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Dear Ms. Byron: 

Attached are Pacific Gas and Electric Company's (PG&E) Responses to Staff Data 
Requests dated February 27, 2008 relating to your assessment currently being 
conducted pursuant to A9 1632 (Stats. 2006, Ch. 722 Section I ) .  PG&E has 
attempted to provide thorough responses to all of the data requests. However, given 
the short time frame for responses, F'G&E will be supplementing some of ihese 
responses when more data can be collected and provided. At this time, P[G&E 
anticipates being able to file supplemental responses by April 21, 2008. 

PG&E looks forward to participating in a data response workshop to provide further 
clarity to these responses and to engage in discussions about the use of the data. 
While we understand that Staff issued the data reqiests to fi!! in gaps with 
information that we may possess, the broader subject areas of the reques1:s have 
been previously reviewed by PG&E alnd a substantial amount of information is 
contained in many of the technical studies we previously provided to Staff. We urge 
the Staff to consider those technical studies as directed by A6 1632 to ensure that 
the "whole picture" is assessed and not just the information provided in these 
responses. For this reason, our resplonses attempt to provide the specific data being 
requested and to assist in directing Staff to additional data contained in previously 
submitted technical studies. 

Again, we believe an informal data response workshop would be helpful to discuss 
the relationship of the data provided in our responses with these existing studies. 
We look forward to continuing to work: with you on this important effort. 

Sincerely, 

Patrick W. Mullen 

mailto:pwrn3@pge.com


AB 1632 Nuclear Power Plant Assessment: 
Data Request for Diablo Canyon 

A. Operations 

1. What was the capacity factor and the total amount of power generated from 
each unit (Diablo Canyon 1 and 2) in 2007? 

Response to Data Request A.1. 

2007 DCPP "Capacity Factors" 

Unit 1 = 90.39% Unit 2 = 99.77% Total Plant = 95.07% 

2007 DCPP Net Generation 

Unit 1 = 8,866,094 Unit 2 = 9,722,279 Mwh Total Plant = 18,588,373 Mwh 
Mwh 

As noted in PG&E's response to data requests for the 2007 IEPR Update, the 
capacity factors have been steadily increasing at Diablo Canyon since the 
beginning of operations. Capacity factors for both the industry and Diablo 
Canyon Units have improved over the last 20 years from a nominal 80-85% to 
current performance levels in the 95-98% range. DCPP is in the top cluartile for 
the industry in this performance area. This increased and consistent iimproved 
performance in the capacity factor and other key performance areas can be 
attributed to: 

Common industry performance measures allowing plants to compare 
to others in the US 
Use and sharivg of industry operating experience and lessons learned 
among utilities 
Strong self assessment and benchmarking programs to improve and 
sustain top quartile performance 

B. Nuclear Waste Generated 

1. Please complete the following table, identifying the amount of nu~clear waste 
that has been generated and that will be generated from the operation and 
decommissioning of both units: 




































































































































































































