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1| THURSDAY, AUGUST 28, 2014, OCEANSIDE, CALIFORNIA | 1| iscirculated before and after these meetings. You can

2 6:18 P.M. 2| request a speaker to come to an event. No birthday

3 Ak 3| parties and thing like that, but come to an event to

4 4| talk about what's going on at the plant. We had one of

5 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Good evening to everyone. 5| those eventslast night. Dan Stetson at the Ocean

6| Thetraffic tonight, asall of you know, unless you've 6| Institute hosted an event to help bring in some

7 | been camped out here since our last meeting, is 7| communities that have not been as actively participating

8| horrific. 1 also want to thank SDGE for opening many of 8| inthisprocess. That by all account was aterrific

9| the roads so we can see inside tonight. So we decided 9| event. I'm sure Dan will say more about it later. Very
10| to start the meeting alittle bit later, and now | think 10| soon you're going to be able to register for awalking
11| we should begin, and some of the folks I'm sure will 11| tour of the San Onofre plant, and you can get updates on
12| tricklein as the meeting gets underway. My nameis 12| meeting notices and other kinds of material. Tonight we
13| David Victor. I'm chairman of the community engagement 13| have, | believe, 12 out of the 18 members of the
14| panel. Welcome to everyone to the third official 14| Community Engagement Panel, depending exactly what goes
15 | meeting of this panel. Tonight -- you'll hear more 15| on with the traffic. So tonight we will in addition to
16| about our agendain just amoment. Tonight we're going 16| the normal practice of identifying issues that are
17 | to be focusing on the decommissioning plan, the 17| raised to follow up on, we're also going to identify a
18| decommissioning cost estimate, the environmental 18| handful of issues where we can particularly make sure
19 | assessment and the so-called post shutdown 19| that Edison and | as chairman of the CEP follow up with
20 | decommissioning activities report, PSDAR. A lot of 20| the members who are not here. Theseissues are very
21| acronymsin this business that give us a strategic sense 21| important. And I'm also quite mindful that itisa
22 | of what's going to happen at this site over the coming 22| Thursday night before along weekend and people have a
23| decade and beyond. And | know there are alot of other 23| lot of other things going on, and so our attendanceis a
24 | issues people are interested in talking about. Those 24| little bit lower than usual. And | also want to thank
25| are the central points for tonight's -- tonight's 25| those of you who are physically here because we very

Page 4 Page 6

1| meeting. Let methank the people of Oceanside for 1| much appreciate your services and your interest. When

2| hosting us here tonight and also the police department 2| we get to the public comment period and during the back

3| for providing us with police and security tonight. 3| and forth involving the panel, please identify yourself

41 Thank you very much for your service. A reminder to 4| so that the live stream will accurately know who is

5| everyone that should we have an emergency and you need | 5| speaking and we can keep al that information in order.

6| to leave the room or you just don't like what's going on 6| And if you have not done so already, there will be a

7| in here, you can leave through the exit that you camein 7| public comment period at this meeting, asisthe norm

8| or out through that exit that's marked exit that is open 8| for all of our meetings of this panel, the official

9| to the side there. Just a couple of opening remarks 9| meetings of thispanel. And soif you would liketo
10| from me, and then I'll ask Tim Brown, vice chairman of 10| make a public comment, each of them is three minutes
11| the CEP, for his opening remarks before we begin the 11| long. And if you haven't done so already, go head to
12| rest of the meeting. | just want to remind everybody 12| the back of the room, thereisasignup list. Put your
13| there is awebsite -- terrific website, 13| name down on thelist, and we'll work our way down the
14| www.songscommunity.com, that has on it al the materials | 14| -- down thelist. | wanted to say onelast thing in
15] related to the CEP, the transcripts of prior meetings, 15| terms of opening remarks which concerns the role of the
16| live streaming is archived. Tonight we arelive 16 | Community Engagement Panel. Tim Brown and | since our
17| streaming. Thiswill be archived aswell. Welcome to 17| last meeting have done a survey of every member of the
18| the millions of viewers around the world who are 18 | Community Engagement Panel just to ask how it's going,
19| watching ustonight. You can also send amessage to the |19| what's working, what's not working? The results of that
20| CEP. AndI'll say alittle hit more about that process 20| survey we circulated earlier today. We've also posted
21| injust amoment, but there is a section on the website 21| them. | believe they're already posted on the San On --
22| where you can do that. You can read every single 22| the songscommunity.com website. And the -- the -- one
23| document that is circulated to the CEP. We have been 23| of the results from the survey -- the central result of
24| very aggressive about making sure that everythingwe do |24 | the survey is people are comfortable with how the -- the
25| hereisvery transparent. We post every document that 25| CEPisworking. Most folks would like us to make sure

Page 5 Page 7
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1| that we cover awide range of issuesin addition to the 1 with. So think that we still have engaged, and if

2| time that we spent aready on spent fuel. Therearea 2| there are folks that are till, you know, they're not

3| number of other issue, including at our next meeting on 3| here, they're still staying up on the material, and next

4| the 6th of October we will be focusing on emergency 4| meeting they'll be ready to pick up right where they

5| preparedness. Extremely important topic for this plan 5| left off.

6| asthe footprint shrinks and as the owners and operators 6 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Great. Thank you very

7| of the plant figure out what the right emergency planis 7| much. Let me move to the next part of our opening

8| going forward. That will be the subject of our next 8| section meeting, which is on decommissioning core

9| meeting. And people urged us to make sure we have a 9| principles and values and the role of the CEP in
10| balance in the topics that the CEP spends its time on. 10| providing feedback not only tonight, but also written
11| Many people said that they continue to see confusionas | 11| feedback to Edison on these various regulatory filings.
12| to what the exact role of the CEPis. So| want to just 12| Let mejust remind everyone that today's meeting
13| remind everyone, remind our panel, and we're going to 13| benefited from aworkshop that we held in July to look
14| begin every meeting with acomment along these lines, 14| at drafts of the summaries of al of the documents that
15| the essence of which is, thisis not a decision-making 15| well belooking at tonight, and these documents have
16| body. Thiswas explicitly designed not to be a 16| been provided to the panel and provided to the public
17| decision-making body. There are lots of decision-making |17 | several weeks ago. People have had alot of timeto
18| bodies that are addressing various aspects of this 18| look at them. And then over the next week we're going
19| plant. And the moment you make a body like thisa 19| to be collecting, in addition to comments tonight, we're
20| decision-making body, then the character of the body 20| going to be collecting any written comments that the
21| changes. Instead it was designed to provide a two-way 21| panel has on this so that Edison can incorporate those
22| conduit for information between the owners of theplant | 22| inits regulatory filings before it submitsits final
23| and Edison in particular, which is operating the plant, 23| versions. One of our important roles here has been to
24| and the community about a whole range of realy 24| help Edison engage in regulatory filings that are coming
25| important issues, like the issues we're discussing 25| very, very quickly asthe plant goesinto

Page 8 Page 10

1| tonight that concern the decommissioning process. And | | 1| decommissioning and eventually into deconstruction and

2| think equally important is the conduit from the public 2| removal. Chris Thompson, the floor is yours.

3| back to Edison about what does the public care about, 3 CHRIS THOMPSON: Thank you, David. Good

4| how does it view someissues, how doesit view thekinds | 4| evening. My name is Chris Thompson. I'm vice president

5| of questions that we'll be talking about tonight. And 5| of decommissioning at Southern California Edison, and |

6| theideaisto make sure this conduit flows well in both 6| just wanted to as we start this meeting remind everyone

7| directions. So comments that you have about how we can | 7| of the core principlesthat are guiding us and the other

8| make that conduit work better and what needsto bein 8| co-owners through this decommissioning process. At the

9| the conduit are of exceptional importance, but | just 9| outset of al of thiswe issued three core principles
10| want to remind everyone that thisis not -- by designis 10| that we're going to follow. Those are safety, storage
11| not a decision-making body. And we will remind 11| ship and engagement. Safety to us means the safety of
12| everybody of that in the beginning of each of the 12| the workers who are doing the work of decommissioning,
13| meetings because | think we want to make surewe have |13 | the safety of the communities that surround the facility
14| theright kind of tone and character of the work that is 14| and the safety of the natural environment. Storage
15| infront of us. Let me pause for just a moment and ask 15| ship, including the storage ship of the -- the wise
16| Vice Chairman Tim Brown if he has any opening remarks |16 | storage ship of the trust funds that have been
17| before we get moved to the rest of our agenda. Tim. 17| contributed to over the life of the plan by our rate
18 TIM BROWN: Y ou know, nothing really to add. 18| payers. And engagement, which you see tonight and we
19| | do acknowledge that with all the Labor Day plans and 19| aso take very serioudy. As David said, we intend for
20| processes, | had a chance to speak with some of the 20| the Community Engagement Panel to be atwo-way conduit
21| memberswho aren't going to be here. They send their 21| for information, and we will soon be filing a couple of
22| apologies, but work demands and other activities are 22| major regulatory filings. The panel has had those for
23| important. But everyone conveyed that they will take 23| about four week, and Dan Stetson as the secretary of the
24| very serioudly that they've read the material and 24| panel will be aggregating the feedback that we receive.
25| they'll be prepared for the next meeting that | spoke 25| We've aready gotten feedback from a handful of members,
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M& C Corporation (Sousa Court Reporters) Page: 5



