
held in lieu of $2 million 
bail.

It was not immediately 
known if David had a 
lawyer who could speak 
on his behalf. He was ex-
pected to make an initial 
appearance at the Ante-
lope Valley Courthouse 
on Tuesday.

Father held after 4 
California children, 
grandmother slain

ASSOCIATED PRESS

 Jack Dorsey is out of his 
post as Twitter’s chief ex-

ecutive for the second time 
in his career — this time, he 
says, by choice.

Dorsey, who co-founded 
the company, offered no spe-
cific reasons for his resigna-

tion Monday beyond an ab-
stract argument that Twitter, 
where he’s spent 16 years in 
various roles, should “break 
away from its founding and 
founders.” Dependence on 
company founders, he wrote, 
is “severely limiting.”

He will be succeeded 
by Twitter’s current chief 
technology officer, Parag 
Agrawal, a choice Wall Street 
analysts seemed to welcome, 
seeing him as a safe choice 
who will usher the company 
into what’s widely seen as 
the internet’s next era — the 
metaverse. Investors were 
less sure, sending Twitter’s 
stock 3% lower.

Dorsey was the social 
platform’s first CEO in 
2007 until he was forced 
out the following year, then 
returned to the role in 2015. 
He is known for his relaxed 
demeanor, for his some-
times massive beard that’s 
the subject of several parody 
Twitter accounts and for 
Silicon Valley eccentricities 
that include dabbling in si-
lent retreats, intermittent 
fasting, cryptocurrencies 
and blockchain.

He leaves Twitter at a 
crossroads. The service 
changed American politics, 
journalism and culture.

“But it also, it turns out, 
had a darker side and has 
been exploited for years by 
people who want to harass 
other people and spread 
falsehoods about other in-
dividuals, about groups of 
individuals, about the state 
of democracy,” said Paul 
Barrett, deputy director at 
the New York University 
Stern Center for Business 
and Human Rights.

In a letter posted on his 
Twitter account, Dorsey 
said he was “really sad...yet 
really happy” about leaving 

the company and that it was 
his decision.

Dorsey sent the first tweet 
on March 21, 2006, that read 
“just setting up my twttr.” 
Twitter went through a 
period of robust growth 
during its early years, but 
as its expansion slowed, 
the San Francisco company 
began tweaking its format in 
a bid to make it easier and 
more engaging to use. While 
it never rivaled Facebook in 
size, Twitter became a pri-
mary conduit for political 
discourse and journalism, 
for better and for worse.

He will remain on the 
board until his term ex-
pires in 2022. Agrawal 
joined Twitter in 2011 and 
has been CTO since 2017. 
Dorsey expressed confi-
dence in Agrawal and new 
board Chairman Bret Tay-
lor, who is president and 
chief operating officer of the 
business software company 
Salesforce.

Twitter was caught up 
in the heated political at-
mosphere leading up to the 
2020 election, particularly 
when it banned former Pres-
ident Donald Trump follow-
ing his incitement of the Jan. 
6 riot at the U.S. Capitol. 
Dorsey defended the move, 

saying Trump’s tweets after 
the event resulted in a risk to 
public safety and created an 
“extraordinary and unten-
able circumstance” for the 
company.

Trump sued the company, 
along with Facebook and 
YouTube, in July, alleging 
censorship.

Critics argued that Twit-
ter took too long to address 
hate speech, harassment 
and other harmful activity 
on its platform, particu-
larly during the presidential 
campaign.

Publicly, Dorsey has sig-
naled that he understood 
Twitter’s need to change. In 
a series of tweets in 2018, he 
said the company was com-
mitted to “collective health, 
openness, and civility of 
public conversation, and to 
hold ourselves publicly ac-
countable towards progress.”

“We have witnessed 
abuse, harassment, troll 
armies, manipulation 
through bots and hu-
man-coordination, misin-
formation campaigns, and 
increasingly divisive echo 
chambers. We aren’t proud 
of how people have taken 
advantage of our service, 
or our inability to address 
it fast enough,” he wrote.

Twitter CEO steps down, leaves company at a crossroads

MICHAEL REYNOLDS 

Twitter CEO Jack Dorsey appears on a screen as he speaks 
remotely during an Oct. 28, 2020, hearing before the Senate 
Commerce Committee on Capitol Hill.



00
01

A2 | FRIDAY, DECEMBER 3, 2021 SANTA MARIA TIMES

Sea shanties! El fandango! Christmas carols! Las Posadas!
Mumming antics! Chumash Storytelling! A page from Santa Barbara’s
own history comes to life when Yankee sailors meet Spanish Rancheros

at Casa de la Guerra. Experience a holiday celebration like no other, as you
enjoy this lavish theatrical entertainment full of music, dance, romance,

and favorite Alta California traditions. Join us and be joyous!

COUNTY OF SAN LUIS OBISPO 
DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & BUILDING 
TREVOR KEITH, DIRECTOR 

County of San Luis Obispo to Host Meeting on Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power 
Plant Decommissioning  

The County of San Luis Obispo will prepare an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for 
the Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant Decommissioning Project. The decommissioning 
projects involves the decontamination and removal of power plant components. It also 
involves use of one of two Santa Maria Valley Railyard Facility sites in Santa Maria or 
unincorporated northern Santa Barbara County. The rail site would be used to transfer 
decommissioning waste from trucks to rail cars, for transportation by rail to a disposal 
facility.  

The County of San Luis Obispo will hold an EIR Scoping Meeting to provide agencies  
and interested members of the public the opportunity to learn about the project, ask 
questions, and provide oral comments on the scope and content of the EIR. The County 
scheduled five (5) virtual scoping meetings. The meeting time and login details for the 
remaining meeting is as follows:  

 
Zoom 
link:  
or by Phone: (669) 900-6833 
then enter Webinar ID: 814 4006 2317 

The project’s Notice of Preparation and PG&E’s application, including a detailed Project 
Description, Map Exhibits, and studies can be accessed on the County’s website at this 
link:  

https://www.slocounty.ca.gov/Departments/Planning-Building/Grid-Items/Community-
Engagement/Active-Planning-Projects/Diablo-Canyon-Nuclear-Power-Plant-Decommissioning.aspx 

Written Scoping comments are due by 5:00 p.m., December 6, 2021. Comments may 
be submitted via email to: diablo@co.slo.ca.us, or via USPS mail to: County of San Luis 
Obispo Planning & Building, Room 300, Attention: S. Strachan, 976 Osos Street, San 
Luis Obispo, CA 93408.  

Department of Planning & Building 
976 Osos Street, Room 300  |  San Luis Obispo, CA 93408  |  (P) 805-781-5600  |  7-1-1 TTY/TRS Relay 

planning@co.slo.ca.us  |  slocounty.ca.gov 
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TERENCE CHEA 

Associated Press 

 ALAMEDA — Even 
Christmas trees aren’t im-
mune to the pandemic-in-
duced shortages and infla-
tion plaguing the economy.

Extreme weather and 
supply chain disruptions 
have reduced supplies of 
both real and artificial trees 
this season. American 
shoppers should expect to 
have fewer choices and pay 
up to 30% more for both 
types this Christmas, in-
dustry officials said.

“It’s a double whammy — 
weather and supply chain 
problems are really hamper-
ing the industry,” said Jami 
Warner, executive director 
of the American Christmas 
Tree Association, an indus-
try trade group. “Growers 
have been hard hit by floods, 
fires, smoke, drought, ex-
treme weather conditions.”

Record-breaking heat 
and wildfires in late June 
took a heavy toll on Christ-
mas tree farms in Oregon 
and Washington, two of the 
nation’s largest growers.

Warner could not provide 

an estimate of how many 
fewer trees there will be this 
year but because it takes up 
to 10 years to grow, the crop 
loss will be felt for many 
seasons to come.

The shortage of truck 
drivers is making it harder 
and more expensive to 
transport live trees from 
farms to stores and tree lots.

Warner’s advice: “Shop 
early. If you see something 
you like, buy it.”

At Crystal River Christmas 
Trees, owner Dale Pine and 
his nephew Stacy Valenzuela 
struggled to get enough trees 
to sell at their tree lot in Al-
ameda. Many of its suppliers 
in Oregon lost trees in the 
triple-digit heat wave.

“It was looking pretty 
grim for a while,” Valenzuela 
said. “Every single day you’re 
on the phone checking, ‘Hey, 
you got anything? If you do, 
send it my way.’ So a lot of 
work to get these trees on 
the ground this year.”

Crystal River had to raise 
prices this year because the 
costs of trees, labor and 
truck delivery have all gone 
up, Valenzuela said.

Alameda resident Ian 
Steplowski came to Crystal 
River lot to buy a Silvertip 
tree with his wife and two 
young kids the day after 
Thanksgiving.

“We’re having shortages 
of everything and of course 
it had to take Christmas 
trees,” Steplowski said. 
“Definitely noticing every-
thing’s a bit more expensive 
this year already.”

Teri Schaffert heard 
about the shortage of real 
trees this year, so she de-
cided to buy an artificial 
tree for the first time. 
Almost a week before 
Thanksgiving, she went 
to shop at the Burlington 
showroom of Balsam Hill, 
which primarily sells its 
artificial trees online.

“I came in early because 
I heard in the news that 
there’s not going to be 
enough fresh Christmas 
trees,” said Schaffert, who 
lives in nearby San Mateo. 
Her husband isn’t happy 
about the change. “What 
else can we do? I have to 
get ready for the future 
because I love Christmas.  

I love to decorate.”
But the artificial tree in-

dustry is struggling with 
its own supply troubles as 
clogged ports and the lack 
of truckers delay shipments 
and raise costs, said Caro-
line Tuan, Balsam Hill’s 
chief operating officer. The 
company’s trees are about 
20% more expensive this 
year and there is less variety.

“We have to bring our 
products over from our fac-
tories (in China), and that 
has been very challenging,” 
Tuan said. “All of that has 
impacted us, which means 
that we have fewer trees to 
sell as an industry.”

Worries about drought 
and drought led David 
Cruise and his wife to the 
Balsam Hill showroom to 
buy their first artificial 
tree this year.

“In the grand scheme of 
climate change here in Cal-
ifornia, this is really the way 
to go,” said Cruise, who lives 
in Brentwood. “The sooner 
everybody gets on board 
with the artificial tree, the 
sooner everybody’s going to 
enjoy it.”

Christmas tree buyers face 
reduced supplies, higher prices

Chris 
Courchaine 
carries a 
Christmas 
tree he 
bought 
at Crystal 
River 
Christmas 
Trees in 
Alameda 
on Nov. 26.

TERRY CHEA 

ASSOCIATED PRESS

 BEVERLY HILLS— A 
29-year-old man has been 
arrested in the death of 
philanthropist Jacque-
line Avant, who was fa-
tally shot this week at the 
Beverly Hills home she 
shared with her husband, 
legendary music execu-
tive Clarence Avant, police  
said Thursday.

Aariel Maynor is cur-
rently on parole and was 
taken into custody early 
Wednesday by Los An-
geles police at a sep-
arate residence after 
a burglary there, Bev-
erly Hills Police Chief  
Mark Stainbrook said.

Police recovered an AR-

15 rifle at that home that 
was believed to have been 
used in the shooting of 
Jacqueline Avant. Maynor 
accidentally shot himself 
in the foot with the gun, 
police said, and is being 
treated before he can be 
booked into jail.

Authorities do not be-
lieve there are any other 
suspects in the Avant case, 
and Stainbrook said there 
are no outstanding threats 
to public safety.

Police have not yet de-
termined Maynor’s mo-
tive or whether he targeted 
the Avant home or it was a 
random attack. It was not 
immediately known if he 
had an attorney.

Man arrested in death 
of Jacqueline Avant, 
music icon’s wife

TALI ARBEL

AP Technology Writer 

 The Federal Trade Com-
mission on Thursday sued 
to block graphics chip 
maker Nvidia’s $40 billion 
purchase of chip designer 
Arm, saying the deal would 
create a powerful company 
that could hurt the growth 
of new technologies.

Nvidia Corp., based in 
Santa Clara, California, said 
in September 2020 that it 
was buying United King-
dom-based Arm Ltd. from 
Japanese technology gi-
ant Softbank to “create the 
world’s premier computing 

company for the age of AI.”
But the deal immediately 

raised concerns that Arm 
would abandon its business 
model of licensing chip de-
signs to hundreds of tech 
companies, including many 
of Nvidia’s competitors.

Many of the world’s 
smartphones run on Arm’s 
chip designs and it is a vital 
supplier for companies like 
Apple and Samsung. It’s also 
an innovator in chip technol-
ogy that can power artificial 
intelligence for connected 
devices like medical sensors. 
Nvidia’s chips are essential to 
computers and data centers 

and the company says it has 
a wide range of competitors, 
from chip makers like AMD, 
Intel and Qualcomm, to 
computer networking pro-
vider Cisco and tech giants 
Google and Amazon.

“The FTC is suing to 
block the largest semi-
conductor chip merger in 
history to prevent a chip 
conglomerate from stifling 
the innovation pipeline for 
next-generation technolo-
gies,” FTC Bureau of Com-
petition Director Holly Ve-
dova said in a news release. 
“This proposed deal would 
distort Arm’s incentives in 

chip markets and allow the 
combined firm to unfairly 
undermine Nvidia’s rivals.”

The deal would give the 
combined company con-
trol over technology that 
rival firms need to develop 
their own chips, the FTC 
alleged. That would harm 
competition in markets 
where Nvidia uses Arm-
based designs, the FTC says, 
including systems in cars 
that do things like automate 
lane changes and prevent 
collisions, and data centers 
critical to cloud computing.

Regulators in the U.K. and 
the European Union have 
also opened investigations 
into the deal, citing compe-
tition concerns.

Nvidia said it will “con-
tinue to work to demonstrate 
that this transaction will 
benefit the industry and pro-

mote competition.” It said it 
will “vigorously contest” the 
FTC’s lawsuit.

The company added that 
it is “committed to preserv-
ing Arm’s open licensing 
model and ensuring that its 

IP is available to all interested 
licensees, current and future.”

An Arm spokesperson re-
ferred questions to Nvidia. A 
Softbank spokesperson did 
not immediately reply to a 
request for comment.

US government sues to block $40 billion Nvidia-Arm chip deal

MANU FERNANDEZ 

People gather in the Nvidia booth at the Mobile World 
Congress mobile phone trade show on Feb. 27, 2014, in 
Barcelona, Spain.
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Attendees – Public Scoping Meetings (Virtual) 
Diablo Canyon Power Plant Decommissioning Project 

Tuesday, November 9, 2021, 
10am 
1. Stephen Delear* (BLM)

2. James Jennings
3. Peter von Langen (RWCQB)

4. Kara Woodruff
5. Michelle (last name not

provided)
6. Pat Mullen
7. Cynthia Herzog (CSLC)

8. Rene Ferini* (Supervisor Bob 
Nelson, Santa Barbara County)

9. Eric Greening*
10. Sara Sanders
11. Eric Daniels
12. Garrett Veyna
13. Lucinda Calvo (CSLC)

14. Steve Black
15. Chuck Anders
16. Drew Simpkin (CSLC)

17. Molly Kern
18. Amanda Canepa* (CDFW)

19. Doug Barker
20. Nicole Ellis
21. Gordon Withers
22. Mark Elvin

Tuesday November 9, 2021, 
6pm 
1. Jill Zamek*
2. Lucinda Calvo (CSLC)

3. Carina Corral
4. Harrison Fugate*
5. Eric Daniels
6. June Maguire
7. Coleman Miller*
8. Jeff Wheelwright*
9. Chuck Anders
10. Benita Epstein*

Wednesday, December 1, 
2021, 10 am and 6 pm** 
1. Carl Wurtz* (am)

2. Jim Austin* (am) (Sta Maria
Fire Marshal)

3. Kara Woodruff* (am)

4. Dan Eady* (am)

5. Susan Harvey* (am)

6. Jack Krasner* (am)

7. Mckayla* (am)

8. Bill Almas* (am)

9. Gene Nelson* (am)

10. Matt Downing* (am)

11. Mike Gatto* (am)

12. Chris Hamma
13. Doug Tait
14. Luke Moylan
15. Sam Roth
16. Kendall Steeves
17. Drake Mossman
18. Carina Corral
19. Lucinda Calvo (CSLC)

20. Aiden Smith)

21. Ken Thompson
22. Hannah Bielcik
23. Sofia Bryukhova
24. Bastiaan Weststrate
25. Jordan Skow
26. Owen Kaufman
27. Ryan Hudson
28. Glenn Martin
29. Chuck Anders
30. Carol (last name not provided)

31. Warren Hansen
32. Jesus Velasquez
33. June Maguire
34. Eric Daniels
35. Sherry Lewis

December 1 Meeting, Cont. 
36. Sherry Danoff* (am/pm)

37. Kristina Spearman
38. Cole Cleminshaw
39. Coleman Miller* (pm)

40. Brandon Williams
41. Eric Greening* (pm)

42. Thomas Marre
43. Adam Cleary

Saturday, December 4, 2021, 
2pm 
1. Kenderick Kelly
2. Brandon Howell
3. August Hogen-esch
4. Sebastian Koran
5. Steve Benedict
6. Ken Thompson
7. Lucinda Calvo (CSLC)

8. Supervisor Ortiz-Legg
9. Sheila Baker
10. Chuck Anders
11. Claire Carlson
12. Louise Scott
13. Lauren Brown*
14. Tristan De Lemos
15. Mary Jo Borak* (CPUC)

Attendance - All Meetings:  90 
Speakers - All Meetings:     25 

*These individuals asked questions or provided oral comments at the meetings.
**For this series of meetings, Zoom generated a combined report for both meetings. However, for both the am and pm meetings,

approximately 30 people participated in each meeting based on meeting notes. For all meetings, speakers were confirmed 
through meeting transcripts.   
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Virtual Public Scoping Meetings

County of San Luis Obispo

November 9,
December 1, and

December 4, 2021

PG&E’s
Diablo Canyon

Power Plant
Decommissioning

Project

Meeting Participation via Zoom
• All attendees will be muted during the presentation

• Q&A/Scoping Comments: Use the RAISE HAND feature
• We will call on you to speak during Q&A, and at end of presentation for

scoping comments

• Note: This meeting is being recorded If joining by PHONE:
•Press *9 to raise your hand
When called on:
•Press *6 to unmute

1

2
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Meeting Agenda

• Introductions

• PG&E’s Proposed Project: DCPP Decommissioning Project
Description

• Questions and Answers

• County Driven Analysis: Future Site Re Use Concepts
• Questions and Answers

• EIR Process
• Questions and Answers

• Scoping Comments

Meeting Participants

County of San Luis Obispo Planning and Building
• Susan Strachan – Nuclear Power Plant Decommissioning Manager
• Cindy Chambers – Senior Planner

Aspen Environmental Group – County Consultants
• Sandra Alarcón Lopez – EIR Project Manager
• Lisa Blewitt – Deputy Project Manager

PG&E representatives are available to answer questions
regarding their proposed project

3

4
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Purpose of Meeting and Scoping

• CEQA requires 30 day scoping period

• Meeting required for project of Statewide, regional or areawide
significance

• Opportunity for agencies and public to provide input and
comment on the scope and content of the EIR

• Provide oral comments at a scoping meeting or provide written
comments by mail or email

• Opportunity to provide input on project alternatives, evaluation
methods, and mitigation measures

• Background
• Agency jurisdictions
• Power plant

decommissioning
• Offsite locations for waste

transportation

Project Description

5

6

 July 2023 Draft EIR



4

• PG&E land use application filed March 29, 2021
• Development Plan/Coastal Development Permit and Conditional Use Permit

for both Coastal and Inland components
• County comment letter issued April 28, 2021
• PG&E application supplement filed July 8, 2021
• County comment letter issued August 9, 2021
• PG&E additional application information filed on October 6, 2021
• County accepted application on October 27, 2021

Land Use Application

General Site Vicinity

7

8
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Diablo Canyon Power Plant Site

Agency Jurisdictions

9

10
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• County of San Luis Obispo – CEQA Lead Agency, Development
Plan/Coastal Development Permit and Conditional Use Permit for
both Coastal and Inland components

• California Coastal Commission – Original jurisdiction Coastal
Development Permit, appeal jurisdiction for County CDP permit

• California State Lands Commission – New lease or lease
amendment

• Nuclear Regulatory Commission – Oversees decommissioning
process – cleanup/removal radioactive structures and systems,
transfer spent fuel; termination of Part 50 License

Agency Jurisdictions, cont.

• Unit 1 NRC license termination: November 2, 2024
• Unit 2 NRC license termination: August 26, 2025
• 2016: PG&E stopped NRC license renewal effort
• 2018: CPUC approved retirement
• 2024: PG&E proposes to begin decommissioning and

dismantling plant

DCPP Decommissioning

11

12
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Decommissioning will occur in two
phases:
• Phase 1: 2024 2031 – Pre Planning

and Decommissioning Activities
• Phase 2: 2032 2039 – Completion

of Soil Remediation, Final Status
Surveys, and Final Site Restoration

Project Description

• Decommissioning Includes:
• Decontamination and demolition of infrastructure,

buildings and structures
• Retention of some structures
• Construction of new buildings/structures in future PG&E

Owner Controlled Area
• Installation of temporary infrastructure and buildings
• Use of off site rail loading sites

Project Description, cont.

13

14
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Project Description, cont.

Project Description, cont.

15

16
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Project Description, cont.

• Temporary infrastructure and building modifications
• Decontamination and demolition of buildings
• New buildings/structures construction in future PG&E

Owner Controlled Area
• Spent fuel and GTCC waste transfer to ISFSI and new GTCC

Storage Facility
• Removal and restoration of discharge structure

Phase 1: Decommissioning (2024 2031)

17

18
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Phase 1: Decommissioning (2024 2031)

Phase 1: Decommissioning (2024 2031)

• Removal of nuclear reactor
pressure vessels and internals,
steam generators

• Site characterization to identify
contaminated areas

• Soil remediation and Final
Status Surveys

• Modification and utilization of
off site railyards

19

20
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• Continue soil remediation and Final Status Surveys
• Remove infrastructure not needed for retained facilities
• Final site restoration
• Site restoration monitoring (up to 5 years)
• Termination of NRC Part 50 DCPP operating licenses
• Transition to ISFSI and GTCC storage operations

Phase 2: Restoration (2032 2039)

Three transportation modes:

• Barge
• Truck
• Truck to Rail

Decommissioning Waste Transportation

21

22
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• City of Pismo Beach
(contingency, non
radioactive/non
hazardous wastes)

• City of Santa Maria
(Osburn Yard)

• County of Santa Barbara
(Betteravia Industrial Park)

Rail Loading Facilities

Rail Loading Facilities

23

24
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Rail Loading Facilities

Questions on the
Proposed Project?

25

26
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• County driven analysis
• Not part of PG&E’s

Proposed Project or
proposed by PG&E

• Concepts will be
compared to provide
early high level analysis
of possible post
decommissioning uses

Future Site Reuse Concepts (2040+)

Future Site Reuse Concepts (2040+)

• University Campus
• Developed Recreation
• Day Use Recreation
• Research Facility

• Renewable Energy
Generation and/or Storage

• Resort Hotel
• Mixed Use
• Offshore Wind Port/Support

Facility

Concepts under consideration by the County of San Luis Obispo:

27

28
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Questions on Analysis of
Reuse Concepts?

• CEQA applies to projects that require a discretionary
approval from a State or local agency

• Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is
required when evidence indicates that the proposed project
would have a significant impact(s) on the environment

• CEQA allows lead agency to move forward with the analysis
without an Initial Study if an EIR will be prepared

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)

29

30
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EIR Process and Schedule

October 28, 2021 Oct. 28 Dec. 6, 2021 Winter 2022

Notice of
Preparation

Scoping
Period
40 days

Draft EIR
Preparation

Draft EIR
Public Review

Period
min. 60 days

Final EIR
Preparation

EIR
Certification

5 Scoping
Meetings

Public
Comment
Hearing

Public
Hearings

Nov. 9, Dec. 1, and Dec. 4, 2021 Fall 2022 Summer 2023
Opportunity for Public Input Opportunity for Public Input Opportunity for Public Input

Contents and Purpose of an EIR
Contents:
• Detailed description of PG&E’s proposed project
• Describe the environmental and regulatory setting of the project area
• Disclose the potential environmental impacts of the proposed project
• Identify and evaluate alternatives that reduce significant impacts
• Propose measures to reduce/avoid significant environmental impacts
• Separate chapter for description and comparison of County driven

review of future reuse concepts
Purpose:
• Provide technically sound information for decision makers to consider

in evaluating the proposed project

31
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Environmental Issues to be Evaluated

Aesthetics
Air Quality
Biological Res: Marine/Terrestrial
Cultural Res: Archaeology/Built Envir.
Cultural Res: Tribal Cultural Resources
Energy
Geology, Soils, and Coastal Processes
Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Hazardous and Radiological Materials
Hydrology and Water Quality
Land Use, Planning, and Agriculture
Mineral Resources

Noise
Population and Housing
Public Services and Utilities
Recreation and Public Access
Transportation
Wildfire

The EIR will also evaluate:
Climate Change and Sea Level Rise
Commercial Fishing
Environmental Justice
State Tide and Submerged Lands

NRC Preemption and Radiological Hazards

• Preemptive authority over radiological safety
• Radiological aspects of decommissioning
• Handling, storage, transport, disposal, and monitoring of spent

nuclear fuel and high level radioactive waste
• Storage design and shipping casks
• Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation/Greater Than Class C

waste storage – design location, and operations

• EIR will present NRC requirements and required safety plans

33

34
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Impact Analysis

• Impacts are based on changes to the environment compared
to existing conditions

• Direct, indirect, cumulative, and growth inducing effects

• CEQA requires the analysis to focus on “significant” impacts
• Mitigation measures are required to reduce or avoid

significant impacts
• Social and economic impacts are not considered significant

Alternatives

• Alternatives will be determined by CEQA requirements:
• Consistency with most project objectives
• Ability to reduce or avoid impacts of proposed project
• Feasibility of proposed alternatives

• Alternatives may include changes to the proposed project
• CEQA requires evaluation of No Project Alternative

• This project may include more than one No Project Alternative
• Evaluated in less detail than the proposed project

35

36
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Questions on EIR Process?

Scoping Comments

• Environmental concerns that may result from PG&E’s proposed
project; suggested areas to comment on:

• Scope and content of EIR
• Local environmental knowledge
• Issues that need evaluation or how issues are evaluated
• Feasible alternatives to PG&E’s Proposed Project
• Mitigation measures to avoid or reduce impacts of the Proposed Project

• Other options the County should consider for future site reuse

37
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Scoping Comments via Zoom

If joining by PHONE:
•Press *9 to raise your hand
When called on:
• Press *6 to unmute

• Oral Scoping Comments: Please use
the RAISE HAND feature and we will
unmute you and call on you to speak

• Speakers limited to 3 minutes

How to Provide Comments
Comments are due by December 6, 2021

You can also email or mail comments.

Mail Comment to:
Susan Strachan
Nuclear Power Plant Decommissioning Project Manager
San Luis Obispo County,
Department of Planning and Building
976 Osos St #300, San Luis Obispo, CA 93408

Email Comment to:
diablo@co.slo.ca.us
Subject Line: DCPP Decommissioning Project NOP Comments

39

40

 July 2023 Draft EIR



21

Thank you
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1    MS. STRACHAN:  Good morning.  I'm Susan 

2 Strachan.  I'm the County's decommissioning manager 

3 overseeing the permitting for the decommissioning of the 

4 Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant.  I want to welcome 

5 all of you here today.  This is, as you know, a virtual 

6 meeting.  

7   If I could have the next slide, please.  I just 

8 want to go over how people can participate in the 

9 meeting via Zoom.  So first of all, all attendees will 

10 be muted during the presentation.  We will have a few 

11 question-and-answer sessions and we'll have a scoping 

12 comment session. 

13    If you're participating online, in order to 

14 speak during those time periods, use the raise-the-hand 

15 feature, which is located at the toolbar at the bottom 

16 of your screen, and then we will call on you to speak 

17 during the Q and A, or at the end of the presentation 

18 for the scoping meetings.

19    If you're participating by phone, you press 

20 star 9 to raise your hand, and when called upon, press 

21 star 9 to unmute.  This meeting, as Sandra said, is 

22 being recorded and we'll repeat these instructions for 

23 how to participate before each of those time periods.  

24 So don't worry, you don't have to memorize all of this 

25 right now. 
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1   Next slide please.  I want to go through the 

2 meeting agenda, so we will go through introductions.  

3 I'm then I'm going to provide a description of PG&E's 

4 proposed decommissioning project.  Once we go through 

5 the project description, we'll have a 

6 question-and-answer session.  We do have representatives 

7 from PG&E available to help with that portion of the 

8 program.

9    Next, we're going to get into a discussion of 

10 future site reuse concepts.  So these are concepts for 

11 what could be on the site once the decommissioning 

12 activities are over.  This is a County driven analysis. 

13 It's not part of PG&E's proposed project, but it is 

14 something that will be included in the environmental 

15 impact report. 

16    We'll then have a second question-and-answer 

17 session to answer any questions with regard to this 

18 analysis.  Followed by that, we will have a presentation 

19 on the environmental impact report process, and again, 

20 have a third question-and-answer period, followed by 

21 scoping comments, which again, is the opportunity for 

22 participants to provide comments on basically what 

23 they'd like to see covered in the environmental impact 

24 report.  Next slide please.

25   So for introductions as I mentioned, I'm Susan 
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1 Strachan.  I'm the nuclear power plant decommissioning 

2 manager for San Luis Obispo County.  Cindy Chambers 

3 works with me, she's a senior planner with the County 

4 and then we have Aspen environmental group.  Aspen are 

5 consultants to the County.  They will be preparing the 

6 environmental impact report for the Diablo 

7 decommissioning. 

8    I want to point out that Aspen Environmental 

9 Group also is the group that prepared the environmental 

10 impact report for the decommissioning of the San Onofre 

11 nuclear power plant in San Diego County.  That 

12 decommissioning is going on right now. 

13   Representing Aspen is Sandra Alarcon-Lopez, 

14 she's the EIR project manager, and Lisa Blewitt, who is 

15 the deputy project manager.  And as I mentioned, we also 

16 have PG&E representatives who'll be available to answer 

17 questions and I will introduce them when we get to that 

18 portion of the meeting.  Next slide, please.

19   Now, first let's talk about what the purpose of 

20 the meeting is, and scoping.  So scoping is required 

21 under the California Environmental Quality act.  It 

22 requires a 30-day scoping period where people can make 

23 comments on content of the environmental impact report.  

24 I have to say that for this project, we're actually 

25 taking a longer scoping period, because when we issued 
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1 the notice of preparation, which is what kicks off that 

2 scoping period and counted out 30 days, that 30 days 

3 landed right around Thanksgiving.  So we extended it to 

4 actually approximately 40 days to give more time due to 

5 the Thanksgiving holiday.

6    Scoping meetings are required for projects 

7 which are of statewide, regional or area-wide 

8 significance.  And again, it's an opportunity for 

9 agencies in the public to provide input on the scope and 

10 content of the EIR. 

11   Now, there's three different ways the comments 

12 can be provided.  They can be provided through a scoping 

13 meeting like we're having today, where you can provide 

14 verbal comments or you can provide written comments by 

15 mail or by email, and we'll provide information on the 

16 mailing address and the email address when we get to the 

17 scoping comment portion of the meeting. 

18    The scoping meeting or scoping also provides an 

19 opportunity for agencies in the public to provide input 

20 on project alternatives, EIR evaluation methods, and 

21 mitigation methods.  Next slide, please.

22   So now I want to get into providing a 

23 description of the project that has been proposed by 

24 PG&E to the County, go into a little bit of background 

25 on the application, talk about the jurisdiction of some 
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1 of the key agencies, discuss the power plant 

2 decommissioning activities, and then talk about some 

3 offsite locations for waste transportation that are 

4 proposed by PG&E.  Next slide, please.  

5    So to give some background on PG&E's land use 

6 application, they filed the application on March 29th, 

7 2021 with the County.  The application is for a 

8 development plan, coastal development permit, and a 

9 conditional use permit.  The site actually has a portion 

10 in the coastal zone and then a portion in the inland 

11 part of the County, which is why you have the different 

12 permits or applications that were submitted. 

13   Once the County receives the application, it 

14 then does a 30-day application review.  It sends out 

15 letters to agencies and organizations asking for input 

16 on the application and then does its own review.  So at 

17 the end of the 30 days, the County issued a comment 

18 letter on April 28th, 2021, listing additional 

19 information that we needed for the application. 

20    PG&E responded with the filing of an 

21 application supplement on July 8th.  County then did get 

22 another 30-day review, again, sent out referral letters 

23 to the agencies and organizations, and a second County 

24 comment letter was issued on August 9th.

25  PG&E then responded to that letter with a 
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1 filing on October 6th.  And on October 27th the County 

2 accepted PG&E's application.  With that application 

3 accepted, we then issued the notice of preparation on 

4 October 28th.  Next slide.

5   So this slide is a general site vicinity of the 

6 Diablo Canyon Power Plant.  The power plant is marked, 

7 or the boundaries are marked in blue.  The yellow area 

8 are Diablo Canyon lands that are owned by PG&E or Eureka 

9 Energy, which is a subsidiary of PG&E.  Next slide, 

10 please. 

11    So this shows the boundary of the power plant 

12 site marked in red and then actually in an aerial of the 

13 power plant site itself.  Next slide.

14    So this slide shows the agency's jurisdiction. 

15 So the yellow line going through the middle marks the 

16 coastal zone.  And so the area above the coastal zone in 

17 brown, that's the inland portion, portion of the site 

18 that is not in the coastal zone.  The green part is that 

19 area which is in the coastal zone. 

20    So from a County permitting standpoint, it 

21 covers both the inland and the green coastal zone 

22 portion.  If you go then farther down toward where the 

23 water is, where Sandra has the cursor, that covers a 

24 jurisdiction that's under the California Coastal 

25 Commission and the State Lands Commission.  Next slide, 
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1 please. 

2    Now, this slide talks about the different 

3 activities by these agencies.  So County of San Louis 

4 Obispo, we are the lead agency under the California 

5 environment quality act.  That means that we have the 

6 responsibility for preparing the environmental impact 

7 report.  And again, the permits that would be issued, 

8 assuming the project is approved or listed below. 

9   California Coastal Commission is a responsible 

10 agency under the California Environmental Quality Act.

11 So we work closely with them to make sure that the 

12 environmental impact report is going to cover the things 

13 they need in order to do their permitting.  That area 

14 down by the water on the previous slide is the original 

15 jurisdiction of the Coastal Commission. 

16    So they'll be issuing a permit for activities 

17 in that area, but it's important to point out that the 

18 portion of the site within the coastal zone is in the 

19 appeal jurisdiction of the Coastal Commission.  So any 

20 permit issued by the County within any Coastal 

21 Commission appealed jurisdiction can be appealed to the 

22 Coastal Commission. 

23   California State Lands Commission is a trustee 

24 agency under California Environmental Quality Act.  They 

25 will be issuing a new lease or a lease amendment for 
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1 project features within their jurisdiction, which, 

2 again, is down in that water area that was in the 

3 previous slide.  And the Nuclear Regulatory Commission 

4 is a federal agency which oversees decommissioning 

5 process.  So they're specifically cleanup, removal of 

6 radioactive structures and systems, transfer spent fuel, 

7 and then termination of the licenses for the project. 

8   With the involvement of the NRC, state and 

9 local agencies are preempted for issues dealing with 

10 radiological hazards and radiological safety.  And we'll 

11 get in that in more detail when we're talking about the 

12 EIR process.  Next slide, please.

13   Now, the Diablo Canyon Power Plant 

14 Decommissioning, there are two nuclear units on the 

15 site.  Unit 1, the license terminates in November of 

16 2024, and Unit 2, the license terminates in August of 

17 2025.  PG&E had been embarking on renewing the licenses 

18 for these projects, but in 2016, stopped that license 

19 renewal effort, and determined that it was going to 

20 retire the plant. 

21   In 2018, the California Public Utilities 

22 Commission approved the retirement of the Diablo Canyon 

23 Power Plant.  And then PG&E initiated its permitting for 

24 the decommissioning activities.  The plan is that PG&E 

25 proposes to begin the decommissioning and dismantling of 
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1 the plant in 2024.  Next slide, please.

2   Now, the decommissioning will occur in two 

3 phases, two time periods.  Phase 1, 2024 to 2031 is when 

4 preplanning and decommissioning activities will occur.  

5 In other words, this is a bulk of the decommissioning, a 

6 bulk of taking every thing down will occur during that 

7 phase 1 time period. 

8   In phase two, which is 2032 to 2039, they'll be 

9 doing completion of soil remediation, final status 

10 surveys.  These are surveys that are conducted as a 

11 requirement by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to 

12 ensure that the site meets established radiological 

13 release criteria.  And then they'll be doing the final 

14 site restoration of the site.  Next slide, please.

15   Now, the project decommissioning, I think when 

16 people think of decommissioning, think about 

17 decontamination and demolition of infrastructure and 

18 buildings and structures, and that is a key component of 

19 it.  But as proposed, it includes the retention of some 

20 structures and I'll go through those, the construction 

21 of new buildings and structures, which will be in a 

22 future PG&E owner-controlled area on the site.  And I'll 

23 be going through that. 

24    And then decommissioning also involves the 

25 installation of temporary infrastructure and buildings 
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1 that are needed to accommodate the decommissioning 

2 effort.  And then it's also going to include the use of 

3 some offsite rail loading sites.  Next slide, please.

4    Now, this slide depicts areas that are not 

5 going to be removed, and those are denoted in black in 

6 terms of roads within the plant site and in red in terms 

7 of different structures.  So down by the water, we have 

8 the two break waters.  PG&E proposes to have those 

9 remain.  And the intake structure, PG&E proposes to have 

10 that remain also.  These are the structures that could 

11 be available for future reviews by others. 

12    Then moving on up, this is what we're going to 

13 get into, what would be referred to as a future PG&E 

14 owner controlled area.  You have the rectangle, which is 

15 the -- it says ISFSI, which stands for Independent Spent 

16 Fuel Storage Installation.  That's where spent fuel is 

17 currently stored.  And then once decommissioning begins 

18 spent fuel that's currently in, the reactors will be 

19 transported and stored up in that ISFSI.  That is a site 

20 that has been previously permitted. 

21   Next to it are the raw water reservoirs.  Those 

22 will remain.  There's a 230 KV switch yard which will 

23 remain, and a 500 KV switch yard, which will remain.  

24 Next slide, please.

25  Now, this slide covers the features which would 
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1 be in the new PG&E owner-controlled area.  Some of them, 

2 like ISFSI, for example, the switch yards, raw water 

3 reservoir that I pointed out in the previous slide, are 

4 existing structures that will remain and be in this 

5 owner-controlled area.  The green boxes denote new 

6 construction.  So given that the fuel will be up in this 

7 upper part of the site and the remaining part of the 

8 site will be decommissioned, a new security building 

9 will be built up in this area.

10    Also, a new indoor firing range will be built 

11 in this area.  PG&E also proposes to build a 

12 Greater-than-Class-C waste facility, which will store 

13 reactor internals or process waste for which there is 

14 not a federal repository for it to be sent offsite 

15 similar to the spent fuel. 

16   So that will stay on site also and be 

17 constructed as part of the decommission effort.  Next 

18 slide.

19   Now, this slide, there's a lot going on here, 

20 but what I like about it is that it's a site layout for 

21 decommissioning for this lower portion of the site.  And 

22 I think it depicts all that's involved in terms of 

23 decommissioning.  So it identifies different lots.  

24 These are parking lots that will be used to accommodate 

25 decommissioning workers. 
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1    Parking lots are also converted to serve as 

2 lay-down for the decommissioning effort.  It shows 

3 buildings that are existing buildings that will be 

4 converted to uses to support decommissioning.  So, for 

5 example, the main warehouse, which is identified in 

6 orange will be modified to create a waste handling 

7 facility where waste will be segregated, stockpiled, 

8 packaged for offsite transport. 

9    There's another building, a flex equipment 

10 building, which will be modified to create what's 

11 referred to as an environmental count room or a lab to 

12 be used for testing soil samples.  So this just gives an 

13 idea of what will go where during the decommissioning 

14 effort, which is a lot of activity.  Next slide, please.

15   So some of the activities that are going to 

16 happen during the phase 1 decommissioning again, 2024 to 

17 2031, temporary infrastructure and building 

18 modifications like those ones I just mentioned will 

19 happen during this time period.  Decontamination and 

20 demolition of buildings, again, the new buildings and 

21 structures to be constructed in the future PG&E 

22 owner-controlled area will occur. 

