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Thesa commeants address the Draft Study Plan and the 2007 Status Repaort,

Under Task 4. Impact of a Major Disruplion, “Production Cost Madefing
Approach,” PGAE's suggested rermoval of this sentenca:

"In addition, the contracior will be cognizant of issues raised by tha Ocean
Protection Council in their assessmant of the possible retirement of plants
thiat uwse once-through cooling.”

is unconscionable. The Callfornia Coastal Commission notes that Diablo's
cooling system impacts decimate up fo 180 acres of kelp habitat, cause
“continuous major reductions in spacies and populations within the Cove,..an
almost complets loss of some fish and algas species” and “a subsiantial
dacline in black abalone,” Tha estimated numbsar of organisms killed by the
cooling aysiem |s equivasent to that which would be produced in 210-500
acras of reaf. "This impact represents a substantial loss o the local and
regional offshore environment.”

in determining "whether ariificial reafs would provide risaningful

mitigation... PGAE has objected to this approach, in large part based on lis

contention that tha sconomic costs of DCPP's antrainmant ara only about

$.26,000 per year and that the cost of the reefs would be ‘wholly

disproportionate’ to the costs of the impacts. This calculation is based

largely on including only those cosls assockated with the potential value of

adult fish that could have been caught had they not baan antrained a3 eggs

or larvae. This economic approach does not taka into considaeration the

ecosysiam and food web value of those eggs and larvae.” (- CALIFORMIA

COASTAL COMMISSION CONSOLIDATED STAFF REPORT, 11/30/06, DE NOVO HEARING FOR
APPEAL AND COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT APPLICATION, COMMISSION APPEAL NO.
A-3-5LO-06-017)

In addition, we nate the following, from "Nuclear Powar In Calfornia:
Status Report 2007, Final Consultant Report,” Chapter 9:

"[undear tha terms of the SWRCB proposed pollcy]. nuclear power plants would
have bean allowed to use restoration maasures to fully achieve their
impingemeant and entrainment standards ¥ implemanting operational and/or
technodogical measures would conflict with NRC safety requirements. This

policy would not have allowed for a site-specific determination of

BTA based on cost considerations; all feasible mitigation measuras to attain
the reduction targets would have besan required. Bacause of the 2007 court


mailto:<docket@energy.state.ca.us>

(12/24/2007) Docket Opical System - comments on Nuciear Power Piant Assessmant Drait Study Pian, dn07-AB-1632 _ Paga 2 |

decision on EPA's regulations for existing power plants, the SWRCE staff is
now expected in 2007 to issue a revised proposal consistent with the court's
decision.”

"Measures 1o reduce the environmental impacts of once-through cogling ana
already in place at SONGS and are currently being developed for Diablo
Canyon.... the CCRWQCE decided that marine reserves wera the better opllon.”

These statemants are in conflict with each other, and the phrase "currantly
baing developed” is misleading., Marine reserves would not Tully achieve”
Impingamant & Entrainment standards. Closed-cycle/dry cooling does not
constifute “operational and/or technological measures [that] would conflict

with NRC safety requirements.” Both statements are false. The CCRWQCH
decided to awalt the court decision on EFA regulations before finalizing the
consent decres (for marine reserves and consarvation aasement), and has nol
yot done so.

Alao par “Muclear Power in California; Status Report 2007, Final Consultant
Report,” Chapter 8, Conclusion:

*Given the limited knowledge of future energy costs and benefits, tha best
path now may be 1o pursue all options,”

This canclusion leans haavily an the opinions of GBN, EPRI, and J.H.

Holdren, Scant attention and insufficient review is accorded to researchers

who state, and data that indicates, that we need not — and cannot afford

to = "pursue all options.” We concur with Amory Lovins® assessment of this
opinion: "A popular euphamism holds that we must ‘keep nuclear energy on the
table,' What exaclly does this maan? Continued massiva R&D investmeants for a
'mature’ lechnology that has taken the lion's share of energy R&D for

decades {30% In OECD during 1991-2001, and 58% in the United States during
1848-08)7 Ever bigger taxpayer subsidies to divert invastment away from the
succassful competitors? Haroic life-support measures 7 Whera will such

efforts stop? We've been trying fo make nuclear power cost-affective for a
hal-cantury. Are we there yel? Whan will we ba? How will we know? And would
nuclear advocates simply agres to de-subsidize the anfire anergy sector, 50

all options can compate on a level playing field? (- "Nuclear power:
economics and climate-prolection potential,” Amory B, Loving, RMI, 8/11/05),

Lovins notes: “The mone concamad you are about climate changs, the more
vital it is 1o invest judiciously, not indiscriminately—best buys first, not

the more the merrier. A state government commitied to market-based,
least-cost energy policies could do much to corect the distortlons
Intreduced by misguided federal policies. State anergy taxes might even be
dasignad to offsat fadaral anargy subsidias, technology-by-tachnology, to
create a 'subsidy-free zone." This should have a salutary effect on anengy
cost, security, environmental Impacts, and broad economic banafits. Just
talking seriously about it and analyzing ita consequancas could help to
focus attention on the differences betwsan current federal energy palicy and
sound free-market principles. Such a state could become the first
Jurisdiction in the world to allow all ways to save or produce energy o
compete falry and at honest prices, regardless of which kind they are, whal
technology they use, how big they are, or who owns tham.® (ibid.)

The Commission's Scope of Nuclear Power Policy and Planning lssues
Assessment should include such an analysis and assess the possibility of the



" (12/24/2007) Docket Optical System - comments on Nuclear Power Plant Assessment Draft Study Plan, dn07-AB-1632  Page 3|

state of California adopting such a policy.

The Commission’s List of Studies to be Reviewed for Nuclear Power Policy and
Planning Issues Assessment should include:

- the ASES report “Tackling Climate Change,” showing CO2 reduction targets
being met and nuclear power eliminated.

- the 2007 report from the European Renewable Energy Council and Greenpeace
International detailing how to reduce CO2 emissions by 50% by 2050 and use
renewable energy for 70% of electrical demand (www.energyblueprint.info)

- the October 2006 "Sustainable Energy Blueprint,” envisioning a domestic
energy mix in which energy efficiency improvements have reduced energy use
from present levels by 40%, renewables account for at least half of total
energy supplies, greenhouse gas emissions have been cut by two-thirds from
2005 levels, fossil fuel imports have ceased, and nuclear power is no longer

in use. www.nirs.org/alternatives/sustainableenergyblueprint.pdf

Thank your for your time,

Andrew Christie, Chapter Director
Santa Lucia Chapter of the Sierra Club
P.O. Box 15755

San Luis Obispo, CA 93406
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