Transcript of Proceedings Community Engagement Panel Public Meeting

1| and we will incorporate some of that feedback, take it 1| spent wisely only once to avert any type of seen
2| under consideration and let the panel know its 2| generator disaster and debacle that we had earlier for
3| disposition, what changes were made in response to the 3| the future safety of all of California. And | hope that
4| feedback, and if changes weren't made, what the reason 4| many of my fellow CEP memberswill join me and the
5|why is. Butthat is, as David aluded to, thisis one 5| others to encourage California Edison to consider this
6| avenue of engagement. We're beginning anumber of other | 6| point of view. Thank you very much.
7| things, including the public tours. And alot of people 7 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Thank you very much, Gene.
8| request a speaker to have somebody come out to their 8| | just want to remind the public that at our last
9| group and talk about decommissioning. So thank you for 9| meeting we agreed that there were alarge number of
10| being here and participating in this. 10| important technical issues surrounding the choice of dry
11 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Great. Thank you very 11| casks and the kind of vendor and the kind of materials
12| much, Chris. | just want to seeif there are any other 12| involved, and these ultimately are -- involved tradeoffs
13| opening remarks from the panel. | know, Gene Stone, you |13| and they also involve a huge amount of technical
14| wanted to make acomment. Do you want to make that 14| information. And the agreement that we made on this
15| comment now, or would you prefer to do it after wework |15| panel wasthat | would work with a handful of members of
16| through the core of the meeting today, which is about 16| the panel who wereinterested in thistopic, including
17| the environmental assessment and the cost estimate of 17 | members of the public, and identify key technical
18| the PSDAR? 18| questions, and we would work on providing answers to
19 GENE STONE: | think now. 19| those questions. And there are seven questions. We
20 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Okay. Gene. 20| have circulated that material around. | am very close
21 GENE STONE: So | just wanted to give an 21| to having finished a draft of the lit review around
22| update on our trip to see Ken Alex on August the 14th. 22| these seven technical questions so then we can figure
23| So we went to speak with Ken a couple of days after the 23| out what we do, what we do next. It's taken ahit
24| senate committee, and we spoke to him on several items, 24| longer. It's taken me now about 50 hours of continuous
25| one of which was the dry cask to make sure that we make |25 work to just get through the literature. I1t'sahuge
Page 12 Page 14
1| the right choice here at San Onofre and €licit his help 1| amount of literaturein this area, but I'm very close,
2| todothat. So he suggested that we talk with the State 2| and | look forward in the matter of the next few daysto
3| Energy Committee, the California Energy Commission and 3| circulating that draft and also the summary of that
4| the PUC, which we did. We saw five senators that were 4| draft, which | think makes it pretty clear what's going
5| on that Energy Committee. We shared testimony from our 5| on inside the nuclear regulatory commission, what's
6| point of view. And I should say, it's Donna Gilmore and 6| going on in terms of the choice of the casks and things
7| | went up there. So then we received an invitation to 7| likethat. Andso | thank al of you for your
8| the next senate hearing sometime next year. | don't 8| indulgence, everyone for their patience and avery large
9| believe the date has been set yet. So now we have 9| number of people for their time and input as we work
10| ongoing meetings and talks with all of these agencies. 10| through this technical material.
11| Because in this committee we've had discussion about a 11 Let me just say one last thing about this,
12| Californiaconsolidation plan. | brought that up to 12| which ismy goal in thisisto make thistechnically
13| him, and hisfirst reaction was he laughed. He just 13| accurate but also understandabl e to average people,
14| said he didn't know anyone that would take on an effort 14| which turns out to not always be true in our seaand
15| like that because it would take, in his mind, 50 or 60 15| chemistry documents. So we're trying to get this right,
16 | yearsto make that happen. So he didn't see Governor 16| but also to make this as accessible to the broad public
17| Brown taking on that issue and thought it was avery 17| that wants to read this material and understand how
18| uphill battle for all of usto consider. So -- and my 18| these choices are made, what we really know about
19| -- the last thing | wanted to say was that | have been 19| corrosion and things like that, which are very important
20| talking with different members of the CEP here, and | 20| guestions for the last-term aging of casks. Okay.
21| believe that many members of the CEP and many membersof |21 Now let's move on to the core part of our
22| the public that are sitting here tonight want what we 22| meeting tonight, which is going to revolve around a
23| aretrying to say to California Edison that this process 23| briefing from Edison and Tom Palmisano, Chief Nuclear
24| should be slowed down to ensure the best possible choice 24| Officer of Edison, will walk us through the highlights
25| of dry cask canistersis made, and that the money is 25| of these three documents that we have in front of us.
Page 13 Page 15
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1| There will be opportunitiesto ask clarifying questions 1| also reviewed recent decommissioning plant submittals to
2| by the panel along the way, plus opportunities at the 2| the NRC from other utilities. What are these other
3| end to ask more questions and have some discussion about 3| utilities providing to meet the NRC's expectations, what
4| this. So, Tom Palmisano, the floor isyours. 4| isthe NRC looking for when they review these. The
5 TOM PALMISANO: Okay. Thank you very much. | 5| content is basically adescription of the plant
6| I'd liketo stand up so | can really talk to not only 6 | decommissioning activities, the development of the
7| the panel, but the audience more directly. Excuse me. 7| schedule for these activities, the expected cost and the
8| So what I'm going to do tonight, | have a heavy duty 8| discussion of the environmental impacts. Now, we
9| laser pointer to seeif this can show on the screen. |Is 9| decided in June 2013 to permanently cease operation at
10| that visible at all? Doesn't look likeit. Well 10| or decommissioning. So we all need to think about this
11| abandon the laser pointer. So what I'm going to do 11| astheinitia plan. It certainly will be changed over
12| tonight, alittle different sequence in the agenda. I'm 12| time as we do more detailed planning. We're expected to
13| going to talk about the post shutdown decommissioning 13| keep thisup to date. So the process from here on out,
14| activitiesreport. We've talked about this a bit 14| and if you were at the NRC informational meeting in
15| previoudly, and I've showed documents from the Kewaunee |15| September of 2013, they covered some of this, and in the
16| plant to the Crystal River plant with the panel, and | 16 | workshop Bruce Watson, a branch chief of the NRC, also
17| think we've posted that for the public. Thisisa 17| talked about this recently with us. So we will submit
18 | summary level document, typically about 50 pages. The 18| the PSDAR to the NRC for review. A copy is sent to the
19| content requirements are mandated by the NRC, and it 19| state of Californiafor information. That'sa
20| summarizes the overall decommissioning plan, it 20| requirement. The NRC reviews and confirms that the post
21| summarizes the environmental impact evaluation, and it 21| shutdown decommissioning activities report is adequate.
22| summarizes the decommissioning cost estimate, and it's 22| In other words, it meets the regulatory requirement for
23| supported by these other documents. The environmental 23| content. It hasall the required content and the
24| impact evaluation we'll talk about. We had the workshop 24| required level of detail. They also at that point post
25| on this, and we went into afair amount of depth on what 25| the PSDAR publically. Now, we have posted the drafts
Page 16 Page 18
1|itis. We've provided it to the panel back on August 1| publically. They will noticeit in the federal register
2| 1st, and it'savoluminous report. Thisisan 2| that thisisthe submittal that's available for public
3| evaluation done under the federal NEPA, National 3| review and comment. We will also post it on our website
4| Environmental Policy Act, and the NOC'simplementation | 4| aswe submit it. So you'll have multiple ways to access
5| of that to assess decommissioning, and then the 5| the final document. The NRC then has a 90-day period,
6 | decommissioning cost estimate. As part of moving into 6| and during that period they will hold a public meeting
7| decommissioning, we are required to do a site-specific 7| to discuss the PSDAR. We will be at that meeting and we
8| decommissioning cost estimate. What we've been required | 8| will explain the PSDAR both to the NRC and to the
9| by the NRC and the California Public Utility Commission 9| public, and then they will talk about their review and
10| for anumber of yearsisfor the Public Utility 10| solicit any comments from the public. We are not
11| Commission every three yearsto provide a cost estimate 11| alowed to proceed with major decommissioning
12| and an update. Annually we update the NRC to assurethe |12 activities. Some of you remember -- may remember our
13| funds are being contributed to and maturing properly. 13| first meeting we talked about three large phases to
14| Now, though, thisisthefirst site-specific analysis of 14| decommissioning. We're in the planning phase. Not only
15| the decommissioning cost of San Onofre. Again, wewent |15|inthefirst two and a half years we're not authorized
16| into thisin some depth in the workshop so I'll recap 16| to conduct major decommissioning activities, which are
17| that and welll really see what your questions are now 17| large radioactive component removal, things like that.
18] that you've had some time with the detailed documents. 18| Yes?
19| So with that, what I've just given you the overview and 19 WILLIAM PARKER: Question. Bill Parker.
20| then we'll take CEP comments, questions. The sequence |20 | Where will those public hearings be held, in Washington
21| hereas| laid it out, so the post shutdown 21| orin Cdifornia?
22| decommissioning report, this simple slide tells you the 22 TOM PALMISANO: No, they'll be held locally.
23| basis starts with 10CFR, Code of Federal Regulations, 23| The onewe did last fall | think was done in Oceanside.
24| Section 50, Part 82. Then the NRC Regulatory Guide 24| They are held in the vicinity of the plant to make it
25| 1.185. Just alot of background detail for you. We 25| accessible to the locate stakeholders.
Page 17 Page 19
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1 WILLIAM PARKER: Thank you. 1| to 12 months to develop the initial decommissioning
2 TOM PALMISANO: So, anyway. So during this 2| plan. Asl said earlier, thisisaninitial plan. It
3| 90-day period the NRC reviews this, the public has an 3| isdtill somewhat high level. We have yet to hirea
4| opportunity to comment. The NRC, thisis not adocument 4| decommissioning contractor who will come in and do the
5| like alicense amendment where they formally approveit. 5| more detailed planing underneath this level, and that's
6| After 90 daysif they have questions, we're expected to 6| ayear away before we do that. So we've seen -- we've
7 | respond and amend the report if they feel something is 7| shown you the 20-year time line before. 1'm not going
8| lacking. But if they have no questions, they accept it, 8| to spend alot of time. | just want to recap. Thetop
9| and at the end of 90 daysiswe're authorized to move 9| lineisnot to scale. The bold vertical lineis January
10| into phase two of decommissioning. Thelast lineis 10| 2016. So everything to the left of that isin this
11| particularly important. The PSDAR isaliving document. 11| preliminary planning phase. We've talked before about
12| We arerequired to keep it up to date. It'snot ona 12| the various license submittals, about the physical
13| frequency. It'sredlly as our plans change or 13| changes we made to the plan as we retire systems, we
14| conditions change. And, you know, if thereisamajor 14| drain acids and caustics out of systemswe no longer
15| change to a planned activity or a schedule, we want to 15| need. All of that is part of the preliminary
16 | use adifferent process than we've previously described 16| activities. Those are not major decommissioning
17| or adifferent sequence, we need to update the PSDAR. 17| activities. Decisions which we have not made yet on how
18| The NRC really uses that to outline their inspection 18| to expand the ISFSI, what vendor to select, that's all
19| activitiesif they come and inspect. Now, we also have 19| in the planning phase. To theright of the bold line
20| virtually weekly contact with the NRC for inspection 20| would be the start of phase two once the NRC accepts the
21| planning, so that's somewhat of nominal requirement. We |21| PSDAR and the associated documents. That for usis
22| aso submit any updates to the state of Californiaas 22| hasically first quarter 2016 when we really mobilize the
23| well. Recent plants who have entered decommissioning or |23 | decommissioning contractor, do the more detailed
24| proceeded through decommissioning might update a PSDAR |24 | planning and begin the start of major dismantlement and
25| three or four time during the course of a 10- or 15-year 25| decontamination phase. And then to the far right, a
Page 20 Page 22
1| period. It'snot afrequent thing. It's major changes 1] little hard to read, you'll seethings like license
2| and likewise major cost changes need to be reported in 2| termination plan, site restoration. License termination
3| the PSDAR. 3| plan we'll talk more about that as we complete the
4 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Canyou say acouple 4| nuclear radiological piece of decommissioning. We have
5| words, Tom, about what other plants have found to be 5| to go through the NRC to actually demonstrate we've meet
6| major things that they have learned along the way that 6| the cleanup criteria and terminate the NRC license, and
7| could not have been anticipated in the original PSDAR. 7| then there are other activities to finish the site for
8 TOM PALMISANO: Sure. Thetypesof changes | 8| nonradiological cited restoration. Now, with that I'm
9| you might see, one would be a cost change, because the 9| going to show you a slide you have not seen before. So
10| PSDAR summarize the cost estimate and they're separate | 10| from here on out we're going to talk about three
11| reporting, but if you have a major cost change you do 11| categories of activities and three categories of cost.
12| need to update your PSDAR. Let's say you decideyou're |12| License termination -- yes, Sir.
13| going to change your sequence or you decide you'regoing |13 TED QUINN: ThisisTed Quinn. Isit
14| to not remove a containment building. You're going to 14| possible to get -- for the committee membersto get a
15| decontaminate it, release it radiologically but leave it 15| large copy of that schedule?
16| in place. That would be amajor change that would cause |16 TOM PALMISANO: Yes.
17| usto do that. Thosetypes of things. If | decideto 17 TED QUINN: One that we can read.
18| use an underwater cutting tool versus alaser cutting 18 TOM PALMISANO: Yeah.
19| tool, that's not the kind of change they're interested 19 TED QUINN: | can't read this.
20| in. They'reredly interested in what's the sequence of 20 TOM PALMISANO: Well be glad to provide.
21| planned activitiesisrealy what they're interested in, 21| And | appreciate that, and | apologize for not having
22| because that's what they cue that inspections on. 22| that.
23 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Thank you. 23 TED QUINN: Okay. Thanks.
24 TOM PALMISANO: So before get into the 24 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Let mejust say that |
25| PSDAR itself, we've done alot of work in the last six 25| think the printout that we have of the dlidesisa
Page 21 Page 23
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generation old. | think | saw -- it was an earlier
draft of the dides. Oh, no| -- my printout. My
fault. So thereisan accurate printout here somewhere.

TOM PALMISANO: Yeah.

CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Oh, that's the source of
the microscopic comment. Yea, let's post those slides
onling, if that's possible.

TOM PALMISANO: Wewill. We aways do.
They've all be been posted before.

© 00 N O U~ W DN PP

removal of facilities on the site as we complete the
decommissioning. With that -- going alittle too fast.
Okay. Thisisasdlideyou have not seen before. And,
again, we'll get you abigger copy. I've color coded
the activities, though. Thetop lineisthelicense
termination activities, the center section in yellow is
the spent fuel management activities, and the red at the
bottom is the site restoration period. Thisisalevel

of detail that I'm going to show you in a minute, and

10 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Maybein the futurewhen |10|I'm going to take us back to this slide. So beforel go
11| there are things like this that are so important, we can 11| over this slide, on the next table thisis out of the
12| circulate a copy of the dides that are going to be 12| PSDAR and the decommissioning cost estimate. Thisis
13| particularly hard to read. 13| the level of detail we touched on a bit in the workshop,
14 TOM PALMISANO: Well do that. And for 14| put really now we've finalized theinitia plan. So
15| something like atimeline, | can bring in alarge 15| these time periods on the left you can see June 13th --
16| 11 X 17 and make it available to the public as well as 16| June of 2013 to December 2013. Y ou see period two,
17| the panel, so thank you for that. We will do that. 17| which we're in now, January 2014 to June 2015 on down.
18 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Thank you. Well, let me |18| These define in the PSDAR and the cost estimate the six
19| just say that the world's trees are already trembling 19| periods for the NRC license termination. And I'm not
20| from the people who've printed out the documentsin 20| going to read every line, but I'll narrate the major
21| advance of today's meeting, so don't ask for too much 21| activities. In the description column are activities
22| paper. 22| like, you know, vendor mobilization, system
23 TOM PALMISANO: Yeah. And wewould 23| decontamination, reactor internals removal preparation.
24| encourage thisis al posted online so please download 24| Sothisisthelevel of detail now we've developed to
25| it, and you can then expand it on acomputer. You know, |25| inform the NRC and the public and develop our cost
Page 24 Page 26

1| please, we want this to be available to you to take a 1| estimate as to what's going to be going on in that time

2| look at this. 2| period. Likewise there are periods for spent fuel

3 So the categories license termination is 3| management, and there is actually two major periods

4| really what the NRC regulates in terms of the 4| here. Thefirst one, June 2013 all the way to December

5| radiological decommissioning and release of the plant. 5| 2049, thisisthe period where we transfer the fuel from

6| Spent fuel management clearly regulated by the NRC, but 6| wet storage to dry storage and the dry storage facility,

7| adifferent category of activity and cost. And the 7| the independent spent fuel storage facility exists. And

8| third is site restoration, which is not an NRC activity. 8| then after the Department of Energy steps up and