23    During phase 1, the spent fuel and 

24 Greater-than-Class-C waste will be transferred to the 

25 independent spent fuel storage installation and the new 
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1 Greater-than-Class-C waste storage facility, and removal 

2 and restoration of the discharge structure will begin 

3 during this phase.  Next slide, please.

4          So this is a picture of the discharge structure 

5 during decommissioning.  So this is the structure that 

6 will be one of the structures that will be removed as a 

7 result of decommissioning.  Next slide, please.

8          So going on from the discharge structure 

9 removal, the picture on the right shows the circles are 

10 tight with a proposed coffer dam, basically creating an 

11 area where the water can be pumped out, creating a dry 

12 space for the discharge structure to be removed. 

13          Other activities during this phase are removal 

14 of the nuclear reactor pressure vessels and internals, 

15 steam generators, site characterization to identify 

16 contaminated areas.  With those contaminated areas 

17 identified, soil remediation will recur, and again, the 

18 final status surveys that I mentioned previously. 

19          Also during this phase, modification and 

20 utilization of the offsite railyards would occur.  Next 

21 slide.

22          During phase 2 of the project, soil remediation 

23 and final status surveys would continue.  Any 

24 infrastructure that is now not needed for retained 

25 facilities would be removed.  Final site restoration 



DIABLO CANYON DECOMMISSIONING PROJECT     PUBLIC MEETING (AM) NOVEMBER 9, 2021

BARRETT REPORTING, INC. (888) 740-1100 www.barrettreporting.com

15

1 would happen.  So this is the grading of the site, the 

2 development with storm water management system, now that 

3 structures have been removed, will be developed and 

4 revegetation would happen. 

5    There will be monitoring of that site 

6 restoration effort for up to five years and then PG&E 

7 will terminate its NRC license, part 50 license, which 

8 covers the current operation of the plant, and it will 

9 transition into a ISFSI, meaning the spent fuel and the 

10 Greater-than-Class-C waste storage operations.  Next 

11 slide, please.

12   I wanted to talk for a moment about 

13 decommissioning waste transportation.  PG&E is proposing 

14 a blended approach for waste transportation.  It will 

15 consist of transporting waste by barge, transporting 

16 waste by truck, meaning directly on a truck to an 

17 offsite disposal facility, and then transporting by 

18 truck to an offsite rail facility that I mentioned 

19 previously. 

20   What's helpful with this blended approach is 

21 that barge transportation can accommodate much more 

22 waste than a truck can.  And so by using barge 

23 transportation for taking waste off site, it 

24 dramatically reduces the number of trucks that would 

25 otherwise be on the road transporting waste. 
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PG&E has used barge transportation before.  

That picture on that slide is steam generators that were 

transported on site in roughly 2006 time period.  Next 

slide, please.

So I mentioned the railroading facilities.  

PG&E has proposed three different sites.  This slide 

shows where they are in relation to the Diablo Canyon 

Power Plant.  One site is in Pismo Beach.  This site 

would be used as a contingency, and there would be no 

radiological or hazardous waste transported to this 

facility. 

There are two other sites.  One in the city of 

Santa Maria, one in Santa Barbara County.  Both of these 

will be evaluated in the environmental impact report.  

However, ultimately only one of the sites will be used.  

Next slide, please.

Here's a depiction of the Pismo Beach railyard 

facility.  This is on property owned by PG&E, and it's 

off of Price Canyon Road.  And again, this is a site 

that would be used as a contingency site. Next slide.

  And then this shows the two sites. 
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1          And with that, we'd like to take questions on 

2 the proposed project.  As I mentioned previously, if you 

3 are participating online, please use the raise-hand 

4 feature at the bottom of your screen and we'll call on 

5 you to speak during Q and A.  And then if you're joining 

6 by phone, press star 9 to raise your hand.  When called 

7 upon, press star 6 to mute. 

8          And with this, I wanted to start answering 

9 questions.  We have Tom Jones with PG&E and Kris Vardas 

10 from PG&E.  Do we have any questions?

11          MS. BLEWITT:  Here we go.  I have Rene Ferini.  

12 I'm going to allow you to unmute yourself now.

13          MS. FERINI:  Hi, everyone.  My name is Rene 

14 Ferini.  I work for supervisor Bob Nelson in Santa 

15 Barbara County.  I just wanted to clarify, at the 

16 proposed Santa Maria railyards, would any nuclear waste 

17 be handled there, or would it be the same parameters as 

18 the Pismo railyard?

19          MS. STRACHAN:  There would be nuclear waste 

20 transported there, and we can have PG&E go into detail 

21 in terms of how that will be done, but Pismo is the one 

22 where it would be nonradiological or hazardous waste. 

23          Tom, do you want to go into more detail on 

24 that, please?

25          MR. JONES:  Yeah.  I wouldn't use the term 
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1 nuclear waste.  That's typically associated with the 

2 fuel.  What we'd be talking about is low level 

3 radiological items similar to what you might have at a 

4 hospital or university or manufacturing facility.  These 

5 are large components that are too large for long range 

6 truck, could be on barge, but that's the type of item 

7 that would be there.  It's not associated with spent 

8 nuclear fuel.

9   MS. FERINI:  Got it.  And then also, how are 

10 you going to determine which railyard you are going to 

11 use?  What are the parameters?

12    MR. JONES:  We're still under evaluation.  Each 

13 has pluses and minuses from a transportation 

14 perspective.  So we're looking at those.  The Pismo yard 

15 is terribly constrained for the length of the 

16 components, combined with the traffic in that area.  

17 It's more difficult than approaching any of these yards.  

18 And both of the yards in Santa Maria, one in the 

19 unincorporated, one in the incorporated portion of the 

20 city, are in active use today. 

21    The one in the County stores rail cars for the 

22 railroads right now.  And then the one in Santa Maria in 

23 the proper city limits in the Santa Maria transports 

24 agricultural weather equipment on a regular basis.  So 

25 there's pluses and minuses to the infrastructure we need 
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1 to build out on these locations.  So that's still under 

2 evaluation.

3    MS. FERINI:  Awesome.  Thank you.  That's all 

4 my questions.

5  MS. STRACHAN:   Thank you.

6    MS. BLEWITT:  We have an additional question 

7 coming in from Amanda.  Please state your name and 

8 affiliation and unmute yourself.

9  MS. CANEPA:  Hi, this is Amanda Canepa with the 

10 California Department of Fish & Wildlife.  I was hoping 

11 either Tom or Kris, if you can elaborate a little bit on 

12 PG&E's decision to remove the discharge structure, but 

13 to leave the intake structure in place.

14    MR. JONES:  Sure.  So I'll start and I'll ask 

15 Kris to add anything that he'd like to.  Our current 

16 conditions of our lease from the California State Lands 

17 Commission require that all tenant improvements be 

18 removed.  And so in keeping with that, the discharge 

19 structure will no longer be useful to the project or the 

20 site after a certain period of time. 

21   We seek to convert the intake to a barging 

22 platform and maintain the breakwaters to have a calm 

23 harbor in which to facilitate shipment through barge.

24    Moreover, the breakwater composes a nice 

25 marina, and it's been host now to federally major black 
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, and that disturbance is something we wish to 

avoid. So the discharge structure is very small and we 

would restore that slope once it's removed. But again, 

it doesn't support the ongoing project or have further 

public utility like the breakwaters intake structure 

would have. 

Kris, would you like to add anything to that?

MR. VARDAS:  I think that's pretty good 

summary.  I can answer any further questions that Amanda 

may have.

MS. CANEPA:  Just to clarify.  So the intake 

structure would not be used in the future to actually 

take in water, but as a barge platform or something 

similar?

MR. VARDAS:  Both would be used for a certain 

period of time to circulate water.  We have multiple 

alternative discharge points, but we have only the one 

intake.  Those are all governed under our ISFIs permit, 

but we can convert to a discharge, an alternative 

discharge point, and flow rates drop. 

Once the power plant is no longer operating, 

the volume of water we move drops by over 90 percent.  

So there were some other concerns and federal 

regulations that you take into account when you're not 

flowing water out. So those would require a change in 
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1 how we handle the discharge.  And just to add, during 

2 the latter part of decommissioning, we would in essence, 

3 seal off the discharge structure.  So the intake portion 

4 under water within the structure, that would be sealed 

5 off, and then the pipes that connect from the intake 

6 structure to the plant would be filled in and would not 

7 allow for any withdrawal of sea water from within the 

8 intake.

9          MS. BLEWITT:  Okay.  Great.  Thanks so much.  I 

10 don't see any additional hands raised.

11          MS. STRACHAN:   Okay.  Thank you, Lisa.

12          MS. BLEWITT:  Oh, wait.  Stephen Delar, please 

13 unmute yourself.

14          MR. DELAR:  Hi.  Steve Delar with the BLM.  

15 Just a real quick question.  What's going to be taken 

16 offsite via barge?  Are we talking fuel or low level 

17 waste, or what's going to be involved with the barges?

18          MR. JONES:  So fuel is not part of this project 

19 application or review.  It's been separately addressed.  

20 We're talking low-level waste in general construction 

21 group.  And so it's proposed to be our principal route 

22 of shipment.  Each barge that we're looking at 

23 approximately equates to 250 trucks.

24          MS. BLEWITT:  Any further questions?  I'm not 

25 seeing any more raised hands.
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1  MS. STRACHAN:  Okay.  Thank you, Lisa.

2  MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you.

3  MS. STRACHAN:  Then we move on to the next 

4 discussion topic.  Next slide, please, Sandra.  So for 

5 this next topic, these are the future reuse concepts.  

6 This is going out into the future.  As you can see on 

7 the slide, it's 2040 and on after the site is 

8 decommissioned.  I think it's important to point out 

9 that this is a County-driven analysis.  This is not a 

10 part of PG&E's proposed project. 

11    These reuse concepts are being proposed by 

12 PG&E.  It's something that the County wanted to do, 

13 given that, we know from a community standpoint, there's 

14 a lot of interest here.  And what this analysis will let 

15 us do is it will let us compare the concepts to provide 

16 an early high-level analysis of possible post 

17 decommissioning uses. 

18   It'll help identify if there are potential 

19 impacts or issues with any of these potential uses.  

20 Next slide, please.

21   So this is a list of concepts that are 

22 currently under consideration by the County.  One of 

23 them is a university campus.  So, for example, could Cal 

24 Poly come in and do something at the site tied to its 

25 educational pursuits? 
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1    Developed recreation:  So RV camping or 

2 glamping or tent camping. 

3   Research facility:  So private business coming 

4 in using a site for research purposes. 

5    Renewable energy generation and/or storage:  Is 

6 there a type of renewable energy that could be 

7 accommodated on the site or storage, for example, 

8 battery storage?  Is that something that could be done 

9 there? 

10    A resort hotel, mixed use, which could be a 

11 combination of different reuse concepts. 

12    And then an offshore wind port or support 

13 facility given the Morro Bay Call Area that's under 

14 consideration right now for offshore wind.

15    So what we want to know is if there are any 

16 questions that anyone has, not on reuse concept on 

17 ideas, we'll get into that when we get to scoping, but 

18 any questions with regard to the analysis that we're 

19 going to be doing on these reuse concepts. 

20    And again, it's the same manner for making 

21 comments on raising your hand if you're online or star 

22 9, if you're on phone.  Anyone with questions, Lisa?

23  MS. BLEWITT:  I'm not seeing any raised hands.

24   MS. STRACHAN:  Okay.  Then why don't we 

25 continue on to the next part of our meeting, which is 
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1 the overview of the California Environmental Quality 

2 Act, which will be done by Sandra Alcaron-Lopez.

3          MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  Thank you, Susan.  I'm 

4 going to give you a very high level overview of CEQA and 

5 the EIR.  We're in the preliminary stages of working on 

6 the document, and you'll see that here shortly on the 

7 slide that shows the flow chart of the key steps in the 

8 environmental review process. 

9          Just very quickly on this slide, to tell you 

10 that the County has made a decision based on what they 

11 consider the potential to be for significant impacts and 

12 the decommissioning of the site.  And with that, they've 

13 decided to prepare an environmental impact report.  And 

14 CEQA allows you to move forward with that analysis 

15 without preparing any preliminary study, such as the 

16 initial study, which is generally part of an EIR. 

17          So we've started working on the environmental 

18 impact report, we're in the preliminary phases.  And one 

19 of the key components of this particular meeting is to 

20 get your input on some of those issues.

21          On this next slide -- and I apologize, it does 

22 take a few seconds -- what this shows is the general 

23 process for the environmental document.  And you'll see 

24 that we are in that first green square, which is the 

25 public scoping period.  Susan mentioned earlier the 
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1 timeframe of 40 days, CEQA requires a minimum of 30, and 

2 because of the complexity of the project, we're allowing 

3 more time to present comments and input on the project.  

4 But there'll be other opportunities for the public to 

5 get involved, because we are in the preliminary stages. 

6   We haven't made any determinations other than 

7 we're going to prepare an environmental impact report.  

8 So there'll be an opportunity at the draft EIR stage to 

9 make some comments and provide input, and then also when 

10 the final EIR has been prepared and it goes to the 

11 decision hearings.

12   I wanted to generally talk about the content of 

13 the EIR.  We know that there is, as Susan mentioned, 

14 there's PG&E's proposed project, and then there's also 

15 the reuse concepts that are going to be looked at and 

16 considered in the environmental document. 

17   For PG&E's proposed project, we're going to 

18 include in the document, a very detailed description of 

19 their project.  We're also going to look at the 

20 environmental and regulatory setting for the project 

21 area, and we're going to look at, for several different 

22 issue areas, what potential impacts could occur with 

23 that proposed project, with the decommissioning and the 

24 dismantling of the facility.

25  For the proposed project, we also, under CEQA, 
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1 have to identify any project alternatives that could 

2 reduce impacts.  If we identify a significant impact for 

3 a particular environmental issue area, we need to think 

4 about what alternatives we could implement or evaluate 

5 to reduce those impacts. 

6    Also, a key component of that would be looking 

7 at any measures that could reduce significant impacts 

8 for the different issues that we're going to be 

9 evaluating.  Key difference here too, is that we are 

10 going to have a separate chapter that talks about and 

11 compares the different reuse concepts. 

12   It's not part of PG&E's project, but it is an 

13 analysis that the County would like to do to do that 

14 comparative planning, high level review at this stage to 

15 see what options are available.  That's going to be 

16 included and presented in the EIR in a separate chapter. 

17    The other thing is that when we're talking 

18 about the environmental document, we really are just 

19 presenting information for the decisionmakers.  It's an 

20 information document that helps the decisionmakers make 

21 a decision when they come to that on the actual 

22 decommissioning project. 

23    On this next slide, you can see it's kind of 

24 dense.  These are all of the issues that we're going to 

25 look at and consider in the environmental document.  The 
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1 key here is that we are in the preliminary stages, we 

2 haven't made a determination on any of these issues.

3    We just want to try and show you that we are 

4 going to do a comprehensive evaluation of the issues, 

5 and we're going to look at all of the potential issues 

6 in the document.  We've also included some of the issues 

7 the responsible agencies are going to be concerned with, 

8 such as the climate change and the sea level rise, 

9 commercial fishing.  And some of the ones that you see 

10 on the right-hand corner there, those address some of 

11 the issues that responsible agencies are going to want 

12 to look at and use in their evaluation of the project.

13   One issue that has come up a number of times in 

14 some of the community meetings is this NRC preemption.  

15 And we wanted to just talk about it very quickly here, 

16 because one of the things that we need to do in the EIR 

17 is consider the whole of the action, and because we look 

18 at that complete project, even though the County has no 

19 jurisdiction over the radiological safety issue, because 

20 they're preempted by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 

21 we still have to take into consideration the 

22 requirements that NRC imposes on the facility, as well 

23 as any measures that are required by NRC to address the 

24 facility and the radiological components of the power 

25 plant.
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1    So when we're talking about preemption, the NRC 

2 regulates anything related to the safety, to the 

3 decommissioning, to the handling, to the storage, that 

4 includes the storage design and the shipping class as 

5 well as the ISFSI, which we have spelled out there, and 

6 the Greater-than-Class-C waste storage issues.  So those 

7 are all issues that are under the purview of the NRC. 

8    So what are we going to do in terms of those 

9 issues in EIR?  What we're going to do in this regard is 

10 look at and summarize for the public what those 

11 requirements are and any safety plans or procedures that 

12 are required to be implemented as part of the 

13 decommissioning process.  And we feel that that is an 

14 important thing to present in the document.  We've done 

15 it in the SONGS EIR and we feel that it's applicable for 

16 this particular effort as well.

17   In terms of the impact analysis, when we're 

18 doing the impact analysis in the EIR, the thing that 

19 we're looking for is the potential for the project to 

20 make any changes to the environment.  We're looking at 

21 direct, indirect, cumulative, are there other 

22 construction projects that are going to be or occur at 

23 the same time as this one that are going to create any 

24 impacts, and then any growth-inducing effects that might 

25 occur as a result of the project. 
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1          CEQA requires that we focus on the significant 

2 impacts of the project.  So when we're looking at 

3 alternatives, the alternatives have to address the 

4 significant impacts.  The mitigation measures have to 

5 address the significant impacts.  We have to look at and 

6 address those impacts and try to find measures that are 

7 going to reduce them. 

8          We are going to incorporate in the 

9 environmental document, an environmental justice portion 

10 to address some of the issues that State Lands is going 

11 to take into consideration; but under CEQA, those cannot 

12 be considered significant, the social and economic 

13 potential impacts, but we are going to look at some of 

14 those issues through the environmental justice 

15 component, as well as population housing.  

16          Alternatives.  We have published in the NOP, 

17 some ideas of alternatives that could be considered for 

18 the proposed project.  Those could change based on 

19 either comments that we get here or input that we get 

20 from the agencies.  What we want to do when we're 

21 looking at and identifying alternatives that we're going 

22 to carry forward, we want to make sure that they meet 

23 the project objectives and that they have an ability to 

24 reduce any potential impacts from the proposed project.

25          We also have to look at the feasibility of the 
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1 alternatives.  Are they going to work from either a 

2 technology or feasibility basis?  And we could consider 

3 any alternatives that will create changes to the 

4 project.  We identified some of the NOP project 

5 alternatives.  That's a requirement under CEQA that we 

6 consider that. 

7    For this project, we may have more than one NOP 

8 project alternative.  And then because it is a CEQA 

9 document, those alternatives are going to be evaluated 

10 in less detail than the proposed project.  It's more of 

11 a comparison type of analysis.

12    Before we get into the official public 

13 comments, we'd like to take some questions, if you have 

14 them, on the EIR process.

15    MS. BLEWITT:  We have one question from Eric 

16 Greening.  Please unmute yourself.  Allowed to talk is 

17 not available because Eric is using an older version of 

18 Zoom.  Choose promote to panelists to allow Eric to 

19 talk.  Shall I do that?

20    MS. STRACHAN:  Yes.  We did this at a meeting 

21 last week too.  He needed to be promoted to panelists to 

22 communicate.

23    MR. JONES:  But please, then you restrict that 

24 ability afterwards.

25  MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  Yes.
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1    MR. GREENING:   Thank you.  So, yeah, so I can 

2 be restored to the nonpanelist status after this, that 

3 helps me regain the raised-hand function. 

4    Anyway, yes, I'm Eric Greening.  I actually 

5 have two questions.  The first question is:  At the 

6 engagement panel meeting PG&E presented last week, PG&E 

7 presented a much tighter timeline, which greatly 

8 concerned me for the approval process at the County to 

9 be completed at the end of 2022, which would create undo 

10 haste in the EIR process, because it would have to get 

11 to the Planning Commission by October and a 60-day 

12 comment period on a draft. 

13    I'm relieved that your proposed timeline looks 

14 about eight months longer.  Can we be sure, given that 

15 PG&E is paying for this, that everyone will be agreeable 

16 to your taking this amount of time or whatever amount of 

17 time you need?  That's my first question, because 

18 obviously with a project like this, thoroughness is far 

19 more important than haste. 

20    My second question relates to the NRC 

21 preemption.  Essentially, are you only essentially 

22 giving the news of NRC proposed mitigation measures, or 

23 given that your list of issues you consider includes 

24 radiation hazards, would you be able to propose and 

25 perhaps negotiate added mitigation measures, even given 
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1 that the actual decisions are out of the County's 

2 control?  

3    And an example of something beyond the County's 

4 control is earthquakes.  Obviously, the County has no 

5 control over earthquake fault or when they rupture, but 

6 it is responsible for making health and safety findings 

7 based on its own evaluation of hazards and how to 

8 mitigate those.  So those are my two questions.  Thank 

9 you.

10   MS. STRACHAN:  Thank you.  Mr. Greening.  I'll 

11 answer the schedule, That is the schedule for the 

12 project.  So that is the schedule that we are working 

13 off toward.  Aspen and I spend a lot of time going 

14 through those dates and that's the schedule that is 

15 proposed for the project.  And in terms of the 

16 preemption and mitigation and whether we can propose 

17 mitigation, Sandra, why don't I turn that over to you in 

18 terms of, especially given your experience with SONGS. 

19    MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  I'm not sure I know how to 

20 answer this question, because we'd have to find the 

21 nexus for something that we cannot or that the County 

22 could impose within their jurisdiction.  So I'm not sure 

23 that we could identify something which is in the NRC 

24 purview, because they have the exclusive jurisdiction 

25 over any of the radiological safety issues. 
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1  Would you agree with that, Lisa?

2    MS. BLEWITT:  I would.  Generally speaking, the 

3 County cannot impose mitigation measures for elements 

4 that are preempted by the NRC.

5  MR. GREENING:  Thank you.  So the County has to 

6 make its health and safety findings based on whether it 

7 evaluates the NRC's measures as being adequate or not, 

8 because the County does have to make health and safety 

9 findings.  Anyway, that's obviously this is going to be 

10 a complicated thing we'll be discussing for some time. 

11   If I remain as a panelist, since I don't have a 

12 raise-hand function, please put me in line for the 

13 scoping comments when you get to that point.  Thank you.

14  MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  Thank you.

15    MS. STRACHAN:  Thank you.  We will change your 

16 status.  Any other questions?

17   MS. BLEWITT:  If you need to raise your hand, 

18 please press star 9 if you're calling in; otherwise, I'm 

19 not seeing any other raised hands.

20    MS. STRACHAN:  Okay.  Let's go into the 

21 official scoping comment period where we'll take your 

22 oral comments on any of the topics that we have 

23 discussed in this presentation or in this meeting.  We 

24 want to just give you a very quick overview so we can 

25 get to the comments here, that we're looking for 
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1 anything that addresses scope or content of the EIR, any 

2 local environmental knowledge that you think might help 

3 us in preparing the environmental document, and also any 

4 issues that need evaluation or how we evaluate it, what 

5 methods we use to evaluate, any feasible alternatives 

6 that you think we ought to consider.

7    We identified some in the NOP, but maybe 

8 there's others that you think we haven't considered or 

9 that we should consider.  And then any mitigation 

10 measures that you think we ought to address in the 

11 environmental document.  We also mentioned the future 

12 site reuse concepts that are also going to be included 

13 in the environmental document. 

14    So if there's any ideas that you have on future 

15 site use that you think we ought to identify or discuss, 

16 please include that in your comments.  We want to just 

17 remind you very quickly that you can use your raise-hand 

18 function so that we know to call on you and unmute you.

19   We are going to limit your comments to three 

20 minutes just to make sure that we get everybody's 

21 comments in the record.  We are transcribing the 

22 meeting.  We have a court reporter who's transcribing 

23 the meeting, and we also will have an audio recording. 

24 So we are going to record and take note of everything 

25 that you comment or that you present today. 
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1   As Lisa mentioned, if you're calling by phone, 

2 press 9, so that you can raise your hand and then press 

3 6 to unmute yourself.  With that, we are going to start 

4 the public comments.  If you could raise your hands and 

5 we'll just call you in the order that we see your hand 

6 come up.

7    MS. BLEWITT:  Please be sure to state your name 

8 and your affiliation for the record as I call on you; 

9 but first we need some raised hands.  Again, star 9 to 

10 raise your hand if you're calling in.

11    MR. GREENING:  I would be raising my hand if I 

12 had a raise-hand function.

13   MS. BLEWITT:  Go ahead and proceed, Eric.

14    MR. GREENING:  All right.  Thank you.  Eric 

15 Greening.  And, yes, one specific type of survey that I 

16 think needs to be done, included in this, the Mothers 

17 for Peace have been sampling ocean water and sending it 

18 to Woods Hole since the accident at Fukushima, and have 

19 detected spikes from there. 

20   If there were some sort of leakage into the 

21 ocean from a local source, I presume it would also be 

22 identifiable.  And so there should be seawater sampling 

23 on a regular basis to determine that to see if any comes 

24 from local, as well as cumulative impacts from Fukushima 

25 or whatever, and how they all play out, add up. 
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1   But beyond that, what is missing now is actual 

2 food chain impacts; in other words, what is in the water 

3 may be prevalent in far greater concentrations up a 

4 biological food chain.  So I do believe that top of the 

5 food chain, marine life, should be periodically sampled 

6 to be sure that radiation or radioactive elements are 

7 not escaping from the site into the adjacent waters.

8    And then just one thought about reuse 

9 scenarios.  As of today, the public comment period has 

10 opened with the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 

11 Administration on the proposed Chumash Heritage National 

12 Marine Sanctuary, and working with the Chumash, perhaps 

13 a proposal, if they were interested in using that site, 

14 which they might or might not be, for a headquarters or 

15 something that functions in connection with that 

16 sanctuary, might be on the table as one option. 

17    Again, I wouldn't want to propose it unless the 

18 Chumash did, but I would want to include that as an 

19 option.  Thank you.

20    MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you, Eric.  I'm not seeing 

21 any other raised hands at this point.  Are there any 

22 other scoping comments?  I'm not seeing any more at this 

23 time.  Of course, as you can see on the screen, there 

24 are opportunities to mail in comments to Susan Strachan 

25 at the Department of Planning & Building in San Luis 
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1 Obispo, or to email comments to Diablo@co.slo.ca.us. 

2 Comments are due by December 6th, 2021.

3    MS. STRACHAN:  Thank you, Lisa.  We want to 

4 thank everyone for attending the meeting today.  We will 

5 be posting a recording of the meeting on the County's 

6 Planning & Building website.  There's a specific webpage 

7 for the Diablo Canyon Decommissioning, and we do have 

8 future scoping meetings.  We have one tonight at 6:00.  

9 We have two on December 1st, one at 10:00 and one at 

10 6:00, and then one on December 4th at 2:00.  And 

11 information on accessing those meetings is also 

12 available on the County's website. 

13    Thank you everyone for your attendance.  We 

14 appreciate it.
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1

2    MS. STRACHAN:  Thank you, Sandra.  Good 

3 evening, everyone.  I want to thank you for taking the 

4 time to join us tonight for the Diablo Canyon Power 

5 Plant Decommissioning Project Scoping Meeting.  

6   I just want to go over a few items in terms of 

7 participating in the meeting via Zoom.  So we're 

8 starting off the meeting tonight with a presentation.  

9 During that time all attendees will be muted.  

10   We will have a few question-and-answer sessions 

11 and we'll have a scoping comment session. 

12    If you're participating online, in order to 

13 speak during those time periods, use the raise-hand 

14 feature, which is located at the toolbar at the bottom 

15 of your screen, and then we will call on you to speak 

16 during the Q and A, or at the end of the presentation 

17 for the scoping meetings.

18    If you're participating by phone, you press 

19 star 9 to raise your hand and when called upon press 

20 star 9 to unmute.  This meeting, as Sandra said, is 

21 being recorded and we'll repeat these instructions for 

22 how to participate before each of those time periods.  

23 So don't worry, you don't have to memorize all of this 

24 right now.  Next slide, please. 

25   I want to go through the meeting agenda, so we 
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1 will go through introductions.  I'm then I'm going to 

2 provide a description of PG&E's proposed decommissioning 

3 project.  Once we go through the project description, 

4 we'll have a question-and-answer session.  We do have 

5 representatives from PG&E available to help with that 

6 portion of the program.

7    Next, we're going to get into a discussion of 

8 future site reuse concepts.  So these are concepts for 

9 what could be on the site once the decommissioning 

10 activities are over.  This is a County-driven analysis.  

11 It's not part of PG&E's proposed project, but it is 

12 something that will be included in the environmental 

13 impact report. 

14    We'll then have a second question-and-answer 

15 session to answer any questions with regard to this 

16 analysis.  Followed by that, we will have a presentation 

17 on the environmental impact report process, and again, 

18 have a third question-and-answer period, followed by 

19 scoping comments, which again, is the opportunity for 

20 participants to provide comments on basically what 

21 they'd like to see covered in the environmental impact 

22 report.  

23   Next slide please.  So for introductions, as I 

24 mentioned, I'm Susan Strachan.  I'm the nuclear power 

25 plant decommissioning manager for San Luis Obisbo 
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1 County.  Cindy Chambers works with me, she's a senior 

2 planner with the County.  And then we have Aspen 

3 environmental group.  Aspen are consultants to the 

4 County.  They will be preparing the environmental impact 

5 report for the Diablo decommissioning. 

6    I want to point out that Aspen Environmental 

7 Group also is the group that prepared the environmental 

8 impact report for the decommissioning of the San Onofre 

9 Nuclear Power Plant in San Diego County.  That 

10 decommissioning is going on right now. 

11   Representing Aspen is Sandra Alarcon-Lopez, 

12 she's the EIR project manager, and Lisa Blewitt, who is 

13 the deputy project manager.  And as I mentioned, we also 

14 have PG&E representatives who'll be available to answer 

15 questions and I will introduce them when we get to that 

16 portion of the meeting. 

17    Next slide, please.  Now, first let's talk 

18 about what the purpose of the meeting is, and scoping.  

19 So scoping is required under the California 

20 Environmental Quality Act.  It requires a 30-day scoping 

21 period where people can make comments on content of the 

22 environmental impact report.  I have to say that for 

23 this project, we're actually taking a longer scoping 

24 period, because when we issued the notice of 

25 preparation, which is what kicks off that scoping period 
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1 and counted out 30 days, that 30 days landed right 

2 around Thanksgiving.  So we extended it to actually 

3 approximately 40 days to give more time due to the 

4 Thanksgiving holiday.

5    Scoping meetings are required for projects 

6 which are of statewide, regional- or area-wide 

7 significance.  And again, it's an opportunity for 

8 agencies in the public to provide input on the scope and 

9 content of the EIR. 

10   Now, there's three different ways the comments 

11 can be provided.  They can be provided through a scoping 

12 meeting like we're having today, where you can provide 

13 verbal comments or you can provide written comments by 

14 mail or by email, and we'll provide information on the 

15 mailing address and the email address when we get to the 

16 scoping comment portion of the meeting. 

17    The scoping meeting or scoping also provides an 

18 opportunity for agencies in the public to provide input 

19 on project alternatives, EIR evaluation methods, and 

20 mitigation methods. 

21    Next slide, please.  So now I want to get into 

22 providing a description of the project that has been 

23 proposed by PG&E to the County, go into a little bit of 

24 background on the application, talk about the 

25 jurisdiction of some of the key agencies, discuss the 
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1 power plant decommissioning activities, and then talk 

2 about some offsite locations for waste transportation 

3 that are proposed by PG&E. 

4          Next slide, please.  So to give some background 

5 on PG&E's land use application, they filed the 

6 application on March 29th, 2021 with the County.  The 

7 application is for a development plan, coastal 

8 development permit, and a conditional use permit.  The 

9 site actually has a portion in the coastal zone and then 

10 a portion in the inland part of the County, which is why 

11 you have the different permits or applications that were 

12 submitted. 

13          Once the County receives the application, it 

14 then does a 30-day application review.  It sends out 

15 letters to agencies and organizations asking for input 

16 on the application and then does its own review.  So at 

17 the end of the 30 days, the County issued a comment 

18 letter on April 28th, 2021, listing additional 

19 information that we needed for the application. 

20          PG&E responded with the filing of an 

21 application supplement on July 8th.  County then did get 

22 another 30-day review, again, sent out referral letters 

23 to the agencies and organizations, and a second County 

24 comment letter was issued on August 9th.

25          PG&E then responded to that letter with a 
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filing on October 6th. And on October 27th the County 

accepted  application. With that application 

accepted, we then issued the notice of preparation on 

October 28th.  Next slide.

So this slide is a general site vicinity of the 

Diablo Canyon Power Plant.  The power plant is marked, 

or the boundaries are marked in blue.  The yellow area 

are Diablo Canyon lands that are owned by PG&E or Eureka 

Energy, which is a subsidiary of PG&E.  Next slide, 

please. 

So this shows the boundary of the power plant 

site marked in red and then actually in an aerial of the 

power plant site itself.  Next slide.

So this slide shows the agency's jurisdiction. 

So the yellow line going through the middle marks the 

coastal zone.  And so the area above the coastal zone in 

brown, that's the inland portion, portion of the site 

that is not in the coastal zone.  The green part is that 

area which is in the coastal zone. 

So from a County permitting standpoint, it 

covers both the inland and the green coastal zone 

portion.  If you go then farther down toward where the 

water is, where Sandra has the cursor, that covers a 

jurisdiction that's under the California Coastal 

Commission and the State Lands Commission. Next slide,
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1 please. 

2    Now, this slide talks about the different 

3 activities by these agencies.  So County of San Louis 

4 Obispo, we are the lead agency under the California 

5 environment quality act.  That means that we have the 

6 responsibility for preparing the environmental impact 

7 report.  And again, the permits that would be issued, 

8 assuming the project is approved or listed below. 

9   California Coastal Commission is a responsible 

10 agency under the California Environmental Quality Act.

11 So we work closely with them to make sure that the 

12 environmental impact report is going to cover the things 

13 they need in order to do their permitting.  That area 

14 down by the water on the previous slide is the original 

15 jurisdiction of the Coastal Commission. 

16    So they'll be issuing a permit for activities 

17 in that area, but it's important to point out that the 

18 portion of the site within the coastal zone is in the 

19 appeal jurisdiction of the Coastal Commission.  So any 

20 permit issued by the County within any Coastal 

21 Commission appealed jurisdiction can be appealed to the 

22 Coastal Commission. 

23   California State Lands Commission is a trustee 

24 agency under California Environmental Quality Act.  They 

25 will be issuing a new lease or a lease amendment for 
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1 project features within their jurisdiction, which, 

2 again, is down in that water area that was in the 

3 previous slide.  And the Nuclear Regulatory Commission 

4 is a federal agency which oversees decommissioning 

5 process.  So they're specifically cleanup, removal of 

6 radioactive structures and systems, transfer spent fuel, 

7 and then termination of the licenses for the project. 

8          With the involvement of the NRC, state and 

9 local agencies are preempted for issues dealing with 

10 radiological hazards and radiological safety.  And we'll 

11 get in that in more detail when we're talking about the 

12 EIR process.  Next slide, please.

13          Now, the Diablo Canyon Power Plant 

14 Decommissioning, there are two nuclear units on the 

15 site.  Unit 1, the license terminates in November of 

16 2024, and Unit 2, the license terminates in August of 

17 2025.  PG&E had been embarking on renewing the licenses 

18 for these projects, but in 2016, stopped that license 

19 renewal effort, and determined that it was going to 

20 retire the plant. 

21          In 2018, the California Public Utilities 

22 Commission approved the retirement of the Diablo Canyon 

23 Power Plant.  And then PG&E initiated its permitting for 

24 the decommissioning activities.  The plan is that PG&E 

25 proposes to begin the decommissioning and dismantling of 
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1 the plant in 2024.  Next slide, please.

2          Now, the decommissioning will occur in two 

3 phases, two time periods.  Phase 1, 2024 to 2031 is when 

4 preplanning and decommissioning activities will occur.  

5 In other words, this is a bulk of the decommissioning, a 

6 bulk of taking every thing down will occur during that 

7 phase 1 time period. 

8          In phase two, which is 2032 to 2039, they'll be 

9 doing completion of soil remediation, final status 

10 surveys.  These are surveys that are conducted as a 

11 requirement by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to 

12 ensure that the site meets established radiological 

13 release criteria.  And then they'll be doing the final 

14 site restoration of the site.  Next slide, please.

15          Now, the project decommissioning, I think when 

16 people think of decommissioning, think about 

17 decontamination and demolition of infrastructure and 

18 buildings and structures, and that is a key component of 

19 it.  But as proposed, it includes the retention of some 

20 structures and I'll go through those, the construction 

21 of new buildings and structures, which will be in a 

22 future PG&E owner-controlled area on the site.  And I'll 

23 be going through that. 

24          And then decommissioning also involves the 

25 installation of temporary infrastructure and buildings 
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1 that are needed to accommodate the decommissioning 

2 effort.  And then it's also going to include the use of 

3 some offsite rail loading sites.  Next slide, please.

4    Now, this slide depicts areas that are not 

5 going to be removed, and those are denoted in black in 

6 terms of roads within the plant site and in red in terms 

7 of different structures.  So down by the water, we have 

8 the two break waters.  PG&E proposes to have those 

9 remain.  And the intake structure, PG&E proposes to have 

10 that remain also.  These are the structures that could 

11 be available for future reviews by others. 

12    Then moving on up, this is what we're going to 

13 get into, what would be referred to as a future PG&E 

14 owner controlled area.  You have the rectangle, which is 

15 the -- it says ISFSI, which stands for Independent Spent 

16 Fuel Storage Installation.  That's where spent fuel is 

17 currently stored.  And then once decommissioning begins 

18 spent fuel that's currently in, the reactors will be 

19 transported and stored up in that ISFSI.  That is a site 

20 that has been previously permitted. 

21   Next to it are the raw water reservoirs.  Those 

22 will remain.  There's a 230 KV switch yard which will 

23 remain, and a 500 KV switch yard, which will remain.  

24 Next slide, please.

25  Now, this slide covers the features which would 
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1 be in the new PG&E owner-controlled area.  Some of them, 

2 like ISFSI, for example, the switch yards, raw water 

3 reservoir that I pointed out in the previous slide, are 

4 existing structures that will remain and be in this 

5 owner-controlled area.  The green boxes denote new 

6 construction.  So given that the fuel will be up in this 

7 upper part of the site and the remaining part of the 

8 site will be decommissioned, a new security building 

9 will be built up in this area.

10          Also, a new indoor firing range will be built 

11 in this area.  PG&E also proposes to build a 

12 Greater-than-Class-C waste facility, which will store 

13 reactor internals or process waste for which there is 

14 not a federal repository for it to be sent offsite 

15 similar to the spent fuel. 

16          So that will stay on site also and be 

17 constructed as part of the decommission effort.  Next 

18 slide.

19          Now, this slide, there's a lot going on here, 

20 but what I like about it is that it's a site layout for 

21 decommissioning for this lower portion of the site.  And 

22 I think it depicts all that's involved in terms of 

23 decommissioning.  So it identifies different lots.  

24 These are parking lots that will be used to accommodate 

25 decommissioning workers. 
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1          Parking lots are also converted to serve as 

2 lay-down for the decommissioning effort.  It shows 

3 buildings that are existing buildings that will be 

4 converted to uses to support decommissioning.  So, for 

5 example, the main warehouse, which is identified in 

6 orange will be modified to create a waste handling 

7 facility where waste will be segregated, stockpiled, 

8 packaged for offsite transport. 

9          There's another building, a flex equipment 

10 building, which will be modified to create what's 

11 referred to as an environmental count room or a lab to 

12 be used for testing soil samples.  So this just gives an 

13 idea of what will go where during the decommissioning 

14 effort, which is a lot of activity.  Next slide, please.

15          So some of the activities that are going to 

16 happen during the phase 1 decommissioning again, 2024 to 

17 2031, temporary infrastructure and building 

18 modifications like those ones I just mentioned will 

19 happen during this time period.  Decontamination and 

20 demolition of buildings, again, the new buildings and 

21 structures to be constructed in the future PG&E 

22 owner-controlled area will occur. 

23          During phase 1, the spent fuel and 

24 Greater-than-Class-C waste will be transferred to the 

25 independent spent fuel storage installation and the new 
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1 Greater-than-Class-C waste storage facility, and removal 

2 and restoration of the discharge structure will begin 

3 during this phase.  Next slide, please.

4    So this is a picture of the discharge structure 

5 during decommissioning.  So this is the structure that 

6 will be one of the structures that will be removed as a 

7 result of decommissioning.  Next slide, please.

8   So going on from the discharge structure 

9 removal, the picture on the right shows the circles are 

10 tight with a proposed coffer dam, basically creating an 

11 area where the water can be pumped out, creating a dry 

12 space for the discharge structure to be removed. 

