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Is DCPP continuation the most costeffective way to address near
term energy needs

To address climate change California needs to eliminate fossil fuels from its energy
budget. The long term goal is to completely eliminate fossil fuels by 2040. Green
replacements for fossil fuels include renewable power, hydro power, and nuclear power
among others.

The case for extending the life of DCPP is based on a projected 20% growth and the
addition of a 10% contingency reserve from 2020 to 2025. Is the 20% growth in energy
need reasonable. The reasons presented are extreme heat leading to need for more air
conditioning and additional housing to address homelessness. Note that electrification
of transportation and home heating is a shift from fossil fuel to renewable energy use
and hence not a growth.

Additionally, DCPP extended operation would address the 2025 September 8 pm
shortfall of about 2MW out of 50 MW (4%) due to solar energya€™s lack of-night time
production. What is the uncertainty in this projection? Is the error bar in the projected
energy significantly better than 4%.

Further there is significant excess power generated earlier in the day. Were it stored for
later use it could address the shortfall. Is extending the life of DCPP the most cost-
effective way to address near term energy needs? Might acceleration of storage
capability be less expensive and have lower risk.

What role does nuclear power serve for the long-term plan? Nuclear power currently
provides only about 10% of Californiad€™s power. Fossil fuels provided 40% of power
in 2020. To replace a significant fraction of fossil fuel power plants with nuclear power
plants would require several additional nuclear power plants. Is the plan to build more
nuclear power plants or to continue DCPP as a single one? If DCPP remains as the
only nuclear power plant then, as a one-of-a-kind unit, it will likely be expensive to
operate and maintain.