9| Thisisthe activity that is of interest to the owners, 9| performs, the fuel's removed from the site. Current
10| to the states, to the counties, to the local 10| dates from the Department of Energy put that in the 2049
11| communities. Thisisrealy removing buildings. For 11| time period. We will then demolish the ISFSI and remove
12| example, most sites would really do all three and 12| that facility as part of the license termination plan.
13| restore a site, let's say, to agreen field condition 13 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Canl just -- can you
14| such aswas donein Main Y ankee, Connecticut Y ankee, Big |14 | update us as to the status of the integrated fuel
15| Rock Poaint, et cetera. But if you wereto go to the 15| management program. There was some commentsin advance
16| Trojan Plant in Oregon, when they originally 16| of the meeting about where we stand with that. We
17| decommissioned they left the containment building 17| looked aready at adraft. Where are we with that
18| initialy. If you go to Rancho Seco near Sacrament, | 18| process and where are we --
19| believe their containment building is still there. 19 TOM PALMISANO: That document is drafted.
20| They've completed the license termination and 20| Comments have been incorporated. We had the workshop,
21| radiological decommissioning, which means they've 21| the fuels workshop, and then the CEP meeting in May was
22| cleaned all the radioactivity and satisfied the NRC. 22| devoted to the radiated fuel management plan. So that
23| The building isreleased. Thenit'sanon NRC licensed 23| document has been reviewed and commented on by the panel
24| facility from that standpoint. That's not our intent, 24| members. If we've gotta close the loop with comment
25| but that'swhat's in site restoration is completing the 25| disposition, we'll include that, as Chris said in the
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1| earlier comment. But that basically is pending final 1 WILLIAM PARKER: Exactly.
2| approval by the owners and then submittal to the NRC. 2 TOM PALMISANO: Weal share the skepticism,
3 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Okay. So that's still 3| but I needed something to base a cost estimate and a
4| with the owners right now. 4| schedule on, so that'sthe best | have to date. We're
5 TOM PALMISANO: Yeah, that isstill with us 5| not naive. So we'll be glad to discussthat at an
6| at this point, yeah. And that would be my intent isto 6| upcoming --
7| submit that along with the post shutdown decommissioning | 7 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: There has been alot of
8| activities report, the decommissioning cost estimate at 8| discussion about devoting a meeting early in 2015,
9| the same time in the latter part of September. Yes, 9| perhaps the first quarter of 2015, to refresh on where
10| sir. 10| we stand. | think at that point we come back, we have
11 WILLIAM PARKER: Aswe've talked about 11| began this very interesting conversation about what, if
12| before, Tom, these documents and time periods are within | 12| anything, we can do in Southern Californiato help put
13| the NRC context. So you're talking about transferring 13| pressure on the federal government. All these jokes
14| thefuel to the federal government by 2049? 14| begin when the DOE doesits job. And then you
15 TOM PALMISANO: 2049, yesh. 15| continually express the joke after that. So we need --
16 WILLIAM PARKER: And that'sthe guidanceyou |16 | we're going to visit al that in 2015, but | think for
17| have from the NRC. Those are the documentsyou haveto |17 | the purposes of this, we need to stay focused on these
18| submit to the NRC. But at some point can you sharewith |18| regulatory filings because they're coming up and we want
19| this panel what Southern California Edison would do in 19| to make our input time.
20| the event that the federal government doesn't meet its 20 TOM PALMISANO: Right. | appreciate that.
21| requirements and what your internal planning is for that 21 GENE STONE: In addition, one last thing on
22| possibility. | understand these are the NRC 22| that. When you give us those alternative plans that you
23| requirements, but | would hope you would be |ooking 23| might have, will that include the cost and how the money
24| beyond the regulatory requirementsto the likely 24| isgoing to be spent after that?
25| possibility that these materials will be on site well 25 TOM PALMISANO: So, Gene, | think we'll come
Page 28 Page 30
1| beyond -- 1|inand talk about what the contingency will beif the
2 TOM PALMISANO: Andwecertainly are. And| | 2| DOE can't perform, and welll talk wholistic. So I'll be
3| think we -- 3| glad to put that on there, okay.
4 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Please. Please. Asis 4 So now that I've shown you atable, | really
5| the norm in these meetings, let'sjust allow the 5| want to take you back to the diagram here. So the panel
6| exchange to happen. People -- 6| members have, | guess, areduced copy of the slides. So
7 TOM PALMISANO: Wecertainly are, and | 7| 1 want to give you afedl looking at the green -- the
8| think we're planning on another event on spent fuel 8| green lines at thetop. Thelong bar, thefirst of the
9| early next year, and | think we'll be able to talk about 9| long bars would be decommissioning period three. Let me
10| what the longer term plans look like. 10| giveyou afeel for that. So that's scheduled July 2015
11 WILLIAM PARKER: To fully understand, there | 11| to June of 2019. At that point we've entered the major
12| are certain things you have to do for the NRC which are 12| decommissioning phase. We're mobilizing avendor, we're
13| mandated and you obviously have to go through it, but 13| decontaminating the radioactive systems that are
14| there is another set of issues that you might share with 14| generally in the containment building or the auxiliary
15| usindependent of the NRC. 15| building, the fuel-handling building, and we're
16 TOM PALMISANO: What's the contingency plan? | 16| preparing and starting the early process of removing the
17 WILLIAM PARKER: Exactly. 17| highly radioactive internals of the reactor. So we're
18 TOM PALMISANO: Just to clarify, the 18| early in the process of the radiological decommissioning
19| assumption on spent fuel really comes from the 19| at that point, preparing to take those system, the
20| Department of Energy. 20| decontaminating, cut them out, cut them up into pieces,
21 WILLIAM PARKER: Understood. 21| prepare them for shipment offsite. Asyou then work
22 TOM PALMISANO: Yeah, they're responsible. 22| through the sequence, the fourth bar from the left, the
23| The dates are they going to perform for the industry in 23| fourth green bar we're in the large plant systems and
24| 2024 and complete San Onofre by 2049? Those are the 24| large component removal. So we've done the planning.
25| best dates they've given us. 25| We've started to deal with the highly radioactive
Page 29 Page 31
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1| components. We're now continuing to work to removethe | 1| Understand, it's an assumption. Well talk about that
2| primary and auxiliary systems, typically the nuclear or 2| inthefuture. Followed on the last two yellow blocks
3| radiological systemsin the plant during that time 3| on the lower right there are actually the demolition of
4| period. The shorter block we've largely at that point 4| the ISFSI and the license termination process for the
5| we're 2022 to 2024. At that point on this schedule we 5| ISFSI and all the fuel removed from the site. Then the
6| would envision having the radioactive systems removed 6| site restoration periods, that, as| said, isredlly the
7| from the buildings. We're now into decontaminating the 7| non radiological decommissioning. And as you can see,
8| remaining materia of the buildings at that time for the 8| al thisproceedsin parallel. The radiological
9| nuclear part of the plant or the radiological part of 9| decommissioning startsfirst. The -- the -- thefirst
10| the plant. Then the long green line, July of 2024 to 10| block isreadly transitioning, planning, which we'rein.
11| December 2032, there is a couple activities. 11| The second block, June of 2015 to July of 2017, we're
12| Fundamentally we're completing removing the radiological |12 | starting to dismantle some of the exterior buildings not
13| buildings and we're entering the license termination 13| directly associated with producing power, some of the
14| process. And the way the NRC rules, we're two years 14| makeup water systems, some of the storage buildings on
15| before the end | submit a license termination plan, and 15| the west side of 1-5. Think about the north and south
16| that's a detailed plan that really documents the 16| end of the sites where we remove the non radiol ogical
17| radiological cleanup, the surveys that have been done to 17| buildings. And then you get into what would be the
18| demonstrate we've achieved the NRC's criteriafor 18| third and the fourth blocks. We're starting into some
19| radiological cleanup and allows them to comein to 19| greater non radiological building demolition, removing
20| independently review and sample to confirm that. And 20| structures down to a certain depth, and really the
21| that isalicense amendment process with the typical 21| process of removing all the structures to turn the site
22| public notice and hearing opportunities, et cetera. So 22| back into agreen field condition. So that's what the
23| the way the licenseis terminated is through alicense 23| big picturelooks like. Thisiswhat is now summarized
24| termination process. So that would complete the 24| inthe PSDAR and the decommissioning cost estimate. And
25| radiological or license termination by 2032. Basically 25| thisisrealy thefirst time we've showed this level of
Page 32 Page 34
1| our 20-year plan, the end of 2032. 1| detail.
2 The center section is spent fuel. So if you 2 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: So let me seeif there are
3| look at -- let's take the second bar from the left, 3| comments and question about this, mindful that thereis
4| whichisthelong bar. ThisisJuly 2014 to June of 4| alot of other stuff we want to look at. | asked you to
5| 2019. Thisisthe period during which we would be 5| talk about the PSDAR first, though, because thisisin
6| selecting a vendor, which we're in the process of 6| some senseisthereal strategic document and strategic
7| evaluating, deciding how to expand the independent 7| vision so it's of special importance here. Comments and
8| storage facility pad, depending on which vendor we 8| questions that people would like to raise. Ten Quinn.
9| select, and actually expanding the pad, fabricating and 9 TED QUINN: In the schedule that you have,
10| delivering the casks, and then offloading both fuel 10| at what point does the ocean pipes, piping, no longer
11| poolsinto the casks. Our planis by June of 2019, | 11| required to carry water in it?
12| think end of 2019, to have the two fuel pools offloaded 12 TOM PALMISANO: That'sagood question.
13| and al the fuel in dry fuel store casks on the pad at 13| We're actually engineering how to remove our dependance
14| San Onofre. So we've decided to do that early in the 14| on ocean pooling now. So in the planning phase, again,
15| sequence, and | appreciate some of the comments about 15| that's not major decommissioning. | have about 20 to 22
16| timing. Y ou know, everything we've researched would 16 | what are called effluent streams. | use saltwater
17| indicate moving fuel to dry fuel storage probably makes |17 cooling that continues to cool the fuel cool systems,
18| sense from a safety standpoint as opposed to continuing | 18| for example. So I'm engineering a modification to put
19| at an extended wet storage period when we have achoice. [19| in an aternate cooling system that is truer an air
20| Then the long period really, the long bars are just 20| cooler so that | can remove that saltwater. And we've
21| storage. So al the fuel in the ISFSI we're downin 21| got a septic system for, you know, some of the office
22| storage, operating the facility, maintaining the 22| puildings. We're looking at how to eliminate the need
23| facility, surveilling the facility, aging management 23| for that. That isdiluted and discharged. We've got
24| programs. And then that runs all the way out to 2049 24| sumps to collect rainwater so they're systematically
25| when the DOE is finished removing fuel from the site. 25| going through al the effluence. My estimate iswelll
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1| probably have most of them eliminated by early 2016. A 1| impact. Sowe'rein the early discussions with the
2| few of the more challenging ones will go alittle bit 2| Navy. Whatever we do has got to be to their
3| beyond that. That'salevel of detail we haven't worked 3| satisfaction. Wel'll have that discussion with them, and
4| out yet. We'veidentified the 20 to 22 sources of 4| then from a cost estimate standpoint to be conservative
5| discharge. Now we're systematically seeing what it 5| today, until | have an agreement that's different, I'll
6| takes to eliminate them. And thisisthekind of detail 6| estimate that I've gottaremoveit all. So that's what
7| that will evolve over the next several years, you know. 7| the cost estimate's based on.
8| Aswe develop that detail, we can give you more precise 8 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: We should probably let you
9| answers. 9| go on to the environmental -- Garry Brown and then Gene.
10 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Any other comments or 10 GARRY BROWN: | have aquestion on -- you
11| question? 11| said thisisaliving document.
12 WILLIAM PARKER: | assume that the red bar 12 TOM PALMISANO: Right. It'sfluid.
13| to thefar right is restoring the pads once the -- 13 GARRY BROWN: How fluid? | guesswhat if
14 TOM PALMISANO: Yeah. The combination of 14| down the road you find that a major cost component, a
15| the two yellow boxes and the red bar, that's once the 15| magjor thing like you have to take out the conduitsis
16| ISFSI is demolished and the license terminated, that's 16| basically mandated? That radically changes virtually
17| thefinal site restoration wherethe ISFS is. 17| everything.
18 WILLIAM PARKER: And at that point the 18 TOM PALMISANO: Sure. That would cause an
19| entire siteis back to agreen field -- 19| update.
20 TOM PALMISANO: Theentiresiteis, yeah. 20 GARRY BROWN: And so the NRC and everybody
21| That is correct. 21| understands that issues like that may totally alter what
22 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Areyou going to talk more |22 | you're submitting at this point --
23| when we get to the cost estimate about what the Navy has 23 TOM PALMISANO: Absolutely.
24| actually asked for, because the cost estimate is based 24 GARRY BROWN: And it won't come back and
25| on athree-foot below grade removal, | think? Andis 25| say, well, no, you have adeadline --
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1| that what they've asked for in regards to a bore? 1 TOM PALMISANO: No. They expect usto keep
2| What's going on with the Navy? 2| it updated. They expect communication with them. And,
3 TOM PALMISANO: Solet megive anupdateon | 3| you know, agood example might be the discussion on
4| that. Actualy, the cost estimate is based on amuch 4| spent fuel storage. Let'ssay inthreeyears| havea
5| more conservative assumption. The power plant itself is 5| different assumption that changes the timing with the
6| on an easement that was granted by the Department of the | 6| Department of Energy. | will have to revise the radio
7| Navy that datesto the early 60s. Aninitit'sgota 7| fuel management plan, the cost estimate, PSDAR and
8| couple of sentences of relatively non specific language 8| resubmit all those.
9| that obligates usto remove al improvements madeto the | 9 GARRY BROWN: So nothingiscastin