13   Other activities during this phase are removal 

14 of the nuclear reactor pressure vessels and internals, 

15 steam generators, site characterization to identify 

16 contaminated areas.  With those contaminated areas 

17 identified, soil remediation will recur, and again, the 

18 final status surveys that I mentioned previously. 

19    Also during this phase, modification and 

20 utilization of the offsite railyards would occur.  Next 

21 slide.

22   During phase 2 of the project, soil remediation 

23 and final status surveys would continue.  Any 

24 infrastructure that is now not needed for retained 

25 facilities would be removed.  Final site restoration 
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1 would happen.  So this is the grading of the site, the 

2 development with storm water management system, now that 

3 structures have been removed, will be developed and 

4 revegetation would happen. 

5    There will be monitoring of that site 

6 restoration effort for up to five years and then PG&E 

7 will terminate its NRC license, part 50 license, which 

8 covers the current operation of the plant, and it will 

9 transition into a ISFSI, meaning the spent fuel and the 

10 Greater-than-Class-C waste storage operations.  Next 

11 slide, please.

12   I wanted to talk for a moment about 

13 decommissioning waste transportation.  PG&E is proposing 

14 a blended approach for waste transportation.  It will 

15 consist of transporting waste by barge, transporting 

16 waste by truck, meaning directly on a truck to an 

17 offsite disposal facility, and then transporting by 

18 truck to an offsite rail facility that I mentioned 

19 previously. 

20   What's helpful with this blended approach is 

21 that barge transportation can accommodate much more 

22 waste than a truck can.  And so by using barge 

23 transportation for taking waste off site, it 

24 dramatically reduces the number of trucks that would 

25 otherwise be on the road transporting waste. 
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  PG&E has used barge transportation before.  That 

picture on that slide is steam generators that were 

transported on site in roughly 2006 time period.  Next 

slide, please.

  So I mentioned the railroading facilities.  

PG&E has proposed three different sites. This slide shows 

where they are in relation to the Diablo Canyon Power 

Plant. One site is in Pismo Beach. This site would be 

used as a contingency, and there would be no radiological 

or hazardous waste transported to this facility. 

  There are two other sites. One in the city of 

Santa Maria, one in Santa Barbara County. Both of these 

will be evaluated in the environmental impact report. 

However, ultimately only one of the sites will be used. 

Next slide, please.

  Here's a depiction of the Pismo Beach railyard 

facility. This is on property owned by PG&E, and it's off 

of Price Canyon Road. And again, this is a site that 

would be used as a contingency  

 Next slide.

  And then this shows the two sites. This Osborne 

yard is the one located in the city of Santa Maria close 

to Stowe Road, and then the second one is And then the one 

in unincorporated Santa Barbara County is at the 

Betteravia Industrial Park off of Betteravia.
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1          And with that, we'd like to take questions on 

2 the proposed project.  As I mentioned previously, if you 

3 are participating online, please use the raise-hand 

4 feature at the bottom of your screen and we'll call on 

5 you to speak during Q and A.  And then if you're joining 

6 by phone, press star 9 to raise your hand.  When called 

7 upon, press star 6 to mute.  Do we have any questions?  

8          MS. BLEWITT:  We do.  Our first comes from Jeff 

9 Wheelwright.  You'll need to click to unmute yourself.

10          MR. WHEELWRIGHT:  Hi.  Good evening.  Thank 

11 you.  I'm a science writer in Morro Bay, and I've 

12 written about Diablo for probably 25 years, off and on, 

13 for local and national publications.  I set it aside 

14 until your work began, and I appreciate your work, which 

15 I'm just catching up on.

16           And the short question is, and I'm sure you're 

17 all aware of this new report from MIT trying to, not 

18 deny the course that you're on, which is too close the 

19 plant, but just to tweak it, slow it down, extend the 

20 generation of power for maybe another 10 years beyond 

21 25, and maybe repurpose the plant for things like 

22 desalination, hydrogen generation. 

23          And this is just one example, as you know, of 

24 an increasing demand that the train that you're on be 

25 turned around a little bit or bend in another direction.  
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1 And you said earlier there's going to be a point for 

2 talking about alternatives. 

3   I wish you would acknowledge the reality that 

4 this is not 2016.  This is 2021, and the world has 

5 changed in terms of the appreciation of the climate 

6 crisis.  California's problems with water and wildfire 

7 demand a review of how we generate electricity.  And I 

8 really found myself smiling when you were very earnestly 

9 looking at how, for example, nuclear waste will be there 

10 for 10,000 years at that the present look right in the 

11 middle of this site, which you proposed to purpose for 

12 some other purpose.

13   So, again, please, you can't stop what you're 

14 doing, you're all committed in good faith and you're 

15 following your orders; but acknowledge to the public 

16 that the world has changed and that very well, in 

17 another year or two, when the deadline approaches, 

18 California might wake up and keep Diablo going.  Thank 

19 you very much.

20  MS. STRACHAN:  Thank you, Mr. Wheelwright.

21    MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you.  I don't see any other 

22 hands being raised at this point.  Again, if you're 

23 calling in, you can press star 9 to raise your hand.  We 

24 have another one from Benita Epstein.

25  MS. EPSTEIN:  I just have a question about the 
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1 trucks.  What kind of trucks are they, diesel trucks? 

2 And how many a day would go to Pismo Beach?

3  MS. STRACHAN:  Tom, do you want to answer that 

4 one?

5    MR. JONES:  Right now that answer is zero.  Our 

6 chief principal method for shipment is barging.  The 

7 identified rail sites that are in the plant have 99 

8 trucks over 10 years going to the greater Santa Maria 

9 area.  And Pismo is an alternate site, but we have no 

10 plans to use it.  It's a backup in case something else 

11 happens.  The vast majority, in the high 90 percent, is 

12 barging.

13    MR. VARDAS:  This is Kris.  Just to add to 

14 that, the trucks would be diesel trucks, and a portion 

15 of those trucks would go directly out of state to truck 

16 waste to an out-of-state disposal facility.  So it's 

17 barging, direct trucking out of state, and then truck to 

18 rail at one of the two Santa Maria facility sites.

19  MS. EPSTEIN:  Thank you.

20    MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you.  Any other questions 

21 regarding the proposed project and the description 

22 before we move on?  I do not see anymore.

23  MS. STRACHAN:  Thank you, Lisa.  We'll 

24 continue.  Okay.  So this next discussion is on future 

25 reuse concepts.  So this is going out into the future, 



DIABLO CANYON DECOMMISSIONING PROJECT     PUBLIC MEETING (PM) NOVEMBER 9, 2021

BARRETT REPORTING, INC. (888) 740-1100 www.barrettreporting.com

20

1 as it says on the slide, 2040 and beyond.  This is a 

2 County-driven analysis that'll be in the EIR.  This is 

3 not part of PG&E's proposed project. 

4    Its concepts aren't proposed by PG&E, but the 

5 concepts will be evaluated and prepared to provide an 

6 early high-level analysis of possible 

7 postdecommissioning uses.  And we're including it just 

8 because site reuse has been such a important topic 

9 talked about quite a bit in the community.  Next slide, 

10 please.

11   So these are the concepts currently under 

12 consideration by the County of San Luis Obispo.  One 

13 would be university campus.  This something where Cal 

14 Poly, for example, could use the area for its studies.

15    Developed recreation:  So RV camping, glamping, 

16 tent camping, day use recreation, hiking, kayaking. 

17 Research facility?  Somebody coming in and doing 

18 research there.

19    Renewable energy generation and/or storage:  So 

20 is there a type of renewable energy that would fit in 

21 this location or storage, such as battery storage?

22   Resort hotel:  Mixed use would be a combination 

23 of any of these.

24    And then lastly, offshore wind port or support 

25 facility, and this has come up in light of the Morro Bay 
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1 Call Area for offshore wind.  There's a lot of 

2 discussion about needing a location onshore to support 

3 any wind development in that Call Area.

4    So what we're looking for here is to see if 

5 anyone has comments, not on additional concepts, we'll 

6 get to that during the scoping period, but any questions 

7 with regard to the analysis that the County is going to 

8 be doing on these for future reuse concepts.

9    MS. BLEWITT:  Please raise your hand if you 

10 have any questions regarding the analysis to be done on 

11 these future reuse concepts, and use the raise-hand 

12 feature or press star 9 if you're calling in.  We have 

13 one raised hand.  Two. 

14   First, Jill Zamek, followed by Coleman Miller.  

15 Okay.

16  MS. STRACHAN:   Hi, Jill.

17    MS. ZAMEK:  Hi.  Does PG&E have any plans for 

18 that?  You said this is all coming from the community. 

19 Has PG&E submitted any of its proposals for the land 

20 use?

21    MS. STRACHAN:  PG&E has done evaluation of 

22 looking at it, but is not proposing it, but we're 

23 piggybacking on work that has been already done; but 

24 it's not done as a proposal.  The County has made the 

25 decision to go ahead and do this analysis.  Does that 
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1 answer your question?

2          MS. ZAMEK:  Well, not exactly, because I know I 

3 was in a meeting where they were presenting a lot of 

4 information about real estate and proposed resorts 

5 there.  And I'm wondering, is that going to be analyzed 

6 as well in this report?

7          MS. STRACHAN:  That's what we're looking at, is 

8 we're making a decision and we're seeking input on what 

9 are the types of things people do want to have 

10 evaluated.  So PG&E has done some work tied to other 

11 processes where they've looked at options.  To the 

12 extent we can borrow that to aid us in that evaluation, 

13 we'll do that.  But in terms of what are the concepts, 

14 that's why we're here.  We want to get public's input in 

15 terms of what they want to see.

16          MS. ZAMEK:  Thank you.

17          MS. BLEWITT:  Next up is Coleman Miller.

18          MR. MILLER:  Good evening.  So you mentioned 

19 electrical energy storage and specifically batteries.  

20 If battery storage is considered in large scale, I think 

21 it's really important that the fire hazard be looked at.  

22 If these battery packs go up, there's just containment.  

23 They just let them burn down. 

24          And with that aspect, I think it would be very 

25 important for the County to advocate that an alternate 
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1 type of electro-energy storage that would not have the 

2 hazardous waste implications of battery storage or fire 

3 potential would be to use molten salt coupled with steam 

4 turbines. 

5          Molten salt storage is being used at large 

6 solar thermo plants.  There's one in Nevada, hundreds of 

7 megawatts scale, and should advocate to CEC and CPUC to 

8 think about diversifying electro-energy storage, not 

9 putting all the bets on batteries, and having a more 

10 robust and more sustainable electro-energy storage, if 

11 that is selected.  Thank you.

12          MS. STRACHAN:   Thank you.

13          MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you, Coleman.  I do not see 

14 any other -- oh, Harrison Fugate raised his hand.

15          MR. FUGATE:  Yeah, I just have a question 

16 about, are these reuse concepts with the assumption that 

17 the federal government is going to give us some place to 

18 ship the Greater-Than-Class-C waste, or is that being 

19 factored in when it could be on the site for a very, 

20 very long time?

21          MS. STRACHAN:  I mean, we haven't started any 

22 evaluation yet, but I do want to point out that, for 

23 example, PG&E has a facility up at Humboldt Bay that has 

24 fuel stored on site and a hiking trail, a walking trail, 

25 right along the shore, close to it.
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1   Similarly with the San Onofre plant, it's right 

2 there on the beach with the fuel store on site and a 

3 beach walking trail right near there.

4    So I understand what you're saying in terms of 

5 the concern.  That would be something we'd have to look 

6 at, but I'm also saying that there are situations where 

7 there is public close by while there is still fuel 

8 stored on site.  And that's all been allowed by the 

9 Nuclear Regulatory Commission.  Did that answer your 

10 question?

11    MR.  FUGATE:  Yeah.  It was more or less of a 

12 concern.  I'm aware of the hiking trail.  It was just 

13 more of a planning aspect of probably wouldn't be doing 

14 major resort construction, I would be assuming.

15  MS. STRACHAN:   I understand what you're 

16 saying.  Thank you.

17  MR. FUGATE:  Thanks.

18    MS. BLEWITT:  Any other questions?  Please 

19 raise your hand.  I do not see any more questions so we 

20 can proceed, Susan.

21  MS. STRACHAN:   Okay.  Thank you, Lisa.  So our 

22 next section we're going to talk about, Sandra 

23 Alarcon-Lopez with Aspen is going to go through the EIR 

24 process.  When she's done, we'll have another Q and A 

25 session in case anyone has questions on that process.  
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1 And then we'll get into the scoping part of the meeting.

2    MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:   Thank you, Susan.  As 

3 Susan mentioned, my name is Sandra Alarcon-Lopez.  I'm 

4 with Aspen Environmental Group and we are a consultant 

5 to the County of San Luis Obispo.  We're supporting the 

6 County with the preparation of the environmental impact 

7 report.

8   So I'm going to give you a very high level of 

9 discussion of the process associated with preparing the 

10 environmental document.  One of the first steps that the 

11 County had to do was decide what type of document they 

12 were going to prepare for this project, and the County 

13 decided that an environmental impact report was 

14 necessary to move forward and evaluate the potential 

15 impacts of the project.

16    Under the California Environmental Quality Act, 

17 or CEQA, the County is allowed to move forward with that 

18 environmental document without preparing any type of 

19 initial study or preliminary study to justify that 

20 decision, because they've already decided the highest 

21 level document is necessary.

22    This flow chart gives you an idea of the 

23 different steps associated with the preparation of the 

24 environmental document.  We're currently in the 

25 preliminary step, which is here, the scoping comments.  



DIABLO CANYON DECOMMISSIONING PROJECT     PUBLIC MEETING (PM) NOVEMBER 9, 2021

BARRETT REPORTING, INC. (888) 740-1100 www.barrettreporting.com

26

1 And as mentioned earlier, scoping allows us to get your 

2 input on the content and scope of the environmental 

3 issues that we consider and evaluate in the document. 

4    This is the first step in jumping into the 

5 analysis of the EIR.  But also, once we get your 

6 comments, we will summarize them, give them to the 

7 technical staff, and then work on the preparation of the 

8 draft document.  At the draft document there will be 

9 another opportunity for public comment.  And then once 

10 we get comments on the draft document, we'll prepare a 

11 final document that will be taken to the decisionmakers 

12 at the County for decision.

13    This particular hearing here would be a comment 

14 hearing, not a decision hearing, but it will give you 

15 another opportunity to provide comments on the document.

16 So I think this kind of gives you an idea of the general 

17 key milestones that we'll work on in preparing the EIR.

18    Susan talked a little bit about the different 

19 components of the project.  We're evaluating, primarily, 

20 PG&E's proposed projects.  So the first five bullets 

21 that you see under contents directly relate to the 

22 proposed project.  And we're going to include in the EIR 

23 a detailed description of that project.  We're going to 

24 evaluate on an issue-by-issue basis, the environmental 

25 and regulatory setting associated with that particular 
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1 issue area. 

2          We're going to look at the potential 

3 environmental impacts associated with PG&E's project.  

4 And then we're also going to look at and identify any 

5 project alternatives that could reduce any significant 

6 impacts that we identify associated with the proposed 

7 project.

8          For both the alternatives, as well as the 

9 proposed project that we look at, we're going to 

10 identify mitigation measures that could potentially 

11 reduce any of those significant impacts, so that's all 

12 documented for the proposed project.  But another 

13 component of this particular EIR is going to be the 

14 separate chapter where we look at and evaluate the 

15 different future reuse concepts. 

16          We anticipate that it's going to be more of a 

17 comparative, high level analysis, but it is going to 

18 allow you to look at some of the site constraints and 

19 other environmental considerations that need to be 

20 considered as part of the analysis of the document.

21          One key aspect of the EIR is that it definitely 

22 gives the County a third-party review of the project and 

23 allows them to have information about environmental 

24 issues, environmental impacts associated with the 

25 project, and is really an informational document that 
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1 they use as part of their decision.

2          This slide is very dense, but I think what it 

3 shows you is all of the different issues that are going 

4 to be covered in the environmental document.  I 

5 mentioned earlier that this is the start of us writing 

6 and looking at and evaluating some of these issues.  So 

7 we haven't made any determinations of significance for 

8 any of these issues. 

9          We're just starting the process, and we want 

10 your input on what you think are issues that we either 

11 need to consider or things that you think are important 

12 that we ought to evaluate.

13           What you'll notice in here is that there are 

14 also other issues that address some of the concerns that 

15 the responsible agencies have, such as the California 

16 Coastal Commission and State Lands Commission.  We're 

17 looking at some different issues, such as climate 

18 change, commercial fishing, environmental justice, and 

19 then the State Tideland issue.  These are not typically 

20 in an EIR, but we are going to include them because they 

21 address some of the concerns that the responsible 

22 agencies have.

23          One issue that has come up in some of the past 

24 community meetings is the issue of the NRC's 

25 jurisdiction.  And Susan mentioned it earlier in the 
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1 presentation, that they have exclusive jurisdiction over 

2 any of the radiological hazards and radiological safety 

3 issues.  So they have, in essence, preempted local and 

4 state involvement in any of the radiological hazards or 

5 radiological materials, radiological waste.

6    So if you look at the slide, it basically 

7 covers everything related to handling, storage, 

8 transport, disposal, and monitoring.  So they have that 

9 jurisdiction, that the state and local agencies 

10 cannot -- we can address it, but we have no jurisdiction 

11 over it.

12    So what would the EIR then look at?  Because 

13 the County has to look at the whole of the action, they 

14 have to look at the entire project, we are going to 

15 incorporate in the environmental document the NRC 

16 requirements, as well as the measures, the plans, the 

17 procedures that PG&E is putting in place to address some 

18 of the requirements that the NRC has imposed or that's 

19 required under current regulations.  This is an approach 

20 that we took on the SONGS EIR, and we think it's 

21 applicable in this particular project, too, and we'd 

22 like to apply that here as well.

23    I mentioned one, the radiological hazards, but 

24 for all of the environmental issues that you saw on that 

25 prior slide, we're going to look at how the proposed 
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1 project, the decommissioning project, changes the 

2 environment compared to current conditions. 

3          We're going to look at direct, indirect, 

4 cumulative and growth-inducing effects for that proposed 

5 project.  We're going to focus on significant impacts, 

6 because that's a requirement under CEQUA, that we focus 

7 on those significant impacts and we find a way to 

8 mitigate them. 

9          We're going to identify any mitigation measures 

10 that can be applied to reduce or avoid significant 

11 impacts.  We are going to, as part of environmental 

12 justice and population housing, look at some social and 

13 economic issues, because they're part of some of the 

14 issues that are concerned on a project like this.  But 

15 under CEQA, those issues cannot have a significant 

16 impact because the EIR is focused on environmental 

17 issues and not social or economic.

18          Alternatives is going to be a key component of 

19 the EIR.  We have identified some preliminary 

20 alternatives in the notice of preparation.  Some of the 

21 alternatives have been identified by PG&E, and then we 

22 have some that have been identified by some of the 

23 responsible agencies.

24          Under CEQA, we're required to look at a NOP 

25 project alternative.  And for this particular project 
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1 that could include more than one variation of a NOP 

2 project.  We also, under CEQA, because it is a CEQA 

3 focused or state focused document, we need to look at 

4 consistency with project objectives when we identify 

5 alternatives. 

6    We need to identify alternatives that reduce 

7 impact, and we need to look at the feasibility of the 

8 different alternatives.  The alternatives are not going 

9 to be evaluated at the same level as the project, but 

10 they are going to be compared to the project so that 

11 there's a comparative evaluation of the different 

12 environmental impacts.  And that was a very high level, 

13 because we want to get to your scoping comments.  But if 

14 there's any questions on the EIR process, we can take 

15 them now.

16    MS. BLEWITT:  Please raise your hand as before 

17 if you have any questions on the EIR process.  If you're 

18 calling in, you can use the star 9 to raise your hand.  

19 Does anyone have any questions regarding the EIR 

20 process?  I'm not seeing any.

21    MS. STRACHAN:  So we'd like to open it up for 

22 your formal scoping comments and any comments that you 

23 made during the Q and A we are recording those and 

24 transcribing them, so they will be taken into account. 

25  Comments that would be helpful to us would 
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1 address either the scope or content of the EIR, any 

2 local environmental knowledge that you have that you 

3 think we need to be aware of, any issues that you think 

4 we need to evaluate or you feel like we need to evaluate 

5 an issue in a certain way, that would be helpful, any 

6 feasible alternatives that you think we ought consider 

7 to PG&E's proposed project, and then any mitigation 

8 measures that you think are important for us to consider 

9 regarding PG&E's project.

10          We also, at this time during the scoping 

11 comments, are open to hear any of your ideas for other 

12 future site-use concepts that we should consider in the 

13 environmental document.

14          Just to remind you, if you'd like to make a 

15 comment, just please raise your hand.  We're not going 

16 to limit the speakers to three minutes, because we don't 

17 have that many attendees today.  If you're calling by 

18 phone and you need to raise your hand, just use star 9 

19 and use star 6 to unmute yourself.

20          Before we open it up, we just wanted to make 

21 sure everybody understood that you can present your 

22 comments at any of the five scoping meetings that we're 

23 having, or you can email or mail your comments.  We're 

24 going to leave this slide up during the comment period 

25 in case you need to write down any of this information.  
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1 So we do have one hand?  

2    MS. BLEWITT:  Yes, we do.  Coleman Miller. 

3 Please state your name for the record and any 

4 organization or agency you're affiliated with.

5  MR. MILLER:  Good evening.  Can you hear me?

6  MS. BLEWITT:  Yes.

7  MR. MILLER:  My name is Coleman Miller.  

8 Tonight I'm calling as a citizen of Pismo Beach.  In the 

9 long-term vision along this coastal property, when we 

10 think 20 years, 50 years out, could be a desire to 

11 connect the coastal trail to this land, and I think a 

12 consideration should be made for historic landmarks 

13 possibly along that future trail.

14    I believe Chumash has plans to convert the 

15 information center by 101 into some kind of information 

16 center more to the Chumash area, but if the coastal 

17 trail is connected, I would think north of the creek, 

18 that the Chumash could do their thing, but south of the 

19 creek, I would think a kiosk, perhaps, with the history 

20 of Diablo Canyon would be a good public service.

21    Many of the federal laboratories, the 

22 Department of Energy are doing this, like at Oak Ridge 

23 and other things where there's a kiosk along a trail 

24 showing the history of what was conducted at those 

25 sites.
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1           Diablo Canyon was, of course, the poster child 

2 for the controversy of nuclear power.  It's siting 

3 siting of the Sierra Club and a group that actually said 

4 to put the plant where it is versus the dunes down south 

5 in Pismo, and the other half of the Sierra Club said 

6 that they never wanted the plant to come about.  So I 

7 think planning along that future coastal trail and 

8 having historic landmarks along that would be of value.

9          I did have question about what the NOP project 

10 alternative would be to that extent. 

11          And I think the last thing I wanted to bring up 

12 is, I am an advocate for the barging, but if for some 

13 reason, barging is halted and they do have to do a lot 

14 of truck traffic from the Diablo site to the railyards, 

15 I would really think that the environmental impact thing 

16 would have to look at going to the electric tractors, as 

17 Tesla has put out, to reduce the CO2 generation from 

18 that truck transport that would be become local to the 

19 local railyards.

20          I understand that we need a diesel truck, 

21 really, to haul the shipments directly to one of the 

22 waste disposal sites out of state.  Thank you.

23          MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you.  Are there any other 

24 questions, or comments, I should say, scoping comments 

25 pertaining to the EIR, the environmental impact report? 
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1 Please raise your hand.  I'm not seeing any additional 

2 commenters.

3    MS. STRACHAN:  Okay.  Thank you, Lisa.  If 

4 there aren't any more comments, then that concludes our 

5 meeting for tonight.  We'd like to thank you for taking 

6 the time to attend.  We recognize this is your private 

7 time, after probably a long day at work, and we 

8 sincerely appreciate you taking the time to attend.

9   We will be posting a recording of the meeting 

10 to the County's website.  It will be able to be viewed 

11 there.

12    We do have additional scoping meetings.  The 

13 same material will be discussed at each meeting; but if 

14 interested, we have one scheduled for December 1st at 

15 10:00 a.m. and at 6:00 p.m., and then one on December 

16 4th at 2:00 p.m.  And the instructions on how to access 

17 those meetings, because they will be virtual again, is 

18 on the County Planning & Building webpage.  There's a 

19 link specifically for Diablo Canyon Decommissioning.

20  Thank you again for joining us.  We appreciate 

21 it.

22    MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you.  I'm going to stop the 

23 recording.

24   MS. STRACHAN:  We'll end the meeting.  Thank 

25 you very much everyone.
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1   WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 1, 2021, 10:00 A.M. 

2   *******************

3    MS. STRACHAN:  Good morning, everyone.  I want 

4 to thank you for taking the time to join us for the 

5 Diablo Canyon Power Plant Decommissioning Project 

6 Scoping Meeting.  

7   I just want to go over a few items in terms of 

8 participating in the meeting via Zoom.  So we're 

9 starting off the meeting tonight with a presentation.  

10 During that time all attendees will be muted.  

11   We will have a few question-and-answer sessions 

12 and we'll have a scoping comment session. 

13    If you're participating online, in order to 

14 speak during those time periods, use the raise-hand 

15 feature, which is located at the toolbar at the bottom 

16 of your screen, and then we will call on you to speak 

17 during the Q and A, or at the end of the presentation 

18 for the scoping meetings.

19    If you're participating by phone, you press 

20 star 9 to raise your hand and when called upon press 

21 star 9 to unmute.  This meeting, as Sandra said, is 

22 being recorded and we'll repeat these instructions for 

23 how to participate before each of those time periods.  

24 So don't worry, you don't have to memorize all of this 

25 right now.  Next slide, please. 
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1          I want to go through the meeting agenda, so we 

2 will go through introductions.  I'm then I'm going to 

3 provide a description of PG&E's proposed decommissioning 

4 project.  Once we go through the project description, 

5 we'll have a question-and-answer session.  We do have 

6 representatives from PG&E available to help with that 

7 portion of the program.

8          Next, we're going to get into a discussion of 

9 future site reuse concepts.  So these are concepts for 

10 what could be on the site once the decommissioning 

11 activities are over.  This is a County-driven analysis.  

12 It's not part of PG&E's proposed project, but it is 

13 something that will be included in the environmental 

14 impact report. 

15          We'll then have a second question-and-answer 

16 session to answer any questions with regard to this 

17 analysis.  Followed by that, we will have a presentation 

18 on the environmental impact report process, and again, 

19 have a third question-and-answer period, followed by 

20 scoping comments, which again, is the opportunity for 

21 participants to provide comments on basically what 

22 they'd like to see covered in the environmental impact 

23 report.  

24          Next slide please.  So for introductions, as I 

25 mentioned, I'm Susan Strachan.  I'm the nuclear power 
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1 plant decommissioning manager for San Luis Obisbo 

2 County.  Cindy Chambers works with me, she's a senior 

3 planner with the County.  And then we have Aspen 

4 environmental group.  Aspen are consultants to the 

5 County.  They will be preparing the environmental impact 

6 report for the Diablo decommissioning. 

7          I want to point out that Aspen Environmental 

8 Group also is the group that prepared the environmental 

9 impact report for the decommissioning of the San Onofre 

10 Nuclear Power Plant in San Diego County.  That 

11 decommissioning is going on right now. 

12          Representing Aspen is Sandra Alarcon-Lopez, 

13 she's the EIR project manager, and Lisa Blewitt, who is 

14 the deputy project manager.  And as I mentioned, we also 

15 have PG&E representatives who'll be available to answer 

16 questions and I will introduce them when we get to that 

17 portion of the meeting. 

18          Next slide, please.  Now, first let's talk 

19 about what the purpose of the meeting is, and scoping.  

20 So scoping is required under the California 

21 Environmental Quality Act.  It requires a 30-day scoping 

22 period where people can make comments on content of the 

23 environmental impact report.  I have to say that for 

24 this project, we're actually taking a longer scoping 

25 period, because when we issued the notice of 
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1 preparation, which is what kicks off that scoping period 

2 and counted out 30 days, that 30 days landed right 

3 around Thanksgiving.  So we extended it to actually 

4 approximately 40 days to give more time due to the 

5 Thanksgiving holiday.

6    Scoping meetings are required for projects 

7 which are of statewide, regional- or area-wide 

8 significance.  And again, it's an opportunity for 

9 agencies in the public to provide input on the scope and 

10 content of the EIR. 

11   Now, there's three different ways the comments 

12 can be provided.  They can be provided through a scoping 

13 meeting like we're having today, where you can provide 

14 verbal comments or you can provide written comments by 

15 mail or by email, and we'll provide information on the 

16 mailing address and the email address when we get to the 

17 scoping comment portion of the meeting. 

18    The scoping meeting or scoping also provides an 

19 opportunity for agencies in the public to provide input 

20 on project alternatives, EIR evaluation methods, and 

21 mitigation methods. 

22    Next slide, please.  So now I want to get into 

23 providing a description of the project that has been 

24 proposed by PG&E to the County, go into a little bit of 

25 background on the application, talk about the 
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1 jurisdiction of some of the key agencies, discuss the 

2 power plant decommissioning activities, and then talk 

3 about some offsite locations for waste transportation 

4 that are proposed by PG&E. 

5          Next slide, please.  So to give some background 

6 on PG&E's land use application, they filed the 

7 application on March 29th, 2021 with the County.  The 

8 application is for a development plan, coastal 

9 development permit, and a conditional use permit.  The 

10 site actually has a portion in the coastal zone and then 

11 a portion in the inland part of the County, which is why 

12 you have the different permits or applications that were 

13 submitted. 

14          Once the County receives the application, it 

15 then does a 30-day application review.  It sends out 

16 letters to agencies and organizations asking for input 

17 on the application and then does its own review.  So at 

18 the end of the 30 days, the County issued a comment 

19 letter on April 28th, 2021, listing additional 

20 information that we needed for the application. 

21          PG&E responded with the filing of an 

22 application supplement on July 8th.  County then did get 

23 another 30-day review, again, sent out referral letters 

24 to the agencies and organizations, and a second County 

25 comment letter was issued on August 9th.
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PG&E then responded to that letter with a 

filing on October 6th. And on October 27th the County 

accepted P 's  application. With that application 

accepted, we then issued the notice of preparation on 

October 28th.  Next slide.

So this slide is a general site vicinity of the 

Diablo Canyon Power Plant.  The power plant is marked, 

or the boundaries are marked in blue.  The yellow area 

are Diablo Canyon Lands that are owned by PG&E or Eureka 

Energy, which is a subsidiary of PG&E.  Next slide, 

please. 

So this shows the boundary of the power plant 

site marked in red and then actually in an aerial of the 

power plant site itself.  Next slide.

So this slide shows the agency's jurisdiction. 

So the yellow line going through the middle marks the 

coastal zone.  And so the area above the coastal zone in 

brown, that's the inland portion, portion of the site 

that is not in the coastal zone.  The green part is that 

area which is in the coastal zone. 

So from a County permitting standpoint, it 

covers both the inland and the green coastal zone 

portion.  If you go then farther down toward where the 

water is, where Sandra has the cursor, that covers a 

jurisdiction that's under the California Coastal 
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1 Commission and the State Lands Commission.  Next slide, 

2 please. 

3    Now, this slide talks about the different 

4 activities by these agencies.  So County of San Louis 

5 Obispo, we are the lead agency under the California 

6 Environment Quality Act.  That means that we have the 

7 responsibility for preparing the environmental impact 

8 report.  And again, the permits that would be issued, 

9 assuming the project is approved or listed below. 

10   California Coastal Commission is a responsible 

11 agency under the California Environmental Quality Act.

12 So we work closely with them to make sure that the 

13 environmental impact report is going to cover the things 

14 they need in order to do their permitting.  That area 

15 down by the water on the previous slide is the original 

16 jurisdiction of the Coastal Commission. 

17    So they'll be issuing a permit for activities 

18 in that area, but it's important to point out that the 

19 portion of the site within the coastal zone is in the 

20 appeal jurisdiction of the Coastal Commission.  So any 

21 permit issued by the County within any Coastal 

22 Commission appealed jurisdiction can be appealed to the 

23 Coastal Commission. 

24   California State Lands Commission is a trustee 

25 agency under California Environmental Quality Act.  They 
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1 will be issuing a new lease or a lease amendment for 

2 project features within their jurisdiction, which, 

3 again, is down in that water area that was in the 

4 previous slide.  And the Nuclear Regulatory Commission 

5 is a federal agency which oversees decommissioning 

6 process.  So they're specifically cleanup, removal of 

7 radioactive structures and systems, transfer spent fuel, 

8 and then termination of the licenses for the project. 

9          With the involvement of the NRC, state and 

10 local agencies are preempted for issues dealing with 

11 radiological hazards and radiological safety.  And we'll 

12 get in that in more detail when we're talking about the 

13 EIR process.  Next slide, please.

14          Now, the Diablo Canyon Power Plant 

15 Decommissioning, there are two nuclear units on the 

16 site.  Unit 1, the license terminates in November of 

17 2024, and Unit 2, the license terminates in August of 

18 2025.  PG&E had been embarking on renewing the licenses 

19 for these projects, but in 2016, stopped that license 

20 renewal effort, and determined that it was going to 

21 retire the plant. 

22          In 2018, the California Public Utilities 

23 Commission approved the retirement of the Diablo Canyon 

24 Power Plant.  And then PG&E initiated its permitting for 

25 the decommissioning activities.  The plan is that PG&E 
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1 proposes to begin the decommissioning and dismantling of 

2 the plant in 2024.  Next slide, please.

3   Now, the decommissioning will occur in two 

4 phases, two time periods.  Phase 1, 2024 to 2031 is when 

5 preplanning and decommissioning activities will occur.  

6 In other words, this is a bulk of the decommissioning, a 

7 bulk of taking every thing down will occur during that 

8 phase 1 time period. 

9   In phase two, which is 2032 to 2039, they'll be 

10 doing completion of soil remediation, final status 

11 surveys.  These are surveys that are conducted as a 

12 requirement by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to 

13 ensure that the site meets established radiological 

14 release criteria.  And then they'll be doing the final 

15 site restoration of the site.  Next slide, please.

16   Now, the project decommissioning, I think when 

17 people think of decommissioning, think about 

18 decontamination and demolition of infrastructure and 

19 buildings and structures, and that is a key component of 

20 it.  But as proposed, it includes the retention of some 

21 structures and I'll go through those, the construction 

22 of new buildings and structures, which will be in a 

23 future PG&E owner-controlled area on the site.  And I'll 

24 be going through that. 

25  And then decommissioning also involves the 
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1 installation of temporary infrastructure and buildings 

2 that are needed to accommodate the decommissioning 

3 effort.  And then it's also going to include the use of 

4 some offsite rail loading sites.  Next slide, please.

5           Now, this slide depicts areas that are not 

6 going to be removed, and those are denoted in black in 

7 terms of roads within the plant site and in red in terms 

8 of different structures.  So down by the water, we have 

9 the two break waters.  PG&E proposes to have those 

10 remain.  And the intake structure, PG&E proposes to have 

11 that remain also.  These are the structures that could 

12 be available for future reviews by others. 

13          Then moving on up, this is what we're going to 

14 get into, what would be referred to as a future PG&E 

15 owner-controlled area.  You have the rectangle, which is 

16 the -- it says ISFSI, which stands for Independent Spent 

17 Fuel Storage Installation.  That's where spent fuel is 

18 currently stored.  And then once decommissioning begins 

19 spent fuel that's currently in, the reactors will be 

20 transported and stored up in that ISFSI.  That is a site 

21 that has been previously permitted. 

22          Next to it are the raw water reservoirs.  Those 

23 will remain.  There's a 230 KV switch yard which will 

24 remain, and a 500 KV switch yard, which will remain.  

25 Next slide, please.
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1    Now, this slide covers the features which would 

2 be in the new PG&E owner-controlled area.  Some of them, 

3 like ISFSI, for example, the switch yards, raw water 

4 reservoir that I pointed out in the previous slide, are 

5 existing structures that will remain and be in this 

6 owner-controlled area.  The green boxes denote new 

7 construction.  So given that the fuel will be up in this 

8 upper part of the site and the remaining part of the 

9 site will be decommissioned, a new security building 

10 will be built up in this area.

11    Also, a new indoor firing range will be built 

12 in this area.  PG&E also proposes to build a 

13 Greater-than-Class-C waste facility, which will store 

14 reactor internals or process waste for which there is 

15 not a federal repository for it to be sent offsite 

16 similar to the spent fuel. 

17   So that will stay on site also and be 

18 constructed as part of the decommission effort.  Next 

19 slide.

20   Now, this slide, there's a lot going on here, 

21 but what I like about it is that it's a site layout for 

22 decommissioning for this lower portion of the site.  And 

23 I think it depicts all that's involved in terms of 

24 decommissioning.  So it identifies different lots.  

25 These are parking lots that will be used to accommodate 
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1 decommissioning workers. 

2          Parking lots are also converted to serve as 

3 lay-down for the decommissioning effort.  It shows 

4 buildings that are existing buildings that will be 

5 converted to uses to support decommissioning.  So, for 

6 example, the main warehouse, which is identified in 

7 orange will be modified to create a waste handling 

8 facility where waste will be segregated, stockpiled, 

9 packaged for offsite transport. 

10          There's another building, a flex equipment 

11 building, which will be modified to create what's 

12 referred to as an environmental count room or a lab to 

13 be used for testing soil samples.  So this just gives an 

14 idea of what will go where during the decommissioning 

15 effort, which is a lot of activity.  Next slide, please.

16          So some of the activities that are going to 

17 happen during the phase 1 decommissioning again, 2024 to 

18 2031, temporary infrastructure and building 

19 modifications like those ones I just mentioned will 

20 happen during this time period.  Decontamination and 

21 demolition of buildings, again, the new buildings and 

22 structures to be constructed in the future PG&E 

23 owner-controlled area will occur. 

24          During phase 1, the spent fuel and 

25 Greater-than-Class-C waste will be transferred to the 
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1 independent spent fuel storage installation and the new 

2 Greater-than-Class-C waste storage facility, and removal 

3 and restoration of the discharge structure will begin 

4 during this phase.  Next slide, please.

5          So this is a picture of the discharge structure 

6 during decommissioning.  So this is the structure that 

7 will be one of the structures that will be removed as a 

8 result of decommissioning.  Next slide, please.

9          So going on from the discharge structure 

10 removal, the picture on the right shows the circles are 

11 tight with a proposed coffer dam, basically creating an 

12 area where the water can be pumped out, creating a dry 

13 space for the discharge structure to be removed. 

14          Other activities during this phase are removal 

15 of the nuclear reactor pressure vessels and internals, 

16 steam generators, site characterization to identify 

17 contaminated areas.  With those contaminated areas 

18 identified, soil remediation will recur, and again, the 

19 final status surveys that I mentioned previously. 

20          Also during this phase, modification and 

21 utilization of the offsite rail yards would occur.  Next 

22 slide.

23          During phase 2 of the project, soil remediation 

24 and final status surveys would continue.  Any 

25 infrastructure that is now not needed for retained 
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1 facilities would be removed.  Final site restoration 

2 would happen.  So this is the grading of the site, the 

3 development with storm water management system, now that 

4 structures have been removed, will be developed and 

5 revegetation would happen. 

6    There will be monitoring of that site 

7 restoration effort for up to five years and then PG&E 

8 will terminate its NRC license, part 50 license, which 

9 covers the current operation of the plant, and it will 

10 transition into a ISFSI, meaning the spent fuel and the 

11 Greater-than-Class-C waste storage operations.  Next 

12 slide, please.

13   I wanted to talk for a moment about 

14 decommissioning waste transportation.  PG&E is proposing 

15 a blended approach for waste transportation.  It will 

16 consist of transporting waste by barge, transporting 

17 waste by truck, meaning directly on a truck to an 

18 offsite disposal facility, and then transporting by 

19 truck to an offsite rail facility that I mentioned 

20 previously. 

21   What's helpful with this blended approach is 

22 that barge transportation can accommodate much more 

23 waste than a truck can.  And so by using barge 

24 transportation for taking waste off site, it 

25 dramatically reduces the number of trucks that would 
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1 otherwise be on the road transporting waste. 

2   PG&E has used barge transportation before.  

3 That picture on that slide is steam generators that were 

4 transported on site in roughly 2006 time period.  Next 

5 slide, please.

6   So I mentioned the railroading facilities.  

7 PG&E has proposed three different sites.  This slide 

8 shows where they are in relation to the Diablo Canyon 

9 Power Plant.  One site is in Pismo Beach.  This site 

10 would be used as a contingency, and there would be no 

11 radiological or hazardous waste transported to this 

12 facility. 

