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Dear Commission: 


I am an attorney at law practicing in Nevada City, California. 

From 1983 to the present I have regularly participated as a 

litigating intervenor at the California Public Utilities Commission 

("CPUC") in hearings on the cost of nuclear power plant 

decommissioning. After reviewing the Draft Study Plan I have the 

following comments I wish the Commission to consider. 


1. 

THE COST OF DECOMMISSIONING WASTE FROM 

CALIFORNIA'S NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS MUST BE 

FULLY ADDRESSED IN THE STUDY. 


California Public Resources Code 25303(c) requires that: 


"In the absence of a long-term nuclear waste storage 

facility, the commission shall assess the potential state 

and local costs and impacts associated with accumulating 

waste at California's nuclear power plants." 


To comply with 25303(c) the Commission issued Request for 

Proposals No. 150-07-101. Task 5.1-5.2 of the RFP stated that the 

Contractor shall perform the following tasks: 


'Task 5.1. Quantify and describe the amounts of 
radioactive waste generated at each plant over the 
plant 's operating license period, including 
decommissionins waste, low-level waste (LLW) and spent 
fuel (SNF) , and describe the characteristics of these 
types of waste; 

Task 5.2. Assess plans for and costs of waste storage, 

repackaging, transportation and disposal (low-level 
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radioactive wastes, spent nuclear fuel, decommissioning 
wastes) ; 

No where in the Draft Study Plan ('Plan") is the cost of 
Decommissioning addressed or quantification studies mentioned. 
Indeed, the word Decommissioning does not appear anywhere in the 17 
page "Plan". This issue should be addressed in depth in the 
assessment as required by law. 

2. 
THE COST OF DECOMMISSIONING, AND IN 
PARTICULAR, LLRW WASTE DISPOSAL IS RAPIDLY 
INCREASING AND THERE WILL SOON BE NO PLACE TO 
DISPOSE OF B. C. AND GTC WASTE. 

California is quickly approaching a crossroad regarding the 
issue of whether to support or oppose the proposed re-licensing for 
an additional twenty years of the ageing nuclear power plants in 
our state. The decision to re-license California's large, ageing 
nuclear power plants will to some degree foreclose developing and 
relying on other power producing technologies for two decades in 
Califoria. It is therefore imperative that the costs and risks of 
operating California's nuclear power plants be thoroughly assessed. 

One of the costs of nuclear power operation that has not 
received sufficient treatment in the Plan prepared by MRW & 
Associates ("Draft Report") is the cost of decommissioning 
California's nuclear plants. Originally when California's nuclear 
plants were being designed and built, little thought was given to 
this cost. For example, the 65 megawatt Humboldt Bay plant was 
completed in 1963. PG&E originally set aside only $577,000.00 to 
decommission Humboldt Bay Nuclear Power Plant. (19 CPUC 2d 359, 
361.) The plant was later closed in 1976, 17 years early, due to 
seismic design concerns. Belatedly, the cost of decommissioning 
was re-evaluated. 

Beginning in 1978, the cost of decommissioning the Humboldt 
plant was calculated at $30,000,000.00. (19 CPUC 2d 359, 362.) 
This figure steadily rose over the years until it reached the 
figure of $350,000,000.00. (See Appendix A, Humboldt Bay's 
Historical Estimates of Decommissioning.) In the last Triennial 
Cost Proceeding this figure climbed to $370,000,000.00. Thus, in 
43 years the cost of decommissioning Humboldt Bay rose 
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