10| property. And I'm probably not phrasing that exactly to | 10| concrete.
11| the language, but we're obligated to remove all 11 TOM PALMISANO: Yeah. Thesearetheinitial
12| improvements or to a condition otherwise specified by 12| plans. When you talk a 20-year decommissioning or
13| the Navy, the landlord. So we've entered into the early 13| longer for spent fuel, everybody expects there may be
14| discussions to start to define what they will expect and 14| changes. Likel said, recent decommissioning plants
15| what is acceptable to them. Historically, commercial 15| might revise this four timesin 10, 15 years when major
16 | power reactors decommissioning in a country have never | 16| assumptions change, major conditions.
17| excavated down 60 or 90 feet to get all the non 17 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Gene.
18] radiological compacted material, base mat and pilings 18 GENE STONE: When do you submit your
19| out that you build under any facility, whether it'sa 19| decommissioning plan to the PEC?
20| tall office building or apower plant. Typically they 20 TOM PALMISANO: You'e talking about the
21| found environmentally it is smarter to excavate it down 21| ratefiling for the access of decommissioning trust
22| to acertain level, meet the radiological 22| fund, Gene?
23| decontamination criteria, and after that, backfill the 23 GENE STONE: Right.
24| deeper structures and abandon them. From an 24 TOM PALMISANO: Weintend -- Chris, you
25| environmental standpoint that has potentialy less 25| might have more specific information.
Page 37 Page 39
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1 CHRISTHOMPSON: Our intentionisto file 1| the generic impact and any other impacts small? If so,
2| the decommissioning cost estimate and other associated 2| we document that in our report. We provide the summary
3| documents in the next months, six weeks. 3| and the PSDAR to the NRC, and it's available for their
4 TOM PALMISANO: Right. Basically 4| inspection. So that's what the content is. The key
5| simultaneously with the NRC documents. 5| assumptions here, and we talked about this quite a bit
6 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Let mejust clarify that 6| in the workshop, but thisisimportant so | just want to
7| Garry Brown's question, | think it'saliving document 7| take aminute. So this one assumes that ocean conduits
8| that you update, but at the same time everybody knows 8| will not beremoved. You'll see adifferent assumption
9| that there is an uncertainty in amulti decade 9| in aminute on acost estimate. Dan?
10| engineering project. And so what you've been asked to 10 DAN STETSON: Thanks, Tom. A couple
11| dointerms of costing this out is make a series of 11| questions with reference to the conduits. Our
12| plausible worse case assumptions, things that would cost 12| understanding is that's under the jurisdiction of the
13| money, like removing the conduits. And if it turns out 13| State Lands Commission.
14| that you don't remove the conduits or there's some other 14 TOM PALMISANO: State Lands Commission.
15| deal made or whatever, then that would lower the cost. 15 DAN STETSON: An estimate for the removal of
16| But right now for the purposes of the costing, which we 16| the conduitsisin the 400 million?
17| will get to in alittle bit, you're making a series of 17 TOM PALMISANO: | -- when | talked to you
18| worse case decisions. 18| previously | had a high number. It's about a hundred
19 TOM PALMISANO: And I'll point those 19| million dollars for the conduits.
20| assumptions out. Those are exactly the types of things 20 DAN STETSON: A hundred million dollars.
21| that would cause us to revise the document. 21| What's the criteria does State Lands use for that? Do
22 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Why don't we continueon |22 they do a survey of the environment to determine if
23| the environmental impact statement you left off at. 23| there is endangered specieslike hill grass? Isthere
24 TOM PALMISANO: So with that, again, and | 24| -- how long does that take for the public hearings? A
25| would urge everybody -- the panel members have seen 25| little on that process, if you would, please.
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1| this. The public, download this from the website. 1 TOM PALMISANO: Sure. We went through -- |
2| Please take alook at this. So the environmental impact 2| should baseline everybody. We are -- have aready
3| evauation. We discussed this pretty extensively at the 3| partially decommissioned the unit one plant, unit one
4| workshop before we gave you the full document. So I'm 4| reactor and al of the aboveground portionisgone. As
5| going to step through and really summarize what you've 5| part of that we face the conduit question. Do we remove
6| aready heard. The basis document, again, this 6| them? Do they stay? And we were ableto discuss this
7| environmental impact evaluation is designed to satisfy 7| with the State Lands Commission and reach agreement to
8| the NRC requirements under NEPA. Separately welll start 8| leave them in place and abandon them. We'rein the
9| dealing with the California Environmental Quality Act, 9| process of completing that work. We've removed some

10| and I'll touch on that briefly. That isreally yet to 10| vertical access risers and leave the horizontal portion.

11| come. Sothisisdesigned to satisfy the NRC 11| And that for unit one is deemed to be an environmentally
12| requirements. The content, the way the NRC does this, 12| acceptable alternative as opposed to tearing out several
13| they have done a generic environmental impact assessment |13 | thousand feet of piping on the seabed. Asfar asthe

14| of decommissioning activities. And thisredly starts 14| process for unit two and three, we have not entered the
15| with environmental impact assessments were done when the | 15| discussion with the State Lands Commission yet. Linda,
16| reactors were sited and first built and have been kept 16| | see you in theroom. Do you know how long unit one
17| up to date as the plant has been operated and modified. 17| discussions took before we had that approved?

18| We've looked at generic decommissioning activities and 18 LINDA: 1 think it took only a couple of

19| identified the impacts. What we're required to do now 19| years only because of the CEQA process and preparation
20| that we have our initial plans developed islook at each 20| of the EIR in 2005.

21| of the factors and conclude are we covered by the 21 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Just for the record, it

22| genericsimpact? We have some site-specific 22| took just acouple of years, just because of the

23| differences. And we summarize and analyze each of the 23| microphone.

24| factors. So that'swhat this does. Once we -- you 24 TOM PALMISANO: Yeah. SoLindaworkedin
25| know, once we complete that, we judge are we covered by | 25| our environmental --
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CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Just tell usjust for the
purpose of record how long --

TOM PALMISANO: So the impression was about
how long that takes. So we start with the State Lands
Commission. They will enter the CEQA process, have to
do an environmental EIR, | think, impact report. And
that process took about two years on unit one. Because
we've aready doneit for unit one, it may take a
shorter period of time for units two and three. The
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there isamuch higher level of consciousness today
among the people of California.on how important it isto
protect the coast. And certainly | think people view it

as more of aresource. And | just came off of nine

years of trying to change the laws for how do we handle
tearing out the oil platforms and when those are
decommissioned. It was anumber of those. But without
getting into it now, there were -- the discussion was

the reefs and so don't take them out, but two and a half

10| other thing for unit one, we had to look at any 10| million dollars we spent trying to prove. And some
11| radiological contamination and ensure the NRC and State | 11| structures were producing reefs, and the onesin the
12| Lands there was no residual radiological contamination. 12| shallower depth were not. It was decided that the oil
13 DAN STETSON: Underwater surrounding the 13| company wouldn't have to remove one of the structures.
14| conduits? 14| They haveto bring in actuaries to determine how much
15 TOM PALMISANO: In the conduits. 15| money they're saving, and a percentage of that savings,
16 DAN STETSON: Oh, in the conduits. 16| like 60 to 70 percent has got to be paid to the state to
17 TOM PALMISANO: In the conduits. Because 17| finance coastal restoration projects. Soin your area,
18| thereisdischarge. Discharges. Radiological 18] just to kind of make the assumption, well, we were
19| discharges would go through the conduits. Soit'sa 19| successful then, we will be now. We can abandon it so
20| complicated discussion plan. We intend to enter that 20| we don't really have to do an environmental impact on
21| with the State Lands Comission for units two and three. 21| impacts of removing them, so, therefore, thereisno
22| Those are activities yet to come. 22| negative impacts. | think it'snaive. Justin the last
23 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: But unitstwo and three 23| dide we were talking about -- Chairman Victor said, you
24| are heat transfer, not -- there's no radiol ogical 24| know, this document you're working on today plans for
25| discharges. 25| worse case scenario, and you're not planning on aworse
Page 44 Page 46
1 TOM PALMISANO: No there has been -- there 1| case scenario because you should be planning on taking
2| has been radiological discharge through the units two 2| those out, because that was the commitment.
3| and three conduits as well. 3 TOM PALMISANO: | am, and the cost -- go
4 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: | know thisissue cameup | 4| ahead.
5| last night. Let me seeif there are other comments. 5 CHRISTHOMPSON: | think the way that the
6| Garry Brown. 6| cost estimate, you know, the conduits was slightly
7 GARRY BROWN: | apologize. | was out of 7| different. We entered into alease termination
8| town at the workshop and so | didn't have benefit. The 8 | agreement with the State Lands Commission who isleasing
9| one month we had, and I've been out for three so I'm 9| theland. Theterms of thelast currently say we will
10| just getting up to speed. The removal of the conduits 10| remove the conduits. Asa part of that agreement to
11| -- and | represent a coastal protection organization and 11| terminate the lease, the State Lands Commission will do
12| anetwork throughout the state -- is very problematic to 12| an environmental assessment of us abiding by the terms
13| us. Basicaly the owners promised in the lease 13| of the lease removal. In the case of the unit one
14| agreement when they built it that they would remove 14| conduits, they came -- they came to the conclusion
15| these and take the -- and return it to its natural 15| through their CEQA analysisit was an environmentally
16| state. Now basically there is adesire to renege on 16| preferred alternative to not remove them. It wasn't
17| that and abandon them and leave them in. Y ou have 17| that we --
18| confidence because you won that issue to leave the 18 GARRY BROWN: I'mjust saying, alot of
19| conduit in for plant number one. That was somewhere 19| science from that time until now.
20| around 1990. 20 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Let mejust intervene
21 TOM PALMISANO: Well, plant -- you know, one |21| because I'm mindful of thetime. What | hear from the
22| shut down | believe '92, but the decommissioning 22| comments here and what | heard from last night's meeting
23| occurred after 2000, so that's afairly recent. | mean, 23| at the Ocean Ingtitute in Dana Point is that thisis an
24| within 10 years, 15 years. 24| issue that people care alot about and need to be
25 GARRY BROWN: | guessmy pointis| think 25| attentiveto it, and there are also of course larger
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1| compliance questions related to Lands Commission and 1| differences in these assumptions then were unit one

2| other environmental assessments. The environmental 2| assumptions?

3| assessment that we're looking at tonight is the 3 TOM PALMISANO: | wasn't involved in the

4| environmental assessment required by the NRC as part of | 4| unit one decommissioning, Ted. | think fundamentally

5| the larger PSDAR filing and so on. So thisis not the 5| they're the same, but | would have to check. Again,

6| only environmental assessment that will be relevant to 6| that was done, you know, initially a number of years

7| this. Therewill be avariety of others. | think 7| ago. Sowelll take an action to compare those.

8| there'sadlide later that will talk about this. So let 8 TED QUINN: Okay.

9| me say that | think we as the CEP need to comeback and | 9 TOM PALMISANO: Yes, Pat.
10| look at this question and see if it's something useful 10 PAT BATES: Arethese environmental
11| we can do in the CEP with Edison and with the key 11| evaluations the same process? Arethey vulnerableto
12| stakeholders and the various communities, including 12| |egal challenges by the public? Arethey certified by
13| several members of this panel, and provide some input 13| any --
14| here. My understanding isthat it's not material to 14 TOM PALMISANO: Thisisdone under the NRC's
15| what you are filing with the NRC right now, but it is of 15| NEPA process, so the NRC already has the generic
16| course material to the Lands Commission and the other 16 | environmental impact evaluation that has been subject to
17| state environmental departments. 17| public scrutiny, and | basically compare our plansto
18 CHRIS THOMPSON: A three-second point. We |18| that. So whether this could be challenged, the NRC does
19| would like your feedback and input on. That isthe CEQA |19 not have a hearing process for this. They certainly
20| processis obviously a public process and there is 20| will take comments. The CEQA process | think is going
21| opportunity for public involvement. 21| to be the more publically transparent processinitialy.
22 TOM PALMISANO: Sothereisaset of 22| The NRC's process will pick up with an actual
23| assumptions here, you see my note. These are different 23| environment assessment as part of license termination
24| than some of the decommissioning costs. Inthe 24| when we're done.
25| decommissioning cost estimate I'm assuming they're 25 PAT BATES: Okay.
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1| removed. So we're budgeting, we're planning the money 1 TOM PALMISANO: You've seen this before, a

2| to remove them. An assumption hereisthe State Lands 2| summary with all those assumptions and the analysis we

3| Commission will conclude in their processitis 3| did. All of the impacts are judged to be small, which

4| advantageous to leave them. If that doesn't -- if that 4| basically saysthat we are covered by the generic

5| doesn't happen, we will have to remove them. Well 5| assessment and our site-specific assessment. So the

6 | update the environmental impact assessment for the NRC. 6| next steps, so thiswork is designed to comply with the

7| Sothisisnot afinal decision, if youwill. It'sa 7| NEPA Act. Wewill aso adhere asto the California

8| planning basis. Thefinal decisionswill be made really 8| Environmental Quality Act, which we have not started