13    There are two other sites.  One in the city of 

14 Santa Maria, one in Santa Barbara County.  Both of these 

15 will be evaluated in the environmental impact report.  

16 However, ultimately only one of the sites will be used.  

17 Next slide, please.

18    Here's a depiction of the Pismo Beach rail yard 

19 facility.  This is on property owned by PG&E, and it's 

20 off of Price Canyon Road.  And again, this is a site 

21 that would be used as a contingency site.  Next slide.

22    And then this shows the two sites.  This Osborn 

23 yard is the one located in the city of Santa Maria close 

24 to Stowell Road.  And then the second one is And then 

25 the one in unincorporated Santa Barbara County is at the 
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1 Betteravia Industrial Park off of Betteravia.

2          And with that, we'd like to take questions on 

3 the proposed project.  As I mentioned previously, if you 

4 are participating online, please use the raise-hand 

5 feature at the bottom of your screen and we'll call on 

6 you to speak during Q and A.  And then if you're joining 

7 by phone, press star 9 to raise your hand.  When called 

8 upon, press star 6 to mute. 

9          MS. BLEWITT:  We have one person with a raised 

10 hand.  Carl Wurtz followed by Jim Austin.  Carl, please 

11 go ahead and ask your question.

12          CARL WURTZ:  Thank you.  This question is 

13 related to the EIR.  At no time during these proceedings 

14 has any California agency considered the effect 

15 permanent shutdown of Diablo Canyon will have on climate 

16 change.  Estimates predictable raise California's 

17 electricity CO2 emissions by 15.5 million times by 2030. 

18          There's no indication it can possibly be 

19 replaced by renewable energy in 2025 or anytime in the 

20 future to comply with section 15126.6E1, of the 

21 California Environmental Quality Act.  The environmental 

22 impact reviewer must always evaluate a no-project 

23 alternative or MPA.

24          The MPA compares impacts of the proposed 

25 project with impacts that would occur if a proposed 
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1 project were not approved and implemented.  We hope and 

2 expect San Louis Obispo will undertake the 

3 responsibility with all due diligence and we wish to 

4 avoid litigation; but if necessary to ensure compliance, 

5 we plan to litigate the matter aggressively. 

6          We will show lending scope to only impacts 

7 directly linked to the commissioning activities is 

8 inconsistent with the purpose and intent of CEQA and has 

9 precedent case law.  So what I'm asking today is will 

10 San Louis Obispo County commit to thoroughly 

11 investigating the impact Diablo Canyon's closure will 

12 have on climate change?

13          MS. STRACHAN:  I want to address the first.  

14 When you started your comment, you made the comment that 

15 no agency has looked at this.  This actually was before 

16 the California Public Utilities Commission.  And when I 

17 had that slide about approving the retirement of Diablo 

18 Canyon, that's where that issue came up, and climate 

19 change was addressed.  That's where the question of 

20 closure of the plant was asked in a regulatory 

21 environment.  So that was that proceeding. 

22          The project before us is the decommissioning of 

23 the plant since the decision of closure has already been 

24 made.  We will get into the no-project alternative as 

25 required by CEQA, but in terms of the greenhouse gas and 
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1 energy supply, that's a California Public Utilities 

2 Commission matter.

3          CARL WURTZITE:  I would disagree.  The 

4 environmental impact report applies to all aspects of 

5 the plant and decommissioning is permanent.  And there's 

6 no doubt that CEQA would require you to investigate the 

7 impact on climate change.  That's what the purpose of 

8 the California Environmental Quality Act was.

9          MR. JONES:  Susan, if I might, from a licensing 

10 standpoint, the licensing is going to be expired.  So 

11 the no-project alternative can't compel a federal agency 

12 to issue a license to continue to operate the plant.  

13 That's outside the scope the CEQA proceeding.

14          CARL WURTZ:  We're not talking about licensing.  

15 We're talking about the impact on the environment of 

16 closing the plant.

17          MS. STRACHAN:  I understand your comment.  And 

18 this is something that we'll have that, I'm assuming, 

19 concluding that with scoping comments, but I do 

20 understand and appreciate your comment.

21          MS. BLEWITT:  Just to reiterate there will be 

22 multiple opportunities to ask questions.  At this point 

23 in the presentation, the focus is questions on the 

24 proposed project and the project description itself.  

25 We'll then be going through the EIR process and 
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1 answering questions at that time.  And then we will be 

2 doing the scoping comments.  And that's the more formal 

3 portion of the presentation. 

4  The next person is Jim Austin.

5   JIM AUSTIN:  Thank you.  I'm the fire marshal 

6 for the San Maria Fire Department.  And the two proposed 

7 sites -- I've done a site visit of both, and I realized 

8 this is going to be evaluated in the EIR.  So I'm not 

9 sure if I'm jumping ahead or what, but we have a concern 

10 about the Osborn Yard.  It's adjacent to a dense 

11 residential neighborhood.  So it would be our preference 

12 that the Betteravia site be the transfer site.  It's not 

13 that we're trying to punt the operation to somebody 

14 else's jurisdiction because we are actually through 

15 automatic aid and mutual aid. 

16  Our engine too is the first in that area, so we 

17 would still be responding to it.  But that area is very 

18 rural, very little, there's no residential really.  And 

19 we just think it's a more appropriate site.  So, I don't 

20 know if we'll be involved in the EIR or we'll be reached 

21 out to, but I just wanted to raise that concern.  Thank 

22 you.

23    MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you.  Thank you, Jim.  Next 

24 person with raised hand is Kara Woodruff.

25  KARA WOODRUFF:  Can you hear me okay?
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1          MS. BLEWITT:    Yes.

2          KARA WOODRUFF:  Thanks for the presentation.  

3 Quick question.  Is the proposed Greater-than-Class-C 

4 waste storage facility, the new facility being proposed 

5 inside or outside of the coastal zone?

6          MS. STRACHAN:  It's outside of the coastal 

7 zone.

8          KARA WOODRUFF:  Thank you.

9          MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you.  The next person with 

10 the raised hand is Sherri Danoff.  Please unmute 

11 yourself.

12          SHERRY DANOFF:  Thank you.  Yes, I've just 

13 unmuted.  I'm recalling in PG&E's initial application 

14 there was a section on reuse on site of demolished 

15 materials that are nonradioactive, basically, a 

16 feasibility study.  And it suggested that a great deal 

17 of material could remain on site and mixed with soils 

18 that were also on site.  And I'm wondering if there's 

19 any quantification as to how much material would remain 

20 on site and, therefore, not have to be either trucked or 

21 barged off site.

22          MS. STRACHAN:  So I think you're referring to 

23 the clean concrete that they're proposing to use as 

24 fill.  And that is part of the project. 

25          Tom, in terms of volume do you know?  Off the 



DIABLO CANYON DECOMMISSIONING PROJECT     PUBLIC MEETING (AM) DECEMBER 1, 2021

BARRETT REPORTING, INC. (888) 740-1100 www.barrettreporting.com

22

1 top of my head, I don't remember those numbers in terms 

2 of what that volume is.

3          SHERRY DANOFF.  Okay, thanks.

4          MR. JONES:  Susan, I have it more in 

5 percentages, but we do have a graphic.  So I'm asking 

6 staff to pull that and mail it to you so we can share 

7 the concepts and how it reduces waste and then reusing 

8 the items for fill.

9          KRIS VARDIS:  This is Kris Vardis I'm getting 

10 that graphic and sending it to you, Susan.

11          MS. STRACHAN:  Actually if you can send it to 

12 Sandra, that would be great since.  

13          KRIS VARDIS:  Yeah.  And in regards 

14 specifically to recycling of concrete, about 265,000 

15 cubic yards of clean concrete would be recycled and 

16 reused on site.

17          SHERRY DANOFF:  That's very helpful.  Thank 

18 you.

19          MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you, Sherri.  We have one 

20 additional person with a raised hand.  Dana Eady, please 

21 unmute yourself.

22          DANA EADY:  Hi.  Can you hear me okay?

23          MS. BLEWITT:  Yes.

24          DANA EADY:  Hi.  Thank you.  So my name is Dana 

25 Eady.  I'm the Planning Division Manager with the City 
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1 of Santa Maria.  And I have been in contact with Susan 

2 regarding the Osborn site in the past few months.  I did 

3 want to just mention that the City is going to be 

4 sending a letter requesting that the scoping period be 

5 extended so that we have additional time to review this. 

6    And we also have not received any contact from 

7 PG&E yet regarding the Osborn site and we have some 

8 concerns as well about the proximity of existing 

9 residences to the site as Jim mentioned, our fire 

10 marshal mentioned, and just need more information from 

11 PG&E about the proposal. 

12    So I just wanted to mention that we are going 

13 to send that letter in prior to the deadline, which I 

14 think is the 6th.  So thank you.  That was just the 

15 comments I had at this point.

16    MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you, Dana.  There are no 

17 other raised hands at this time for questions regarding 

18 the proposed project.

19    MS. STRACHAN:  Okay.  Why don't we move on then 

20 to the next segment.  So briefly I want to talk about a 

21 component of the EIR, appendix to the EIR that the 

22 County is going to be doing with Osborn.  And this is 

23 looking at future site reuse concepts.  So this is going 

24 out into the future, as it shows on the slide. 

25  We're looking at beyond 2040.  So, once 
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1 decommissioning, These would be activities or potential 

2 activities after decommissioning is completed.  This is 

3 a County driven analysis.  This is not part of PG&E's 

4 proposed project.  It is not proposed by PG&E.  It'll be 

5 looking at reuse concepts to provide an early high level 

6 analysis of possible post-decommissioning uses. 

7    This would give an idea of what could be 

8 potential issues or impacts with some reuse concepts.  

9 Next slide please.

10   So some of the concepts that are under 

11 consideration by the County would be a university 

12 campus, developed recreation such as camping, day use 

13 recreation, hiking, kayaking, research facility, 

14 renewable energy generation or storage, a resort hotel, 

15 mixed use, which could be a combination of different 

16 concepts or an offshore wind port support facility.  So, 

17 we know that reuse is an important aspect of this 

18 project for people. 

19   We did want people to know that we are going to 

20 be doing this high-level evaluation.  Next slide, 

21 Sandra.  And so, we just want to know if there's any 

22 questions on the analysis side of the reuse concepts.  

23 If there's other concepts that people are interested in 

24 pursuing, that could be brought up, if you can, during 

25 scoping.  Just looking if there's any questions on the 
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1 analysis that will be done.

2          MS. BLEWITT:  We have one raised hand at this 

3 time for Kara Woodruff Please unmute yourself.

4          KARA WOODRUFF:  Hi.  Another quick question.  I 

5 noticed on your slide it talks about future uses after 

6 2040.  As you know, there's a lot of activity and 

7 discussion about reusing Parcel P at the Diablo Canyon 

8 area.  And I think there's an assumption that some 

9 reuses could occur before 2040, in the midst of 

10 decommissioning. 

11          And so, I guess I'm just trying to get clarity.  

12 When you talk about the reuse of Parcel P, are you 

13 saying nothing like this is going to happen until 2040 

14 at a minimum?

15          MS. STRACHAN:  Thank you Kara.  That's a good 

16 question.  Not necessarily.  It was just trying to put 

17 it in perspective that generally speaking these uses are 

18 post-decommissioning; but you're right.  If there's 

19 something that could potentially occur sooner than that, 

20 this wouldn't preclude that from happening.

21          KARA WOODRUFF:  Okay.  Thank you.

22          MS. BLEWITT:  We have an additional raised 

23 hand.  Sherri Danoff.  Please unmute yourself.

24          SHERRY DANOFF:  Yes.  Thank you.  I'm wondering 

25 if the analysis of future uses and specific to resort 
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1 hotel would include access.  And I bring that up because 

2 access through Avila Beach on weekends and particularly 

3 during warm weather seasons is already over capacity and 

4 a resort hotel would have access through Avila.  So 

5 would that be considered?

6          MS. STRACHAN:  It would need to, again, at a 

7 high level, assume a certain amount of traffic.  So, 

8 that would need to be part of the analysis.

9          SHERRY DANOFF:  Okay.  Thank you.

10          MS. BLEWITT:  Are there any other questions 

11 regarding the reuse concepts?  

12          Susan Harvey.  Please unmute yourself.

13 Susan Harvey:  Hi, thank you.  Are you anticipating that 

14 this analysis of future use is going to lead to a 

15 development agreement now?  It seems a little premature.

16          MS. STRACHAN:  No, it's not.  It's literally 

17 just to do an evaluation, again, at a very high level to 

18 give an indication of what could be potential issues or 

19 impacts associated with any of these concepts.

20          SUSAN HARVEY:  Okay.  Thank you.

21          MS. STRACHAN:  So it's for information 

22 purposes.  That is probably the best way to say it.

23          SUSAN HARVEY:  Thank you.

24          MS. BLEWITT:  Are there any other questions 

25 related to the reuse concepts?  I see none.
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1          MS. STRACHAN:  Thank you, Sandra.

2          MS. BLEWITT:  Wait.  There was a hand, but then 

3 it went away.  You can move on.  Sorry.

4          MS. STRACHAN:  Maybe we should ask Matt because 

5 he had a question at the very beginning.

6          MS. BLEWITT:  I think that's who raised their 

7 hand and then took it away.  Matt, if you want to raise 

8 your hand again.  Perhaps later.

9          MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  Okay.  Thank you.  What I'm 

10 going to do is give you just a very quick overview of 

11 the environmental impact review process.  As Susan 

12 mentioned, I'm Sandra Alarcon-Lopez.  I'm with Aspen 

13 Environmental Group.  And we are working with the County 

14 on the preparation of the environmental impact report.  

15 In terms of the actual document, there were just a 

16 couple of things that we wanted to bring up and they're 

17 listed here on this slide. 

18          Number one, the County recognizes that this is 

19 a discretionary approval and it is one that has the 

20 potential to cause impacts.  And for that reason as the 

21 lead agency for the environmental document and for CEQA 

22 review, they've decided to move forward with an 

23 environmental impact report. 

24          As allowed under the California Environmental 

25 Quality Act or CEQA, the lead agency can move forward 
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1 with the preparation of the document even without the 

2 initial study.  And that's what we're doing in order to 

3 move forward in the process.

4    This next slide gives you an idea of the 

5 different steps.  And this is only the environmental 

6 review process.  And one thing that we would like to do 

7 is just to let you know is that we're at the early 

8 stages of the process.  As you see here, we're at the 

9 public scoping period.  We.

10    Have five scoping meetings that we're putting 

11 forth.  This is the third one in the series.  We're 

12 presenting the same content, same information at all 

13 three meetings.  There will be other opportunities for 

14 the public to participate in the environmental document.  

15 We're only at the early stages. 

16    Once we get everybody's input and comments on 

17 the document, any ideas or information that you have for 

18 us, we'll prepare a draft environmental impact report.  

19 When that document is released, it'll give the public 

20 another opportunity to look at the project potential 

21 impacts and those type of issues.

22   In addition, there will be public hearings 

23 associated with the project.  And that's after we've had 

24 an opportunity to take comments on the public document, 

25 the draft environmental document and then prepare a 
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1 final environmental impact report.  When we prepare this 

2 final document, we will respond to all of the written 

3 comments and all the comments that we receive on the 

4 draft document.  So that will include both the draft EIR 

5 and any issues or comments that are presented. 

6   This generally gives you information about the 

7 content that is going to be included in the 

8 environmental document.  We're going to have a detailed 

9 description of PG&E's proposed project.  And for all of 

10 the environmental issue areas that we're going to 

11 evaluate and discuss in the document, we're going to 

12 provide an environmental and regulatory section for each 

13 of those issues. 

14    We're also going to look at impacts, what 

15 impacts to air, water, other issues are going to result 

16 from the proposed project.  And when we're talking about 

17 the proposed project, we're talking about PG&E's project 

18 as described in their application to the County.  We're 

19 also going to identify and evaluate any alternatives. 

20   As part of CEQA, we have to look at what 

21 alternatives could easily be implemented to reduce 

22 significant impacts of PG&E's project.  We also talked a 

23 little bit earlier about future use concepts.  That's 

24 something that the County would like to include in the 

25 environmental document.  And we're going to look at 
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1 those issues in a separate chapter in the EIR because 

2 they are done, as Susan mentioned earlier, for 

3 information purposes. 

4          There are a number of different issues that are 

5 being evaluated in the environmental document.  They're 

6 listed on this particular slide.  And I think that the 

7 key issue here is that we haven't made any decisions on 

8 any of these issues yet.  We're in the preliminary 

9 stages of the environmental document.

10           We've been evaluating and looking at a number 

11 of different technical reports for the project site.  

12 And then we've also been coordinating with responsible 

13 agencies.  So some of the issues that you see here like 

14 these right here are issues that are also going to apply 

15 to some of the responsible agencies, like the State 

16 Lands Commission and Coastal Commission that we'll 

17 evaluate and look at in the environmental document. 

18          One of the issues that we wanted to 

19 specifically just mention, because it's come up several 

20 times in some of the community meetings, is NRC or 

21 Nuclear Regulatory Emission Preemption and the 

22 discussion of the radiological hazards. 

23          The NRC has exclusive authority over that 

24 issue, meaning that they regulate how the material is 

25 handled, stored, transported, all components of managing 
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1 that particular material and waste.  And so when we're 

2 talking about how that's going to be looked at and 

3 presented in the environmental document, we will discuss 

4 it because the County has to look at the whole of the 

5 action.

6           What is the entire project and how is that 

7 going to be addressed in the document?  So we will 

8 present the NRC requirements and we'll also identify 

9 some of the safety plans that are in place to meet some 

10 of those NRC requirements.  We had the one slide that 

11 included all of the different issues that are being 

12 considered in the environmental document. 

13          And one thing we wanted to just relay is that 

14 when we're looking at these different issue areas, we 

15 need to be comprehensive and we're going to look any 

16 direct, indirect, cumulative or growth-inducing effects 

17 of those issue areas.  We're going to look and evaluate 

18 significant impacts that we think could potentially 

19 result from the proposed project. 

20          Where we can, we're going to look at mitigation 

21 measures to reduce impact and we're going to look at 

22 social and economic issues; but they're not considered 

23 significant under CEQA.  They're just for information 

24 purposes. 

25          One thing that I did want to point out that I 
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1 forgot to mention in the previous slide is that when we 

2 are looking at radiological hazards, we're going to use 

3 a very similar approach to one that we used on the SONGS 

4 EIR, and that is to look at and document what NRC 

5 requires and what is actually being implemented by PG&E 

6 at the site. 

7   One of the key issues that we're looking at and 

8 that's required in the evaluation is the evaluation of 

9 alternatives.  When we're looking at and identifying 

10 alternatives, we look at what are the objectives of the 

11 project, how could we find an alternative to the project 

12 that meets those objectives but also reduces potential 

13 impacts, and we also look at the feasibility of an 

14 alternative.  Is it really a viable alternative to 

15 replace the project?

16    We also have to look at under CEQA the 

17 no-project alternative.  For this project that's a 

18 little bit tricky because they've already moved forward 

19 with decommission, so to speak.  And there is really no 

20 action alternative.  So one of the alternatives of PG&E 

21 is pushing forward the safe store, which allows them to 

22 decommission over extended period of time, which is 

23 roughly about 60 years. 

24    The alternatives in the CEQA document are 

25 evaluated and less detailed than the proposed project 
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1 and that's in general.  But we may find, depending on 

2 the different alternatives that we look at, that some 

3 may need additional evaluation.  And this is one area 

4 where if you have any input, we'd like your input on 

5 those alternatives. 

6          With that, we'll open it up for any questions 

7 on the EIR process.

8          MS. BLEWITT:  We have several raised hands.  

9 We'll start with Carl Wurtz.

10          CARL WURTZ:  Hi.  Thank you.  Ms. Alarcon-Lopez 

11 said that the evaluation of an EIR is a little tricky 

12 because, I believe she said that, decommissioning 

13 process has already begun.  That can't happen because 

14 the environmental impact report needs to be approved 

15 before decommissioning can begin, even though formally 

16 the process, the legal process has begun.  

17 Decommissioning has not. 

18          Let's get that straight right now because we 

19 cannot begin decommissioning until the EIR has been 

20 approved.  

21          MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  Right.  And you're correct 

22 on that.  I should have said that it's the licensing 

23 portion of it, not the decommissioning.  The 

24 decommissioning is what we're evaluating in the 

25 environmental document.  So I misspoke on that.  So I 
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1 apologize.

2    CARL WURTZ:  I just wanted to mention too that 

3 I was encouraged to see that Aspen plans to examine the 

4 effects on climate change of this project because that's 

5 essential.  Thank you.

6    MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  Lisa, are there any other 

7 comments?  Tom has his hand up.

8    MR. JONES:  Yeah, I just wanted to clarify 

9 quickly, when Sandra was going over some items, she 

10 referenced safe store and just the language I want to be 

11 clear that we've put that in as a request for the 

12 alternatives analysis, but that is not something we are 

13 seeking. 

14    Our goal is to go directly into decommissioning 

15 discretionary permits between now and 2024.  So while 

16 it's part of the alternative analysis and should be 

17 responsible to do, but that's not the company's 

18 preference.  I just don't want there to be confusion of 

19 that.

20    MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  Thank you for clarifying 

21 that.  That's true.  And I did mention it under the 

22 alternatives, so I apologize if it was unclear, it was 

23 in a proposed alternative.

24  MS. STRACHAN:  Sandra, I think we may have lost 

25 Lisa.
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1    MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  Yes, we did.  We're fine.  

2 I do see that Carl has his hand up.

3   CARL WURTZ:  I just lowered it.  I think my 

4 question was answered.  Thanks.

5    MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  Okay.  Susan Harvey, I'm 

6 going to unmute you.

7    SUSAN HARVEY:  Hi.  Excuse me.  Thank you.  I 

8 noticed in the description, project description, there 

9 was a reference to ministerial permits that would be 

10 issued.  And I'm wondering if you will describe what 

11 those are going to be and also what potential impacts 

12 there might be from ministerial permits, because there's 

13 no indication of what that might encompass in the 

14 project description.  

15    MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  Ministerial permits would 

16 typically be building permits, demolition permits when 

17 we speak of ministerial permits tied with an effort like 

18 this. 

19    SUSAN HARVEY:  So I'd like to see an analysis 

20 done of what those impacts might be and what those 

21 ministerial permits might be in the EIR.  Thank you.

22    MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  Thank you.  One second 

23 here.  Jack Krasner, I'm going to unmute you if you 

24 could give us your comment.

25   JACK KRASNER:  Thank you very much.  My 
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1 question is regarding the waste storage.  So this 

2 presumes that the decommissioning will go forward as 

3 cautious as I am about that.  Will the EIR include 

4 comments on monitoring the ongoing materials to assure 

5 that if there's any escape or any hazards to the 

6 environment, that there'll be the most modern techniques 

7 to detect such issues?

8          MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  Sorry we had somebody that 

9 lost connection.  But yes, we will look at monitoring 

10 from the sense of potential mitigation measures and 

11 evaluate it in that regard if we find a particular 

12 impact that could potentially be one of the mitigation 

13 measures that are looked at and evaluated in the 

14 environmental document.

15          JACK KRASNER:  Thank you.

16          SUSAN STRACHAN: I just want make sure I'm 

17 clear, because you mentioned waste storage, any waste 

18 storage tied to the spent fuel or the greater than Class 

19 C waste and monitoring requirements associated with that 

20 are under the purview of the Nuclear Regulatory 

21 Commission.  And again, as Sandra said, there's 

22 preemption issues there the EIR will nevertheless 

23 identify those federal requirements, but again that's 

24 under the monitorings of NRC requirement.

25          JACK KRASNER:  Got it.  Thank you.
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1   MS. BLEWITT:  So I also have a question from 

2 McKayla.  Sandra, you'll have to unmute her.

3    MCKAYLA:  Hello.  I had a question regarding 

4 how alternatives versus reuse options are going to be 

5 analyzed and if they'll be completely separate or would 

6 there be opportunities for those to overlap and how that 

7 would be approached?

8  MS. STRACHAN:  Want me to tackle that one, 

9 Sandra?

10  MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  Sure.

11   MS. STRACHAN:  They're separate.  So the reuse 

12 concept is a completely separate section of the 

13 document.  Again, looking at a high level what reuse 

14 possibilities there are and what could be potential 

15 impacts associated with those, the decommissioning 

16 alternatives would be in a separate sequel, required 

17 alternative section of the EIR that would speak directly 

18 to alternatives to the decommissioning effort.

19   MCKAYLA:  Okay.  So if a reuse option provided 

20 a less environmentally impactful option because of reuse 

21 of infrastructure, what have you, that would be within 

22 the reuse plan?  

23    MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  Yes, correct, and 

24 completely separate from the decommissioning alternative 

25 section.
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1          MCKAYLA:  Okay.  Thank you.

2          MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you, McKayla.  We also have 

3 a raised hand from Sherri Danoff.

4          SHERRI DANOFF:  Okay.  Am I unmuted?

5          MS. BLEWITT:  Yes.

6          SHERRI DANOFF:  Okay.  I have concern about 

7 storage of spent fuel, storage and casks and the 

8 existing area where it's stored.  Is there any 

9 possibility of evaluating containment for at least the 

10 existing casks, which as I understand it are subject to 

11 sea air corrosion? 

12          Also, I've read a recent report that has a lot 

13 of concern about safety and vulnerability of the current 

14 location because it's not under containment.  So this is 

15 an NRC issue, but how might this be handled in the EIR?

16          MS. STRACHAN:  I appreciate the question that 

17 what we need to keep in mind is that the ISFSI has 

18 already been permitted.  So it's more included under 

19 baseline, because it's already there and it's already 

20 been permitted as a previous project.  The EIR would not 

21 get into discussing existing issues with regard to THE 

22 ISFSI.  Any safety concerns, et cetera, like you're 

23 raising, would need to be raised with the NRC.

24          SHERRI DANOFF:  Susan, I'm not sure where it is 

25 in the process, but PG&E very recently was applying for 
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1 a new permit for the ISFSI.  If I'm remembering 

2 correctly, the earlier one is expiring.  Tom is 

3 available to clarify that for me. 

4    MS. STRACHAN:  Tom, why don't clarify the NRC 

5 license issue.

6    MR. JONES:  Yeah, thanks.  So there's a nuance 

7 here.  So we also completed this activity at Humboldt 

8 Bay.  There's no impact or change to the coastal 

9 resource. 

10    The permits from a land-use perspective from 

11 both the County and Coastal Commission were looked at in 

12 perpetuity.  The NRC, however, gives you license for 

13 specific durations, originally 20, and then up to a 

14 removal of 40 years.  So that licensing activity will 

15 result in a referral to the Coastal Commission; but, for 

16 instance, in the Humboldt Bay project because there was 

17 no impact or change of use to the coastal resource and 

18 it was a continuation of the current use, there was no 

19 permit issued. 

20    It's called CZMA, a Coastal Zone Management 

21 Act.  And the Federal Government will refer to a state 

22 jurisdiction, but it did not require a coastal 

23 development permit.  It's strictly a licensing activity.  

24  SHERRI DANOFF:  Okay.  Thank you, Tom and 

25 Susan.



DIABLO CANYON DECOMMISSIONING PROJECT     PUBLIC MEETING (AM) DECEMBER 1, 2021

BARRETT REPORTING, INC. (888) 740-1100 www.barrettreporting.com

40

1  MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you, Sherri.  We also have 

2 question from Will Almas.

3  WILL ALMAS:  Hello.

4  MS. BLEWITT:  Yes.

5   WILL ALMAS:  I'm unmuted? 

6  MS. BLEWITT:  Yes.

7    WILL ALMAS:  Yes.  This question pertains to 

8 nonradiological and nonhazardous waste generated by the 

9 decommissioning activities.  It's my understanding that 

10 there is some mandate letter, some governmental 

11 directive that at nuclear plants waste of that nature 

12 that is nonhazardous and nonradiological will not be 

13 left on site. 

14    I'd like to see an analysis of the carbon 

15 footprint and the necessity really getting down the 

16 necessity and alternative of disposal of particularly 

17 clean concrete on the site to reduce the carbon 

18 footprint of the decommissioning activities.  So that 

19 would be a concern of mine and I hope you can look into 

20 that. 

21    And I'd be interested if you can give some 

22 background or if you are aware of a mandate by the State 

23 of California that would prohibit you from going through 

24 that during the CEQA process.

25  MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you, Will.  We also have a 
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1 question from Gene Nelson.  

2          GENE NELSON:  Yeah.  I just wanted to make sure 

3 that my public comments had been registered.  I emailed 

4 them to Susan earlier this morning, so I just wanted to 

5 confirm they're being received and that they will become 

6 part of the record.

7          MS. STRACHAN:  Gene, I'm checking now.  You 

8 just sent?

9          GENE NELSON:  They were sent earlier this 

10 morning.

11          MS. STRACHAN:  Okay.  We'll double check.  Did 

12 you send them to me or to -- 

13          GENE NELSON:  I sent them to the general -- 

14          MS. STRACHAN:   Okay.  I'm sure we have them.  

15 I can't check right now because you sent to that before.

16          GENE NELSON:  Right.  Good deal.  In other 

17 words, we do anticipate that we will be litigating this 

18 issue.  I'm the legal assistant for Californians for 

19 Green Nuclear Power, Incorporated, and the entire 

20 problem is that you folks are doing the same thing they 

21 did at SONGS, which is to improperly exclude from the 

22 scope cessation of plant operation and adverse 

23 environmental consequences. 

24          And today I talked about some adverse 

25 consequences related to public welfare and safety.  So I 
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1 appreciate your acknowledgement at least that I've sent 

2 to this email address at a prior time.

3    MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you, Gene.  And just as a 

4 reminder, if you need to raise your hand and you're on 

5 the phone, you should press star 9 to raise your hand, 

6 if you have any questions regarding the EIR process.  I 

7 see no more raised hands with respect to the EIR process 

8 at this time.

9  MS. STRACHAN:  Go ahead, Sandra.  You want to 

10 cover it?

11    MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  So what we want to do now 

12 is actually open it up for official comments.  We had 

13 some Q and A, and I hope that didn't get too confusing 

14 in terms of the Q and A versus the actual comments, but 

15 we're now going to open it up for actual scoping 

16 comments. 

17   We want to get your input on the scope and 

18 content of EIR.  Any local environmental knowledge that 

19 you think we ought to be aware of or consider, any 

20 issues that you think need evaluation or are issues that 

21 you think are not being addressed, any alternatives that 

22 you think we ought to consider with regard to PG&E's 

23 proposed project and any mitigation measures that you 

24 think we ought to take into consideration to avoid or 

25 reduce impacts of the proposed project. 
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1    We also had mentioned earlier the reuse 

2 concepts.  If you have any comments on those, we'd be 

3 happy to take them during this period as well.  We 

4 wanted to specifically remind you that now when we get 

5 into this formal process, we're literally just going to 

6 take one comment after another. 

7    When you raise your hand, it'll come into a 

8 certain order.  We'll call your name and if you could 

9 state your name and affiliation for the record we would 

10 appreciate that.  We're going to limit any comments to 

11 three minutes if we get a lot of commentaries.  If 

12 you're joining by phone, we do see that one person 

13 joined by phone.  If you could raise your hand by 

14 pressing star 9 and you can unmute yourself by pressing 

15 star 6. 

16    The raise-hand feature that you see here on the 

17 slide, if you just put your cursor to the bottom of your 

18 screen, you'll see all the tools associated with Zoom.

19   We will go ahead and open it up now for 

20 comments.  If you could raise your hand and let us know 

21 your comments and just as for your information, as we 

22 noted earlier, we are recording this particular meeting 

23 and we will take into account all of the questions and 

24 comments that we've gotten this far. 

25  If you have any other questions, please present 
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1 them at this time.  And we're going to leave this slide 

2 up during the comment period so that you can see the 

3 information regarding where you can email a comment or 

4 mail a comment on this particular project.  With that, 

5 I'll turn it over to Lisa.

6    MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you, Sandra.  We have our 

7 first commenter, Matt Downing.  Please state your name 

8 and affiliation, for the record, and then provide your 

9 comment.

10   MATT DOWNING:  Certainly thank you.  Hopefully 

11 you can all hear me.  My name is Matt Downing.  I'm the 

12 Community Development Director for the City of Pismo 

13 Beach.  The City is a responsible agency for this 

14 project and we are very grateful for the partnership 

15 with the County up to this point, specifically to Susan 

16 and to Cindy for reaching out to us. 

17    Similar to Santa Maria, we will be requesting 

18 that the scoping period be extended.  We've been 

19 requesting to meet with PG&E representatives to better 

20 understand the work that's proposed in the City.  And 

21 while that hasn't happened yet, we do look forward to 

22 that occurring. 

23    The EIR should take a look at the traffic 

24 circulation in the city including any necessary signals 

25 or other traffic control devices that are necessary.
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1    Additionally, we need to know the potential 

2 impacts to our public safety with our police and fire 

3 stations being on Bellow Street.  The EIR should study 

4 air quality impacts associated with truck trips and 

5 additional train hauling trips through the city.  And 

6 then connected to these impacts, our impacts to 

7 sensitive receptors in the area. 

8   So the Pismo Beach rail yard is located in 

9 close proximity to Judkins Middle School and multifamily 

10 and single family residences to the southeast of Price 

11 Canyon Road.  And so, we need to know the impacts to 

12 those folks, and included air quality, GHG noise impact 

13 to these sensitive receptors as well. 

14    We also know that this area is very culturally 

15 significant and next to known cultural sites.  And so, 

16 we need to determine any improvements at the rail yard 

17 should identify any cultural impacts through those 

18 resources as well.  Tied to that, it's in close 

19 proximity to Pismo Creek.  So any improvements need to 

20 be looked at in relation to the flood plain in that 

21 area. 

22    And then lastly, we want to commend the County 

23 for taking a look at future uses of the site as the 

24 decommissioning occurs.  And really, we need to 

25 understand the access to the area is one way in, one way 
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1 out, and can have significant impacts to the city 

2 circulation at the north end of town and along our 

3 frontage road. 

4    So, I have other comments on the user potential 

5 uses, but those aren't related.  So I'll just leave 

6 those for a later days.  So, thank you all very much for 

7 your time and for this opportunity.

8  MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you, Matt.

9   KRIS VARDIS:    All right.  Excuse me.  This is 

10 Kris Vardis.  Can I interject?  I just wanted to provide 

11 a couple items.  First is that we will be meeting with 

12 the City of Pismo Beach today.  We have a meeting 

13 scheduled at this afternoon.  We will be meeting with 

14 representatives from the City of Santa Maria on the 

15 16th.  So, I just wanted to make that clear.

16  MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you, Kris and Matt.  We 

17 also have raised hand from Kara Woodruff.  Please state 

18 your name and affiliation for the record.

19    KARA WOODRUFF:  I'm Kara Woodruff and I'm a 

20 member of the Diablo Canyon Decommissioning Engagement 

21 Panel.  But my comments here today are just as an 

22 individual.  I'm going to be submitting written comments 

23 on the scoping documents, but I wanted to just briefly 

24 state the four points that I was hoping to provide into 

25 the record. 
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1          The first, when you take a look at the project 

2 description, it's Section 3.3.4, the environmental 

3 analysis paragraph.  It says that the EIR process will 

4 really look at two activities.  Number one, 

5 decontamination and demolition and, Number 2, the 

6 transportation of debris.  But really, there's two other 

7 items that have to be included.

8          KARA WOODRUFF:  And I see there's a lot of 

9 language elsewhere that suggests you're going to make 

10 this discussion broader, but this particular paragraph 

11 only lists those two.  And clearly you also need to take 

12 a look at the impacts related to the new facilities that 

13 will be constructed.  Number 4 related to the retention 

14 of certain facilities that were initially intended when 

15 they built to be removed upon decommissioning. 

16          So really your environmental analysis has to 

17 have really all four of these activities squarely 

18 addressed, not just the two that are mentioned in the 

19 document. 

20          Second point is, under the project setting 

21 there is some discussion about the context or the 

22 decommissioning, et cetera, but you really don't go into 

23 hardly any detail about the significant community-based 

24 activities that will inform decommissioning and the 

25 future of this land. 
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1    So, for example, the Diablo Canyon 

2 Decommissioning Engagement panel has been engaged now 

3 well over three years, talking about decommissioning, 

4 offered many public meetings with people for an 

5 opportunity to make comment.  And a lot of those 

6 comments were contained in the strategic vision 

7 document, which is available on our website.  I don't 

8 see really any real reference to that in your analysis 

9 and I'm hoping to conclude it. 

10    Also, there has been a lot of discussion and 

11 community activity centered around the future of the 

12 Diablo Canyon Lands.  There's a document called the 

13 Conservation Framework, which is at the website, 

14 diablocanyonlands.org.  It contains a lot of information 

15 about the land and the future of it and I really think 

16 that your document should reflect that history, as well. 

17    And finally, in the year 2000 the County voters 

18 voted for the Dream Initiative, which called for the 

19 conservation of the land post-decommissioning.  I think 

20 that also should be referenced. 

21    My third point is regarding project mitigation.  

22 You do very briefly discuss the prior coastal 

23 development permits for Parcel P projects, but you 

24 really don't give it enough attention.  And I think it's 

25 incredibly important knowing what the past is regarding 
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1 the mitigation and figuring out what you're going to do 

2 in the future. 

3          And so, I would suggest that you go into 

4 greater detail about what permits were issued and what 

5 was a legal basis for those mitigation measures, which 

6 include the Pecho Coast Trail or the Sean Trail and the 

7 1200 acres at Point San Louis.  I think that's really 

8 important to understand the concept of mitigation.  And 

9 without it, you're really not providing sufficient 

10 analysis for the decision-makers on this issue. 

11          And then my final point is regarding the ISFSI, 

12 dry cast storage site.  I know there is debate about 

13 whether the mitigation for that site was intended to be 

14 mitigation to ask in perpetuity or whether it was just 

15 for a shorter period of time.

16          I think this is something that the County 

17 should take a close look at.  Things have changed since 

18 that permit was issued.  And I think we now have a much 

19 better idea that it's likely that those dry cast storage 

20 sites will stay on site for a lot longer than anybody 

21 anticipated.  And I don't think it's accurate to simply 

22 say that that mitigation was done in perpetuity. 

23          It's a very complex record with the Coastal 

24 Commission and I encourage you to look at it, because 

25 there's a lot of conflicting language at those different 



DIABLO CANYON DECOMMISSIONING PROJECT     PUBLIC MEETING (AM) DECEMBER 1, 2021

BARRETT REPORTING, INC. (888) 740-1100 www.barrettreporting.com

50

1 directions. 

2          Again, I'll be submitting more formal detail 

3 comments by email, but that's a summary of what I'll be 

4 talking about.  Thanks for your time.

5          MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you, Kara.  We also have a 

6 commenter, Mike.  Please state your full name and 

7 affiliation for the record.

8          MIKE GATTO:  Thank you everybody.  This is Mike 

9 Gatto.  I'm an attorney for Californians for Green 

10 Nuclear Power, which is a local-based environmental 

11 nonprofit.  We have several concerns, but I'm going to 

12 focus today on the most CEQA-related one. 

13          As many of you know, CEQA is a very 

14 comprehensive statute and it's very difficult to deal 

15 with.  And as somebody who, like myself, has been on 

16 your end of the table, I understand that it is daunting 

17 when you have to go it through all the various CEQA 

18 considerations.  But CEQA was revised in 2018 and it 

19 added to the list of things that you must consider when 

20 reviewing a project like this.

21          And the main ones that we have a concern with 

22 are the global effects for greenhouse gas emissions in 

23 the context of decommissioning the global effects on 

24 climate change, what could happen to the state as a 

25 whole with respect to greenhouse gas emissions that 
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1 result from taking 9.9 percent of GHG-free power off the 

2 table here in California? 

3          The County is going to be responsible for 

4 taking that analysis or making that analysis.  It must 

5 consider what the alternatives are going to be.  

6 And I realize this is difficult for a County to take 

7 this on, because obviously the County is not involved in 

8 planning power for the state as a whole and it's not 

9 responsible for -- it has no jurisdiction over worldwide 

10 climate change concerns. 

11          But the 2018 amendments to CEQA do require the 

12 County in the context of this project to consider what 

13 will happen for greenhouse gas emissions if and when 

14 Diablo Canyon is taken offline.  That means making sure 

15 that there is accurate data in the record as to where 

16 the State purports to get the alternative power. 

17          This is a very important part of your task and 

18 it's part of your impacts analysis and it should be 

19 something that should be prioritized in these documents.

20          The other thing we want to highlight is that 

21 with respect to offering adequate CEQA alternatives, we 

22 believe that a no-project alternative should be 

23 something that is considered very thoroughly; that, of 

24 course, is because we are concerned that this proposed 

25 decommissioning would have dire effects on greenhouse 
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1 gas emissions in the state of California as a whole and 

2 for the globe. 

3    So, that's a summary of our concerns.  We too 

4 will be submitting them in writing and making sure that 

5 we follow the process closely, but we respect that you 

6 have a very tough project ahead of you, a very tough 

7 task ahead of you.  It's very thorough and it's a lot of 

8 work.  We don't mean to add to it, but it is the law.  

9 It has been the law since January 1st, 2019 that these 

10 considerations must be part of your analysis.  Thank you 

11 very much.

12    MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you, Mike.  And just for 

13 the record, can you spell your last name?

14    MIKE GATTO:  Yes.  It's G as in George, A as in 

15 apple, two Ts like Tom, O as in Oscar.  And we submitted 

16 a letter with some of these themes in July of 2021 

17 relatively soon after the submissions process opened.  

18 And we'll make sure that we get this letter in the 

19 official record to the extent that it's not already with 

20 some additional comments very shortly.

21  MS. BLEWITT:  Great.  Thank you so much.

22   MIKE GATTO:  Thank you.

23  MS. BLEWITT:  Are there any other scoping 

24 comments at this time?  Again, if you're dialing in 

25 through your phone, please press star 9 to raise your 
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1 hand.  I do not see any other raised hands at this time.

2          MS. STRACHAN:  Okay.  Thank you, Lisa.  We'll 

3 put up the last slide.  So I want to thank all of you 

4 for participating in the meeting, your questions, your 

5 comments.  As I mentioned at the beginning, a recording 

6 of the meeting will be added to the Diablo 

7 Decommissioning webpage.  That is a page within the 

8 Planning and Building County webpage. 

9          In addition, the PowerPoint is actually already 

10 on that webpage right in the same vicinity as the 

11 recordings of our previous two meetings.  So, once 

12 again, I want to thank you for your participation.  We 

13 really appreciate it and that will conclude today's 

14 meeting.  Thank you.  I'm going to go ahead and stop the 

15 recording.  Thank you everyone for your participation.  

16 Thank you.

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25
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1   WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 1, 2021, 6:00 P.M 

2   *******************

3    MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  This is the public scoping 

4 meeting for the Diablo Canyon Decommissioning Project at 

5 6:00 p.m. and we're going to go ahead and start the 

6 meeting and I'll turn it over to Susan Strachan of the 

7 County of San Luis Obispo.

8    MS. STRACHAN:  Thank you, Sandra.  Hi, 

9 everyone.  I'm Susan Strachan and I'm with San Luis 

10 Obispo County.  I'm overseeing the permitting effort for 

11 the Diablo decommissioning for the County.  And I want 

12 to thank you all for joining us tonight for the scoping 

13 meeting.

14    Sandra, could I have the first slide, please.  

15 I just want to go through how you participate via zoom.  

16 First of all, all attendees will be muted during the 

17 presentation.  We will have some question and answer 

18 periods and then a period at the end to receive scoping 

19 comments.  If you're participating via zoom, you use the 

20 raise hand feature and we will call on you to speak 

21 during the Q&A and at the end of the presentation for 

22 the scoping meetings or scoping comments.  If you're 

23 participating by phone, you'll press zero star 9 to 

24 raise your hand and then when called on press star 6 to 

25 unmute. 
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1   I do want to point out the meeting is being 

2 recorded and that the recording of this and all the 

3 scoping meetings that we're holding will be posted to 

4 the County Planning and Building webpage specifically on 

5 the Diablo Decommissioning page.  And we'll repeat these 

6 instructions as we get to the point of making comments. 

7 Next slide please.

8    So I want to start by going through the agenda 

9 for today or tonight.  We'll do some introductions and 

10 then we'll give an overview of PG&E's proposed 

11 decommissioning project.  And then we'll have a period 

12 of question and answers on that project description.  

13 We'll then get into what is an analysis that'll be 

14 included in the environmental impact report.  It's 

15 something that the County is doing on feature site reuse 

16 concepts.  And again, after that we'll have a question 

17 and answer period.  Sandra will then get into a 

18 description of the EIR process, followed by a 

19 question-and-answer period.  And then lastly, we will 

20 open it up to take scoping comments. 

21    Next slide, please.  So for introductions 

22 again, I'm Susan Strachan, I'm Nuclear Power Plant 

23 Decommissioning Manager.  With us also is Cindy 

24 Chambers, who's a senior planner with the County helping 

25 out on the decommissioning effort.  And then we have 



DIABLO CANYON DECOMMISSIONING PROJECT     PUBLIC MEETING (PM) DECEMBER 1, 2021

BARRETT REPORTING, INC. (888) 740-1100 www.barrettreporting.com

4

1 Aspen Environmental Group.  Aspen is the environmental 

2 consulting firm who will be preparing the environmental 

3 impact report. 

4    I want to point out that Aspen also prepared 

5 the environmental impact report for the San Onofre 

6 Nuclear Power Plant Decommissioning.  So we're thrilled 

7 to have them working on this project also.  With us is 

8 Sandra Alarcon-Lopez who's the EIR project manager, and 

9 then also Lisa Blewitt, who is the deputy project 

10 manager with Aspen. 

11    And then we also have representatives from PG&E 

12 who will be available to answer questions when we get to 

13 that phase of the presentation. 

14    Next slide, please.  So the purpose of the 

15 meeting and scoping, first of all, the California 

16 Environmental Quality Act requires that there be a 

17 30-day scoping period.  For this project, the scoping

18 period is actually 40 days because the 30th day fell the 

19 day after Thanksgiving.  So we went ahead and extended 

20 it for another week. 

21   So the comment period began on October 28th and 

22 ends at 5:00 on December 6th.  The scoping meetings are 

23 required for when there's a project of statewide, 

24 regional or area wide significance.  And the meetings 

25 provide an opportunity for the agencies and public to 
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1 provide input and comment on the scope and content of 

2 the EIR.

3    Three ways that comments can be provided.  

4 They can be provided orally at a scoping meeting, such 

5 as this one, or they can be provided in writing either 

6 by U.S. mail or email.  And when we get to the scoping 

7 part of the meeting, we'll have that information 

8 available in case you're interested in making comments 

9 via U.S. mail or email. 

10    The scoping meeting also provides an 

11 opportunity to provide input on project alternatives, 

12 evaluation methods, and mitigation measures.  Next slide 

13 please, Sandra.

14   So I'm going to talk about the project 

15 description.  I'll get into some background, 

16 jurisdiction of different agencies, talk about the power 

17 plant decommissioning, and then speak to some proposed 

18 offsite locations for waste transportation.  Next slide.

19    MS. STRACHAN:  So PG&E submitted its land use 

20 application to the County on March 29th.  There's a 

21 portion of the site in the coastal zone and then a 

22 portion outside of the coastal zone, so they applied for 

23 permits that cover both, meaning a development plan, 

24 coastal development permit for that portion in the 

25 coastal zone and a conditional use permit for the 
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1 portion that's outside of the coastal zone. 

2    So when the County receives an application, it 

3 sends out referrals to different agencies to get their 

4 input.  And then we undergo a 30-day review of the 

5 application.  At the close of the 30 days, we submitted 

6 a letter to PG&E requesting additional information that 

7 we needed in the application in order to accept it.

8    And then PG&E filed an application supplement, 

9 addressing those comments and then also making some 

10 project description modifications on July 8th, 2021.  We 

11 then again went through that 30-day review where we 

12 submitted referral letters to the agencies and issued a 

13 County comment letter on August 9th. 

14   Again, PG&E responded on October 6th and then 

15 the County accepted PG&E's application on October 27th.  

16 We then issued the notice of preparation on October 

17 28th, which is when the scoping period was initiated.  

18 Next slide, please.

19   So this is a general vicinity site slide.  The 

20 yellow shows PG&E Diablo, or I should say Diablo Canyon 

21 Lands, owned by either PG&E or Eureka Energy, which is a 

22 subsidiary PG&E.  And then the blue is the Diablo Canyon 

23 power plant site boundary.  So it is in between, we have 

24 Morro Bay to the north and then Pismo and Avila to the 

25 south.  Next slide.
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1           And this is an aerial of the power plant.  The 

2 red boundary is plant boundary based on NRC 

3 jurisdiction.  And this is gives you a good view of the 

4 project features and I'll get into more specifics of the 

5 decommissioning effort associated with the site.  Next 

6 slide, Sandra.

7          So as I mentioned, there's a portion of the 

8 site in the coastal zone and a portion outside.  The 

9 yellow line is the demarcation of the coastal zone.  So 

10 the area in green below it is that portion of the site 

11 in the coastal zone.  The area in brown above it, is the 

12 area outside of the coastal zone. 

13          When you head over to the water, there's an 

14 area a little bit difficult to see because it's in blue, 

15 but this is where you have Coastal Commission 

16 jurisdiction, original jurisdiction and the State Land's 

17 Commission jurisdiction.  And again, the red boundary is 

18 tied to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission's 

19 jurisdiction.  Next slide.

20           As I mentioned the County as the lead agency 

21 has the responsibility for preparing the environmental 

22 impact report.  California Coastal Commission will issue 

23 a coastal development permit or consider issuing a 

24 coastal development permit.  They're also in the appeal 

25 jurisdiction for the County's coastal development 
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1 permit, meaning that any permit approved by the County 

2 can then be appealed to the Coastal Commission. 

3    For the State Lands Commission, either a new 

4 lease or lease amendment will be applied for, and then 

5 the Nuclear Regulatory Commission oversees the 

6 decommissioning process, clean up and removal of 

7 radioactive structures and systems, the transfer of 

8 spent fuel and the termination of the Part 50 license.  

9 Next slide.

10    So some dates associated with decommissioning, 

11 the unit 1 Nuclear Regulatory license terminates on 

12 November 2nd, 2024, and then unit two license expires in 

13 August of 2025.  PG&E has started a license renewal 

14 effort to extend the terms of these licenses, but in 

15 2016 stopped that effort. 

16   In 2018, the California Public Utilities 

17 Commission approved the retirement of the Diablo Canyon 

18 power plant.  And at that point, then PG&E started doing 

19 work on studies, et cetera that were necessary for the 

20 various permit applications.  PG&E proposes to begin the 

21 decommissioning and dismantling effort in beginning in 

22 2024.  Next slide.

23   PG&E has established two phases for the 

24 decommissioning effort.  Phase 1 is 2024 to 2031.  The 

25 bulk of the decommissioning activities will occur during 
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1 this phase.  It begins with pre-planning activities and 

2 then includes the removal of structures, the 

3 decontamination, et cetera, that'll happen again the 

4 bulk of that in phase 1. 

5          Phase 2 is from 2032 to 2039.  During that 

6 phase they'll complete soil remediation activities, do 

7 final status surveys.  These are NRC required surveys to 

8 ensure that the site meets the established radiological 

9 release criteria, and then do the final restoration of 

10 the site.  Next slide.

11          Now, the decommissioning effort does include 

12 the decontamination and demolition of infrastructure, 

13 buildings and structures, but it does also propose to 

14 retain some of the structures on site.  PG&E also 

15 intends to construct some new buildings and structures 

16 and what would be a future PG&E owner-controlled area. 

17          And then as part of the decommissioning area or 

18 effort, installation of temporary infrastructure and 

19 buildings has to occur.  And again, there will be the 

20 use of some offsite rail loading facilities tied to the 

21 transportation of waste materials.  Next slide.

22          So in this slide, the roads marked in black are 

23 proposed to stay post decommissioning.  And then the 

24 areas identified in red are also features that are 

25 proposed to stay.  So down by the water, you have the 
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1 two breakwaters and then the smaller rectangle is where 

2 the intake structure is. 

3    So the intake structure would be sealed so no 

4 water can come in there and the equipment, et cetera, 

5 would be removed from the top of it, but the actual 

6 concrete structure would remain.  And then heading up on 

7 the site, the rectangle there, on the ISFSI, that's the 

8 Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation, that's 

9 where the spent fuel is stored. 

10   This was a previously permitted facility.  

11 There's spent fuel stored there now.  The spent fuel 

12 that is in the reactors now, in the spent fuel pool now, 

13 will be transferred up to that.  This has been stored 

14 there, since there's not a federal disposal repository, 

15 that fuel needs to stay until there is a place where it 

16 can be removed and disposed of offsite. 

17    The two raw water reservoirs would stay.  

18 There's a 230KV switch yard which would remain and then 

19 a 500KV switch yard, which is proposed to remain.  Next 

20 slide.

21    As I mentioned, there's also some new 

22 construction that's in plan for this owner-controlled 

23 area.  And the owner-controlled area basically covers 

24 these features that are in this particular slide.  The 

25 green shows new buildings that would be constructed.  
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1 One of these is referred to as a Greater-than-Class-C 

2 waste facility, where it says waste storage facility on 

3 the slide. 

4    This will store reactor internals and process 

5 waste.  And again, similar to the spent fuel, there's no 

6 federal repository to take this fuel, so it will remain 

7 on site until there is some place where it can be 

8 disposed of offsite.  PG&E also proposes to build a new 

9 security building and a new indoor firing range.  Next 

10 slide.

11   So this slide represents basically a site 

12 layout for decontamination effort at the lower portion 

13 of the site.  Over on the left, you can see the reactors 

14 and the turbine building, which will come out.  But the 

15 decommissioning effort involves use of existing 

16 buildings for decommissioning workers, construction 

17 trailers, again for offices for decommissioning workers, 

18 and then also in it involves the modification to 

19 existing buildings to accommodate the decommissioning 

20 efforts. 

21   So for example, that big orange rectangle is 

22 the main warehouse for the power plant, and that would 

23 be modified to create a waste handling facility to 

24 segregate, stockpile and package contaminated soil for 

25 transport.  Next to it, that yellow building is the Flex 
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1 equipment storage building.  That building is supposed 

2 to be modified to be a lab for testing soil samples. 

3   So this slide, again, just gives an indication 

4 of what is involved in decommissioning in terms of 

5 making use of existing structures or modifying existing 

6 structures to accommodate the decommissioning effort.  

7 Next slide.

8    So just to list some of the details tied with 

9 the decommissioning effort during phase 1, again, 

10 there'd be temporary infrastructure, building 

11 modifications, decontamination and demolition of 

12 buildings, construction of the new buildings and 

13 structures in that future PG&E owner controlled area. 

14    The spent fuel and the Greater-than-Class-C 

15 waste would be transferred to the existing ISFSI and the 

16 new Greater-than-Class-C waste storage facility.  And 

17 the discharge structure would also be removed and 

18 restored.  The next slide has a visual of that.  Next 

19 slide, please.

20    So this is a picture of the discharge structure 

21 during construction.  This structure is located on the 

22 edge of the water and it will be removed as part of the 

23 decommissioning effort.  The slide next to it is a 

24 profile view of that structure.  Next slide.

25   The picture to the right there shows that to 
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1 actually remove it, a cofferdam has to be installed.  

2 That's represented by those circular circles down there.  

3 And it creates basically a barrier for water so the 

4 water can be taken out of that area so that the workers 

5 are working in a dry environment to remove the discharge 

6 structure.

7    So in addition to the removal of that structure 

8 and restoration of that area, also in phase 1, there 

9 would be the removal of the nuclear reactor, pressure 

10 vessels, internal steam generators.  Site 

11 characterization would be done to identify contaminated 

12 areas. 

13   Of those areas identified, remediation would 

14 occur.  And again, the NRC required final status surveys 

15 would happen.  And then for the offsite rail yards, 

16 modifications to those rail yards would occur during 

17 this time period and they would be utilized during the 

18 same period.  Next slide.

19   So for phase 2 efforts, and this is from the 

20 2032 to 2039 timeframe, soil remediation would continue 

21 to happen, final status surveys would continue, 

22 remaining infrastructure would be removed and then the 

23 restoration of the site would happen.  So this includes 

24 revegetation of the site, installation of a storm water 

25 management system to handle the runoff. 
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1          Once the vegetation is put in, then there's 

2 ongoing monitoring to make sure that it's taking place 

3 and growing appropriately.  The NRC license covering the 

4 site would be terminated and PG&E would then transition 

5 to an ISFSI and Greater-than-Class-C storage facility in 

6 that owner-controlled area.  

7           Now, I want to talk a few minutes about 

8 decommissioning waste transportation.  So there are 

9 three transportation modes that have been identified.  

10 One is by barge.  And the reason the barge 

11 transportation is part of the project is, because of you 

12 can take a large volume and a lot of weight and 

13 transport it by barge.  It then reduces the number of 

14 trucks that would otherwise transport the waste. 

15          PG&E has used barge transportation before.  The 

16 picture is of steam generators that were brought on site 

17 when PG&E did its steam generator replacement project.  

18 Another mode of transportation is truck.  Trucking 

19 materials directly from the site to a disposal facility 

20 and then also truck to rail.  So this is taking it by 

21 truck to one of the proposed offsite rail facilities 

22 that we'll talk about next.  Next slide, please.

23          So there's three facilities listed.  This slide 

24 shows where they are in relation to the Diablo Canyon 

25 power plant.  One of the sites is the in the City of 
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1 Pismo Beach.  It would be used as a contingency and it 

2 would only take nonradioactive, nonhazardous waste. 

3          Second facility is within the City of Santa 

4 Maria referred to as the Osborne yard.  And then the 

5 third is in the unincorporated County in the Northern 

6 part of the incorporated County of Santa Barbara, known 

7 as the Betteravia Industrial Park.  Next slide.

8          So this is an aerial of the Pismo Beach rail 

9 yard site.  It's property owned and used by PG&E.  It's 

10 right off of Price Canyon road.  And again, the site 

11 would be used as a contingency for nonhazardous and 

12 nonradioactive waste. 

13          Again, on any of these sites, trucks would come 

14 in, they would offload the material from the truck onto 

15 rail cars, and then it would be transported by rail to a 

16 disposal facility.  Next slide.

17          And these show the locations of the two rail 

18 sites.  Again, Osborn site is in the city of Santa 

19 Maria, close to Stowell Road.  And then the other is off 

20 of Betteravia, the Betteravia Industrial Park.  Both of 

21 these sites are being evaluated in the environmental 

22 impact report, however, only one of them will be 

23 selected and used.

24          So that concludes the project description 

25 presentation.  And we'll take questions.  And again, if 
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1 you're participating via zoom, use the raise hand 

2 feature and we'll call on you to speak.  If you're 

3 joining by phone, press star 9, to raise your hand and 

4 when called on press star 6 to unmute.

5          MS. BLEWITT:  Again, I'd like to reiterate that 

6 this portion of the presentation is associated with 

7 questions on the proposed project itself.  Later on, we 

8 will take comment for scoping.  We have one person right 

9 now with a raised hand, Eric Greening.  I need to 

10 promote him to panelists since he's using an older 

11 version of Zoom.

12          ERIC GREENING:  Thank you.  Hello.  I'm Eric 

13 Greening.  Can you hear me?

14          MS. BLEWITT:  Yes.

15          ERIC GREENING:  Okay.  Thank you.  And of 

16 course, I appreciate it.  I attended an earlier scoping 

17 session as well, and I appreciate your sharing of the 

18 information and willingness to answer questions. 

19          During the last few weeks of the scoping 

20 period, there have been some surprising developments 

21 outside the universe of the scoping period at every 

22 level from local officials, a State assembly member, 

23 Terry Prosper, a spokesperson for the PUC, and even 

24 Jennifer Granholm seeming to encourage a sort of a 

25 rising tide -- of seeming to encourage not closing the 
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1 plant at the proposed time.

2    My question then, I'm assuming that it is still 

3 completely PG&E's intention to decommission and that 

4 they are planning to go forward with the decommissioning 

5 project.  And my question for Aspen is, obviously the 

6 budget you now have and the timeline you now have, would 

7 be completely inadequate for an analysis of anything to 

8 do with extending rather than decommissioning. 

9   So could you please assure me that no matter 

10 what happens outside the universe of this 

11 decommissioning plan, the intention of Aspen and of PG&E 

12 is to go forward with decommissioning and that the scope 

13 of this proposed project is going to continue to be 

14 decommissioning, unless some external event essentially 

15 creates the need for a completely new process?  Can I be 

16 assured of that?

17    MS. STRACHAN:  Well, let me introduce, we have 

18 Tom Jones and Chris Vardas with PG&E to assist with 

19 answering questions.  Tom, do you want to cover that 

20 first question?

21    TOM JONES:  Sure.  This is an active permit 

22 for PG&E and we're pursuing decommissioning.

23    ERIC GREENING:  Thank you.  Yeah, that's my 

24 understanding.  And so if at some level of government, a 

25 change of plan was adopted, I would assume an entirely 
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1 new applicant, an entirely new process, et cetera, et 

2 cetera would happen and that it wouldn't in any way be 

3 shoehorned into this process; can I be assured of that?

4    MS. STRACHAN:  Yeah.  I mean, I understand.  

5 This process is for decommissioning.  So if there's 

6 something else other than that, it wouldn't be 

7 decommissioning.  It would have to be dealt with 

8 separately, if I understand the question.

9    ERIC GREENING:  That's what I always hoping to 

10 hear.  There seemed to be some advocates out there with 

11 somewhat unrealistic expectations about this process, 

12 but I'm glad to hear that assurance, and we will go 

13 forward in good faith, assuming that that's where we're 

14 headed.  Thank you.

15    MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you, Eric.  We have an 

16 additional raised hand.  Sherri, can you unmute 

17 yourself?

18  SHERRI DANOFF:  Can you hear me?

19  MS. BLEWITT:  Yes.

20  SHERRI DANOFF:  Okay, good.  When you were 

21 talking about the breakwaters and the intake structure, 

22 why is it that the intake structure would remain?  I'm 

23 curious as to why that would be left.  Could you hear 

24 me, Mr. Jones?

25   TOM JONES: I was waiting for Aspen to direct 
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1 the question to me.  It's not my meeting.

2          SHERRI DANOFF:  Oh, okay.

3          MS. BLEWITT:  Yes, Tom, please respond.

4          TOM JONES:  Okay.  So the base structure for 

5 the intake will be filled and that'll become the key 

6 piece of infrastructure for our barging operations.  So 

7 it's a little over 200 feet long, so that robust 

8 platform will have the crane operations, the fendering 

9 and the attachments so that the barges can come in and 

10 attach and can load the equipment from there.  That 

11 saves us roughly 30,000 truck trips.

12          SHERRI DANOFF:  Okay.  So the intake structure 

13 itself would remain to help with the barge stuff, right?

14          TOM JONES:  That's correct.

15          SHERRI DANOFF:  Okay.  Thank you.

16          MR. VARDAS:  This is Chris Vardas with PG&E.  I 

17 also want to add that by retaining the intake structure, 

18 you avoid potentially significant marine biological 

19 resource impacts associated with the decommissioning and 

20 removal of the intake structure.

21          TOM JONES:  What Mr. Vardas is referring to is 

22 that some surveys have found federally endangered black 

23 abalone among structures and the adjacent structures.

24          SHERRI DANOFF:  Thank you.

25          MS. STRACHAN:   And I wanted to apologize for 
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1 that pause.  I went into no man's land and couldn't 

2 talk.  So I apologize for that.  Thank you, Tom, for 

3 taking the lead on answering that.

4          MS. BLEWITT:  Yes.  Thank you, Tom and Chris.

5          TOM JONES:  You're welcome.

6          MS. BLEWITT:  I am not seeing any additional 

7 raised hands at this time.  I do see one person on the 

8 phone.  If you do have a question, you can hit star 9 to 

9 raise your hand.  Doesn't look like we have any 

10 additional raised hands regarding the project 

11 description.

12          MS. STRACHAN:  Okay.  Let's move on to future 

13 site reuse concepts.  So this is part of the EIR being 

14 an appendix, it's something that the County is doing.  

15 Again, County-driven analysis.  It is not part of PG&E's 

16 proposed project or proposed by PG&E. 

17          The County will be evaluating in the part of 

18 EIR, different reuse concepts that will be compared to 

19 provide a high level analysis of potential post 

20 decommissioning uses.  Next slide please.

21          MS. STRACHAN:  So some of the concepts under 

22 consideration by the County are a university campus, 

23 developed recreation, which is camping, day use, hiking, 

24 kayaking, research facility, renewable energy generation 

25 or storage, resort hotel, mixed use, which could be a 
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1 combination of any of these, or an offshore wind port or 

2 support facility.  Next slide.

3    And so the question is, is that we don't have a 

4 lot on this.  This is just a head's-up that this is 

5 something that we'll be evaluating at a high level.  So 

6 this part, I am just wanting to know if anyone has any 

7 questions on the analysis that the County will be doing 

8 under the reuse concepts.  If you have ideas of 

9 additional concepts, we'll cover that during scoping, 

10 but this is just on the analysis.

11    MS. BLEWITT:  At this time.  I do not see any 

12 raised hands to indicate questions.

13    MS. STRACHAN:  Okay.  We'll move on to the next 

14 portion, which is the EIR process overview by Sandra.

15    MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  Thank you, Susan.  As Susan 

16 mentioned, Aspen Environmental Group is supporting the 

17 County with the preparation of the environmental impact 

18 report.  And before we get into the formal public 

19 comment portion of this, we wanted to give you a very 

20 high level description of the process for the 

21 environmental impact report and to give you an initial 

22 look at some of the content.  And this is very high 

23 level, because we're just at the start of the process.

24    First and foremost, as the lead agency, the 

25 County has decided to prepare an environmental impact 
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1 report.  They have determined that there is potential 

2 for significant impacts, and so we're moving forward 

3 with that analysis.  As allowed by CEQA, they can move 

4 forward without the preparation of an initial study.  So 

5 we are moving forward with the document, but we are in 

6 the preliminary stages.

7   So this next slide shows you a very high-level 

8 timeline.  We are at the beginning right here.  We have 

9 a total of five scoping meetings.  This is the fourth 

10 meeting that we're holding for this particular project, 

11 but there will be other opportunities for you to comment 

12 on the analysis in the environmental document.  And when 

13 the draft EIR is prepared, there will be an additional 

14 opportunity to provide comments on that draft document. 

15    Once we get comments on the draft document, 

16 we're going to respond to those comments and prepare a 

17 final environmental impact report.  The County 

18 decision-makers will look at the EIR, which is an 

19 information document as well as other plans and 

20 documents to make their decision on this decommissioning 

21 project.  So the key point here on this flow chart is 

22 really that we are at the start of this process.

23   So there are specific contents that we need to 

24 consider within the environmental document.  We are 

25 going to prepare and have been preparing a detailed 
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1 description of PG&E's project, and it's based on their 

2 application to the County. 

3    We're going to look at and evaluate a number of 

4 different environmental issue areas.  And for those 

5 issue areas, we're going to look at the environmental 

6 and regulatory setting of the project area.  We're going 

7 to look at what type of environmental impacts the 

8 proposed project could result. 

9    We're going to identify any potential 

10 alternatives that should be considered to reduce those 

11 significant environmental impacts.  And then the EIR 

12 will also include any measures to reduce potential 

13 environmental impacts of the project.

14    As Susan mentioned, there is also a going to be 

15 an evaluation of reuse concepts.  We're going to put 

16 that as a separate chapter in the EIR, mainly because 

17 it's not part of PG&E's proposed project.  It's more of 

18 information that the County is going to use to look at 

19 what potential options are available for future site 

20 reuse. 

21    We have a number of technical experts that are 

22 involved in the evaluation in the EIR, and a large 

23 portion of them have worked on other decommissioning 

24 projects, including SONGS.

25   This slide gives you an idea of the different 
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1 issue areas that are going to be covered.  It is going 

2 to be comprehensive.  We're going to look at all these 

3 issue areas, because we are at the beginning of the 

4 development of the environmental document. 

5    We haven't made a decision on the significant 

6 issues yet, but we do know that there are a number of 

7 issues that are outside of the typical EIR format that 

8 we need to consider.  As an example, we are including 

9 issues that some of the responsible agencies need to 

10 consider.  And those are the issues that you see right 

11 here regarding climate change, commercial fishing, 

12 environmental justice.

13   And then one thing that we wanted to cover was 

14 the one on hazardous and radiological materials.  We 

15 wanted to cover that one, because the radiological 

16 hazards are really within the purview of NRC and they 

17 have exclusive jurisdiction over the handling, storage, 

18 transport, anything associated with radioactive waste, 

19 radioactive materials. 

20    So what we're going to do in the environmental 

21 document is we're going to present some of those 

22 requirements and we're going to look at some of the 

23 safety plans that PG&E has in place right now for its 

24 operation, but will also be part of the decommissioning 

25 for this particular project.
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1    For all of the issue areas that we're going to 

2 look at in the environmental document, we're really 

3 going to look at what are the potential changes that 

4 could occur to the environment based on implementing the 

5 proposed project.  So we're going to look at direct 

6 impacts, indirect impacts, cumulative impacts and 

7 growth-inducing ones that could combine to have an 

8 impact if we have multiple projects in the same area. 

9 That would be cumulative analysis. 

10    We're also going to focus the analysis on 

11 significant impacts, because the significant impacts are 

12 going to drive the type of alternatives that we're going 

13 to evaluate in the environmental document.  For the 

14 significant impacts that we do identify, we need to look 

15 at any potential alternatives that could reduce those 

16 impacts. 

17    We're also going to look at mitigation measures 

18 we need to include any that would reduce or avoid 

19 potential impacts.  We will consider some social and 

20 economic issues, but those are not considered 

21 significant under CEQA.  They are more for information 

22 purposes.

23    Alternatives.  This is an area that we're 

24 currently developing.  PG&E, in their application, has 

25 provided some recommendations on alternatives.  We've 
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1 gotten some input from our responsible agencies on the 

2 type of alternatives that could be evaluated in the 

3 environmental document. 

4    Some of those were in that NOP that hopefully 

5 you've had an opportunity to look at.  The key thing 

6 here is that when we're looking at alternatives, we want 

7 to look at whether or not the alternative has the 

8 potential to meet the project objectives and we need to 

9 look at its ability to reduce or avoid any impacts, and 

10 then we also look at whether or not it's a feasible 

11 alternative.

12   When we're talking about the no-project 

13 alternative, under CEQA we are required to look at and 

14 evaluate a no project alternative.  However, in this 

15 particular project, because the NRC license will be 

16 terminated, the no-project alternative may result in an 

17 alternative that requires some type of action.  In other 

18 words, the no-project alternative may not mean no action 

19 or no activities.

20   Before we get into the comment period, we 

21 wanted to see if you had any questions on the EIR 

22 process.  We recognize that this is a high-level 

23 description of the process, but we're hoping that it 

24 gave you some background on the next steps.  So if you 

25 could raise your hand, if you have any questions on the 
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1 process, and then after this, we'll get into the formal 

2 public comments.

3    MS. BLEWITT:  Again, if you're calling in press 

4 star 9 to raise your hand.  We have one question.  

5 Coleman Miller.

6  COLEMAN MILLER:  Good evening.  Can you hear 

7 me?

8  SANDRA ALARCON:  Yes.

9    COLEMAN MILLER:  Just a question on your slide 

10 identifying the radiological aspects that are the sole 

11 purview of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.  I didn't 

12 see a low-level radioactive waste listed.  I believe 

13 that's an oversight.  Can you comment on that?  Thank 

14 you.

15    MS. STRACHAN:  We have radiological experts on 

16 our team.  They will also work on the SONGS 

17 decommissioning project as well.  And so they will be 

18 discussing radiological waste, low level, 

19 Greater-than-Class-C in their analysis of the impacts 

20 associated with the project; but at the same time, it 

21 will be couched with the concept that all of that is 

22 under the purview of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 

23  Hopefully that answers your question.

24  COLEMAN MILLER:  Yes.  Thank you.

25  MS. BLEWITT:  Looks like we have an additional 
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1 question from Eric Greening.

2    ERIC GREENING:  Thank you.  Yeah, actually, I 

3 have a follow-up question to that question, because my 

4 understanding is that part of what needs to happen in 

5 terms of determining what is safe, is essentially to 

6 determine a threshold of acceptable residual 

7 contamination consistent with the health and safety 

8 findings the County needs to make. 

9    Are you saying that even that determination is 

10 preempted by the NRC, or can the County, based on its 

11 own need to make health and safety findings, determine 

12 its own threshold for what degree of residual 

13 contamination will allow the site to be used?

14    MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  It's my understanding, and 

15 again, I think this is tied back to the final status 

16 surveys in terms of that release criteria that that's 

17 governed by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

18    ERIC GREENING:  Are you saying that the County 

19 couldn't set a higher standard if it chose to?

20    MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  My understanding is that 

21 it's an NRC requirement.  PG&E, I don't know if you know 

22 further on that, but that's my understanding is that NRC 

23 because it's radiologically oriented and tied to safety, 

24 that that purview is all under the NRC.

25   TOM JONES:  That's correct.  And there's a 
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1 cleanup criteria called MARSSIM, the Multiple Agency 

2 Radiological Remediation Inventory, that'll be used by 

3 other agencies that participate, whether it's the County 

4 of San Francisco Health Department or the DTSC from the 

5 State of California, but that ensures the uniform 

6 criteria that all agencies will evaluate the 

7 effectiveness of the mediation or remediation.

8    ERIC GREENING:  Thank you.  I think this is an 

9 issue that will come up and get more discussion and to 

10 better understand just what is the boundary of the 

11 County is ability to act in such a way that it can 

12 genuinely make health and safety findings, which are 

13 required.

14  MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  Thank you, Eric.

15    MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you.  Are there any other 

16 questions related to the EIR process at this time?  I 

17 don't believe we have any more.

18  MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  So now what we want to do 

19 is we want to get into the formal scoping comments and 

20 we wanted to just go over a few items to help us in this 

21 assessment with your comments.  We'd like to get your 

22 input on the scope and content of the EIR.  And we will 

23 take into consideration some of the questions that we've 

24 received before this formal scoping period, but we also 

25 want to get any information on local environmental 
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1 knowledge that you think we ought to be aware of, any 

2 issues that you think we ought to evaluate, any 

3 alternative you think we ought to consider and then 

4 mitigation measures.  And although it's not part of 

5 PG&E's proposed project, we will also take any comments 

6 that you have on future site reuse. 

7    One thing I do want to say, before we listen to 

8 the comment period, is that we are going to give all of 

9 this information to our technical authors.  So we will 

10 address all of the issues that we hear in the 

11 environmental document.

12   So if you want to make a comment, we ask that 

13 they are similar to the questions that you've been 

14 asking.  We ask you to raise your hand.  We're going to 

15 take you in the order that we see those raised hands. 

16    If we get a lot of speakers, we will limit the 

17 comment to three minutes, but if we don't, we won't use 

18 the timer.  If you're calling by phone and you want to 

19 make a comment, please press star 9 to raise your hand 

20 and star 6 to unmute yourself. 

21   We will go ahead and open it up for comments, 

22 and we'll leave the information here on where you can 

23 email or mail your comments if you feel that you'd 

24 rather do that instead of provide an oral comment today. 

25  So let's go ahead and open it up, Lisa.
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1    MS. BLEWITT:  We have our first speaker, Eric 

2 Greening.  Please be sure to state your full name and 

3 any affiliation you have to an organization or agency 

4 for the record.

5    ERIC GREENING:  Thank you.  I am Eric Greening.  

6 Can you hear me?

7  MS. BLEWITT:  Yes.

8    ERIC GREENING:  Thank you.  And I've already 

9 taken the opportunity to make oral comments previously 

10 and I'm working on some written comments, but I just 

11 wanted to share a thought relative to the future reuse 

12 scenarios. 

13  One thing that we need to recognize is that 

14 sometimes mitigation measures have impacts of their own, 

15 and I just want to be sure not to miss that; for 

16 example, some development scenarios.  If the site is 

17 redeveloped in any kind of an intensive way, it might 

18 require, as a mitigation from wildfire hazards, all 

19 sorts of secondary egress options. 

20    Those secondary egresses or ingresses and 

21 egresses or circulation infrastructures would themselves 

22 have very significant environmental impacts, not only on 

23 the site, but beyond in the surrounding lands and 

24 potentially in such places as Montaña de Oro. 

25   So I just wanted to affirm the importance of 
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1 essentially going second- and third-order impacts when a 

2 mitigation measure is necessary, that itself has 

3 impacts, that those impacts also be analyzed and fully 

4 mitigated.  And I'll be sharing more thoughts in 

5 writing.  Thank you.

6          MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you, Eric.  Are there any 

7 other questions?  Please raise your hand.  If you're 

8 calling in by phone press star 9 to raise your hand.  I 

9 know we covered a lot of material, but you may want to 

10 submit comments.  I'm not seeing any additional raised 

11 hands. 

12          So please take note to mail in your comments to 

13 Susan Strachan at the San Luis Obispo County Department 

14 of Planning and Building or email your comments to 

15 Diablo@co.slo.ca.us.  Susan?

16          MS. STRACHAN:  Hi, I fell into no man's land 

17 again.  I think something happens when Eric is taken 

18 away from being a panelist that I turn into an attendee.  

19 So I apologize.  There are no further comments, Lisa?

20          MS. BLEWITT:  There are no additional raised 

21 hands.  So it does not appear as though there are any 

22 additional comments.  Yes.

23          MS. STRACHAN:  Okay.  Well, we want to thank 

24 everyone for participating today and taking the time to 

25 participate.  The comment period ends December 6th at 
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1 5:00, and Lisa had provided the address.  There's also 

2 information on the County is website under planning and 

3 building.  And then there's a specific tab for Diablo 

4 Decommissioning. 

5          As I mentioned, the recording of this meeting, 

6 as well as all five of the virtual scoping meetings that 

7 we're having, will be on the website.  And the 

8 PowerPoint presentation is the website, if people are 

9 interested.

10          So with that, I don't think that's the end of 

11 the meeting and we thank you all for attending.

12
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SATURDAY, DECEMBER 4, 2021, 2:00 P.M

*******************

MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  This is the public scoping

meeting for Diablo County Power Plant Decommissioning

Project, and Susan Strachan from the County of San Luis

Obispo will start us off.  Thank you.

MS. STRACHAN:  Hey everyone.  I'm Susan

Strachan.  I'm with, as Sandra said, San Luis Obispo

County.  I'm overseeing the permitting of the Diablo

Decommissioning for the County.  We really want to

welcome all of you spending your Saturday afternoon with

us for the scoping meeting on the Diablo Decommissioning

Project.

Before we begin, I just want to through how to

participate on a virtual meeting or in a virtual

meeting.  We will have a few areas where we'll be doing

questions and answers and scoping comments.  And if

you're participating virtually, if you're wanting to

speak, you use the raise-hand feature and we will call

on you when it's your turn.  If you're joining by phone,

then you press 09 to raise your hand, and then when

called on press 06 to unmute.

We are, as Sandra said, recording this meeting

and the recording will be posted, as well as the

recordings of all of the previous four meetings that
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1 we've had on the County's Planning and Building Diablo 

2 Decommissioning webpage, and our PowerPoint presentation 

3 is also available on that page.

4   We will go through these how to participate in 

5 terms of raising your hand and pressing 09, if by phone, 

6 again, when we get to the question and answer and 

7 scoping part of the meeting.  Next slide, please, 

8 Sandra.

9   So in terms of our agenda today, we will do 

10 some introductions.  I'll then give an overview of the 

11 decommissioning project description.  After that we will 

12 have our first question and answer session on the 

13 project description.  Then we'll move into a discussion 

14 on what is a County-driven analysis on future site reuse 

15 concepts.  And then we'll have another question and 

16 answer period.

17   Then Sandra will provide an overview on the 

18 Environmental Impact Report process, followed again by 

19 question and answer session.  And then lastly, we'll 

20 open it up to scoping comments.  Next slide please.

21   Now, for introductions, as I said, I'm Susan 

22 Strachan, I'm the County's nuclear power plant 

23 decommissioning manager.  With me is Cindy Chambers, a 

24 senior planner with the County.  And then Aspen 

25 Environmental Group is the environmental consulting firm 
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1 who's preparing the Environmental Impact Report.

2          I want to point out they are also the 

3 environmental firm that prepared the Environmental 

4 Impact Report for the San Onofre Nuclear Power Plant.  

5 So we're very fortunate to have a firm that has done a 

6 project like this before.  

7          With us from Aspen is Sandra Alarcon-Lopez.  

8 She's the EIR project manager, and then Lisa Blewitt, 

9 who is the deputy project manager.  We also have 

10 representatives from PG&E who will be available to 

11 answer questions regarding the project and we'll 

12 introduce them at that time.  Next slide, please.