9| under the CEQA process. 9| into yet. Things like the State Lands Commission
10 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: We need to let you 10| looking at the disposition of the conduits will be
11| continue on, Tom, because we still have the PEC and much |11 subject to the CEQA process and our environmental impact
12| of the environment -- 12| report. So we have quite a bit that will start to
13 TOM PALMISANO: Wédll, I'll just hit these 13| happen in the future on environmental reviews with the
14| quickly. No blasting during decommission. Some plants |14 | state process. And you can see a summary of the -- just
15| use explosive to take major concrete buildingsdown. We |15 ashort list of the agencies CEQA that are involved
16| will not. It'stoo sensitive of an area. Maintain 16| starting with the NRC, Department of the Navy on down
17| existing land use zoning designations. Limit 17| through State Lands, Coastal Commission, State Regional
18| dewatering. Thesiteis dewatered in aconsiderable 18| Water Board, et cetera.
19| radius during construction. We will much more severally |19 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Let me seeif thereare
20| limit that during deconstruction to minimize the 20| other questions. Let mejust quickly ask on the CEQA,
21| environmental impact. We know thereis no drinking 21| Cdlifornia Environmenta Quality Act, presumably that
22| wells, and you can seetherest. Limit excavation to 22| process needs to have run its course before you begin
23| areaprevioudy disturbed. Wewon't go outsidewhat has |23 | major decommissioning activities or removal activities
24| already been excavated when the plant was built. 24| or whatever theright term of art is. When do you plan
25 TED QUINN: Very quickly, Tom. Isthere any 25| to begin the CEQA process, and what's your expectations
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1| for how that's going to unfold? 1| Onofre and San Onofre communities, because we're moving
2 TOM PALMISANO: We have scheduled several | | 2| ahead, but NRC islooking at us and asking what's
3| think in the 4th quarter at the latest we'll start the 3| working, what's not working. Because basically they
4| dialog with the State Lands about the conduit. | think 4| don't have a strategy for the overall decommissioning
5| that will be the early topic that starts the CEQA 5| process and the regulations around it. So | think it
6| process. 6 | would be very helpful to get someinput intime on
7 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: 1 think it would be very 7| whether the GEISis actually kind of a good way of
8| helpful if thereisarole the CEP can playing. There 8| thinking about the environment.
9| arelots of other people that are enthusiastic about 9 TOM PALMISANO: Sure. Might | suggest, and
10| playing roles, I'm sure. |If thereisarole the CEP can 10| when the NRC schedules the public meeting on the PSDAR,
11| play, it would be helpful for us with the CEP to begin 11| that is actually -- decommission is under the Federal
12| to make alist of the elements of this where there would 12| State Materials and Environmental division of the NRC,
13| be useful public input so that we've got an 13| so we've got the right group who will be able to talk to
14| environmental review that's not only compliant with the 14| us.
15| law, but also iskind of strategic as to how the 15 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Grest.
16| decommissioning process might affect the environment, 16 TOM PALMISANO: So decommissioning cost
17| things -- 17| estimate. Similar format. You seethe basis. | guess
18 TOM PALMISANO: We can certainly take an 18| my thumb is faster than the dlide.
19| action as we firm up our schedule to start the 19 GENE STONE: Tom, while you're there can |
20| discussions with State Lands or the Costal Commissions, |20 | ask you a question?
21| the CEQA process, to brief you on the schedule and see 21 TOM PALMISANO: Certainly, please.
22| what level, what timing works for the CEP. 22 GENE STONE: The environmental impact
23 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Let's make sure asthe 23| evaluation is very troubling so | would like many of the
24| follow-on to this meeting that we report back to the 24| CEP membersto look closer at it. We talked a bit about
25| members that weren't here tonight. That we give them a 25| it last night. But it seems very convenient that a
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1| little bit of update as to this discussion. Dan -- 1| majority of the environmental effects are small, which |
2 DAN STETSON: Just that, Tom, it would be 2| guestion the use of the word small in thefirst place.
3| great to know which of these agencies are responsible 3| I think I've done it one other time. But | think it's
4| for what activities. 4| something we need to comment on, as David said, by the
5 TOM PALMISANO: And we can do that. Aswe 5| public and more strictly by the CEP members.
6| start the dialogue with the agencies, you know, the 6 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Thank you. | guess, as
7| conduit, State Lands, you know, Onshore Coastal 7| Quinn would say, it depends what you mean by the word
8| Commission, you know, California Coastal Commissionfor | 8|small. But | -- actualy, | wasn't surprise that the
9| the ISFSI expansion. So, yeah, we'll be able to 9| environmental impacts of an existing site that have
10| identify which agencies are principally interested in 10| aready been massively engineered are small. Y ou know,
11| what topic. 11| I'm upset by the comparison of the noise level of the
12 DAN STETSON: Great. Thank you. 12| noise of the surf, because somehow | think the removing
13 TOM PALMISANO: Okay. I'mgoingto moveon. |13|of apieceof concrete isdifferent than listening to
14| Just to close it, we recognize this is a very important 14| the surf, but that's maybe a matter of cosmetics. But |
15| topic. That's why we want to bring these assumptions 15| guess | wasn't surprised just the first blush that it
16 | and conclusions back in and make sure you know wherewe |16 | seemed small because we're working with asite that's
17| arein the process and what you have to come. So we 17| already massively disturbed, and the key thing is for
18| appreciate the dialogue. 18| Edison, as they've done, to commit not to go beyond the
19 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: So | would like -- during 19| site. Sol -- | guess| was not surprised.
20| our workshop there was discussions of general 20 TOM PALMISANO: And that isthe context. If
21| environmental impact statements, and | understand 21| you look at all the NRC as applied, NEPA notesit starts
22| procedurally why you compare yourself to the GEIS, as 22| with the decision to build the plant and the permitting
23| it'sknown. But it would be helpful when we look back 23| to built the plant at afederal level, and the
24| on this process for us to think about whether the GEIS 24| environmental assessments there were done there and kept
25| isworking or not. Not becauseit affects us and San 25| up to date through plant operation, and you assess are
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1| there any plant decommissioning activities going to 1 WILLIAM PARKER: What assumptions do you
2| essentially take you beyond the bounds of what's being 2| make about the availability of low level radiological
3| already assessed. And that's where you judge small, 3| waste disposal ?
4| moderate or large. So, again, the NRC people can 4 TOM PALMISANO: Well, they're embedded in a
5| probably explain how they've designed that process 5| couple of these. Really look at the bottom line, low
6| better than | can. 6| level waste buria cost escalation aswe look at a D& D
7 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Okay. | know thereis 7| period.
8| going to be questions about this process so please do -- 8 WILLIAM PARKER: And my question really
9 TOM PALMISANO: Yeah. Sodecommissioning | 9| relates to the reliability of the disposal sites being
10| cost estimate, the structure is pretty well specified by 10| available. And WIPP, for example, is out of service for
11| the NRC. We've discussed the decommissioning plan, 11| anindefinite period.
12| we've talked about assurance of adequate funding, 12 TOM PALMISANO: Well, WIPP is one of your --
13| provide the total cost by period, the periods that | 13 WILLIAM PARKER: No, WIPPisnot --
14| outlined on that bar chart is what it's talking about. 14 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: You are very dependent on
15| Summarizes the cost of services, undistributed costsand |15 Clive, Utah.
16 | some accounting termsin terms of how costs are 16 TOM PALMISANO: Yeah, Clive Utah, and there
17| accounted for. But really then outlines the cost for 17| isafacility in Texas. So | havetwo facilities| can
18] license termination of the radiological decommissioning, |18| shipmy Class A, B and C wasteto. We've already
19| spent fuel management through the expected time period |19 discussed with them -- we actually already have alife
20| and then final siterestoration. Thisdlideis 20| of (Inaudible) contract with Clive, Utah. So I've got
21| mislabeled, and | apologize. This should read 21| some certainty on availability and cost. Now, that is
22| decommissioning cost estimate assumptions. So we 22| absent achange in the political environment or a
23| duplicated adlide. We didn't catch that, so | 23| technical issue that closes the site, like occurred at
24| apologize. 24| WIPP. WIPP isagovernment -- it'sa DOE site. 1'm not
25 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: That's never happened to |25 | authorized to ship any waste there; they're not
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1| anybody else, duplicating slides. 1| authorized to takeit. So the siteswhere we are
2 TOM PALMISANO: | know. My typing skills, 1 | 2| planning on shipping waste, we've talked to both of
3| guess. So these estimates and thisis where you'll see 3| them. We have availability, again, short of something
4| some differences. So thisis aconservative estimate. 4| totally unexpected. If that were to occur, I've gotta
5| So, for example, | assume we're going to remove the 5| stop, change the plan, update my PSDAR.
6| ocean conduits. Until we have an agreement with State 6 WILLIAM PARKER: Okay. So this plan assumes
7| Lands that would tell me differently, | need to estimate 7| that those sites will meet their contractual
8| that cost. | assume all sub structures are removed. 8| obligations.
9| Until we reach resolution with the Navy, it's only 9 TOM PALMISANO: It assumesthe sitesand is
10| prudent for me to estimate that cost. And should that 10| also based on the contractual talks we've had with them
11| change, then we'll change the cost estimate, which would |11] to give us some guarantee of that. Yes, sir.
12| trigger a PSDAR update, for example. So you can seethe |12 TED QUINN: Arethe reactive vessels greater
13| key assumptions are the spent fuel pools are empty by 13| than Class C or Class C, and where are they going?
14| June of 2019, the DOE performance start date of an 14 TOM PALMISANO: We haven't determined where
15| industry level at 2024, substructuresremoval. That'sa 15| the reactor vessels are going. So the reactor vessels
16| conservative estimate. That will remove everything 16| themselves, theinternals would be greater than Class C.
17| that's been installed on the site during construction. 17| There is someinternal components highly radioactive.
18| The duration of the decon and dismantlement ending is 10 |18 | Wewill cut up, remove them. They will be stored in dry
19| years. The ocean conduits are removed and start of 19| storage casks, not fuel casks, but similar, that stores
20| decon and dismantlement 2016. That isreally the start 20| greater than Class C. After that we will likely cut up
21| of the second phase. That isn't necessarily a physical 21| the reactor vessels because of their size and ship them
22| activity. But those are the assumption behind the cost 22| for disposal. | wasinvolved in decommissioning a small
23| estimate that result in it being a 4.4 billion dollar 23| plant like Humboldt Bay in Michigan. We shipped that
24| estimate. Again, we'vetried to be conservative. Yes, 24| reactor vessel to South Carolinain about 2003. Smaller
25| dir. 25| situation. And we aso have unit one vessel from the
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unit one partial decommission that we'll deal with as
well. So there are disposal options once we remove the
greater than Class C highly radioactive waste from the
reactor vessels.

So anyway. So these are the key assumptions
for the decommissioning cost estimate. We have been
conservative where there is some doubt or we don't yet
have clarity with the Navy or the State Lands
Commission. And then as we get that clarity over the
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TOM PALMISANO: Probably the best answer,
and back to the assumptions page, overall thereisa 25
percent contingency. So if welook at afour billion
dollar estimate, 25 percent of that is contingency.
Now, we expect that contingency to go down. We're at
the point, you know, we have an initial plan, andit'sa
reasonable plan, but it's not a detailed plan yet. And
that detail will come over the next couple of years. So
as we select a decommissioning contractor, they build

10| next several years, we will revisethislist. The key 10| more detailed estimates, and | expect we will slowly
11| thing here is we want to make sure we have a 11| reduce that contingency as | have better information.
12| conservative estimate so we can ensure we have adequate |12| Typically the way you would manage a contingency.
13| funding. This pie chart shows you the breakdown. So 13 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Why don't we just on these
14| you see at the top the 4.4 billion dollars, that'sin 14| issues defer until we hear from Chris Thompson, because
15| 2014 dollarsasif | candoit al thisyear. Wesay a 15| some of thisrelates to -- the purpose of thisas|
16 | hundred percent numbers because there are actually 16 | understand it is to make sure there is enough money in
17| several co-owners of San Onofre so I'm representingthe |17 the fund to satisfy NRC's requirements. Then thereis
18| hundred percent value. And you see the breakdown, 2.1  |18| variety of other issues that will arise about the
19| billion and change is license termination, radiological 19| oversight of the trust fund as actual receipts for
20| decommissioning. 1.276 billion is spent fuel management |20 | buying stuff come in. Some of those are going to be big
21| al through that 2052 time frame. And 1.023 billion is 21| receipts.
22| the site restoration principaly at the end of the 20 22 TOM PALMISANO: So at this point we had a
23| years and sum dollars at the end of the ISFSI removal 23| question previously about are we fully funded, and Chris
24| and demolition. Some notes under there they really just |24 | isgoing to pick up here and cover that.
25| say, you know, explain alittle more about what that is. 25 CHRISTHOMPSON: Thank you, Tom. So the
Page 60 Page 62
1| Weredlly aready covered that intheend. Turn it over 1| table here, and there's a couple of different values, as
2| to Chrishereinaminute. Yes, sir. 2| Tom said. We are one of the co-owners, and for the
3 WILLIAM PARKER: | remember at our last 3| purposes of decommissioning about 75 percent. The green
4| meeting the details of the cost estimate are proprietary 4| bar there on the |eft shows the total cost estimate 4.4
5| so al we see are the output estimates from your 5| billion dollarsin 2014 dollars, as Tom mentioned, asiif
6| contractor. 6| we could execute the entire project thisyear. And to
7 TOM PALMISANO: Yeah, | think they're saying 7| give you an idea of the fund adequacy asit relatesto
8| -- themodel is proprietary. Y ou're seeing the output, 8| SCE are the following three gold bars. So SCE's share
9| though, correct. 9| of the cost estimate is 3.3 billion dollarsin 2014
10 WILLIAM PARKER: Sowe're not in aposition 10| dollars. The next bar shows escalating those costs to
11| to raise questions about the details of the cost 11| the year of expenditure. So there is an escalation rate
12| estimate. It's proprietary. 12| that we use that's provided by IHS Global Insight, their
13 TOM PALMISANO: Yeah. Thedetails of their 13| weighted average of labor and non-labor.
14| model, how they take, you know, X amount of concrete, X |14 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Which I looked at and
15| amount of reinforcement and roll that into, you know 15| seems compl etely reasonable.
16| removal cost and hours, etcetera, | believe that's the 16 CHRIS THOMPSON: So if you escalate those
17| proprietary part. 17| into the year of expenditure, you arrive at a4.1
18 WILLIAM PARKER: Having looked at other 18| billion dollar SCE share. Then we convert that to the
19| large construction projects, contingencies and can build 19| present value of 4.1 billion dollars, and | can explain
20| upon contingencies, and as much as 25 percent of the 20| present value if you want meto. The present value of
21| cost estimate could be in the form of contingencies and 21| the 4.1 billion of expenditureis 2.9 billion now. The
22| alowances for unknowns. Do you have any estimate what |22| liquidation value of our trust funds, SCE's trust funds,
23| fraction of this 4.2 billion is the result of a specific 23|is3.1 hillion dollars. We have 3.4, but they're
24| cost projection and what fraction are the contingencies 24| subject to taxation, so if we liquidate them we would
25| and so on that tend to compile in these cost estimates? 25| have 3.1 billion dollars. Let mejust explain the
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1| present value, the jump to present value. Soif | need 1| wecan't plan on. And the questionisisthere a point
2| to spend adollar -- and thisis going to be simplistic. 2 | where the shareholders and the decommissioning fund
3| If | need to spend adollar in 2016, what do | need to 3| stops and the maintenance obligation transfers over to
4| have now in order to spend that dollar? If I'm going to 4| anybody else? Isthis going to be a mount Helen that
5| just lock -- if I have adollar in my pocket and | just 5| will continue to pay for that maintenance cost? Will it
6| lock it upinasafeand | have zero rate of return, 6| diminish over time? | guessisthere an end date in
7| then the discount rate that moved from 4.1t0 2.9, asan 7| your calculations where decommission is over, we just
8 | example, would be zero. The discount rate that is 8| have a pad that has the waste on it and, you know, it's
9| applied to the year of expenditure cost is the rate of 9| somebody else's obligation? How does that work when
10| return of our -- the projected rate of return of our 10| you're contemplating these cost estimates?
11| trust, 3.37 percent after tax. If | was going to invest 11 CHRIS THOMPSON: So as Tom mention, thereis
12| -- if | needed that dollar in 2016 and | was going to 12| 25 percent contingency. We are confidence that we are
13| invest in a product that yielded three percent, then | 13| not going to use that entire 25 percent contingency so
14| would need roughly 94 cent. The present value of a 2016 14| there will be some funds remaining at the end of the
15| dollar is 94 cent. So that'skind of -- and the 15| project when it goes (Inaudible) basically for the deal
16| discount rate would be 3 percent. 16| to pick up the fuel. Additionaly there is another
17 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: So you're showing us SCE's |17 | revenue stream, which is reimbursement from the DOE for
18| part of this? 18| their failure to perform their contractual obligation.
19 CHRIS THOMPSON: Correct. 19 TIM BROWN: So the DOE is on the hook for
20 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: There are other players. 20| their failure to perform, and they would fund the
21| When you add up -- | want to say two things. First of 21| maintenance of the site?
22| al, when you add up the other players contributions, 22 CHRIS THOMPSON: Just the -- they are on the
23| they add up to sufficient funds? That's a question. 23| hook for our need to store spent fuel on the site.
24| And second is a statement, which isthere are alots of 24 TIM BROWN: Yes. Okay. Interesting. Okay.
25| other organizationsthat are providing detailed 25 GENE STONE: Isthat ahundred percent or 10
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1| oversight of the trust fund, the investment strategy, 1| percent?
2| the expenditure strategy. 2 TIM BROWN: Isthat afull obligation or is
3 CHRIS THOMPSON: Correct. 3| it partial? Do you still have to pony up certain
4 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Therelease of thefunds, | 4|elementsof it or --
5| including the POC, as Gene Stone mentioned earlier. So | 5 CHRISTHOMPSON: It's subject -- it'sa
6| we made a decision early on. We had a couple comments | 6| court settlement. We have sued them and we have
7| suggesting we revisit that, but no -- I've heard 7| received ajudgement, so | can't forecast what -- we
8| basically nothing from the CEP that we revisit that, and 8| sued -- we sued them for a period of time.
9| we would not be qualified to revisit this so we're not 9 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: So the utilities
10| going to engage in that kind of detailed financial 10| understandably we're not thrilled about paying money to
11| oversight of this. But since you raised the question, 11| the DOE to do something that the DOE is no sign of being
12| it would be helpful for al of usto know that thereis 12| ableto do. | think when we have some clarity about the
13| enough money sitting someplace to cover the costs as 13| outcome of that, | think it will be helpful -- maybe
14| they've been estimated. 14| it's going to be early next year; probably it's going to
15 CHRISTHOMPSON: Do you want me to -- 15| be later -- it would be helpful for the CEP to come back
16 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Yeah. 16 | and have adiscussion or put together a memo or
17 CHRISTHOMPSON: So, yes, isthe answer. 17| something like that that will give people confidence
18 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Okay. That'sawesome. |18| that thelong-term cost of securing the site and
19/ It's not often you ask a question that has a binary 19| maintaining it and including contingencies for very
20| answer. 20| long-term task management and so on, which we have been
21 TIM BROWN: The question | haveisit's 21| talking about in resent weeks, that that's all there and
22| become very clear to al that there may not be afinite 22| isset and islinked to a CP fund or something like that
23| end date that we can al count on, and without that 23| has been charged up with money from the DOE or from the
24| there is going to be a maintenance obligation to oversee | 24| contingency or whatever it is so that people have
25| the ISFSI. Thereisgoing to be al these elements that 25| confidence that there is defense in depth of along-term
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1| plan when DOE doesn't do what we expect them not to do. | 1| of contractors that tear down nuclear power plants. |

2| Other comments? I'm sorry. | thought Bill Parker 2| mean, it's probably avery small universe of people, but

3| wanted the floor. 3| you have alot of talent still there working at the

4 WILLIAM PARKER: It'sasmall issue. You 4| plant and alot of veterans working at the plant. Not

5| mentioned that you're assuming about a three and a half 5| only veteran workers, but actually veterans. SoI'd

6| percent discount rate. 6| like to keep those peoplein mind, if possible, so that

7 CHRIS THOMPSON: 3.75. 7| the impact to the local economy is probably spread out

8 WILLIAM PARKER: That sounds low. 8| over aperiod of years versus bringing in an outside

9 CHRISTHOMPSON: That's after tax. So the 9| contractor who bringsin outside workers, they
10| weighted average of our equity and fixed income. 10| decommission and then they're gone.
11 WILLIAM PARKER: Oh, that'sright. Y our tax 11 TOM PALMISANO: Let me make a couple
12] -- 12| comments. We appreciate that. Quite frankly, one of
13 CHRISTHOMPSON: Y eah. 13| the things that we have spent alot of timeonis
14 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: We're probably not gonna |14 | helping our workers, because we have reduced from 1500
15| give you investment advice, Bill. Gene, investment 15| people in June 2013 to about 460. And there are more
16 | advice strategy? 16| reductions over the next severa years as the work
17 GENE STONE: | think it is prudent to tell 17| legitimately ramps down for the Southern California
18| the public that when the decommissioning funds run out, 18| Edison team. Y ou know, it's been proper storage ship of
19| it'sthe rate payer that sums up, it's not the citizens. 19| the funds and making sure we're spending the money we
20 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: And the funds that are 20| need to spend staffing the positions we need to staff.
21| |eft over get returned to therate payer. | think it's 21| So we're very sensitive, and we've helped alot of our
22| atwo-way road. We have -- al of us have acommon 22| worker, some of who want to stay in the nuclear industry
23| interest in this being done safely, securely and also as 23| and moved to other utilities. A number wanted to stay
24| efficiently as possible. 24| with Southern California Edison and moved to other
25 CHRISTHOMPSON: And that isobviously one |25 positions in the company, our transmission and
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1| of our principles here, the wise storage ship of the 1| distribution department, some who are eligible to retire

2| funds, and they are rate payer funds. Y ou're both 2| and choseto retire. So we've been pretty successful

3| right. But to give some context, since the inception of 3| helping the workers. | can't tell you that they all

4| trust funds as authorized by the PEC in 1988, the rate 4| stayed in the area, but, you know, we've always told

5| payers have contribute 1.05 billion. The remaining 2.31 5| them they need to do what's best for them and their

6| billion has been appreciation of assets. So | don't 6| family, and we will continue. With respect to the

7| want to leave you with the impression that the rate 7| future work force, | talk about bringingin a

8| payers contributed 3.4 billion. There has been some 8| decommissioning contractor. Thisisthe (Inaudible),