13          So briefly, I want to talk about the purpose of 

14 this meeting and scoping.  So under the California 

15 Environmental Quality Act, we're required to have a 

16 30-day scoping period.  For this project it's actually a 

17 40-day scoping period, because when we issued the notice 

18 of preparation, the 30th day fell, I think, on the 

19 Friday after Thanksgiving.  We didn't want to do that, 

20 so we extended it out another several days after that.  

21          The meeting is required, the scoping meeting, 

22 for projects of statewide, regional, and area-wide 

23 significance.  The meetings then provide an opportunity 

24 for agencies in the public to provide input and comment 

25 on the scope and content of the EIR.
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1           And now the comments can be provided verbally 

2 at a scoping meeting like this one, or they can be 

3 provided in writing by U.S. Mail or email.  And when we 

4 get to the scoping comment portion of the meeting, we'll 

5 have the mailing address and email address for making 

6 comments in that manner.  And scoping also provides an 

7 opportunity to provide input on project alternatives, 

8 evaluation methods and project mitigation methods.  Next 

9 slide please.

10          So in terms of project description, I'm going 

11 to get into a little bit of background, talk about the 

12 jurisdictions of different agencies that are involved.  

13 I'll discuss the power plant decommissioning and then 

14 talk about some offsite locations for waste 

15 transportation.  Next slide.

16          So the County received PG&E's land use 

17 application on March 29th, 2021.  Since a portion of the 

18 site is in the coastal zone and a portion of the site is 

19 outside of the coastal zone.  They applied for both a 

20 development plan/coastal development permit for the 

21 coastal zone portion of the site and a conditional use 

22 permit for that portion of the site outside of the 

23 coastal zone.  

24          When the County receives applications, it then 

25 sends out referrals to different agencies and 
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1 organizations to get their input on the application.  

2 And then county has 30 days to review the application 

3 and determine whether all the information it needs to 

4 proceed is included in the application.  

5    After our 30-day review, we issued a letter to 

6 PG&E on April 28th, asking for additional information in 

7 your application.  PG&E then responded on July 8th, 

8 providing the information we requested, plus they made 

9 some modifications to the project in that filing.  We 

10 then, again, went through that 30-day review, sent 

11 referrals out to agencies and organizations and sent a 

12 second letter on August 9th.

13   PG&E responded with answers to our information 

14 that we requested on October 6th.  And after reviewing 

15 that information on October 27th, the County accepted 

16 PG&E's application.  We then issued the notice of 

17 preparation, which initiated the scoping period on 

18 October 28th, 2021.  Next slide please.

19    So this is a slide of the general site 

20 vicinity.  The yellow comprises the Diablo Canyon Lands 

21 that are owned, some by PG&E, some by Eureka Energy.  

22 And then the blue in the middle is the actual Diablo 

23 Canyon Power Plant boundary.  Next slide.

24    And then this is an aerial of the site with the 

25 red outlining the NRC, Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
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1 boundary, but it shows from an aerial perspective 

2 features of the power plant site.  Next slide.  

3          So this figure shows the agency jurisdictions 

4 and in the yellow line, that's going through it, that is 

5 the coastal zone boundary.  So I mentioned that part of 

6 the plant is in the coastal zone, part is outside.

7          The portion in the green area, that is all 

8 within the coastal zone.  The brown on the other side of 

9 the yellow line is the portion that's outside of the 

10 coastal zone.  If you go down toward the water, and 

11 there's area where Sandra has the cursor in blue, that's 

12 where you get into State Lands and Coastal Commission 

13 jurisdiction.  So they also have a role in the 

14 decommissioning of the project.  Next slide.  

15          So more details in terms of agency roles in the 

16 County of San Luis Obispo, we are the lead agency under 

17 the California Environmental Quality Act, which means 

18 that we have the role in preparing with Aspen the 

19 Environmental Impact Report, and then the processing of 

20 the permits that we're filled out for the 

21 decommissioning.

22          California Coastal Commission, that area down 

23 by the water, is within the Coastal Commission's 

24 original jurisdiction, and they'll receive a Coastal 

25 Development Permit Application.  That part in green in 
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1 the coastal zone is also the appeal jurisdiction for the 

2 County Coastal Development Permit.  So a permit that the 

3 County issues that's in the coastal zone could 

4 ultimately be appealed to the California Coastal 

5 Commission.  

6   California State Lands Commission, again, for 

7 that area down by the water that we showed on the 

8 previous slide, they will issue a new lease or lease 

9 amendment.  And at the Federal level, the Nuclear 

10 Regulatory Commission is involved, and they oversee the 

11 decommissioning process specifically tied to the cleanup 

12 and removal of radioactive structures and systems, the 

13 transfer of the spent fuel.  That will go to a 

14 previously permitted, what's referred to as, an ISFSI or 

15 Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation.  And then 

16 they're involved in the termination of the Part 50 

17 license over the site.  Next slide.  

18   Just a quick kind of a short chronology tied to 

19 the decommissioning.  Unit 1 of the power plant, the 

20 Nuclear Regulatory License for that unit terminates on 

21 November 2nd, 2024.

22   The Unit 2 license terminates on August 26th, 

23 2025.  PG&E had been in the process with the NRC to 

24 renew those licenses, but in 2016 stopped that license 

25 renewal effort to then move forward with a closure of 



DIABLO CANYON DECOMMISSIONING PROJECT     PUBLIC MEETING DECEMBER 4, 2021

BARRETT REPORTING, INC. (888) 740-1100 www.barrettreporting.com

9

1 the plant. 

2   In 2018 CPC approved the retirement of the 

3 plant, and then PG&E started working on all of the 

4 various studies, et cetera, for submitting its 

5 applications, and intends, once permits are received, to 

6 begin decommissioning in 2024.  Next slide.  

7   Now, the decommissioning is going to occur in 

8 two phases.  Phase 1, which is 2024 to 2030, that is 

9 when the bulk of the decommissioning activities will 

10 happen in terms of actual removal of structures and 

11 infrastructures and buildings from the plant site.  

12    Phase 2, 2032 to 2039, is when completion of 

13 soil remediation activities will happen, final status 

14 surveys, which are surveys required by the NRC to ensure 

15 that the site meets the established radiological release 

16 criteria.  Those will happen in Phase 2.  And then final 

17 site restoration will occur at that time period.  Next 

18 slide.

19   So when we look at the decommissioning effort, 

20 besides just decontamination and demolition of 

21 infrastructure, buildings and structures, PG&E is 

22 proposing to retain some structures and we'll go through 

23 that in just a minute.  They also intend to construct 

24 new buildings and structures that would be located in 

25 what's referred to as a future PG&E owner-controlled 
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1 area.  And we'll show you a slide of where that is and 

2 what would take place there.  

3          And then to accommodate the decommissioning, 

4 the removal of building structures and infrastructures, 

5 it requires the installation of temporary infrastructure 

6 and buildings to allow the demolition to occur.  We'll 

7 talk about that.  And then lastly, we're going to talk 

8 about the use of offsite rail loading facilities.  Next 

9 slide.  

10          So in terms of features to remain, the black 

11 that's shown in the slide are roads that are existing 

12 now that PG&E proposes to keep.  They would not be 

13 removed as part of decommissioning.  The red that is 

14 shown are plant features that PG&E is proposing to 

15 remain.  

16          So if you go down by the water, those two more 

17 thin features are the breakwater that creates sort of a 

18 marina area where the intake structure is.  The intake 

19 structure is that small, more rectangular feature.  For 

20 decommissioning, the intake structure, that's where the 

21 cooling water comes in, that would be closed off so no 

22 water could enter.  Equipment on top of the intake 

23 structure would be removed, but the concrete structure 

24 itself is proposed to remain.  

25          Then moving farther up on the site, that 
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1 rectangular that Sandra is pointing to right now is the 

2 ISFSI or Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation.  

3 That's where spent fuel from the power plant is 

4 currently stored.  It's where the spent fuel that's 

5 currently in the reactor spent fuel pool will be 

6 transferred upon decommissioning.  That is a previously 

7 permitted facility.  So that storage of the fuel, the 

8 transfer of this fuel is accommodated under that 

9 previous permit.  

10    The two blue dots are raw water reservoirs, 

11 which will remain.  And then there's a 230 switch yard 

12 that will remain and a 500 switch yard that they're 

13 proposing to remain.  Next slide.  

14   And so for new construction.  That would occur 

15 up in this area where we showed the 500 KV switch yard, 

16 the 230 KV switch yard, and the Independent Spent Fuel 

17 Storage Installation.  This would be what would 

18 constitute that new PG&E owner-controlled area.

19   In this area PG&E is proposing to build what's 

20 referred to as a Greater-than-Class-C waste storage 

21 facility.  This is a radioactive waste, it's from the 

22 reactor internals and process waste, but similar to the 

23 spent fuel, there is currently not an offsite Federal 

24 repository where that fuel could be sent.  So it needs 

25 to remain onsite until there is somewhere that it can be 
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1 disposed of offsite or stored offsite. 

2    They're also proposing to build a new security 

3 building and a new indoor firing range.  And again, this 

4 area from roughly where the red rectangle is of the 

5 ISFSI on up would be the future PG&E owner-controlled 

6 area.  Next slide.

7   Now this slide is of the lower portion of the 

8 site, and it's essentially a site layout for 

9 decommissioning.  It shows existing buildings that would 

10 be used to accommodate decommissioning workers, it's 

11 offices.  You see purple boxes around that constitutes 

12 construction trailers.  That, again, would be used by 

13 employees associated with, workers associated with 

14 decommissioning.  

15   It also shows existing structures that would be 

16 modified to accommodate decommissioning.  So, for 

17 example, the big orange rectangle in the center of the 

18 figure, that is currently the main warehouse for the 

19 power plant.  That warehouse is proposed to be modified 

20 to create a waste-handling facility where they would 

21 segregate, stockpile, and package up contaminated soil 

22 for transport.

23   To the right of that is a yellow square, that's 

24 their Flex equipment storage building.  And that would 

25 be modified to create a lab for testing soil samples.  
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1 So this slide just gives an indication in a sense of 

2 what's involved in the decommissioning, in that you're 

3 taking out structures, but yet you have to bring in or 

4 use existing structures to accommodate that 

5 decommissioning effort.  Next slide.  

6    So just listing some of the activities that are 

7 going to happen during Phase 1, temporary infrastructure 

8 and building modifications, the decontamination and 

9 demolition of buildings, new construction within the 

10 PG&E future owner-controlled area.  

11    The spent fuel and Greater-than-Class-C waste 

12 will be transferred to existing ISFSI and the new 

13 Greater-than-Class-C waste storage facility during this 

14 time.  And a removal and restoration of the discharge 

15 structure would begin during Phase 1.  Next slide, 

16 please.

17   So this is a picture of the discharge structure 

18 during construction.  So this is the structure that will 

19 be one of the structures that will be removed as a 

20 result of decommissioning effort.  Next slide, please.

21    The figure on the right shows, it's looking 

22 down on the discharge structure in black.  Those 

23 circular figures, that would be what is referred to as a 

24 coffer dam, and it would be put in in front of the 

25 discharge structure creating an area where the water can 
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1 be pumped out, creating a working environment to allow 

2 the discharge structure to be removed.  

3   Other activities during this phase, the removal 

4 of the nuclear reactor, pressure vessels and steam 

5 generators, site characterization to identify 

6 contaminated areas.  With those contaminated areas 

7 identified, soil remediation will recur, and again, the 

8 final status surveys that I mentioned previously.  

9   Also during this phase, modification and 

10 utilization of the offsite rail yards would occur.  Next 

11 slide.

12   So some of the activities that are going to 

13 happen during the Phase 1 decommissioning again, 2024 to 

14 2031, temporary infrastructure and building 

15 modifications like those ones I just mentioned will 

16 happen during this time period.  Decontamination and 

17 demolition of buildings, again, the new buildings and 

18 structures to be constructed in the future PG&E 

19 owner-controlled area will occur.  

20    During Phase 1, the spent fuel and 

21 Greater-than-Class-C waste will be transferred to the 

22 independent spent fuel storage installation and the new 

23 Greater-than-Class-C waste storage facility, and removal 

24 and restoration of the discharge structure will begin 

25 during this phase.  Next slide, please.
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1          So this is a picture of the discharge structure 

2 during decommissioning.  So this is the structure that 

3 will be one of the structures that will be removed as a 

4 result of decommissioning.  Next slide, please.

5          So going on from the discharge structure 

6 removal, the picture on the right shows the circles are 

7 tight with a proposed coffer dam, basically creating an 

8 area where the water can be pumped out, creating a dry 

9 space for the discharge structure to be removed.  

10          Other activities during this phase are removal 

11 of the nuclear reactor pressure vessels and internals, 

12 steam generators, site characterization to identify 

13 contaminated areas.  With those contaminated areas 

14 identified, soil remediation will recur, and again, the 

15 final status surveys that I mentioned previously.  

16          Also during this phase, modification and 

17 utilization of the offsite rail yards would occur.  Next 

18 slide.

19          During Phase 2 of the project, soil remediation 

20 and final status surveys would continue.  Any 

21 infrastructure that is now not needed for retained 

22 facilities would be removed.  Final site restoration 

23 would happen.  So this is the grading of the site, the 

24 development with storm water management system, now that 

25 structures have been removed, will be developed and 
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1 revegetation would happen.  

2    There will be monitoring of that site 

3 restoration effort for up to five years and then PG&E 

4 will terminate its NRC license, part 50 license, which 

5 covers the current operation of the plant, and it will 

6 transition into a ISFSI, meaning the spent fuel and the 

7 Greater-than-Class-C waste storage operations.  Next 

8 slide, please.

9   I wanted to talk for a moment about 

10 decommissioning waste transportation.  PG&E is proposing 

11 a blended approach for waste transportation.  It will 

12 consist of transporting waste by barge, transporting 

13 waste by truck, meaning directly on a truck to an 

14 offsite disposal facility, and then transporting by 

15 truck to an offsite rail facility that I mentioned 

16 previously.  

17   What's helpful with this blended approach is 

18 that barge transportation can accommodate much more 

19 waste than a truck can.  And so by using barge 

20 transportation for taking waste off site, it 

21 dramatically reduces the number of trucks that would 

22 otherwise be on the road transporting waste.  

23   PG&E has used barge transportation before.  

24 That picture on that slide is steam generators that were 

25 transported on site in roughly 2006 time period.  Next 
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1 slide, please.

2   So I mentioned the railroading facilities.  

3 PG&E has proposed three different sites.  This slide 

4 shows where they are in relation to the Diablo Canyon 

5 Power Plant.  One site is in Pismo Beach.  This site 

6 would be used as a contingency, and there would be no 

7 radiological or hazardous waste transported to this 

8 facility.  

9    There are two other sites.  One in the city of 

10 Santa Maria, one in Santa Barbara County.  Both of these 

11 will be evaluated in the Environmental Impact Report.  

12 However, ultimately only one of the sites will be used.  

13 Next slide, please.

14    Here's a depiction of the Pismo Beach railyard 

15 facility.  This is on property owned by PG&E, and it's 

16 off of Price Canyon Road.  And again, this is a site 

17 that would be used as a contingency site.  Next slide.

18    And then this shows the two sites.  This 

19 Osborne yard is the one located in the city of Santa 

20 Maria close to Stowe Road, and then the second one is 

21 And then the one in unincorporated Santa Barbara County 

22 is at the Betteravia Industrial Park off of Betteravia.

23    Both of these sites will be evaluated in the 

24 Environmental Impact Report for the project; however, 

25 only one of the sites will ultimately be used.  
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1   Now that concludes the overview of the project 

2 description.  And with that, we'd like to take questions 

3 on the proposed project.  As I mentioned previously, if 

4 you are participating online, please use the raise-hand 

5 feature at the bottom of your screen and we'll call on 

6 you to speak during Q and A.  If you're joining by 

7 phone, press star 9 to raise your hand.  

8   Lisa, do we have any questions?

9   MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you, Susan.  I just want to 

10 reiterate at this time, we're just looking for questions 

11 regarding the description of the proposed project to 

12 help with understanding.  If anyone has questions, 

13 again, please raise your hand.  If you're calling in, 

14 star 9 to raise your hand.  We have one hand raised 

15 right now, Lauren Brown.

16   LAUREN BROWN:  Yes.  I saw that they proposed 

17 to remove the discharge shoot.  What about the intake? 

18 I've heard that, that might be utilized by some of the 

19 tower cables coming from Offshore Wind.  

20    MS. STRACHAN:  The intake structures, PG&E is 

21 proposing to have that remain.  And again, it would be 

22 closed, so no water could come in.  The equipment would 

23 be taken off the top, but the actual concrete structure 

24 would remain.  In terms of cables coming in for Offshore 

25 Wind, I haven't heard about that.  
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1          In relation to the intake structure, there is a 

2 230 KV switch yard that's on site that I've heard of 

3 subsea transmission lines potentially interconnecting to 

4 that as a way of getting that power into the grid.

5          Tom, do you have anything to add on that?

6          MR. JONES:  Yeah, that would be a separate and 

7 distinct project.  The structure will remain and it 

8 could be utilized, but that would require a new 

9 subsurface transmission cable would require the 

10 right-of-way from the California State Lands Commission.  

11 It would be its own Coastal Land and CEQA application.  

12 We're not including anything like that in this project 

13 at this time.

14          MS. STRACHAN:  Thank you, Tom.  Yeah, we're 

15 going to get into that in a minute on these future reuse 

16 options or concepts.  This is County driven, not PG&E.  

17 PG&E's proposal to us is basically what I went over.  

18 It's the decommissioning, the removal of the site, not 

19 post-decommissioning uses of the site.  They have not 

20 proposed anything to that.

21          LAUREN BROWN:  All right, thank you.

22          MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you, Lauren.  Does anyone 

23 else have questions regarding the proposed project?  I 

24 do not see any more raised hands at this time.

25          MS. STRACHAN:  Okay.  Thank you, Lisa.  
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1    So as I mentioned, the County is part of the 

2 EIR.  This will be a completely separate chapter, the 

3 EIR is going to look at future site re-use concept.  So 

4 this is going out into the future post-decommissioning.

5   Again, this is a County-driven analysis.  It is 

6 not part of PG&E's proposed project or proposed by PG&E. 

7 These are concepts that will be compared to to provide 

8 an early high-level analysis of possible 

9 post-decommissioning uses.  Next slide.  

10   So in terms of the concepts that are currently 

11 under consideration, they're listed here.  One is 

12 university campus, one is developed recreation like 

13 camping, day-use recreation, hiking, kayaking, research 

14 facility, renewable energy generation and storage, 

15 resort hotel, mixed use, which could be a combination of 

16 any of these, or an Offshore Wind port or support 

17 facility.  Next slide, please.

18    So for this we're not looking at -- we have a 

19 scoping portion of the program, of the meeting.  So 

20 people who have other ideas of re-use concepts, that's 

21 the time to put that forward.  But here we want to know 

22 if there's any questions on the specific County-driven 

23 analysis that we'll be doing on the reuse concepts.

24    MS. BLEWITT:  Again, if you have any questions, 

25 please raise your hand.  If you're calling in by phone, 
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please press star 9 to raise your hand.  There are no

raised hands, Susan.

MS. STRACHAN:  Okay.  Thank you, Lisa.  Sandra,

you want to take over?

MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  As Susan mentioned, my

name is Sandra Alarcon-Lopez.  I'm with Aspen

environmental group, and we're working directly with the

County on the preparation of the environmental document.

So I'm going to give you a very quick overview of the

CEQA process and then take comments or excuse me, then

take questions after the discussion, before we get into

the official scoping comments.

As the lead agency, the County decided to

prepare an Environmental Impact Report.  And as part of

that, the County has moved forward with beginning the

preparation of the document.  We're right at the initial

phases of the environmental document.  One of the things

that the County does is look at the potential for

significant impacts, and they've decided that based on

the type of project that it is, that there is the

potential for that, and decided to move forward with an

environmental report.  As part of that, CEQA does allow

the County to move forward without preparation of an

initial study.

This next slide is a quick snapshot of the

21
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1 process, and basically there are key things here on this 

2 slide.  Number one is the scoping period that we're in 

3 right now.  This is the beginning of the environmental 

4 process.  It's the opportunity for us to take your 

5 comments, get your initial input on the scoping content 

6 of the environmental document.  

7          There will be other opportunities for you to 

8 comment.  Once we get all these comments, we're going to 

9 prepare a draft environmental document, and we're going 

10 to take into consideration all of the comments that we 

11 receive during the scoping period, those that we 

12 received in the public meetings, as well as any written 

13 or email comments that are received during the scoping 

14 period.

15           Once the draft EIR has been prepared and 

16 finalized, it will be released for another public 

17 review.  It's going to be released for a public review 

18 period, and there will be an additional opportunity for 

19 the public to comment on that document.  When we receive 

20 your comments on the draft EIR, we're going to take 

21 those comments, respond to all the comments that we 

22 receive on that draft document and prepare a final 

23 Environmental Impact Report.

24          That final EIR is the document that the 

25 decision-makers at the County will use to review and 
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1 make a decision on the project.  The EIR is an 

2 information document and it provides information on 

3 potential environmental impacts associated with the 

4 project.

5          I want to quickly just go through the content 

6 of the environmental document.  We are going to cover 

7 and evaluate a number of different environmental issues 

8 that I will present in the subsequent slide.  We're 

9 going to look at the environmental setting and 

10 regulatory setting for those issues.  And then we're 

11 going to look at how PG&E's proposed project could 

12 impact those environmental resource.

13          We're also required to look at alternatives and 

14 alternatives we'll need to focus on looking at reducing 

15 any significant impacts that are associated with the 

16 project.  If we identify significant impacts, then we 

17 also identify and work towards identifying or 

18 recommending mitigation measures for the County to adopt 

19 for the proposed project.  

20          One other component of the EIR is going to be 

21 to look at the reuse alternatives.  As Susan mentioned 

22 earlier, this is a County-driven analysis.  It's going 

23 to be high level, and it's also going to look at and 

24 compare the different environmental impacts associated 

25 with a number of different reuse concepts.
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1    Here's the range of environmental issues that 

2 are going to be covered in the environmental document.  

3 I think the key here is really that we're going to look 

4 at all of the different potential environmental issues 

5 associated with the project.  We're going to evaluate 

6 them and look at whether or not there's a potential for 

7 a significant impact.  We haven't made that decision 

8 yet.  We're at the preliminary evaluation stage of those 

9 issues.

10   And then the other key issue here is that we 

11 are going to work with a number of different resource 

12 and regulatory agencies.  And so you see here, these 

13 four issue areas that are associated with some of the 

14 issues that some of the responsible agencies are going 

15 to need to take into considerations, such as the State 

16 Lands Commission and the Coastal Commission.

17    One of the things we wanted to just highlight, 

18 because it's come up in some of the community meetings 

19 is the NRC, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, a federal 

20 agency that has jurisdiction over the handling and 

21 management of radiological materials and waste.  They 

22 have exclusive jurisdiction over that.

23    So in the EIR we're going to present the 

24 requirements that NRC has on this power plant and any 

25 plans for safety measures associated with those 
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1 requirements.  We're looking at this issue because as a 

2 County agency, they have to look at the whole of the 

3 action, but the Federal agency does have that exclusive 

4 jurisdiction.  

5          For all of the issue areas that we look at and 

6 consider in the environmental document, we're going to 

7 look at all potential impacts.  We're going to look at 

8 direct, indirect cumulative, and growth-inducing 

9 effects.  For any significant impacts that we identify, 

10 we're going to also identify potential litigation 

11 measures that can be adopted to reduce those impacts.

12          We are going to look at environmental justice 

13 issues, but a lot of the social and economic impact 

14 issues are not considered significant under CEQA.  One 

15 of the key components of the environmental report will 

16 be the consideration of alternatives.  In the CEQA 

17 document, we don't need to look at alternatives at an 

18 equal level of detail, but we do need to identify 

19 alternatives that have the potential to reduce 

20 significant impacts.  

21          We also have to look at the alternative in 

22 terms of meeting project objectives and the feasibility 

23 of those alternatives.  One of the key considerations in 

24 this report, like other environmental reports, is that 

25 CEQA requires a consideration of a no-project 
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alternative.

With this particular project, because there is

a license termination and process, we will not have a

true no-project or no-action alternative.  And the NLP

provided some examples of some alternatives that we're

currently considering.

Are there any questions?  At this time, I'll

take questions on the EIR process.

MS. BLEWITT:  Please raise your hand using the

Zoom function, or if you're calling in, star 9 to raise

your hand.  Again, we're looking for questions on the

EIR process before we open it up for the formal scoping

comments.  There do not appear to be any questions at

this time.

MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  So we are going to go

ahead and open it up for formal scoping comments.  We

wanted to just kind of give you an idea of what we

consider to be helpful.  As I mentioned earlier, any

comments that we receive here or in writing regarding

the environmental report are all going to be taken into

consideration in the draft document.

We're looking for any input that you have on

the scope and comment of the environmental document, any

information that you think we ought to know based on

your local environmental knowledge of the area, any

26
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1 issues that you think we ought to evaluate, any 

2 alternatives that you think we ought to consider, and 

3 any mitigation measures that you would recommend, 

4 because the EIR will also look at future reuse options.

5    We'll also take any comments regarding concepts 

6 that you think we ought to take into consideration.

7 We want to just remind you before we open it up, if you 

8 would like to make a comment, if you could raise your 

9 hand and those hands will come in a certain order, and 

10 we will call your name and ask you to state your name 

11 and affiliation.  

12    If we get a lot of speakers, we will limit the 

13 comment to three minutes.  If you're calling by phone 

14 and you want to make a comment, please press star 9 to 

15 raise your hand and star 6 to unmute yourself.  Once 

16 Lisa calls your name.  We're going to go ahead and open 

17 it up for comments and we will leave this email address 

18 and the mailing address up in case you want to submit a 

19 written comment, instead of providing an oral comment.

20    MS. BLEWITT:  We have one raised hand at this 

21 time.  It is a call-in person.  Last four digits are 

22 7270.  Please press star 6 to unmute yourself and then 

23 state your name and affiliation for the record.

24   MARY JO BORAK:  Good afternoon.  Hi, everybody. 

25 My name is Mary Jo Borak, and I work for the California 
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1 Public Utilities Commission.  I thank you very much for 

2 your presentation.  I found it very helpful.  We 

3 hopefully will submit some written comments to you by 

4 Monday afternoon, but I just wanted to tell you 

5 hopefully that our comments will fall into three main 

6 areas.  And we hope that you can incorporate this into 

7 your scoping thoughts and consider these as you move 

8 forward with your draft EIR.

9          First issue that the CPUC is interested in is 

10 the cost associated with decommissioning.  Your EIR will 

11 include mitigation measures to reduce environmental 

12 impact, which could have cost implications for PG&E and 

13 California rate payers.

14          We hope that the EIR process will take cost 

15 into consideration and look at more than one mitigation 

16 option whenever feasible.  The EIR process should make 

17 clear the cost considerations of mitigation measures and 

18 alternatives to allow the CPUC and stakeholders compared 

19 to EIR proposals to PG&E's Decommissioning cost 

20 estimates and funds available in the Nuclear 

21 Decommissioning Trust.

22          Secondly, we are, of course, interested in 

23 continued use and access to the existing electric 

24 infrastructure at the site.  The existing substation and 

25 transmission systems are robust and will be 
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underutilized once the Diablo Canyon stops generating.

Offshore Wind and other energy providers are ready to

looking to tie in to grid at this location.

And finally, the third area we're interested

in, which is not exactly associated with your EIR

preparation, but there's a State Public Utility Code

Section 851, which deals with land transfer for public

utilities.  And so we're, of course, interested in

making sure that whatever alternatives that are looked

at in your documents will be compatible with the needs

we will have with any future PG&E filings on Public

Utilities Code Section 851.  So thank you.

MS. BLEWITT:  Thank you, Mary Jo.  Are there

any other scoping comments at this time?  Please,

raise your hand.  Again, if you're calling in press star

9 to raise your hand.  I'm not seeing any other raised

hands at this time.

MS. ALARCON-LOPEZ:  Okay.  Thank you, Lisa.

That's going to conclude our meeting then for today.  We

want to thank all of you for taking the time,

particularly out of your Saturday, for participating in

today's scoping meeting.  The scoping period ends or the

time period for submitting comments ends December 6th at

5:00 p.m., that's this Monday at 5:00 p.m.  The address

Lisa had up on the previous slide, but it can also be

29
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1 found on the County's Planning and Building webpage, 

2 specifically a webpage for Diablo Decommissioning.

3   Again, the recording of this meeting as well as 

4 the previous four scoping meetings we have will be up on 

5 that webpage.  This PowerPoint presentation is also 

6 available on the webpage right now.  So once again, 

7 thank you so much for taking the time for participating. 

8 We really appreciate it.
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2

3    I, the undersigned, a Certified Shorthand 

4 Reporter of the State of California, do hereby certify:

5   That the foregoing proceedings were taken before 

6 me at the time and place herein set forth; that a 

7 verbatim record of the proceedings was made by me using 

8 machine shorthand which was thereafter transcribed under 

9 my direction; further, that the foregoing is an accurate 

10 transcription thereof.

11    I further certify that I am neither financially 

12 interested in the action nor a relative or employee of 

13 any attorney of any of the parties.

14    IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have this date subscribed my 

15 name this 16th day of December, 2021.  
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Ap.B.5-1

 Scoping Comment Letters/Emails 
NO. DATE FROM 

 A: Agencies 

A001 11/24/21 Santa Barbara County Energy Minerals Compliance Division 

A002 12/2/21 City of Santa Maria 

A003 12/1/21 City of Pismo Beach 

A004 12/6/21 Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control District 

A005 12/6/21 City of San Luis Obispo 

A006 12/6/21 Port San Luis Harbor District 

A007 12/6/21 San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District 

A008 12/6/21 California Public Utilities Commission 

A009 12/6/21 California Department of Transportation 

A010 12/6/21 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

A011 12/6/21 California Department of Fish and Wildlife 

  B: Organizations 

B001 10/29/21 Californians for Green Nuclear Energy #1 

B002 11/16/21 Californians for Green Nuclear Energy #2 

B003 11/29/21 San Luis Obispo Mothers for Peace 

B004 12/1/21 Californians for Green Nuclear Power 3 

B005 12/1/21 Californians for Green Nuclear Power 4 

B006 12/6/21 Santa Lucia Sierra Club and Surfrider Foundation 

B007 12/6/21 Californians for Green Nuclear Power 5 

B008 12/6/21 Californians for Green Nuclear Power 6 

B009 12/6/21 Californians for Green Nuclear Power 7 

B010 11/9/21 Avila Valley Advisory Council 

  C: Tribal Governments 

No comment letters/emails received during scoping 

  D: Individuals 

D001 11/1/21 Coleman Miller 

D002 11/10/21 Peggy Sharpe 

D003 12/6/21 Maia Petrovic 

D004 12/6/21 Melinda Forbes 

 July 2023 Draft EIR
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Ap.B.5-2

  D: Individuals, continued 

D005 12/6/21 Sybil Jacobs 

D006 12/1/21 Kara Woodruff 

D007 12/4/21 L. Jane Swanson

D008 12/4/21 Guy Sharp 

D009 12/4/21 Sherri Danoff 

D010 12/5/21 Eric Greening 

D011 12/5/21 Steven and Zoe Zawalick 

D012 12/5/21 Benita Epstein 

D013 12/6/21 Sheila Baker 

D014 12/6/21 Jill ZamEk 

D015 12/6/21 Doug Tait 

D016 12/6/21 Melissa Boggs 

D017 12/6/21 Sam Blakeslee 

D018 12/5/21 Kathi DiPeri 

 July 2023 Draft EIR











RE: Diablo Canyon Power Plant Decommissioning Project Notice of Preparation Comments





Re: Air Pollution Control District Response to Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact 
Report for Diablo Canyon Power Plant Decommissioning Project ED2021-174/DRC2021-00092 

Initial Feedback
Updated Initial Feedback
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Updated Initial Feedback

1. Description of Waste. 
 

2. Specifications of Proposed Equipment at the Santa Maria Valley Railyard (SMVR) Facilities.

the District will be a responsible agency 
under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and will rely on the EIR when evaluating any 
District permits for proposed equipment

Scope and 
Content of Air Quality Sections in Environmental Documents

1. Attainment Status and Consistency with the District’s Ozone Plan.
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2. Impacts to Sensitive Receptors. 

Modeling Guidelines for Health Risk Assessments

1  
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3. Increase in Criteria Pollutant Emissions from Proposed Project.

Scope and Content 

4. Global Climate Change/Greenhouse Gas Impacts.

CAPCOA CEQA & Climate Change Quantifying Greenhouse Gas 
Mitigation Measures
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Email: Diablo Canyon Decommissioning Project

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:

Subject:



Andy Mutziger Division Manager



T  805.781.5912 F  805.781.1002 W  slocleanair.org 3433 Roberto Court, San Luis Obispo, CA  93401

Via Email 
 
June 12, 2020 
 
Kris Vardas 
DCPP Decommissioning 
P.O. Box 56 
Avila Beach, CA 93424 
KAV6@pge.com 
 
SUBJECT: APCD Comments regarding the Diablo Canyon Power Plant 

Decommissioning - Statement of Work  
 
To Kris Vardas: 
 
Thank you for including the San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District (APCD) in 
the environmental review process. We have completed our review of the April 28, 2020 
Diablo Canyon Power Plant (DCPP) Decommissioning Statement of Work (SOW) air quality 
and transportation sections. 
 
Background 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) announced plans in 2016 to retire the two 
reactors at DCPP. This is proposed to begin at the end of the plant’s current Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission operating licenses in 2024 and 2025. 
 
The consultant, Environmental Resources Management (ERM) prepared the SOW which 
outlines aspects of the decommissioning project, including air quality aspects. Based on 
the SOW and APCD’s input on the SOW, ERM would prepare an air quality impact 
assessment report for the decommissioning. This report would be provided in draft for 
review by the APCD, PG&E, and the County of San Luis Obispo (proposed lead agency for 
the project’s future Environmental Impact Report). 
 
The following are APCD’s input for the SOW. 
 
General comments 
 

APCD recommends the consultant quantify the impacts from the project. This 
includes criteria pollutants, greenhouse gases, and toxics (health risk assessment) 
inside and outside of SLO County.
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APCD recommends using HARP2 for the air quality risk assessment. The model not only 
evaluates inhalation risk, but also multi-pathway toxic risks. For within SLO County, the APCD 
recommends isopleth plots for the project impacts with increments of 1 in a million, 5, 10, 
etc. For outside of SLO County, the APCD recommends a plot of risk relative to distance from 
the rail line, truck route, and receiving port. 

Project schedule and phasing may change over time and the air quality impact analyses will 
need to be reassessed relative to these changes. 

This section addresses comments related to individual sections of the SOW. 

Section 2.4.2 Air Quality Impact Assessment Report 

Criteria Pollutants 
An air quality impact assessment of the project needs to be completed that quantifies the impacts, 
and incorporates mitigation if impacts are above the APCD’s significance threshold values identified 
in Table 2-1 of the CEQA Air Quality Handbook (ROG+NOx, DPM and PM10 only). Impacts in excess of 
the threshold values will need to be mitigated as outlined on Page 2-2 of the APCD’s CEQA 
Handbook. 

Greenhouse Gases 
Evaluation of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions are required per Assembly Bill (AB) 32, the California 
Global Warming Solution Act of 2006. Senate Bill 32 provided an update to the state’s AB 32 2020 
emission reduction target. The 2030 target from SB 32 is 40% below the 1990 levels. Although not 
legislatively set, a 2050 target was established by California Governor Schwarzenegger’s Executive 
Order S-3-05. Since this project will likely continue past 2030, the evaluation should consider 
applicable GHG reduction targets for the project to be evaluated against.  

It should be noted that Table 3-2 in the APCD CEQA Air Quality Handbook (2012) includes a GHG bright 
line threshold of significance, but threshold is no longer valid because it was based on the AB 32 
target. The APCD plans to issue guidance on how projects can address their GHG impacts through 
available mitigation approaches. In the meantime, an informational document from the Sacramento 
Metropolitan Air Quality Management District states:  

If a jurisdiction does not have a qualified CAP [Climate Action Plan], development projects 
may have to mitigate GHG emissions from their projects to no-net increase level, which has 
already been done for larger development projects1 and is the most defensible alternative to 
compliance with a qualified CAP [Climate Action Plan]2. 

San Luis Obispo County does not currently have a CAP that can be considered qualified with SB 32 
or future GHG emission reduction requirements. In terms of mitigating a project’s total GHG 
impacts, the APCD first recommends on-site mitigation. If the impacts still exceed no-net increase 

1 Newhall Ranch Resource Management and Development Plan and Spineflower Conservation Plan: Final Additional 
Environmental Analysis. California Department of Fish and Wildlife SCH No. 2000011025, 12 June 2017. 
2 “Final White Paper Beyond 2020 And Newhall: A Field Guide To New CEQA Greenhouse Gas Thresholds And Climate Action 
Plan Targets For California.” Association of Environmental Professionals, 18 October 2016, https://califaep.org/docs/AEP-
2016_Final_White_Paper.pdf. 
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with the implementation of on-site mitigation, then local off-site mitigation should be considered. 
Any mitigation should be real, verifiable, and additional to regulatory requirements. If the impacts 
still exceed no-net increase after the implementation of on-site and local off-site mitigation, then 
carbon offsets should be purchased using the following guidance to reduce GHG emissions to no-
net increase: 

Any offset purchased for the project’s California impacts should come from California 
generated GHG reductions. Impacts outside of California could be mitigated with non-
California generated GHG reductions. 
While the APCD does not endorse individual offset programs, the following are some 
examples of California offset programs. Others may exist: 

o California Air Resources Board
(CARB):  https://ww3.arb.ca.gov/cc/capandtrade/offsets/offsets.htm#protocols 

o California American Carbon Registry: https://americancarbonregistry.org/california-
offsets/california-offset-program 

o Climate Action Reserve: https://www.climateactionreserve.org/how/california-
compliance-projects/ 

o Climate Forward: https://climateforward.org/how-it-works/

Section 2.2.2.2.6. Risk assessment and Section 2.4.2.8 (determining proximity of sensitive receptors 
for toxic impact analysis). The risk assessment should compare the risk for the different material 
transport options (e.g. trucking/rail versus barge). The engine emission standards for the trucking 
fleet, rail, and marine vessels that the project could use for the different decommissioning scenarios 
need to be factored into the risk assessment. The project should determine the engine standards 
the project proponents are willing to commit to use prior to conducting the risk assessment. Routes 
to minimize toxic risk to sensitive receptors should also be determined and is discussed later in this 
letter.  

This section addresses comments related to demolition and decommissioning activities. 

Permit Requirements 
Based on the information provided, we are unsure of the types of equipment that may be present 
during the project. Portable equipment, 50 horsepower (hp) or greater, used during project activities 
may require California statewide portable equipment registration (issued by the California Air 
Resources Board) or an APCD permit. The following list is provided as a guide to equipment and 
operations that may have permitting requirements but should not be viewed as exclusive. For a 
more detailed listing, refer to the Technical Appendices, page 4-4, in the CEQA Air Quality Handbook 
(April 2012). 

Power screens, conveyors, diesel engines, and/or crushers; 
Portable generators and equipment with engines that are 50 hp or greater; 
Electrical generation plants or the use of standby generators; 
Internal combustion engines; 
Rock and pavement crushing; 
Unconfined abrasive blasting operations; 
Tub grinders; 
Trommel screens; and 
Portable plants (e.g. aggregate plant, asphalt batch plant, concrete batch plant, etc). 
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If you have any questions regarding APCD permitting requirements, contact the APCD Engineering 
and Compliance Division at 805 781-5912. 

Hydrocarbon Contaminated Soil 
Should hydrocarbon contaminated soil be encountered during project activities, the APCD must be 
notified as soon as possible and no later than 48 hours after affected material is discovered to 
determine if an APCD Permit will be required. In addition, the following measures shall be 
implemented immediately after contaminated soil is discovered: 

Covers on storage piles shall be maintained in place at all times in areas not actively involved 
in soil addition or removal; 
Contaminated soil shall be covered with at least six inches of packed uncontaminated soil or 
a non-permeable hydrocarbon barrier.  No headspace shall be allowed where vapors could 
accumulate; 
Covered piles shall be designed in such a way to eliminate erosion due to wind or water.  No 
openings in the covers are permitted; 
The air quality impacts from the excavation and haul trips associated with removing the 
contaminated soil must be evaluated and mitigated if total emissions exceed the APCD’s 
construction phase thresholds; 
During soil excavation, odors shall not be evident to such a degree as to cause a public 
nuisance; and 
Clean soil must be segregated from contaminated soil. 