9| wise storage ship of those funds over the years. 9| the Chicago Visionaries, the big contractors who know
10 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Maybe just don't put al 10| how to either build big facilities or take big
11| the money in Snap Chat stock. Do we have anymore -- oh, |11| facilities apart. But that'sasmall cosway of
12| sorry. Jerry Kern. 12| management and supervisory people. The bulk of the
13 JERRY KERN: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. One 13| workers would be local trades, people who have supported
14| thing I'm here as arepresentative of my constituentsin 14| usfor years, whether they're labors or electricians,
15| Oceanside of what's going on in thispanel. A lot of 15| pipefitters, will be brought in by the contractor to do
16 | the people were impacted by the shutdown, and alot of 16| the physical work. So the bulk of the jobs will be
17| the workers that worked in San Onofre live within the 17| local, and the bulk of the money on the payroll will be
18| surrounding area. | just want to make sure that, you 18| local.
19| know, who is going to do this? We talked about the 19 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: | think it would be
20| money, we talked about paying for this. | just want to 20| helpful as this process unfolds to periodically update
21| make sure that that money staysin thislocal economy 21| the CEP about what's happening with workforce issues. |
22| because we were so impacted by the closure of San 22| think the summary you just gave us now is very helpful
23| Onofre. | mean, the people working there now -- you 23| to understand what's happened to the workers that have
24| keep talking about a contractor. How does that work? 24| been affected by the plant closure, including those who
25| You go out and -- I'm sure there is not a large number 25| have been able to find work at other plants or stay here
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1| with your help and others. Thank you, very much for 1| that. Did you want to make further comment --
2| that comment. 2 CHRISTHOMPSON: Just to -- and this
3 TIM BROWN: | would concur with Gerry on 3| partialy | think speaks to Supervisor Bates' question.
4| that. Our town has also been hit particularly hard by 4| Thetrust committee is overseen -- the PUC that
5| the closure of the plant. We've had alot of folks who 5| authorized establishment of the trust is overseen by a
6| have had to leave town and are no longer living there. 6| member body, two of whom are internal to Edison, three
7| So it would be of interest that if you look at our local 7| external. They're basic responsibility as mentioned
8| work forceto -- 8| there is overseeing the management and the trust,
9 TOM PALMISANO: Absolutely. When we deal 9| approving the asset allocation. We have amix of fixed
10| with contractors, we make it pretty clear our 10| income and equities as you saw, as | described. Their
11| expectations thereis alot of talent locally. 11| returns have been fairly good historically. We'rein
12 PAT BATES: | don't know if I'm the only 12| the process of de-risking the portfolio since we're
13| one, but | didn't have the cost slide in my report from 13| about to start incurring expenditures, hiring investment
14| the presentation, but thisis a significant issue to the 14| advisors. Thereisanumber of firmswho place the
15| public so I'm assuming that would be on the website. 15| investments for us. And then there is regulatory
16| And then, number two, will you be keeping us up to date 16| oversight of the decommissioning trust both by the NRC
171 on how the expenditures they are keeping track with the 17| and by the PUC. As Tom mentioned, the NRC oversees the
18| budget you've set? 18| radiological decommissioning and the spent fuel
19 CHRIS THOMPSON: Wewill. And Tom helpfully |19 | management largely from afund adequacy standpoint.
20| handed off the clicker, which will speak alittle bit to 20| They want to make sure we have enough money to do the
21| you question, which is the manner in which the trust 21| work. The breath and depth of the PUC oversight is much
22| funds are overseen but also the manner in which the 22| greater. The PUC regulates all three elements of the
23| expenditures are overseen. | think that's to your 23| two that the NRC does plus site restoration as well as
24| question. 24| their authorization isrequired for disbursements from
25 PAT BATES: | just think there should be a 25| thetrust. They then have authority over the manner in
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1| regular report out in terms of where we are, thetime 1| which the funds are expended, and on alook-back basis a
2| line and the funds available (Inaudible.) 2| reasonableness review of whether or not the expenditures
3 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Okay. And I think we 3| were reasonabl e to the cost estimate.
4| should somehow assemble the work of the trust committee | 4 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Itisout of the ordinary
5| and some of the regulatory oversight into something that 5| for management of alarge trust with a series of -- but
6| we can digest. We need to move on. Do you have other 6| | do agree Pat Bates comment will be helpful for us
7| dides? 7| periodically in plain English to be able to understand.
8 CHRIS THOMPSON: | can explain this or we 8| Can | just say that if you're going to include the
9| can moveon. It'sup to you. 9| slide, as | think would be correct, in the public record
10 VAL MACEDO: Red quick. | just want to 10| of this meeting that showed the different estimates,
11| also mention that during the outages SCE took a big step 11| that it would be helpful to have also a bar for the non
12| and made sure that outside people that come to work at 12| SCE portions for the estimate, the non SCE portions,
13| San Onofre -- I'm not sure if you guys were aware of 13| because otherwise the public record gets skewed by only
14| this, but at the level of the power plant they seek 14| having the SCE portion. What the public cares about at
15| people that had local -- they seek the local residents 15| the end of the day is that there is enough money, not
16| prior to anybody going out. And there was a document 16| that the money has a certain flag onit.
17| provided that coincided with hiring all procedures for 17 CHRISTHOMPSON: And that was away to add
18| people to go work out there. And also during this 18| to the slide back to the online version.
19| period that we're facing now, the contractors that have 19 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Can| just remind
20| been on site now getting ready for this process have 20| everybody since we're going to move on, unlessthere are
21| been directed to hirelocal people, and that's been 21| other dlides, that the 5th of September is the deadline
22| fantastic for alot of the Oceanside residents and other 22| for any further written comments from CEP members on the
23| outside communities that work there aswell. I'm very 23| material we've been reviewing over the last month to
24| thankful for that. 24| dlow Edison time to reflect on that and revise the
25 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Thank you for mentioning |25/ filings before late September, early October when they
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1| plan to submit the PSDAR. Anything else? Thank you 1 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Thank you very much. Any
2| very much. 2| other comments before we take abreak? Okay. So asis
3 We have one other item. Anyone else from 3| our custom, we're going to have a 15-minute break, maybe
4| CEPwould like to talk about before we have our break? 4| shorten it alittle bit and give a chance to stretch
5| Thereis one other item on the agenda for today. Just 5| your legs, test the exits, and then we'll have a public
6| to report on other CEP activities. We actually already 6| comment period when we come back in 12 or 15 minutes.
7| discussed alot of thisrelated to cask management so | 7 (Interruption in the proceedings.)
8| won't say anymore on that front. But | do want to ask 8 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Thank you. Please get
9| Tim Brown to talk about his testimony at the California 9| settled. So we have a public comment period. We have
10| Senate Utilities -- Energy Utilities and Communications 10| three minutes for each member of the public who would
11| hearing in Sacramento. My guessis Sacramentoisgoing |11| liketo spesk. There are many names on the list right
12| to pay more and more attention to what's going on here, 12| now. Rochelle Becker, the floor isyours.
13| and so we will periodically engage with them your 13 ROCHELLE BECKER: Thank you very much.
14| impressions. Tim, | know there are slides that have 14| Hello. I'm Rochelle Becker, and I'm the executive
15| been circulated in advance of the meeting so people had 15| director for the Alliance for Nuclear Responsibility. |
16| achanceto look at them. 16| want to highlight three features of Edison's
17 TIM BROWN: Yes. Just to give the context 17 | decommissioning plan announced this month that deserve
18| behind the visit, | didn't feel the particular need to 18| your focused attention. The Alliance intendsto raise
19| go hang out in Sacramento for any specific reason. 19| these points when Edison filesits plan with the
20| There was actually arequest by the senate hearing 20| California Public Utilities Commission thisfall.
21| committee to hear from a member of the CEP, and so | was |21| First, Edison needs to clarify just what it meant on
22| happy to go and to explain alittle bit about how we're 22| August 1st when it announced that, quote, " San Onofre
23| made up and what we do. | won't belabor theitem at al 23| decommissioning is now fully funded and no further
24| other than to say it was -- if you look at the deck and 24| customer contributions are required," unquote. Page 18
25| be able to walk through it, it was really an opportunity 25| of the PSDAR makes asimilar conclusion about sufficient
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1| to explain alittle bit about how each of the -- how the 1| funds being projected to be available and cites the
2| CEP engages with the public, how we apply information. | 2| Edison's February 13th, 2014 letter to the NRC, but that
3| Reenforce alot of the key principles and also 3| letter contains cash flows which show continuing
4| reiterated some lessons learned to date, particularly 4| customer contributions of 32.3 million dollars ayear to
5| through the meeting process and the feedback from the 5| the decommissioning trust fund until 2022. Which isit?
6| public and also our canvassing. So it was an 6| Arethey going to keep collecting money from customers
7| opportunity to provide just alittle bit more detail 7| or not? Second, Edison needs to explain why it plans to
8| about what the function of the CEPis. About how the 8| shirk its contractual responsibility under the lease
9| information is being processed, how it's working, and 9| with the Navy for complete removal of all sub surface
10| then also answering questions related to that. And it 10| structures. They've also announced their intent to duck
11| wasfairly straight forward. Y ou know, Tom spoke about | 11| their obligation under the lease with the State Lands
12| technical information. Really lulled them to sleep. 12| Commission for full removal of the ocean intake and
13| And so | just, you know, snesk right through with a 13| discharge conduits. Page 13 of the PSDAR states that
14| five-minute, you know, presentation. So | thought it 14| Edison plans to seek alternatives to these requirements
15| went really well. You know, a coordinated attack. But |15| because they are costly, but cleaning up your messis
16| the senators were interested. They asked questions. 16| never cost free. And Edison's announcement that
17| They were pleased that we had a very diverse makeup of |17| decommissioning is now fully funded explicitly claimed
18| elected official, of interested parties, environmental 18] to have taken these costs into consideration. Finally,
19| groups, activists, and so they felt asif wehad a 19| the PSDAR and the cost estimates that accompany it are
20| strong presentation. And really not much elsein 20| premised on the federal government beginning to take
21| direction. Wedidn't sit and have tea afterwards and 21| spent nuclear fuel in 2024. |sthere anyone on the
22| talk about al of our feelings and thoughts. But the 22| panel, isthere anyone at Southern California Edison, is
23| meeting went well, and | would anticipate that inayear |23 | there anyone in this room that expects them to meet the
24| or two from now they'll probably be asking for members |24 | 2024 date? What are the ramifications of wishful
25| of the panel to chat with them about progress to date. 25| thinking that don't turn out to be accurate? Does it
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1| make sense for Edison to do itsfinancial analysis 1| would be less compromising to making sure that there are
2| through rose-color glasses? Thank you for the 2| less potentia cracking and would be safer for usto
3| opportunity to address you. These matters need to be 3| have than the proposed casks that appear to be quite
4| resolved before any decommissioning plan can be called 4| thin and only have the 20-year possibility for sure,
5| satisfactory. Thank you. 5| where these other casks can likely last quite a bit
6 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Thank you very much for | 6| longer and be a safer, much more safe option as we're
7| your comments. And let me just also say that some of 7| looking out for our community. Thank you very much.
8| the issues you've raised, we are as a panel going to 8 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Thank you very much for
9| revisit early next year, especialy related to this 9| your comment. Sounds like we'll hear more on the cask
10| question of long-term funding beyond 2024 and so on. 10| matter in further comments. Rob Howard next, and then
11| Next on my list is Chris Johnston and then Rob Howard. |11| Ralph Beck.
12 CHRIS JOHNSTON: Hi. Thank you so much. 1 |12 ROB HOWARD: Greetings. Thank you. Inthe
13| really appreciate the diversity of this panel and was 13| interest of open disclosure, | am actually an employee,
14| fortunate enough to be at the Oceanographic Institute 14| currently a certified operator at the plant, but today
15] last night and hear Gerry Brown with the Costal Keepers | 15| I'm speaking on behalf or from the position as an
16 | and Dan Stetson with the Oceanographic I nstitute and 16| Oceanside resident. My subject is actually having to do
17| hear their input. One of the things that concerns me, | 17| with the consideration of local hiring. Two things.
18| actually just received the Songs unit two and three 18| One, if | am hiring a contractor, | get to decide what |
19| environmental impact evaluation in the mail yesterday, 19| want that contractor to do, and, therefore, | can
20| and so | was very quickly trying to skim the rather 20| dictate the terms of that contract. My concern isthat
21| lengthy information here, but the word that kept coming |21 | we do not wait until after we have already hired
22| up -- because | look for repeats in words and so forth 22| everyoneto consider the veteransin the area as well as
23| -- was the word how the impact issmall. Small. With 23| the number of diverse groupsinthearea. Thereare
24| potential measurable increase in the concentration of 24| some challenges with working through the halls with the
25| one or more increased particle overloads. Also I'mvery  |25| seniority Petes, but | do believe when you're talking
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1| grateful to Gerry and Dan about, you know, looking at 1| about multiple contracts, multiple jobs that are going
2| the potential impacts on some of the macro marine and 2| to be done, there are numerous areas where if we choose
3| how that will impact the decommissioning process. So 3| to, there are ways to include a number of those groups.
4| I'm glad we have expertslooking at that. Alsoin, 4| Each of the communities has groups that they can
5| let's see, it's 4.36.2, the potential impacts of 5| probably just think off the top of their head that work
6| decommissioning activities states that impacts are not 6 | with young people, that work with veterans, that work
7| detectible or so minor or small that they neither 7| with people who have been displaced, who have skills and
8| destabilize any important attributable, and that they 8| expertise that they can provide as we work with this
9| are considered small. The other thing | was concerned 9| process. It'salong process. It's not aslow process.
10| about was the removal of the seawall and the pedestrian |10| Well, it isaslow process and it's along process so |
11| walkway. Again, with the potential impact of 11| would say please give some consideration in that
12| earthquakes and tsunamis. Also, are there going to be 12| conversation around what is happening to remembering
13| radiological releases available to the public during the 13| that | would prefer to have this conversation ahead of
14| decommissioning process? We don't really know if the |14 time and not after all of the decisions have been made,
15| casks that are present have any cracks because there has |15| because then it's amoot point. Thank you.
16| been no way to evaluate or have equipment that can goin |16 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Thank you very much,
17| there and look at whether or not there are any cracksin |17 | Mr. Howard. | think aso from the earlier comments from
18] the casks, and also you're very, very careful and taking | 18| the panel, this message of thisissue of hiring local
19| -- redlly taking time to make certain that we have the 19| work force needsto be in the discussion in the
20| correct casksinstead of the half inch to five-eights 20| beginning. | think that's a very good comment. Thank
21| inch steel casksthat are subject to salt water 21| you. Ralph Beck and then Gary Hedreck. Ralph Beck?
22| corrosion, and to be able to find the very best possible 22| Okay. Gary Hedreck and then Donna Gilmore.
23| casks around the country -- or not the country, 23 GARY HEDRECK: Good evening. My nameis
24| internationally. And | understand that the German casks |24 | Gary Hedreck. I'm representing San Clemente Green, and
25| that other people will be addressing in more detail 25| I'll keep it brief tonight. | know thereisalot of
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1| people that want to talk. | want to commend you guys. 1| based on my research that | think they're inferior.
2| This process continues to impress mein alot of ways, 2| They're certified only for 20 years. The NRC has not
3| but | want to impress upon you how important your role 3| renewed any of those 20-year licenses. There are two
4| ishere and how grateful we are that we do have such a 4| plants that are actually they're expired for two years.
5| talented panel. | also want to encourage you to think 5| They haven't renewed them because of a number of issues.
6| of this as beyond what Edison is asking you to do, 6| The NRC'stechnical staff has identified concrete aging
7| because there is no decision making power here. Wehear | 7| issues, stress corrosion, cracking issues. And the
8| that over and over again, but you have tremendous 8| biggest scariest part isthere is no mitigation plan.
9| influence. Y our voices are being listened to in the 9| If those canisters crack, they have no solution of how
10| community. We're watching everything that goes on here, |10 to repair or replace those canisters. And the answer |
11| and you can make statements outside of this panel, as| 11| got from the NRC when they told me thiswas, well, we're
12| heard last night, and | appreciate the freedom you have 12| sure that if something happensthey'll be ableto figure
13| to mix and mingle and present your own ideas. Asthis 13| it out. Thisiswhat they said. Soit'sredly upto
14| process moves forward, | encourage you to keep that 14| Edison, you know, to take care of us on this. We can't
15| process going. Because even though we're not making 15| count on the NRC to do this. So | urge you to make
16| decisions here, you're having great influence on public 16 | those decisions and make sure we have some kind of
17| opinion and getting important information where it 17| mitigation plan. Because whatever we get, it's not
18| belongs to decision makers and people that will have to 18| going to last aslong asit needs to last. So when
19| live with these decisions well after we're gone. So 19| you're evaluating and moving those pools, which
20| thank you. Keep up the good work. 20| potentially are one mitigation option -- I'm not sure --
21 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Thank you very much for |21 | we need to have, you know, somekind of aplan. I'd
22| your support. And, you know, just reminds me that we're |22| like to seethat in the decommissioning plan. Thank
23| having extensive conversations here, and we're not 23| you.
24| always going to agree, but the point isto have these 24 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Thank you very much for
25| conversations to help inform Edison and vice versa. 25| your comment. | want to remind -- we need to respect
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1| Donna Gilmore and then Tom Rodonte. 1| the process. There will be opportunity for each member
2 DONNA GILMORE: Hi. Of coursel'mgoingto | 2|if they want to comment at the end of that. So why
3| talk about the canisters, right. | have been speaking 3| don't just go through the process, otherwise we may have
4| to the NRC, the director over the division of everything 4| ahard time staying to our schedule. So, Ron Rodonte
5| to do with nuclear waste storage, and what was troubling | 5| and Don Mosure.
6| isthey have abelief system that any problem that 6 RON RODONTE: Ron Rodonte from Dana Point.
7| exists that whatever it isit will get figured out when 7| 1'd like to enter into a different aspect than what
8| we need to have it figured out, but they could not give 8| we've discussed today. It'sahistorical aspect of
9| meany basisand fact for that. So | really feel like 9| creation of the nuclear industry and where we're at now.
10| we're on our own. They have -- the canisters that 10| In the creation of the nuclear industry there was a very
11| Edison is currently looking at, they have some 11| difficult phase of trying to decide what to do with
12| potentially serious issues with cracking within the life 12| nuclear waste. That could have stymied the entire
13| gpan of the canisters. There are other canisters used 13| industry from the very beginning. The phrase was said,
14| internationally that were designed to last longer 14| wel'll depend upon technology for alater cureto this
15| because they didn't have afalse hope of a permanent 15| problem. It'sdoable. Let'snot. And now we're here
16| repository, and | urge Edison to allow vendorsthat have |16| on this day talking about the canisters, which are very
17| other technology to comein with their technical staff, 17| serioudly in need of discussion at along-term length
18| give you afull briefing, maybe even have the CEP here |18 because we're not sure even how to get them transferred
19| so we can al feel comfortable that we're getting the 19| out and into another canister in 30 years. If we're not
20| best solution we can. We have alot of pieces of 20| even sure of that, what we're doing is taking that same
21| information going around and trying to figure out, you 21| fallacy that put this technology forward and has wheeled
22| know, who knows what, but until we give them the 22| it along on these square wheels, and we're just thumping
23| opportunity to comein, | don't feel we've done our due | 23| along like the same square-wheeled cart with the theme
24| diligence. The canistersthat we currently use and that 24| of putting everything in a can and kicking it down the
25| we would be buying, right now with the current choices |25| road. Besidesthat, thereisno culpability at all it
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1| seemsin the framework of American corporate ability to 1| committee and the effort they're making. In May |
2| take responsibility for anything that's designed or the 2| testified before Senator Boxer's committee arguing for a
3| effects of anything designed. For instance, you have 3| bill that she'sintroduced that would have local elected
4| the medical industry years ago fought tooth and nail to 4| officials and other interested partiesbeingin a
5| keep the fact that an ulcer was caused by bacteria, and 5| decision-making body, and that's because the
6| it pretty much ruined the pharmaceutical's interestsin 6 | decommissioning process, as the NRC itself admits, is
7| profit, and the large amount of medical doctors involved 7| very poorly regulated and certainly has alot of
8| in internal medicine made millions off of people 8| site-specific chalenges. | was impressed by how much
9| suffering and delayed that decision to end their 9| different the plans for Vermont Y ankee decommissioning
10| suffering by curing them with an antibiotic and some 10| are and the plans for San Onofre. And what that message
11| bismuth for many years. Many people died from that. 11| emphasizesisthat thisisreally a site-specific
12| Well, we're looking at the same thing now. We're 12| planning process, and you need alot of local input and
13| working on afallacy that promotes a technology that is 13| alot of local detailsand aGEIS and a
14| unsafe, and we'rein it now. We have our feet one foot 14| one-size-fits-all plan, and the minimal regulation
15] init, and there has to be atime to discuss where we're 15] redlly putsthe area at risk and eliminates stakeholders
16| at and how we're going to approach these canisters. 16| that should have influence into the process. So, again,
17| Thisisthe only viable solution at this time for the 17| 1 welcome the input that you have. | think thisisa
18| waste disposal, and they're not even viable in the 18| better process than none at all, but the lack of
19| amount of information we have now as far aswhat they're |19 decision-making input, particularly by elected officials
20| effecting, how they effect, how they can last for the 20| in the region, is something that | think needsto be
21| amount of timethat is expected of them. Wehavenoway |21|changed. Thereisabill in committee in the senate. |
22| to transfer the contents. So elaborating on Donna's 22| don't think it's going to get any traction in the
23| observation that the spent fuel pools are necessary in 23| current climate, but it's something | would support in
24| case of adisastrous leak, yes, they are necessary. 24| the future. 1'd be happy to discuss these issues with
25| Fukushimais now undergoing spent fuel pool number four |25| any of the committee that wants to talk more. Thank you
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1| removal, and they depend upon those pools to be there to 1| very much for your time.
2| keep those frames of the nuclear fuel there cooling. 2 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Thank you very much for
3 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Thank you very much. Don | 3| your comments. Let me just remind everybody that our
4| Mosure and then Marnie Magda. 4| 6th October meeting will be focused on emergency
5 DON MOSURE: Hi, my nameisDon Mosure. I'm | 5| planning and preparedness. And the issues that
6| a counsel member from the city of Del Mar. | have two 6| Mr. Mosure's raised will be discussed therein some
7| comments to make. One has to do with the environmental 7| detail. And | don't think you were at our workshop in
8 | impact evaluation on Page 27. It saysthat the risk of 8| the middle of July, but in that workshop | reported out
9| severe accidents involving the spent fuel pool 9| having testified to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
10| containment issmall. | think that is an error because 10| They are seeking our input on what they can do on a
11| when the original plant was built, that risk was 11| regular basis for -- to streamline the process of
12| mitigated with an emergency plan, which now is, as| 12| decommissioning, rule making and so on. So | think
13| understand it, deactivated. So there is no mitigation 13| thereisinterest there. Clearly thereisalot of
14| for that risk in the future planning. Isthat 14| chaos there aswell. Marnie Magda and then Joe
15| information correct, Tom? 15| Schortino. And, please, | apologizeif I've
16 TOM PALMISANO: The full emergency planis 16| mispronounced Mr. Schortino's last name.
17| still in place. We have proposed reduced emergency plan 17 MARNIE MAGDA: Thank you so much all of you
18| which isunder NRC review which wouldn't be approved 18| for your hard work. I'm particularly glad in the
19| until sometime next year. And it's based on the 19| beginning to be able to see all of the clear pictures of
20| reactors not operating. 20| the overheads. Thank you, Ted. And last night's
21 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Let'slet you continue. 21| meeting, Dan and Garry, fabulous to have more
22 DON MOSURE: Thank you for that 22| information for the public. 1'd love to see more of
23| clarification. Then that's a future comment rather than 23| that. And particularly tonight to hear that those
24| acurrent comment. The second comment has to do with 24| outtake pipes have radiological history that we need to
25| the process. | appreciate the diversity of this 25| have avery clear picture look, testing so that we know
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1| whether we're better leaving or taking them out. Is 1| one of the things that they don't talk about thisfar,
2| there an environment there we're saving or are they 2| they haven't explained this far how long this radiation
3| radiating and hurting the ocean still. So thank you for 3| doeslast, and it'sin the millions of years, and
4| the hard work. | spent alot of timeon this. | don't 4| because it has a half life when it starts to break down.
5| know how anybody -- | haven't gotten through the 400 5| But also in the constructions there was alot of
6| pages, and | have really been trying hard, so | know 6| problems, alot of fears, alot things Edison didn't
7| that the pressures on you are huge. |I'm very concerned 7| talk about. When they had during an outage onetime
8| that on Page 18 and that February 13th seeking to change | 8| there was afailure of unit two steam generator long
9| the funds of the nuclear decommissioning trust to not 9| before they took the one out with the next failure. |
10| just be for radiological decommissioning but to go for 10| was there at that time, and I'm the one that was the
11| the two other types of decommissioning, which aresite 11| foreman to repair it, and these are the photographs of
12| restoration and license termination. And tonight we saw |12| that job, which was hush-hush, if anybody wishesto see
13| that's two billion for license termination, one billion 13| them. Anyway, thething isthey have to -- wouldn't
14| for site restoration and just one billion for the fuel 14| rely on Edison, number one, to have anything to do with
15| management. And | want to say to all of you, 15] this, at least be the one that's the only one keeping
16| particularly Edison, | don't think anybody cares if 16| control of this. Asfar as| was concerned, in all the
17| those stones would sit there forever, maybe not eventhe |17| years| was there they're very, very poor asfar asin
18| Navy. But what we care about is that spent fuel iswhat |18 thesethings. And, anyway, if anybody has any
19| is dangerous and must be addressed before anything else |19| questions, | can answer them later for you. Thank you.
20| money-wise and place-wise and full focus. And it seems |20 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Thank you very much for
21| to mein thisreport you're doing it backwards. You're 21| your comments. Carl Allenger and Jeff Steinmets.
22| actualy pulling railroad tracks before we've gottenthe |22 CARL ALLENGER: Good evening. My nameis
23| fuel out. You know, the last thing to go isthe ISFSI 23| Carl Allenger, and I'm a Fallbrook resident. Sincethe
24| pad and the spent fuel, and we will have already gotten |24 last panel meeting we have experienced Northern
25| rid of aseawall, gotten rid of the parking lot, any 25| California's largest earthquake in 25 years. We have
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1| building -- even the reactor dome that a plane could 1| learned that the Japanese company KEPCO has admitted to
2| hit. If theinside's gutted and it's not still 2| understating the actual leakage of Fukishimaleaking
3| radiological, let's leave that where we put a new spent 3| into the Pacific ocean. Now admitting that it was
41 fuel pool that could be used in case of a dangerous cask 4| hundreds of billions becquerels per day until recently,
5| over the next 50 years. | mean, it could be legally by 5| and continuesto lesk at eight billion becquerels per
6 | the Nuclear Regulatory Commission it could be 2073 6| day. We aso learned that Mr. -- that Dr. Michael Peck,
7| before we move those casks off of thisarea. We've got 7| the NRC's former senior resident inspector at Diablo
8| sea erosion that could be ruining the casks. Please put 8| Canyon recommended one year ago that Diablo Canyon be
9| abuilding over them. Havetherails. Really make that 9| shut down because its seismic risk is operating, quote,
10| an ISFSI pad. If you can moveit further into Camp 10| "outside the bounds of the existing design basis and
11| Pendleton, talk to them. They don't want to lose a 11| safety analysis." The NRC chose not to address his
12| military base for 200,000 year. Sorry, that's my 12| concerns during that year that followed, nor did they
13| exaggeration. At least 10,000. So thank you for your 13| disclose his concerns to the public. My understanding
14| hard work. Please open up the bidding on those casksto |14| ishe essentially fell back to whistleblower status to
15| more people. We've gotta havethe best. The Navy has | 15| get thisword out, and our United States senator is now
16| the best. Let's get the before. Let's spend the money 16| calling for hearings on this cover up. These factors,
17| there. 17| while not directly impacting the plan here today, must
18 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Thank you very much for | 18| be ever present in our decision making, and enormous
19| your comments. Joe Schortino and then Carl Allenger. 19| changesin the NRC transparency is needed if we are to
20 JOE SCHORTINO: Thank you. Nameis 20| ever trust them to act as our protecting and regulating
21| Schortino. Anyway. |I'm probably the oldest onehereas |21 agency. | also do not think it is prudent to try to
22| far asin the nuclear power program inthisroom. | was |22 | entomb the canistersin away that will prevent careful
23| at the Navy is submarine service 1966 and went to all 23| inspection of each canister on aregular basis. Having
24| the nuclear engineering schools. | worked at San Onofre |24 | arepresentative cask to predict the health of othersis
25| 20 years building the plant and doing the outages. And 25| not a comprehensive plan. We do not need the nuclear
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1| paradox of Schrodinger's cask. Asbefore, | remain 1| as amended that there be multiple layers of defense. In
2| impressed by Mr. Palmisano's work, and | want to thank 2| 1976 -- | was attending one of the NRC hearings this
3| al of you for keeping us informed and involved in San 3| morning on San Onofre, and afterwards | gathered up some
4| Onofre's progress and decommissioning. Thank you. 4| documentation that | have. Andin 1976 the New Y ork
5 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Thank you very much for | 5| Times Magazine did a front page of the magazine article
6| your comments. Jeff Steinmets and then Ace Hoffman. 6| on the defense in depth, and they had a picture of a
7 JEFF STEINMETS: First, I'd like to thank 7| nuclear reactor surrounded by sort of looks like a
8| the panel for reading al the content and trying to come 8| containment dome and another containment dome around
9| up to speed. | know from personal experiencethat it's 9| that and another one around that, and there were like 10
10| also difficult to sit there and actually read the 10| or 12 of them. And so | went through the list, and |
11| documents over and over again. | myself am not a 11| compared, well, how much defense in depth are we going
12| nuclear engineer. It's not been my choice of field, so 12| to have with these dry casks as compared to what they've
13| | do appreciate the work that you've done sincerely. 13| -- the nuclear industry has been saying all alongis
14| With that said, there is one thing that were all very 14| what we actually have for areactor. The spent fuel,
15| aware of, and that is that Yucca Mountain isnever going |15| it'snot just as dangerous, but it's very, very danger.
16| to happen. I'll say it again. YuccaMountain is not 16| It needs defense in depth. And so what do we have? We
17| going to happen. So why are we actually acting interms |17 | have afive-eightsinch thick piece of stainless steel
18] of the casks that it is? We're going to depend on a 18| and that'sit. Thereisno other line of defense. A
19| cask that was designed that Y ucca Mountain was going to |19 | couple of guys with pop guns. That's about it. That
20| come and take all the waste away? That's not going to 20| doesn't count. That wasn't even listed in the New Y ork
21| happen. You need to change the way you're thinking 21| Times Magazine'simage in that photograph. The security
22| about that. Those casks that are being seriously 22| around the plant, it's not even included in the defense
23| considered today are not going to be taken away in a 23| in depth. Because if there's people attacking that
24| timely fashion. The 2024 date is fantasy aswell. 24| plant of the type of terrorists we have in the world
25| That's not going to happen. So it'simportant when 25| today, we'rein trouble. We'rein big trouble. Now,
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1| you're considering where you're going to put this highly 1| the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, who are conspicuously
2| toxic waste for hundreds of years, you can't sit there 2| not here as usually, they always turn to us and say TSA
3| and assume that it's going to be gone in 20 years. And 3| isgoing to handle an airplane strike. They're going to
4| when you choose casks that were designed under the 4| prevent it by, you know, preventing a highjacking. That
5| premise that Y ucca Mountain was going to take it away, 5| would be niceif it's going to happen. An F-15 fighter
6| that's exactly what you're doing, and it needs to stop. 6| jet crashed into amountain in Virginia today and killed
7| Thank you. 7| apilot. Anybody can -- we had atank that was stolen
8 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Thank you very much for | 8| here about 20 years ago. Lots of things can go wrong.
9| your comment. Just to clarify the record here, we have 9| We're going to need defensein depth. 1'm hoping that