The notification and permitting determination requirements shall be directed to the APCD 
Engineering & Compliance Division at 805-781-5912. 

Developmental Burning 
APCD Rule 501 prohibits developmental burning of vegetative material within San Luis Obispo 
County. 

Proper Abatement of Asbestos-Containing Material 
Demolition activities can have potential negative air quality impacts, including issues surrounding 
proper handling, abatement, and disposal of asbestos-containing material (ACM). ACM could be 
encountered during the demolition or remodeling of existing structures or the disturbance, 
demolition, or relocation of above or below ground utility pipes/pipelines (e.g., transite pipes or 
insulation on pipes). If this project will include any of these activities, then it may be subject to 
various regulatory jurisdictions, including the requirements stipulated in the National Emission 
Standard for Hazardous Air Pollutants (40CFR61, Subpart M - asbestos NESHAP).  

NESHAP requirements include but are not limited to: 
1) Written notification to the APCD, within at least 10 business days of activities commencing.
2) Asbestos survey report conducted by a Certified Asbestos Consultant.
3) Written work plan addressing asbestos handling procedures in order to prevent visible
emissions.

Go to slocleanair.org/rules-regulations/asbestos.php for further information. 
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Proper Abatement of Lead-Based Coated Structures 
Demolition, remodeling, sandblasting, or removal with a heat gun can result in the release of lead-
containing particles from the site. Proper abatement of lead-based paint must be performed to 
prevent the release of lead particles from the site. An APCD permit is required for sandblasting 
operations. For additional information regarding lead abatement, contact the San Luis Obispo 
County Environmental Health Department at 805-781-5544 or Cal-OSHA at 818-901-5403. Additional 
information can also be found online at epa.gov/lead. 

Limits of Idling  
State law prohibits idling diesel engines for more than 5 minutes. All projects with diesel-powered 
construction activity shall comply with Section 2485 of Title 13 of the California Code of Regulations 
and the 5-minute idling restriction identified in Section 2449(d)(2) of the California Air Resources 
Board’s In-Use Off-Road Diesel regulation to minimize toxic air pollution impacts from idling diesel 
engines. The specific requirements and exceptions for the on-road and off-road regulations can be 
reviewed at the following web sites: arb.ca.gov/msprog/truck-idling/factsheet.pdf and 
arb.ca.gov/regact/2007/ordiesl07/frooal.pdf. 

Material Routing 
Proposed routes to move the material should be evaluated and selected to ensure routing patterns 
have the least impact to residential dwellings and other sensitive receptors, such as schools, parks, 
day care centers, nursing homes, and hospitals.   

Fugitive Dust Mitigation Measures: Long List 
Construction activities can generate fugitive dust, which could be a nuisance to residents and 
businesses in close proximity to the proposed construction site. Projects with grading areas more 
than 4 acres and/or within 1,000 feet of any sensitive receptor shall implement the following 
mitigation measures to manage fugitive dust emissions such that they do not exceed the APCD 20% 
opacity limit (APCD Rule 401) and minimize nuisance impacts: 

a. Reduce the amount of the disturbed area where possible;
b. Use of water trucks or sprinkler systems in sufficient quantities to prevent airborne dust

from leaving the site and from exceeding the APCD’s limit of 20% opacity for greater than 3
minutes in any 60-minute period.  Increased watering frequency would be required 
whenever wind speeds exceed 15 mph.  Reclaimed (non-potable) water should be used 
whenever possible. When drought conditions exist and water use is a concern, the 
contractor or builder should consider the use of an APCD-approved dust suppressant where 
feasible to reduce the amount of water used for dust control. Please refer to the following 
link from the San Joaquin Valley Air District for a list of potential dust suppressants: Products 
Available for Controlling Dust; 

c. All dirt stockpile areas should be sprayed daily and covered with tarps or other dust barriers
as needed; 

d. Permanent dust control measures identified in the approved project revegetation and
landscape plans should be implemented as soon as possible, following completion of any
soil disturbing activities; 

e. Exposed ground areas that are planned to be reworked at dates greater than one month
after initial grading should be sown with a fast germinating, non-invasive grass seed and
watered until vegetation is established; 
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f. All disturbed soil areas not subject to revegetation should be stabilized using approved
chemical soil binders, jute netting, or other methods approved in advance by the APCD; 

g. All roadways, driveways, sidewalks, etc. to be paved should be completed as soon as
possible.  In addition, building pads should be laid as soon as possible after grading unless
seeding or soil binders are used; 

h. Vehicle speed for all construction vehicles shall not exceed 15 mph on any unpaved surface
at the construction site;

i. All trucks hauling dirt, sand, soil, or other loose materials are to be covered or should
maintain at least two feet of freeboard (minimum vertical distance between top of load and 
top of trailer) in accordance with California Vehicle Code (CVC) Section 23114; 

j. “Track-Out” is defined as sand or soil that adheres to and/or agglomerates on the exterior
surfaces of motor vehicles and/or equipment (including tires) that may then fall onto any 
highway or street as described in CVC Section 23113 and California Water Code 13304. To 
prevent ‘track out’, designate access points and require all employees, subcontractors, and 
others to use them. Install and operate a ‘track-out prevention device’ where vehicles enter 
and exit unpaved roads onto paved streets. The ‘track-out prevention device’ can be any 
device or combination of devices that are effective at preventing track out, located at the 
point of intersection of an unpaved area and a paved road.  Rumble strips or steel plate 
devices need periodic cleaning to be effective. If paved roadways accumulate tracked out 
soils, the track-out prevention device may need to be modified; 

k. Sweep streets at the end of each day if visible soil material is carried onto adjacent paved
roads.  Water sweepers shall be used with reclaimed water where feasible. Roads shall be 
pre-wetted prior to sweeping when feasible;   

l. All PM10 mitigation measures required should be shown on grading and building plans; and
m. The contractor or builder shall designate a person or persons whose responsibility is to

ensure any fugitive dust emissions do not result in a nuisance and to enhance the
implementation of the mitigation measures as necessary to minimize dust complaints and 
reduce visible emissions below the APCD’s limit of 20% opacity for greater than 3 minutes in 
any 60-minute period.  Their duties shall include holidays and weekend periods when work 
may not be in progress (for example, wind-blown dust could be generated on an open dirt 
lot).  The name and telephone number of such persons shall be provided to the APCD 
Compliance Division prior to the start of any grading, earthwork, or demolition (Contact Tim 
Fuhs at 805-781-5912). 

Pipeline Purging Operations  
The applicant must submit a Pipeline Purging Plan and permit application to the APCD. If the 
Pipeline Purging Plan includes the use of APCD permitted degassing systems, the APCD may issue a 
permit exemption for the project.  A permit or permit exemption must be issued by the APCD prior 
to the start of any pipeline degassing and/or removal activities. Please allow 6 weeks for the permit 
processing. Information and downloadable application forms are available under the Library section 
of our website at slocleanair.org. For more information on these requirements, contact the APCD 
Engineering & Compliance Division at 805-781-5912.  

All pipeline purging operations shall be conducted in accordance with the following APCD pipeline 
purging policy. 

1. Petroleum material transportation pipelines shall not be purged or degassed without 
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prior APCO approval. 
2. The operator shall submit a Pipeline Purging Plan, designed to minimize nuisance odors, 

at least thirty (30) calendar days prior to the purging of any petroleum material 
transportation pipeline. That plan shall: 
a. Include pipeline internal diameter, designation, material normally conveyed, a 

large scale map of the upstream and downstream locations between which the 
purge is to occur, the distance in feet between those two points, and a small 
scale map of the pipeline's route; 

b. Address all phases of the process including the estimated length of time over 
which the purge will occur, the starting date and time, and the method of odor 
control; 

c. The location, size, anticipated length of stay, and Rule 425, that addresses 
petroleum storage tanks, compliance status of any temporary storage vessels; 

d. The location, anticipated length of operation, and the following operating 
parameters for any odor or emission control device: 

1) Thermal oxidizers: flow rate of pipeline vapors to the control 
equipment, control efficiency and capacity, operating temperature, 
auxiliary fuel requirements and consumption rate, expected operating 
characteristics, and auxiliary equipment requirements, e.g. motor- 
generators; 

2) Carbon absorbers: flow rate of pipeline vapors to the control 
equipment, control efficiency and capacity, breakthrough detection 
method, and actions to be taken upon breakthrough discovery. 

3. An estimate of the composition of the pipeline vapors to include hydrogen sulfide, 
benzene, and total petroleum hydrocarbon in volume percent or ppmv; and 
a. Include emission estimates for all phases of work and equipment involved, with 

the exception of engines used for welders or air compressors, or as the motive 
power for mobile equipment. 

4. Multiple or sequential pipeline purges that will occur within a single ninety (90) day 
period may be consolidated into the same plan.  The APCO reserves the right to require 
a permit or portable equipment registration for any equipment proposed for use in the 
pipeline purging if that equipment is not exempt under APCD Rule 201, Equipment Not 
Requiring a Permit. 

5. After the initial submittal of a Pipeline Purging Plan, any changes to that plan must be 
submitted as soon as possible to the APCO.  Any change submitted with a lead-time of 
less than one (1) working day may result in disapproval for the lack of time available to 
assess the effects of the change. 

The APCO shall be notified no later than two (2) working days prior to any pipeline purging 
event.
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Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this SOW.  If you have any questions or comments, 
feel free to contact Gary Arcemont at 781-5912.

Sincerely,

Andy Mutziger
Manager - Planning, Outreach & Grant Division

AJM/JNM/GJA/jjh

cc: Dora Drexler, APCD Manager – Engineering & Compliance Division
Lacey Minnick, County Planning and Building

Annndy Mutziger
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Via Email 

April 14, 2021 

Susan Strachan 
County of San Luis Obispo Planning and Building 
976 Osos Street, Room 300 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93408 
sstrachan@co.slo.ca.us

SUBJECT: DRC2021-00092 PG&E Diablo Canyon Power Plant Decommissioning 

To Susan Strachan: 

Thank you for including the San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District (APCD) in 
the environmental review process. We have completed our review of the Diablo Canyon 
Power Plant Decommissioning documentation. 

The Diablo Canyon Power Plant (DCPP) Decommissioning Project (Project) proposed by 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) will include activities at the DCPP site located 
approximately seven miles northwest of Avila Beach, within the County of San Luis Obispo, 
California. Project activities will also take place at the Pismo Beach Materials Handling 
Facility located within the City of Pismo Beach and at one of two Santa Maria Valley 
Railyard Facility sites located in Santa Barbara County or the City of Santa Maria, California.  
PG&E announced plans in 2016 to retire Diablo Canyons two reactors – the only remaining 
nuclear power plant in California.  This will occur at the end of the current operating 
licenses in 2024 and 2025. Work at the project site will occur over decades. 

This Development Plan/Coastal Development Permit (CDP) and Conditional Use Permit 
(CUP) Application Package is being submitted by PG&E to proceed with the 
decommissioning of the DCPP. PG&E’s CDP application package includes an Environmental 
Impact Assessment (EIA) and several technical reports to support the application and to 
assist the County of San Luis Obispo (County) and its consultant in preparation of an 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR). The EIA is intended to assist the County in its 
preparation of an EIR for the Project and provides the environmental setting, existing 
conditions, regulatory framework, proposed avoidance and minimization measures, 
significance thresholds, environmental analysis, recommended mitigation measures and 
impact conclusions.
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The APCD has the following comments. 

General comments 
As a commenting agency in the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review process for a 
project, the APCD assesses air pollution impacts of a project. Please address the action items 
contained in this letter that are highlighted by bold and underlined text.  

Since work at the project site will not start for several years and will extend over decades, project 
activities, schedule and phasing may change over time and may need to be re-assessed relative to 
the submitted air quality impact analyses. The APCD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook (April 2012) and  
Land Use & CEQA webpage provides current guidance. In addition, the APCD recently issued CEQA 
greenhouse gas guidance. APCD guidance will likely be updated over time. Therefore, an updated 
assessment should be provided at the commencement of the project based on then current APCD 
guidance. The following APCD comments discuss what the APCD is expecting for these future impact 
evaluations and reports. 

Decommissioning Activity Management Plan  
Appendix I of the decommissioning project’s referral packet includes an air quality impact 
assessment for the project based on preliminary estimates of project activity. This assessment 
indicates that decommissioning activities could exceed the APCD’s daily and quarterly construction 
thresholds as shown the CEQA Air Quality Handbook.  

Section 6.4.3 of the project referral does not include all applicable construction equipment 
mitigation measures from Section 2.3 of the CEQA Air Quality Handbook (April 2012). An activity 
management plan and offsite mitigation are additional mitigation measures that are needed 
because of the potential exceedance of APCD’s Tier 2 construction threshold. The current APCD 
construction mitigation measures can be found in the Quick Guide for SLO County APCD 
Construction Mitigation Measures.  

The APCD recommends the project implement a Decommissioning Activity Management Plan 
(DAMP) that includes all APCD mitigation in Section 2.3 of the CEQA Air Quality Handbook and 
submit reports to APCD at the end of each quarter that present actual air quality impacts 
during the quarter. The applicant will compare the impacts to APCD’s daily and quarterly 
construction thresholds, and if necessary, identify updated air quality mitigation measures to 
mitigate impacts in excess of APCD thresholds.   

The DAMP should be submitted to the APCD for review to determine whether APCD standards have 
been met. Guidelines can be found in the APCD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook – Technical Appendix 
4.5. The DAMP will be approved by the lead agency prior to the start of construction and should 
include, but not be limited to, the following elements: 

A Dust Control Management Plan that describes all dust control measures; 
List of on and off-road construction equipment (equipment type, gross vehicle weight rating, 
engine model year, horsepower and miles or hours of operation); 
Scheduling of construction truck trips during non-peak hours to reduce peak hour 
emissions; 
Limits to the length of the construction workday, if necessary; and 
Phasing of construction activities, if appropriate. 
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The follow APCD comments addresses individual sections of the Air Quality and GHG Assessment 
document. 

Section 6.2.1.1 paragraph 4. At Diablo Canyon, winds from the southeast (SE) are not offshore. 
Northwest and SE winds generally parallel the coast near Diablo Canyon. Please modify this 
paragraph. 

Section 6.2.2. Truck and rail transport will impact air quality outside of California, as materials are 
transported to Arizona, Utah, Nevada and Texas. APCD recommends that this section state that 
there will be air quality impacts from truck and rail transport in Arizona, Utah, Nevada, New 
Mexico and Texas. (Section 3.3.1.1.2 of the project referral also has this information – please make 
edits to this section as well). Please revise this section. 

Section 7.3. This section incorrectly concludes that the decommissioning project would be subject to 
the APCD’s stationary source industrial GHG threshold of 10,000 MT CO2e/yr. Our June 12, 2020 
letter (attached) and our 2021 CEQA GHG Guidance provide guidance for how to address GHG 
impacts when there is no applicable threshold. APCD recommends that Section 7.3 be revised to 
apply this guidance to the project.  

The following APCD comments are related to individual sections of the Transportation document 
and the Health Risk Assessment document 

Section 3. Page 448 of 473. This section discusses barge traffic and transport of materials by barge. 

Previous staff discussions related to the Health Risk Assessment indicated there would not be any 
transport of materials by marine vessels. Omission of marine vessel emissions will impact the 
results of the health risk assessment. This inconsistency must be addressed. 

The following APCD comments are related to APCD permits, notifications and trucking requirements. 
Action items related to APCD permits are listed in the project referral documentation. The following 
discussion provides more detail. 

Permit Requirements 
Portable equipment, 50 horsepower (hp) or greater, used during project activities may require 
California statewide portable equipment registration (issued by the California Air Resources Board) 
or an APCD permit. The following list is provided as a guide to equipment and operations that may 
have permitting requirements but should not be viewed as exclusive. For a more detailed listing, 
refer to the Technical Appendices, page 4-4, in the CEQA Air Quality Handbook (April 2012). 

Power screens, conveyors, diesel engines, and/or crushers; 
Portable generators and equipment with engines that are 50 hp or greater; 
Electrical generation plants or the use of standby generators; 
Internal combustion engines; 
Rock and pavement crushing; 
Unconfined abrasive blasting operations; 
Tub grinders; 
Trommel screens; and 
Portable plants (e.g., aggregate plant, asphalt batch plant, concrete batch plant, etc.). 
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If you have any questions regarding APCD permitting requirements, contact the APCD Engineering 
and Compliance Division at 805 781-5912. 

Hydrocarbon Contaminated Soil 
Should hydrocarbon contaminated soil be encountered during project activities, the APCD must be 
notified as soon as possible and no later than 48 hours after affected material is discovered to 
determine if an APCD Permit will be required. In addition, the following measures shall be 
implemented immediately after contaminated soil is discovered: 

Covers on storage piles shall be maintained in place at all times in areas not actively involved 
in soil addition or removal; 
Contaminated soil shall be covered with at least six inches of packed uncontaminated soil or 
a non-permeable hydrocarbon barrier.  No headspace shall be allowed where vapors could 
accumulate; 
Covered piles shall be designed in such a way to eliminate erosion due to wind or water.  No 
openings in the covers are permitted; 
The air quality impacts from the excavation and haul trips associated with removing the 
contaminated soil must be evaluated and mitigated if total emissions exceed the APCD’s 
construction phase thresholds; 
During soil excavation, odors shall not be evident to such a degree as to cause a public 
nuisance; and, 
Clean soil must be segregated from contaminated soil. 

The notification and permitting determination requirements shall be directed to the APCD 
Engineering & Compliance Division at 805-781-5912. 

Proper Abatement of Asbestos-Containing Material (ACM) 
Demolition activities can have potential negative air quality impacts, including issues surrounding 
proper handling, abatement, and disposal of asbestos-containing material (ACM). ACM could be 
encountered during the demolition existing structures. If this project will likely be subject to various 
regulatory jurisdictions, including the requirements stipulated in the National Emission Standard for 
Hazardous Air Pollutants (40CFR61, Subpart M - asbestos NESHAP).  

NESHAP requirements include but are not limited to: 
1) Written notification to the APCD, within at least 10 business days of activities commencing.
2) Asbestos survey report conducted by a Certified Asbestos Consultant.
3) Written work plan addressing asbestos handling procedures in order to prevent visible

emissions.
Go to slocleanair.org/rules-regulations/asbestos for further information. 

Proper Abatement of Lead-Based Coated Structures 
Demolition, remodeling, sandblasting, or removal with a heat gun can result in the release of lead-
containing particles from the site. Proper abatement of lead-based paint must be performed to 
prevent the release of lead particles from the site. An APCD permit is required for sandblasting 
operations. For additional information regarding lead abatement, contact the San Luis Obispo 
County Environmental Health Department at 805-781-5544 or Cal-OSHA at 818-901-5403.  Additional 
information can also be found online at epa.gov/lead. 
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Limits of Idling 
State law prohibits idling diesel engines for more than 5 minutes. All projects with diesel-powered 
construction activity shall comply with Section 2485 of Title 13 of the California Code of Regulations 
and the 5-minute idling restriction identified in Section 2449(d)(2) of the California Air Resources 
Board’s In-Use Off-Road Diesel regulation to minimize toxic air pollution impacts from idling diesel 
engines. Regulations can be reviewed at: Final Regulation Order Article 4.8.

Truck Routing
Proposed truck routes may need to be re-evaluated at times to ensure routing patterns have the 
least impact to residential dwellings and other sensitive receptors, such as schools, parks, day care 
centers, nursing homes, and hospitals.  

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project. If you have any questions or comments, 
feel free to contact me at (805) 781-5912.

Sincerely,

GARY ARCEMONT
Air Quality Specialist

GJA/jjh

Enclosure: CEQA Letter 4208-1

cc: Dora Drexler, APCD 
Lacey Minnick, County Planning and Building

AAAAAAAAAAAAAARY ARCEMO
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Via Email 

June 12, 2020 

Kris Vardas 
DCPP Decommissioning 
P.O. Box 56 
Avila Beach, CA 93424 
KAV6@pge.com 

SUBJECT: APCD Comments regarding the Diablo Canyon Power Plant 
Decommissioning - Statement of Work  

To Kris Vardas: 

Thank you for including the San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District (APCD) in 
the environmental review process. We have completed our review of the April 28, 2020 
Diablo Canyon Power Plant (DCPP) Decommissioning Statement of Work (SOW) air quality 
and transportation sections. 

Background 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) announced plans in 2016 to retire the two 
reactors at DCPP. This is proposed to begin at the end of the plant’s current Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission operating licenses in 2024 and 2025. 

The consultant, Environmental Resources Management (ERM) prepared the SOW which 
outlines aspects of the decommissioning project, including air quality aspects. Based on 
the SOW and APCD’s input on the SOW, ERM would prepare an air quality impact 
assessment report for the decommissioning. This report would be provided in draft for 
review by the APCD, PG&E, and the County of San Luis Obispo (proposed lead agency for 
the project’s future Environmental Impact Report). 

The following are APCD’s input for the SOW. 

General comments 

APCD recommends the consultant quantify the impacts from the project. This 
includes criteria pollutants, greenhouse gases, and toxics (health risk assessment) 
inside and outside of SLO County.
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APCD recommends using HARP2 for the air quality risk assessment. The model not only 
evaluates inhalation risk, but also multi-pathway toxic risks. For within SLO County, the APCD 
recommends isopleth plots for the project impacts with increments of 1 in a million, 5, 10, 
etc. For outside of SLO County, the APCD recommends a plot of risk relative to distance from 
the rail line, truck route, and receiving port. 

Project schedule and phasing may change over time and the air quality impact analyses will 
need to be reassessed relative to these changes. 

This section addresses comments related to individual sections of the SOW. 

Section 2.4.2 Air Quality Impact Assessment Report 

Criteria Pollutants 
An air quality impact assessment of the project needs to be completed that quantifies the impacts, 
and incorporates mitigation if impacts are above the APCD’s significance threshold values identified 
in Table 2-1 of the CEQA Air Quality Handbook (ROG+NOx, DPM and PM10 only). Impacts in excess of 
the threshold values will need to be mitigated as outlined on Page 2-2 of the APCD’s CEQA 
Handbook. 

Greenhouse Gases 
Evaluation of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions are required per Assembly Bill (AB) 32, the California 
Global Warming Solution Act of 2006. Senate Bill 32 provided an update to the state’s AB 32 2020 
emission reduction target. The 2030 target from SB 32 is 40% below the 1990 levels. Although not 
legislatively set, a 2050 target was established by California Governor Schwarzenegger’s Executive 
Order S-3-05. Since this project will likely continue past 2030, the evaluation should consider 
applicable GHG reduction targets for the project to be evaluated against.  

It should be noted that Table 3-2 in the APCD CEQA Air Quality Handbook (2012) includes a GHG bright 
line threshold of significance, but threshold is no longer valid because it was based on the AB 32 
target. The APCD plans to issue guidance on how projects can address their GHG impacts through 
available mitigation approaches. In the meantime, an informational document from the Sacramento 
Metropolitan Air Quality Management District states:  

If a jurisdiction does not have a qualified CAP [Climate Action Plan], development projects 
may have to mitigate GHG emissions from their projects to no-net increase level, which has 
already been done for larger development projects1 and is the most defensible alternative to 
compliance with a qualified CAP [Climate Action Plan]2. 

San Luis Obispo County does not currently have a CAP that can be considered qualified with SB 32 
or future GHG emission reduction requirements. In terms of mitigating a project’s total GHG 
impacts, the APCD first recommends on-site mitigation. If the impacts still exceed no-net increase 

1 Newhall Ranch Resource Management and Development Plan and Spineflower Conservation Plan: Final Additional 
Environmental Analysis. California Department of Fish and Wildlife SCH No. 2000011025, 12 June 2017. 
2 “Final White Paper Beyond 2020 And Newhall: A Field Guide To New CEQA Greenhouse Gas Thresholds And Climate Action 
Plan Targets For California.” Association of Environmental Professionals, 18 October 2016, https://califaep.org/docs/AEP-
2016_Final_White_Paper.pdf. 
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with the implementation of on-site mitigation, then local off-site mitigation should be considered. 
Any mitigation should be real, verifiable, and additional to regulatory requirements. If the impacts 
still exceed no-net increase after the implementation of on-site and local off-site mitigation, then 
carbon offsets should be purchased using the following guidance to reduce GHG emissions to no-
net increase: 

Any offset purchased for the project’s California impacts should come from California 
generated GHG reductions. Impacts outside of California could be mitigated with non-
California generated GHG reductions. 
While the APCD does not endorse individual offset programs, the following are some 
examples of California offset programs. Others may exist: 

o California Air Resources Board
(CARB):  https://ww3.arb.ca.gov/cc/capandtrade/offsets/offsets.htm#protocols 

o California American Carbon Registry: https://americancarbonregistry.org/california-
offsets/california-offset-program 

o Climate Action Reserve: https://www.climateactionreserve.org/how/california-
compliance-projects/ 

o Climate Forward: https://climateforward.org/how-it-works/

Section 2.2.2.2.6. Risk assessment and Section 2.4.2.8 (determining proximity of sensitive receptors 
for toxic impact analysis). The risk assessment should compare the risk for the different material 
transport options (e.g. trucking/rail versus barge). The engine emission standards for the trucking 
fleet, rail, and marine vessels that the project could use for the different decommissioning scenarios 
need to be factored into the risk assessment. The project should determine the engine standards 
the project proponents are willing to commit to use prior to conducting the risk assessment. Routes 
to minimize toxic risk to sensitive receptors should also be determined and is discussed later in this 
letter.  

This section addresses comments related to demolition and decommissioning activities. 

Permit Requirements 
Based on the information provided, we are unsure of the types of equipment that may be present 
during the project. Portable equipment, 50 horsepower (hp) or greater, used during project activities 
may require California statewide portable equipment registration (issued by the California Air 
Resources Board) or an APCD permit. The following list is provided as a guide to equipment and 
operations that may have permitting requirements but should not be viewed as exclusive. For a 
more detailed listing, refer to the Technical Appendices, page 4-4, in the CEQA Air Quality Handbook 
(April 2012). 

Power screens, conveyors, diesel engines, and/or crushers; 
Portable generators and equipment with engines that are 50 hp or greater; 
Electrical generation plants or the use of standby generators; 
Internal combustion engines; 
Rock and pavement crushing; 
Unconfined abrasive blasting operations; 
Tub grinders; 
Trommel screens; and 
Portable plants (e.g. aggregate plant, asphalt batch plant, concrete batch plant, etc). 
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If you have any questions regarding APCD permitting requirements, contact the APCD Engineering 
and Compliance Division at 805 781-5912. 

Hydrocarbon Contaminated Soil 
Should hydrocarbon contaminated soil be encountered during project activities, the APCD must be 
notified as soon as possible and no later than 48 hours after affected material is discovered to 
determine if an APCD Permit will be required. In addition, the following measures shall be 
implemented immediately after contaminated soil is discovered: 

Covers on storage piles shall be maintained in place at all times in areas not actively involved 
in soil addition or removal; 
Contaminated soil shall be covered with at least six inches of packed uncontaminated soil or 
a non-permeable hydrocarbon barrier.  No headspace shall be allowed where vapors could 
accumulate; 
Covered piles shall be designed in such a way to eliminate erosion due to wind or water.  No 
openings in the covers are permitted; 
The air quality impacts from the excavation and haul trips associated with removing the 
contaminated soil must be evaluated and mitigated if total emissions exceed the APCD’s 
construction phase thresholds; 
During soil excavation, odors shall not be evident to such a degree as to cause a public 
nuisance; and 
Clean soil must be segregated from contaminated soil. 

The notification and permitting determination requirements shall be directed to the APCD 
Engineering & Compliance Division at 805-781-5912. 

Developmental Burning 
APCD Rule 501 prohibits developmental burning of vegetative material within San Luis Obispo 
County. 

Proper Abatement of Asbestos-Containing Material 
Demolition activities can have potential negative air quality impacts, including issues surrounding 
proper handling, abatement, and disposal of asbestos-containing material (ACM). ACM could be 
encountered during the demolition or remodeling of existing structures or the disturbance, 
demolition, or relocation of above or below ground utility pipes/pipelines (e.g., transite pipes or 
insulation on pipes). If this project will include any of these activities, then it may be subject to 
various regulatory jurisdictions, including the requirements stipulated in the National Emission 
Standard for Hazardous Air Pollutants (40CFR61, Subpart M - asbestos NESHAP).  

NESHAP requirements include but are not limited to: 
1) Written notification to the APCD, within at least 10 business days of activities commencing.
2) Asbestos survey report conducted by a Certified Asbestos Consultant.
3) Written work plan addressing asbestos handling procedures in order to prevent visible
emissions.

Go to slocleanair.org/rules-regulations/asbestos.php for further information. 
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Proper Abatement of Lead-Based Coated Structures 
Demolition, remodeling, sandblasting, or removal with a heat gun can result in the release of lead-
containing particles from the site. Proper abatement of lead-based paint must be performed to 
prevent the release of lead particles from the site. An APCD permit is required for sandblasting 
operations. For additional information regarding lead abatement, contact the San Luis Obispo 
County Environmental Health Department at 805-781-5544 or Cal-OSHA at 818-901-5403. Additional 
information can also be found online at epa.gov/lead. 

Limits of Idling  
State law prohibits idling diesel engines for more than 5 minutes. All projects with diesel-powered 
construction activity shall comply with Section 2485 of Title 13 of the California Code of Regulations 
and the 5-minute idling restriction identified in Section 2449(d)(2) of the California Air Resources 
Board’s In-Use Off-Road Diesel regulation to minimize toxic air pollution impacts from idling diesel 
engines. The specific requirements and exceptions for the on-road and off-road regulations can be 
reviewed at the following web sites: arb.ca.gov/msprog/truck-idling/factsheet.pdf and 
arb.ca.gov/regact/2007/ordiesl07/frooal.pdf. 

Material Routing 
Proposed routes to move the material should be evaluated and selected to ensure routing patterns 
have the least impact to residential dwellings and other sensitive receptors, such as schools, parks, 
day care centers, nursing homes, and hospitals.   

Fugitive Dust Mitigation Measures: Long List 
Construction activities can generate fugitive dust, which could be a nuisance to residents and 
businesses in close proximity to the proposed construction site. Projects with grading areas more 
than 4 acres and/or within 1,000 feet of any sensitive receptor shall implement the following 
mitigation measures to manage fugitive dust emissions such that they do not exceed the APCD 20% 
opacity limit (APCD Rule 401) and minimize nuisance impacts: 

a. Reduce the amount of the disturbed area where possible;
b. Use of water trucks or sprinkler systems in sufficient quantities to prevent airborne dust

from leaving the site and from exceeding the APCD’s limit of 20% opacity for greater than 3
minutes in any 60-minute period.  Increased watering frequency would be required 
whenever wind speeds exceed 15 mph.  Reclaimed (non-potable) water should be used 
whenever possible. When drought conditions exist and water use is a concern, the 
contractor or builder should consider the use of an APCD-approved dust suppressant where 
feasible to reduce the amount of water used for dust control. Please refer to the following 
link from the San Joaquin Valley Air District for a list of potential dust suppressants: Products 
Available for Controlling Dust; 

c. All dirt stockpile areas should be sprayed daily and covered with tarps or other dust barriers
as needed; 

d. Permanent dust control measures identified in the approved project revegetation and
landscape plans should be implemented as soon as possible, following completion of any
soil disturbing activities; 

e. Exposed ground areas that are planned to be reworked at dates greater than one month
after initial grading should be sown with a fast germinating, non-invasive grass seed and
watered until vegetation is established; 
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f. All disturbed soil areas not subject to revegetation should be stabilized using approved
chemical soil binders, jute netting, or other methods approved in advance by the APCD; 

g. All roadways, driveways, sidewalks, etc. to be paved should be completed as soon as
possible.  In addition, building pads should be laid as soon as possible after grading unless
seeding or soil binders are used; 

h. Vehicle speed for all construction vehicles shall not exceed 15 mph on any unpaved surface
at the construction site;

i. All trucks hauling dirt, sand, soil, or other loose materials are to be covered or should
maintain at least two feet of freeboard (minimum vertical distance between top of load and 
top of trailer) in accordance with California Vehicle Code (CVC) Section 23114; 

j. “Track-Out” is defined as sand or soil that adheres to and/or agglomerates on the exterior
surfaces of motor vehicles and/or equipment (including tires) that may then fall onto any 
highway or street as described in CVC Section 23113 and California Water Code 13304. To 
prevent ‘track out’, designate access points and require all employees, subcontractors, and 
others to use them. Install and operate a ‘track-out prevention device’ where vehicles enter 
and exit unpaved roads onto paved streets. The ‘track-out prevention device’ can be any 
device or combination of devices that are effective at preventing track out, located at the 
point of intersection of an unpaved area and a paved road.  Rumble strips or steel plate 
devices need periodic cleaning to be effective. If paved roadways accumulate tracked out 
soils, the track-out prevention device may need to be modified; 

k. Sweep streets at the end of each day if visible soil material is carried onto adjacent paved
roads.  Water sweepers shall be used with reclaimed water where feasible. Roads shall be 
pre-wetted prior to sweeping when feasible;   

l. All PM10 mitigation measures required should be shown on grading and building plans; and
m. The contractor or builder shall designate a person or persons whose responsibility is to

ensure any fugitive dust emissions do not result in a nuisance and to enhance the
implementation of the mitigation measures as necessary to minimize dust complaints and 
reduce visible emissions below the APCD’s limit of 20% opacity for greater than 3 minutes in 
any 60-minute period.  Their duties shall include holidays and weekend periods when work 
may not be in progress (for example, wind-blown dust could be generated on an open dirt 
lot).  The name and telephone number of such persons shall be provided to the APCD 
Compliance Division prior to the start of any grading, earthwork, or demolition (Contact Tim 
Fuhs at 805-781-5912). 

Pipeline Purging Operations  
The applicant must submit a Pipeline Purging Plan and permit application to the APCD. If the 
Pipeline Purging Plan includes the use of APCD permitted degassing systems, the APCD may issue a 
permit exemption for the project.  A permit or permit exemption must be issued by the APCD prior 
to the start of any pipeline degassing and/or removal activities. Please allow 6 weeks for the permit 
processing. Information and downloadable application forms are available under the Library section 
of our website at slocleanair.org. For more information on these requirements, contact the APCD 
Engineering & Compliance Division at 805-781-5912.  

All pipeline purging operations shall be conducted in accordance with the following APCD pipeline 
purging policy. 

1. Petroleum material transportation pipelines shall not be purged or degassed without 
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prior APCO approval. 
2. The operator shall submit a Pipeline Purging Plan, designed to minimize nuisance odors, 

at least thirty (30) calendar days prior to the purging of any petroleum material 
transportation pipeline. That plan shall: 
a. Include pipeline internal diameter, designation, material normally conveyed, a 

large scale map of the upstream and downstream locations between which the 
purge is to occur, the distance in feet between those two points, and a small 
scale map of the pipeline's route; 

b. Address all phases of the process including the estimated length of time over 
which the purge will occur, the starting date and time, and the method of odor 
control; 

c. The location, size, anticipated length of stay, and Rule 425, that addresses 
petroleum storage tanks, compliance status of any temporary storage vessels; 

d. The location, anticipated length of operation, and the following operating 
parameters for any odor or emission control device: 

1) Thermal oxidizers: flow rate of pipeline vapors to the control 
equipment, control efficiency and capacity, operating temperature, 
auxiliary fuel requirements and consumption rate, expected operating 
characteristics, and auxiliary equipment requirements, e.g. motor- 
generators; 

2) Carbon absorbers: flow rate of pipeline vapors to the control 
equipment, control efficiency and capacity, breakthrough detection 
method, and actions to be taken upon breakthrough discovery. 

3. An estimate of the composition of the pipeline vapors to include hydrogen sulfide, 
benzene, and total petroleum hydrocarbon in volume percent or ppmv; and 
a. Include emission estimates for all phases of work and equipment involved, with 

the exception of engines used for welders or air compressors, or as the motive 
power for mobile equipment. 

4. Multiple or sequential pipeline purges that will occur within a single ninety (90) day 
period may be consolidated into the same plan.  The APCO reserves the right to require 
a permit or portable equipment registration for any equipment proposed for use in the 
pipeline purging if that equipment is not exempt under APCD Rule 201, Equipment Not 
Requiring a Permit. 

5. After the initial submittal of a Pipeline Purging Plan, any changes to that plan must be 
submitted as soon as possible to the APCO.  Any change submitted with a lead-time of 
less than one (1) working day may result in disapproval for the lack of time available to 
assess the effects of the change. 

The APCO shall be notified no later than two (2) working days prior to any pipeline purging 
event.
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Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this SOW.  If you have any questions or comments, 
feel free to contact Gary Arcemont at 781-5912.

Sincerely,

Andy Mutziger
Manager - Planning, Outreach & Grant Division

AJM/JNM/GJA/jjh

cc: Dora Drexler, APCD Manager – Engineering & Compliance Division
Lacey Minnick, County Planning and Building

Annndy Mutziger



T  805.781.5912 F  805.781.1002 W  slocleanair.org 3433 Roberto Court, San Luis Obispo, CA  93401 

VIA EMAIL ONLY 

July 27, 2021 

Susan Strachan 
County of San Luis Obispo Department of Planning and Building 
976 Osos Street, Room 300 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93408 
sstrachan@co.slo.ca.us 

SUBJECT: APCD Comments Regarding the PG&E Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant 
Decommissioning Project   

Dear Susan Strachan: 

Thank you for including the San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District (APCD) in 
the environmental review process. We have completed our review of the proposed project 
located at the PG&E Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant (DCPP), approximately seven 
miles northwest of Avila Beach. PG&E preformed an initial evaluation of the air quality and 
greenhouse gas impacts described in Appendix Q – Traffic Impact Assessment. The 
Appendix analyzes activities associated with decommissioning of the nuclear-powered 
electrical generating station. These activities can be broken down into two distinct parts for 
the context of the analysis: 1) Deconstruction and demolition activities occurring onsite at 
DCPP and 2) Transportation of waste from structure demolition at DCPP. As the site of the 
power plant will be returned primarily to natural conditions with retention of a few existing 
facilities, there are no operation and maintenance activities to be considered after 
decommissioning. 

The following comments are formatted into 3 sections. The (1) General Comments 
section states information pertinent to the applicant, lead agency, and/or public. The (2) 
Air Quality and (3) Greenhouse Gas Emissions sections may state mitigation measures 
and/or rules and requirements which the APCD recommends be set as conditions of 
approval for the project. The lead agency may contact the APCD Planning Division for 
questions and comments related to the content in this letter at 805-781-5912. 

Please Note: The APCD recently updated the Land Use and CEQA Webpage on the slocleanair.org 
website. The information on the webpage displays the most up-to-date guidance from the SLO 
County APCD, including the 2021 Interim CEQA Greenhouse Gas Guidance, Quick Guide for 
Construction Mitigation Measures and Quick Guide for Operational Mitigation Measures.  
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(1) General Comments

APCD comments regarding Appendix Q – Traffic Impact Assessment 
6.4.3 Potential Impacts – Question (c) 
The proposed project has changed to include activities at the Santa Maria Valley Railroad. Because 
of this, the Santa Barbara Air Pollution Control District should be notified of future referrals and 
studies related to this project especially since “residences are located appropriately 300 feet from 
the Osburn railyard [AND] emission sources at the Osburn railyard include the operational of a 
railcar mover and diesel-fired generators, in addition to incoming and outgoing trucks and 
locomotives” (Page 27 of Appendix Q). 

(2) Air Quality

APCD comments regarding PG&E Responses to Information Hold Letter        
PG&E Response to AQ-1: 
As stated in this section “a list of equipment for barging of waste is in development and not included 
in this attachment [attachment 7].” A conceptual list of ocean-going and loading equipment is 
provided; however, the APCD is concerned that if the barging equipment list is not known, then the 
emission calculations stated in Table 6.4.3-3 may not be the most accurate estimate for barging of 
waste by marine vessel. The APCD recommends updating Attachment 7 to include a list of barging 
equipment and updating the Harbor Craft emission estimates stated in Appendix 1 (Page 438 and 
439) in Appendix Q. Additionally, please clarify why the Port of Long Beach Harbor Craft Emissions
by Vessel and Engine Type was the most appropriate option to derive emission factors from for this
project as stated in Appendix 1.3 – Barge/Tug Emission Factors.

PG&E Response to AQ-6: 
Although emission estimates in Appendix Q are below APCD Tier 2 thresholds thus indicating a 
Decommissioning Activity Management Plan (DAMP) is not needed, the APCD still supports the 
inclusion of a DAMP as a mitigation measure to ensure actual emissions with actual equipment used 
are below APCD Tier 2 thresholds. A DAMP would also provide a formal mechanism over the 
decommissioning process to evaluate actual daily and quarterly emissions relative to APCD 
thresholds and specify applicable on and off-site mitigation measures if needed.  

APCD comments regarding Appendix Q – Traffic Impact Assessment 
6.4.3 Potential Impacts – Question (b) 
Along with calculating quarterly emission impacts of ROG+NOx and DPM, the EIR should also 
calculate daily impacts from ROG+NOx and DPM and compare them to the APCD’s daily ROG+NOx 
and DPM thresholds displayed on the APCD’s CEQA and Land Use Website under the drop-down title 
“Comparing Construction Emissions to Thresholds and Applying Mitigation.” 

6.4.3 Potential Impacts – Question (c) 
On page 40 in Appendix I1 naturally occurring asbestos (NOA) impacts are discussed. Appendix Q 
does not address asbestos impacts in section 6.4.3. The EIR should address NOA and proper 
abatement of asbestos-containing material (ACM) as it relates to all locations and phases of the 
project. The following mitigation measures/special conditions to meet state or federal rules & 
regulations should be included in the EIR: 
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Proper Abatement of ACM 
Demolition activities can have potential negative air quality impacts, including issues 
surrounding proper handling, abatement, and disposal of ACM. ACM could be encountered 
during the demolition or remodeling of existing structures or the disturbance, demolition, or 
relocation of above or below ground utility pipes/pipelines (e.g., transite pipes or insulation 
on pipes). If this project will include any of these activities, then it may be subject to various 
regulatory jurisdictions, including the requirements stipulated in the National Emission 
Standard for Hazardous Air Pollutants (40CFR61, Subpart M - asbestos NESHAP).  

NESHAP requirements include but are not limited to: 
1) Written notification to the APCD, within at least 10 business days of activities
commencing.
2) Asbestos survey report conducted by a Certified Asbestos Consultant.
3) Written work plan addressing asbestos handling procedures in order to prevent
visible emissions.

Go to slocleanair.org/rules-regulations/asbestos.php for more information. 

Naturally Occurring Asbestos on Site  
NOA has been identified by the California Air Resources Board as a toxic air contaminant.  
Serpentine and ultramafic rocks are very common throughout California and may contain 
NOA. The APCD has identified areas throughout the county where NOA may be present 
(NOA Map). The following requirements apply because the project site is in a candidate area 
for NOA. The applicant shall ensure that a geologic evaluation is conducted to determine if 
the area disturbed is or is not exempt from the CARB Asbestos Air Toxics Control Measure 
(Asbestos ATCM) for Construction, Grading, Quarrying, and Surface Mining Operations (Title 
17 CCR Section 93105) regulation.  

a. If the site is not exempt from the requirements of the regulation, the applicant must
comply with all requirements outlined in the Asbestos ATCM. This may include
development of an Asbestos Dust Mitigation Plan and an Asbestos Health and Safety 
Program for approval by the APCD; or  

b. If the site is exempt, an exemption request must be filed with the APCD.

More information on NOA can be found at slocleanair.org/rules-regulations/asbestos/noa. 

(3) Greenhouse Gas Emissions

APCD comments regarding PG&E Responses to Information Hold Letter 
PG&E Response to AQ-10: 

The Golden Door Properties v. County of San Diego decision ruled: 

That a mitigation measure in the SEIR that permitted the purchase of carbon offsets from 
projects outside the County, including international projects, violated the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) because the mitigation measure did not require that 
offsets meet AB 32 requirements, that greenhouse gas emission reductions be additional, 
and that the offsets originating outside California have greenhouse emissions programs 
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equivalent to or stricter than California’s program. In addition, the appellate court found that 
the mitigation measure violated CEQA because 100% of greenhouse gas emissions could be 
offset by projects originating outside California and there were no objective criteria for 
County officials to use to determine whether a particular offset program was appropriate. 
(Summary) 

The no-net increase threshold does not necessarily mean that emissions need to be entirely 
mitigated by offsets, or that offsets used by PG&E will not meet AB 32, be additional, or appropriate. 
On January 28th, 2021 the SLO County APCD staff released the 2021 Interim CEQA GHG 
Guidance document to provide administrative clarification on the SLO County APCD Handbook’s 
thresholds of significance for GHG emissions and to provide information on current trends, best 
practices, and legislation. In the document it describes a hierarchy of mitigation options to reduce 
GHG emissions. The APCD recommends reviewing the document in its entirety and revising 
the GHG impact analyses accordingly. 

Further, on page 101 of the 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan (2017 Scoping Plan) it states, 
“achieving no net additional increase in GHG emissions, resulting in no contribution to GHG impacts, 
is an appropriate overall objective for new development.” Since the DCPP decommissioning project 
is not a “new” development project, this threshold may not be appropriate. However, the APCD 
does not agree that the 10,000 MT CO2e is an appropriate threshold for this project. 

In the APCD Board approved Greenhouse Gas Emission Thresholds Board Staff Report (2012), it 
describes the 10,000 MT CO2e industrial or stationary source threshold as follows: 

The Industrial Threshold (also called Stationary Source Threshold) applies to new or 
modified stationary source projects that will need to be analyzed under CEQA and mitigated 
to the maximum extent feasible. Both the South Coast Air Quality Management District 
(AQMD) and Bay Area AQMD have adopted a 10,000 MT C02e/yr threshold for stationary 
sources based on a goal of capturing and mitigating 90 to 95% of new stationary source GHG 
emissions. The APCD's proposed 10,000 MT C02e threshold accounts for 94% of all 
combustion related CO2 emissions in the APCD's 2009 GHG emissions inventory for 
combustion sources from all permitted facilities. Stationary source projects below the 10,000 
MT CO2e/yr threshold account for only a small portion of SLO County's total GHG emissions 
from stationary sources. Such small sources will not significantly add to global climate 
change and will not hinder SLO County's ability to reach the AB 32 goal, even when 
considered cumulatively. (Page 4) 

The Industrial or Stationary Source Threshold was based on the APCD's 2009 GHG emissions 
inventory for combustion sources from all permitted facilities with a goal of capturing and mitigating 
90 to 95% of new or modified stationary source GHG emissions. Since the DCPP decommissioning 
activities would not be considered a “new stationary source” the 10,000 MT CO2e/yr threshold does 
not apply to this project. Additionally, “modified” as defined by Rule 105, Definitions, section A.49 
states a “modified emission unit” is “any emission unit which will increase emissions of any air 
contaminant from an existing emission unit.” The emission units for the DCPP facility are all 
currently permitted equipment/processes, which will not experience an increase of emissions 
through the decommissioning project. Furthermore, if permitted equipment/processes will decrease 
or cease operation during the decommissioning process, the actual GHG emissions associated with 
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the decreased or ceased operated permitted equipment/processes can be subtracted from the 
decommissioning GHG emission totals if the baseline for this project is DCPP’s current operation
status.

Section 15064.7 (b) of the 2021 CEQA Statue and Guidelines states “lead agencies may also use 
thresholds on a case-by-case basis as provided in Section 15064 (b)(2).” The APCD recommends that 
if a no-net increase threshold will not be used for the decommissioning project, the lead agency 
could propose an appropriate threshold for this project, so the significant GHG emission impacts are 
properly mitigated. An SB 32 based GHG inventory should be used to develop an appropriate 
threshold. If the lead agency does not have their own SB 32 based GHG inventory, SLO County APCD 
has components of the County’s inventory that could be used. Please contact the SLO County APCD 
Planning Division for more information.   

APCD comments regarding Appendix Q – Traffic Impact Assessment
Section 7.4.3 Potential Impacts – Table 7.4.3-1

As indicated in the 2021 Interim CEQA Greenhouse Gas Guidance document, the 25-year project life 
amortization method is appropriate for commercial only projects. The DCPP decommissioning
project is not a commercial project and thus the 25-year project life is not appropriate. The most 
appropriate project life for this project would be the duration of Phase 1 of decommissioning 
activities – 2024 through 2035 (12 years). 

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment on this proposal.  If you have any questions or 
comments, feel free to contact me at 805-781-5912.

Sincerely,

JACKIE MANSOOR
Air Quality Specialist

JNM/jjr

Sincerely,

ACKIE MANSOO





























Email: Diablo Canyon Decommissioning Project

From: Borak, Mary Jo <maryjo.borak@cpuc.ca.gov>
Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 4:33 PM
To: PL_Diablo <PL_Diablo@co.slo.ca.us>
Cc: Kito, Michele <michele.kito@cpuc.ca.gov>; Reiger, J. Jason 
<Jonathan.Reiger@cpuc.ca.gov>
Subject: [EXT]CPUC comments on Diablo Canyon Decommissioning Scoping 
for EIR

Dear Ms. Strachan

As a state agency that has broad and robust regulations over PG&E and state-
wide interests related to Diablo Canyon we thank you for the opportunity to 
provide scoping comments on your EIR. The California Public Utilities 
Commission (CPUC) has been involved in the decommissioning of Diablo 
Canyon to ensure that ratepayers interests are considered, utility facilities and 
operations are safe and reliable, and that local and state-wide interests are 
considered in the decommissioning of Diablo Canyon including its possible future 
uses and interconnections with the statewide electrical grid and/or power 
generating facilities. We note that imposed mitigation measures may have 
ratepayer impacts and may limit, or expand, potential future uses and ownership 
of the site. These are all issues that may come before the CPUC in the future 
and we offer these high level comments today in that light.

Costs associated with decommissioning. The EIR document will include 
mitigation measures to reduce environmental impacts which could have cost 
implications for PG&E and California ratepayers.

The EIR process should take costs into consideration and look at more 
than one mitigation option whenever feasible. 

The EIR process should make clear the cost estimates of mitigation 
measures and alternatives to allow the CPUC and stakeholders to 
compare the EIR proposals to PG&E's decommissioning cost estimates 
and funds available in the Nuclear Decommissioning Trust. 

Continued use of and access to existing electric infrastructure at the site.
The existing substation and 500 kV and 230 kV transmission systems are robust 
and will be underutilized once Diablo Canyon stops generating. Off shore wind 
and other energy providers are already looking to tie into the California electric



grid at this location. Future access to the grid via both land and sea should be a 
consideration in the EIR.

Public Utility Code Section 851 land transfers. PG&E will need to receive 
approval from the CPUC for any PG&E voluntary land transfers that occur 
following the closure of Diablo Canyon and decommissioning efforts. While this 
is not a specific issue related to CEQA requirements, the EIR should be 
cognizant of this requirement as it studies possible future uses of the Diablo 
Canyon site.

Cultural Impacts. It is the CPUC understanding that the land in and around 
Diablo Canyon is of significant cultural value. We support your robust review of 
any and all cultural impacts and necessary mitigation measures.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project.
Sincerely,
Mary Jo Borak

Mary Jo Borak (she)
Program and Project Supervisor
Infrastructure Permitting and CEQA
Energy Division
California Public Utilities Commission
415 703-1333
MaryJo.Borak@cpuc.ca.gov



























































boardofsups@co.slo.ca.us 

Subject:  CGNP's Comments for Item 34, Public Comment Period - BOS Meeting of 11/16/21 

SLO Tribune 



https://www.cbc.ca/listen/cbc-podcasts/147-fault-lines



diablo@co.slo.ca.us



CalMatters 
Commentary: Two SLO County Leaders call 
for keeping Diablo Open to help meet clean 
energy goals 
https://www.sanluisobispo.com/opinion/readers-opinion/article255774436.html 
https://www.dailyrepublic.com/all-dr-news/opinion/local-opinion-columnists/calmatters-
commentary-keep-diablo-canyon-open-to-help-meet-emission-reduction-goals/

BY JORDAN CUNNINGHAM AND DAWN ORTIZ-LEGG CALMATTERS UPDATED NOVEMBER 15, 2021 9:09 AM 

By Jordan Cunningham and Dawn Ortiz-Legg, Special to CalMatters

California has established itself as a global leader in the fight against climate change. It 
has set ambitious, economy-wide emission reduction targets and mandated that all of 
the state’s electricity come from carbon-free sources by 2045. 



These are aggressive goals, befitting the clout and resolve of the world’s fifth-largest 
economy. Yet, we continue to see rising temperatures, record drought and intense 
wildfires. 

What if everything California and the nation is doing to slow climate change just isn’t 
enough? 

To reach our zero-carbon goals while maintaining system reliability and avoiding 
debilitating blackouts, we need a mix of clean energy sources – renewables like solar 
and wind power. We need aggressive investment in energy storage projects. And we 
need to revisit whether Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant should 
continue to operate another 10 years past its scheduled 2025 
decommissioning. 

There is a serious risk that we will not be able to meet our emission reduction targets 
while maintaining grid reliability without Diablo Canyon. Merely replacing the clean 
power we lose from the plant will require 90,000 acres of development of renewable 
resources, even as the siting of new renewable energy plants and associated 
transmission have proven slow to develop and face substantial opposition. Keeping 
Diablo Canyon online would guard against these risks, and, if additional renewables are 
brought online, dramatically accelerate carbon reductions. 

That is why so many leaders in the state have come together in bipartisan 
fashion to oppose closing the Diablo Canyon. Diablo Canyon is our largest 
producer of clean energy. Today, Diablo Canyon accounts for 15% of the 
state’s emission-free electricity production and 8% overall energy 
production. 

Closing Diablo Canyon in 2025 would mean increasing our dependence on gas-fired 
power plants to keep the lights on during periods when renewables aren’t available, 
leading to greater CO2 emissions, not less. And it shouldn’t be overlooked that the 
closure would cost the Central Coast 1,200 good-paying jobs. 

Solving our energy crisis does not mean abandoning our commitment to decarbonize. 
But we are taking a real gamble if we don’t focus on diversifying our energy portfolio. 
We need every carbon-free energy solution on the table, including solar, 
wind, geothermal, battery storage and nuclear power. 

A new joint study from researchers at MIT and Stanford University has 
reassessed the potential contribution Diablo Canyon can make to meet this 
goal through the continued production of clean, safe and reliable electricity, 
as well as the potential to provide water desalination and produce clean 
hydrogen. 

The MIT-Stanford study assessed the impact of an inclusive approach, 
combining Diablo Canyon’s electric power generation with the continued 
expansion of renewable clean energy sources. It found that extending the 
operation of Diablo Canyon to 2035 under a diversified approach would cut 
energy sector carbon emissions in the state by 11% compared to 2017 levels. 

It also would save ratepayers billions – up to $2.6 billion if Diablo Canyon 
remained operational until 2035. 



According to the study, Diablo Canyon has more to offer than clean, cost-effective 
electric power. It can be repurposed to produce both desalinated water and hydrogen – 
emission-free. 

A desalination complex at Diablo Canyon could produce up to 80 times the 
output of the state’s largest desalination plant currently in operation – at 
about half the cost. This would help mitigate our severe drought, ease 
shortages and provide fresh water to our cities, suburbs and farms. 

And as demand for hydrogen fuels grows, Diablo Canyon would be able to generate 
clean hydrogen at half the cost of solar- or wind-generated hydrogen. 

To meet the challenge of climate change, we need to deploy multiple 
sources of clean energy that, taken together, can achieve our zero-carbon 
goals. The last thing we should do is rush to shut down California’s largest 
single source of clean energy. 

Assemblyman Jordan Cunningham, a Republican from San Luis Obispo, represents 
the 35th Assembly District. Supervisor Dawn Ortiz-Legg, a Democrat, represents 
District 3 in San Luis Obispo County.

Solano County Daily Republic Tags: A8

Printed in the November 14, 2021 edition on page A8 | Published on November 14, 
2021 | Last Modified on November 12, 2021 at 11:38 pm 

Gene Nelson Ph.D. 11 15 21 comment on the San Luis Obispo Tribune website: 
What makes the plans to close Diablo Canyon worse is the State of California plan 
apparently is to replace our local safe, reliable, cost-effective and zero-emission plant 
with emission-laden Wyoming coal-fired electricity. In order to learn this, please refer to 
obscure California Public Utility Commission documents referencing "unspecified 
imports" - a California legal euphemism for out-of-state coal-fired electricity. Please use 
the Google query  "Diablo Canyon" "unspecified imports" site: cpuc.ca.gov . . . . . This 
harmful proposed policy leads me to ask the question,  "Whose palms are being 
greased?" 

Russ Byler comment
Closing Diablo has always been a major desire of the "chicken littles". They had the sky 
falling while the plans were still on the drawing board. Nuclear plants are a major source 
of electricity in Europe. Safe and clean. 
It borders on insanity to close it at this time. As the push for more electric vehicles 
continues, soon we'll have to choose between driving and staying warm. 



Email: Diablo Canyon Decommissioning Project Team

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
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69 This estimate reflects a range of $50-60 million. 
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__________________________________________ 

Executed on August 3, 2004, 2004 in San Francisco, California. 

_________________________________ 
Jack McGowan 



Diablo Canyon Decommissioning Environmental Impact Report Scoping Comment by 
San Luis Obispo Mothers for Peace

To: diablo@co.slo.ca.us

From: San Luis Obispo Mothers for Peace

mothersforpeace.org

Contacts: 

Linda Seeley lindaseeley@gmail.com

Jane Swanson janeslo@icloud.com

November 29, 2021

To Susan Strachan,

San Luis Obispo Mothers for Peace offers the following comments and questions on 

the scope and content of the Environmental Impact Report for the decommissioning 

of Diablo Canyon nuclear plant.

1. No Alternative Option to Evaluate License Extension

There may be other participants advocating for license extension years 

beyond the anticipated closure dates. The consultants and the County must 

recognize that the added waste and hazards involved go far beyond the 

budgeted scope and timeline of this EIR. PG&E has deferred maintenance, 

and senior staff members have departed in anticipation of closure. Any 

project involving license extension must be treated as a separate application 

with separate environmental review.

2. High Level Waste Management

The safe handling and storage of the high level radioactive waste remaining 

on-site is an issue of utmost concern. We understand that PG&E is in the 



process of choosing a new ISFSI storage system which will allow for more 

rapid transfer of the waste from the pools. There is great uncertainty 

regarding the amount of time this waste will remain on-site and how robust 

these new casks and/or canisters will be in the face of impacts from the 

ocean environment, routine aging, seismic risks, and the threats of terrorism.

• Will the casks and/or canisters be continuously monitored for degradation and

radiation leakage?

• What is the process for repair?

• While the spent fuel pools are still in use, how will any adverse events be
handled after the cessation of plant operation?

• If the pools are dismantled, what system will be in place to monitor and repair

leaking containers? Will a hot cell or some system with similar capabilities be

installed? Mothers for Peace advocates for on-site repair capability.

• Mothers for Peace advocates for HOSS - hardened on-site storage, a concept
that aims to protect the public from the threats posed by the current
vulnerable storage of nuclear waste. See attached document by Dr. Gordon
Thompson.

3. Radiological and Chemical Decontamination of the Site: soil, concrete,

components

• How will contamination during dismantling be prevented and monitored?

• How will contamination on land and in the sea be measured, including possible

bioconcentration up the marine and terrestrial food chains?



• What technologies will be used to measure any possible spread of radiological

contamination on and offsite?

• What procedures are in place to respond to unexpected events or emergencies?

• How will the contaminated materials be handled and contained?

• How will decontamination be done? (before/during/after dismantling?)

• How and where will the contaminated materials be transported offsite for

disposal?

• What are the criteria for determining reuse vs disposal?

• Where will the contaminated material be disposed?

• What are the criteria for determining the destinations of various levels of

contaminated materials?

• To what soil depth will contamination be monitored and ameliorated?

• How will the quality and safety of groundwater and protection from

radiological and chemical contamination be assured?

4. Dismantlement and Air Quality

Dismantlement will result in dust, CO2 emissions, release of harmful 

chemicals into the air, emissions from trucks, trains, and barges, and odors. 

How will the impacts of these releases be monitored and minimized?



5. Transportation and Traffic

We understand that the dismantled materials will be transported by truck, 

rail, and barge.

• What infrastructure modifications and/or enhancements will be required to

roads, rails, and for barge loading?

• What roads will be used to remove materials from Parcel P?

• What will be the impacts of the materials being trucked through the town of

Avila Beach and by Harbor Terrace?

• How many trucks per day will be removing materials from Parcel P?

• At what hours and on what days will materials be trucked out of Parcel P?

• Will PG&E be responsible for maintenance of existing roads subjected to heavy

use during decommissioning?

• Decommissioning-related traffic involving large numbers of construction

personnel and vehicles over a period of many years will affect traffic flow and

parking congestion. How will increased traffic be mitigated?

• There is potential for health impacts in the transportation of hazardous and/or

radiological materials due to accidental release. How will these risks be

mitigated and the warning of shipments communicated to first responders and

residents on the transportation routes? What are the environmental justice

impacts on disadvantaged communities of the routes selected?



• What are the environmental justice impacts on disadvantaged communities

from the selection of the ultimate destinations of these hazardous materials?

• Is the Port San Luis Harbor District being consulted as a Responsible Agency? If

not, why not?

6. Biological Resources

• What degrading impacts are expected on the terrestrial habitats and species as

a result of demolition and removal activities? How can these be minimized?

• How will the potential impacts to marine species and habitats within the

project area be identified and mitigated?

• What debris and contaminants will be released into the ocean?

•

◦ Diablo Cove and adjacent land areas are home to seven
endangered species including Bull Kelp, California Sheephead,
Burrowing Owl, Green Sea Turtle, Black Abalone, Southern Sea
Otter, and Morro Bay Kangaroo Rat. 

◦ A monograph by the California Department of Fish and Game,
(Burge, Richard T. and Schultz, Steven A. (1973 – prior to startup
of the plant) The marine environment in the vicinity of Diablo
Cove with special reference to abalones and bony fishes , [Marine
Resources Technical Report, 19]} states, “Diablo Cove, a future



warm water discharge site, is located about midpoint of a 13 mile 
long rocky shoreside reef in central California. The reef, physically 
isolated from other similar coastal areas, supports important kelp 
bed communities of nonmigratory vertebrates and invertebrates 
that must be constantly monitored to ensure they are protected. 
This 2-year study is a baseline inventory done in the vicinity of 
Diablo Cove with major emphasis on abalones, including their 
food chain, and bony fishes. Data was obtained on the life history 
and annual canopy development of the kelp Nereocystis and all 
macroalgae were cataloged. Seasonal collections of fishes were 
made to document those species indigenous to the system and to 
obtain life history information on the common forms.” (Document 
has 429 pages.) 

◦ From 1988 to 1991, following the startup of the Diablo Canyon
units, the red and black abalone population in Diablo Cove
declined by almost 90% as the result of withering syndrome, a
chronic progressive disease exacerbated by elevated sea water
temperatures. Thermal pollution from the Diablo Canyon units
was identified by the Water Quality Control Board to be a
significant contributor to the decline of the red and black abalone.
Water temperatures in north Diablo Cove now prevent the
successful developmental growth of black abalone and red
abalone, both indigenous coastal water mollusk species.

◦ In 2003, the Water Quality Control Board and the California
Department of Fish and Game prepared a cease and desist order
for the reactor discharges into the ocean cove. “Overall, the
effects of the discharge include loss and degradation of habitat,
decrease in several species’ diversity and density, and loss of
entire species. It has been shown that the effects continue to
expand beyond Diablo Cove and are greater than predicted. The
discharge does not provide for the protection of propagation of
species and does not provide habitat suitable for indigenous



species.” The agency further concluded: “The question presented 
is whether the degradation of the marine environment near DCPP 
[Diablo Canyon Power Plant] is acceptable to the Department of 
Fish and Game. Based on review of law and policies administered 
by the Department, and other laws requiring enhancement and 
protection of the marine ecosystem, the answer is no.”

◦ The draft order cites that 97% of the cove’s surface kelp forest
(Bull Kelp) has literally been clear cut from its former habitat,
with more kelp forests potentially impacted beyond the cove. As a
result, the intertidal communities of Diablo Cove are now devoid
of historically abundant quantities of perennial algae cover.
Surfgrass, once the predominant plant thriving in continuous
bands throughout the cove, survives only in isolated locations.
The Department of Fish and Game maintained, based upon “the
effects of elevated water temperature and the severe decrease in
the adult populations densities below the recommended
Department levels, that it is questionable whether or not abalone
populations will recover naturally in Diablo Cove should
temperatures return to normal.”

7. PG&E’s Financial Status

• What category of PG&E funding is being used to pay Aspen?

• Is PG&E’s financial and time budget for this EIR sufficient for the enormous
complexity of the task of impact evaluation and development of mitigation
measures? If not, how will additional resources be procured?

• What measures are in place to assure that the completion of the proposed

project will be done in a manner that ensures prudent use of ratepayer funds?



8. Site Restoration and Future Land Uses within Parcel P and Surrounding Lands

Once the site has been restored and deemed safe by NRC standards for public 

access, it is imperative that the land be used for the public good. It is this 

community which suffers the risks involved with the operation of the nuclear 

plant and storage of its radioactive waste. It is this community which is now 

entitled to reap benefits from the land as mitigation.

The DREAM Initiative in 2000 was supported by over 75% of county voters - a 

clear message to set aside not only Parcel P but all the surrounding Diablo 

Canyon Lands for habitat preservation, agriculture, and passive public use 

upon closure of the plant. The EIR must investigate to what extent disruptive 

activities on Parcel P create a nexus for mitigation by way of conservation of 

and public access to surrounding lands to compensate affected communities. 

There is precedent for this with public access to Point Buchon.

Mothers for Peace advocates for repurposing of non-contaminated facilities to 

be used rather than demolished.

• These facilities should be used to create new local jobs and promote the

establishment of clean, green, renewable energy sources.

• The transmission lines should be explored for the transmission of wind, wave,

solar and/or other clean energy sources.

• The preservation of the existing desalination plant, the breakwaters, and the

associated harbor area should be explored.

• The preservation of Indigenous People's sites must be assured.



• The request for land ownership by the local Indigenous community must be

acknowledged and considered valid - with the understanding of their intent for

conservation and managed use.

• Which Indigenous groups are being consulted as Responsible Agencies?

9. NRC Pre-emption of Safety Issues with High Level Waste Handling

• To what extent could the EIR recommend, and the County require, added
mitigation measures beyond those of the NRC if needed to make required
health and safety findings?



Email: Diablo Canyon Decommissioning Project Team

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

See

See

See



e.g.

Mike Gatto



December 1, 2021 Public Comments of Californians for Green Nuclear 
Power, Inc. (CGNP)  by Gene Nelson, Ph.D., CGNP Legal Assistant 
San Luis Obispo County depends on lifelines that cross the San Andreas Fault. 
Those lifelines convey water, energy, and information. CGNP has been studying 
those lifelines for more than a decade. The proposed scope of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for Plan Number: DRC2021-00092 will likely 
exclude the most harmful action, namely the planned cessation of Diablo Canyon 
Power Plant (DCPP) operation in 2025. Cessation of plant operations is a logical 
requirement to commence decommissioning. CGNP continues to express sharp 
opposition to this harmful proposed action. These comments form a portion of 
CGNP's advocacy for the "no project alternative." (NPA) 
The continued safe operation of DCPP beyond 2025 provides at least two valuable 
things to contribute to the post-disaster resiliency of San Luis Obispo County. The 
plant provides the equivalent of five Hoover Dams of electricity without emitting a 
speck of carbon. (Cessation of DCPP operation would boost carbon emissions by 
about 15 million metric tons a year.) The plant's desalination plant could be 
substantially enlarged to provide more water to the County than the Central Coast 
currently receives from the State Water Project via a CCWA pipeline that crosses the 
San Andreas Fault near Cholame, California. Aftershocks will likely prevent that 
pipeline from being restored to service for several years after a major earthquake 
there.  
Per a May 8, 2020 NRC post-Fukushima review, DCPP is expected to continue to 
safely operate during and after the beyond design basis events (including severe 
weather) studied. A copy of the NRC letter is attached. John Lindsey's attached 
November 2, 2021 SLO Tribune article describes some of the severe weather events 
that could harm San Luis Obispo County.  The arid Carrizo Plain in far eastern SLO 
County preserves evidence of geologically-recent atmospheric river (AR) events that 
have inundated our county. The Wallace Creek stream offsets documented after the 
John Lindsey article show significant SLO County inundations about 3,700 years ago 
and 10,000 years ago. These inundations are likely to recur. DCPP is expected to 
continue to safely operate in spite of any credible earthquake or flood in the vicinity of 
the plant.
SLO County needs the life-saving benefits of continued safe Diablo Canyon 
operation. The NPA is the superior alternative.



Weather disasters can happen at any time. Here’s how 
SLO County prepares for the worst

The Tribune

https://www.sanluisobispo.com/news/weather/weather-watch/article255449551.html 



The magnitude of the above perils put into sharp focus the need for all of us to prepare for natural 
disasters





Stream offsets at Wallace Creek, Carrizo Plain, California 

http://www.public.asu.edu/~arrows/images.html 

View northeast across the San Andreas fault showing several offset stream channels. 
Main channel is offset about 130 m and was incised approximately 3,700 years ago. 
Channel farther to left on near side of fault has been displaced approximately 350 m, 
is beheaded, and was incised approximately 10,000 years ago. These offsets and 
ages provide a long term slip rate of approximately 35 mm/yr along the San Andreas 
fault here (Sieh and Jahns, 1984). Small gulches at right display about 9 m offset from 
the 1857 earthquake. No fault creep is observed here and this section of the San 
Andreas fault is considered locked. Sieh and Wallace (1987) provide a detailed field 
description of this site. This slide is #13 from Wallace and Schulz (1983). 
_______________ 

https://www.blm.gov/visit/wallace-creek 
Wallace Creek 

Here you are standing on the San Andreas Fault. At this location it runs northwest to 
southeast at the base of the hills. At one time Wallace Creek drained straight across the 
fault, but movement by the San Andreas Fault has offset its drainage course, with the 
downstream segment about 430 feet northwest of the upstream segment. This is one of 
the best examples of stream offset across a fault in the world. An interpretive trail is 
available to learn more about this portion of the San Andreas Fault. 



Code of 
Federal Regulations

https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2009/ML20093B934.pdf Archived 11 10 21 by CGNP
Note highlighted passage on page 7: “existing seismic capacity or effective
flood protection will address the unbounded reevaluated hazards.”
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12/6/21 

County of San Luis Obispo Planning & Building, Room 300 
Attention: S. Strachan 
976 Osos Street 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93408 

Re: Notice of Preparation for the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report for the DCPP 
Decommissioning Project. 

Dear Ms. Strachan, 

The Sierra Club is the nation’s oldest and largest grassroots environmental organization. The Santa Lucia 
Chapter represents the more than 2,000 members of the Sierra Club in San Luis Obispo County. Surfrider 
is a non-profit organization that works to protect our ocean, waves, and beaches for the enjoyment of 
all people through a powerful community-based network. We request that all scoping comments 
received on this project be forwarded to California Coastal Commission staff. According to the timeline 
presented by PG&E at the November DCEP meeting, the applicant intends to pursue a CDP concurrently 
with the decommissioning application to the County, and the CCC has jurisdiction under Coastal Act 
Section 30601. 

Once Through Cooling (OTC) will be used to cool the SFP until the material is transferred to casks for 
storage.i  It is not defined in the Project Description whether OTC will end by 2031 or in Phase 2, 
projected to end in 2039.ii Phase 1 is covered and mitigated under a project EIR; phase 2 is planned as a 
programmatic EIR with mitigation deferred until implementation in Phase 2.  In either case, a waiver or 
new permit will need to be issued for OTC during Phase 1. Operation of OTC beyond the current permit, 
while necessary for the project, will require substantial mitigation. Mitigation measures must be 
imposed in the Phase 1 CDP process. 

The EIR should review the permits and Conditions of Approval for DCPP received from the CCC to ensure 
that all Conditions of Approval (COAs) associated with the permits were fulfilled, including outstanding 
issues regarding conservation and trail COAs and terms of the permitting, e.g., ISFSI storage.iii  While the 
ISFSI installation is a baseline condition, the permitting condition of approval was for temporary storage, 
hence the baseline condition is also perceived to be temporary.  All indicators re-enforce the reality that 
on-site spent fuel storage will be permanent, and permanent storage violates the language and 
conditions of the original permit.   

The ISFSI facility will experience a “change in intensity of use . . ..” pursuant to Pub Res Code 30106, 
thereby triggering the CDP requirement.  In addition, Special Condition 2 of the 2004 ISFSI permit uses 
an even lower standard for requiring a new or amended permit when "changes not described in permit 



submittals” occur.  The following changes, both separately and in aggregate, meet both standards for 
requiring a new/amended CDP for the ISFSI:  

1. An increase in the term of expected use of the ISFSI from interim to indefinite and probably
permanent.

2. Demolition of the rest of the facility that generated the waste, which turns the ISFSI into a
stand-alone facility with no necessity to be on its current site.

3. Reduction of the security buffer zone from 12,000 acres to less than 100 acres, which would
require significant new security structures and procedures.

4. Commencement of commercial activities immediately outside of the new 100-acre facility,
which will have employees without security clearances, also increasing security risks.

5. An increase from 58 SNF storage cannisters to 138, which will max out and overcrowd the ISFSI,
increasing various risks.

6. A new generation of dry storage casks to be stored in the ISFSI are designed to withstand higher
heat levels, which increases risks.  The current ISFSI permit is based on the existing casks.  A new
permit is necessary to determine if the existing ISFSI is adequate for storage of the new casks.

The entire decommissioning is dependent on the ISFSI becoming the permanent onsite storage 
facility.  Although it requires a separate permit, that permit should be considered either before or 
concurrently with the decommissioning. The fuel stored in the ISFSI will increase by 200% and an 
entirely new GTCC waste facility will be built to store radioactive equipment waste.  The two facilities 
must be permitted for these future uses prior to the demolition, or there will be no place to put this 
waste. The Coastal Act requires submittal of related permits simultaneously. 

PG&E plans to develop and install an SFPI, which is an independent cooling system for the Spent Fuel 
Pools that enables abandonment of the in-place plant systems supporting SFP cooling. A new separate 
permit should be required for the SFPI. 

Given the need for ongoing monitoring of both the ISFSI and the GTCC Waste Storage Facility, an 
inspection, monitoring and reporting program similar to the one required for the SONGs 
decommissioning is appropriate.  These requirements are found in Coastal Commission permit 9-19-
0194, Special Condition 3.3 Annual Reports, and Special Condition 7 Spill Prevention Control and 
Countermeasure Plan for the SONGS decommissioning.  The County (for the GTCCWSF) and the CCC (for 
the ISFSI) should have the power to require inspection, maintenance, and annual reports.  The Executive 
Director of the CCC and an appropriate officer of the County should have the power to require new or 
amended permits based on such reports. 

The decommissioning process will require the permitting of a permanent storage facility on-site for 
GTCC waste material in appropriate casks.iv The DC ISFSI site-specific license SNM-2511 does not include 
GTCC waste material as part of the allowed contents of the DC ISFSI. Permanent storage of this highly 
radioactive material requires appropriate mitigation: 

“Currently, there is no offsite facility licensed for disposal of GTCC waste, nor are there any 
federal disposal facilities licensed to receive GTCC waste. Therefore, all GTCC waste must be 
packaged and stored at the site at which the waste was generated.” However, the DC ISFSI site-
specific license SNM-2511 does not include GTCC waste material as part of the allowed contents 
of the DC ISFSIv.” 



New industrial facilities are generally not permitted under the same permit as a demolition permit. In 
addition, the NRC requires a site-specific waste handling permit for the GTCC facility. The ISFSI has its 
own separate permit; the GTCC waste facility should as well.  Although the GTCC facility is not in the 
Coastal Zone, the County should follow the precedent established by the CCC of providing perpetual 
conservation and coastal access easements as mitigation for Diablo permits. The Project Description is 
clear that there are significant risks attendant to permanent or very long-term storage of highly 
radioactive material on site.  These kinds of storage will require significant commensurate mitigation 
measures. We do not see a means for proper mitigation for such long-term impacts within Parcel P A 
requirement for offsite mitigation in the form of permanent and irrevocable conservation easements on 
the surrounding lands is appropriate.   

We note: 

Some segmentation waste may require onsite storage prior to disposal due to either activity 
levels or unexpected delays in transportation logistics. The materials classified as GTCC waste, 
will be loaded into storage containers and casks and transferred to the GTCC Waste Storage 
Facility for storage, remaining there until a licensed repository becomes available, another 
entity takes possession, or the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) accepts the containers for 
offsite disposal. The remaining waste packages that may require on-site storage, including Class 
A, B and C waste, may also be placed for storage at the existing Old Steam Generator Storage 
Facility (OSGSF) or another existing onsite location. Storage would be for varying durations until 
such time that delays encountered during the transportation cycle have been resolved or 
radioactivity levels of the waste have been reduced to an acceptable level for offsite transportvi. 

We do not see a means for proper mitigation for the long-term impacts as described above within Parcel 
P. A requirement for offsite mitigation in the form of permanent and irrevocable conservation and
access easements of North Ranch, Wild Cherry Canyon, and South Ranch are the only appropriate
mitigation measures available.  The Pecho Coast Trail should be extended along the coastal bluffs in
South Ranch, Parcel P, and North Ranch to connect to the Pt. Buchon Trail. This will complete an
essential link in the California Coastal Trail.

The Project Description anticipates that the County will be issuing certain ministerial permits, including 
grading permits, building permits, and demolition permits. The EIR should review impacts related to 
ministerial permits and mitigate possible impacts. Potential ministerial permits should be listed in the 
EIR for public review. 

The EIR should review the impacts of these two project goals listed in 1.6. Project Objectives: 
 retain existing energy-infrastructure (e.g., switchyards, transmission lines, etc.) to meet 

customer needs; 
 create marine/harbor opportunities while protecting ecological resources through 

repurposing of the breakwater, Intake Structure, and associated harbor area. 

Demolition projects unavoidably create impacts to air quality. While rigorous controls will be in place 
during the decommissioning including consultation with SLOAPCD tracking airborne asbestos, and other 
pollutants, the decommissioning of DCPP is a special circumstance with a potential for release of 
radiological particles. Several real time monitoring stations should be installed on site to detect airborne 
radiological particles.  The data from the monitoring stations should be available for public review in real 
time. We have not seen any reference to monitoring radioactive particlesvii.  



Section 2.3.3 Site Infrastructure Modifications lists several components deemed necessary for the 
decommissioning project. These modifications should be reviewed for impacts and possible redesign to 
alleviate negative impacts. We are particularly concerned about mitigating the impacts generated by 
new Concrete Batch Plants. There is extensive literature on the toxicity and environmental impacts of 
concrete operations, materials, and handling of concrete wash water from ready mix operations.   

Stockpile areas should be reviewed and carefully sited, with particular attention paid to retaining any 
runoff from the stockpiled material in a rain event. Construction debris and contaminated soils could 
remain on site longer than anticipated if no depository is available.  Soils and groundwater near 
stockpiles be monitored for migration of toxins from the piles.   

Special review should be given to the engineering plan for the cofferdam and the restoration of the 
discharge structure area after demolition.  Placement of riprap at the site has the potential for erosion 
of surrounding native cliff areasviii.   

The Project Description lists numerous facilities that are anticipated to be recipients of waste generated 
by the decommissioning process, and the anticipated impacts from truck trips etc. The EIR should 
consider the impacts of using alternatives sites if those sites listed will not be available to receive the 
waste, and the impacts if the waste should have to be stored for longer periods on siteix.  

Frequent rigorous monitoring and testing of fill materials engineered from crushed clean concrete and 
soils that will be used on site should be required. 

The dismantling and segmentation of the most radioactive components of the facility will be done under 
water. We could not find a reference to how that water will be disposed of. Please include more 
information on this type of waste water disposalx.    

Is the groundwater aquifer capable of producing 95 ac/y (26 million gallons) when the decommissioning 
is at peak water use in 2032 and beyond? If necessary, the EIR should include an analysis of where 
additional imported water will come from.  The Project Description identifies various toxins present in 
the groundwater.  We request that the EIR analyze what effect the groundwater pumping might have on 
the quality of the groundwater when decommission and restoration are completexi.   

Thank you for this opportunity to comment, 

Sue Harvey, Conservation Chair 
Sierra Club – Santa Lucia Chapter 
P.O. Box 15755, San Luis Obispo, CA 93401 
(805) 5343-8717

Jim Miers, Executive Committee 
San Luis Obispo Chapter – Surfrider Foundation 
PO Box 13222 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93406-3222 
slo@surfrider.org 
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