10| been asked as a panel to look at a series of regulatory 10| 15 inches of steel on a cask per cask is going to be
11| filings that are required to use these dates, but nobody 11| good enough. But in addition | think we need a
12| believes that they're going to take the fuel away on 12| building. | think we need earth-in berms. | think we
13| that timetable. So just to clarify the record, the 13| need to move the waste further away from the coast,
14| panel isvery, very focused, asis Edison, on the longer 14| further away from international waters. Thereisjust
15| term game plan. And, in fact, that was a central theme 15| so many things we need to do. Asfor the money, if you
16| in the workshop we held on thistopic. So | want to 16| guys are already suing the DOE for not taking the waste,
17| thank you very much for your comments. | just wantto |17 suethem for the price of the cask or casks while you're
18| make sure we're al clear about this. We all know that 18| at it, and then we don't have to worry about the money.
19| the DOE time planis afantasy. Ace Hoffman. After 19| I'd like to talk about alot of other issues, but | did
20| Mr. Hoffman is Patricia Borschman. 20| ask Gene to send the later that | sent to the NRC
21 ACE HOFFMAN: I'm not sure where to begin 21| regarding this morning's meeting out to all of you, and
22| here. 50 hours you said you spent on this slide paper 22| | hope that you got it and will read it.
23| that you're working on. | probably spend that on one 23 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Wereceived it. Thank you
24| newdletter. | want to talk about defense in depth. 24| very much for your comments. Patricia Borschman,
25| Thisis acore concept of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 |25| please, and then next is Roger Johnson.
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PATRICIA BORSCHMAN: My nameis Pat
Borschman. I'm aresident in Escondido, and I've been
concerned about the nuclear reactor at San Onofre for a
very, very long time. | was born in Southern
California, and I'm older than all of you, so it's been
aredlly long time since it was built, and the
assumptions that were made then are, | think, outdated.
So | think that alot of assumptions that you're
building into your cost estimate are very unrealistic.
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have a short statement an then a question. Last

February the nation's only repository, deep radiological
repository failed. Therewere fires, explosions and
radiation leaks, and it's now closed. Thiswasa

flagship program of the Department of Energy and it
failed. It claimed that there was -- the risks were

small. Risk analysis calculated that an accident here
would happen once out of every 200,000 years. And what
happened in 15 years, it failed twicein 10 days. So

10| And I'm very disturbed to hear that your decommissioning | 10| what are the chances of having a permanent national
11| plan isrelying on assumptions that are, for instance, 11| solution like this? The chances are small. Asbeen
12| that unit one vessel, you know, is not a problem, and 12| said tonight, it's probably not going to happen. Last
13| the unit two and three won't be either because you've 13| week the New Y ork Times analyzing this said that experts
14| aready assessed that from the unit one along time ago. 14| are very skeptical there ever will be such a program.
15] | think that's a good example of the type of 15| But yet what we have here is Edison’s entire plan rests
16 | oversimplification in your type of analysisin the 16| on removing -- having the government step in and save
17| process. Not yours. | appreciate the CEP panel. I'm 17| everything in 2049 and take it all away. Professor
18| saying Edison's analysis. So, please, | didn't mean to 18| Parker mentioned at the beginning of the program here,
19| direct the criticism to the CEP, because | very much 19| he asked what are some contingency plans when this
20| appreciate your existence and Edison's change to involve |20 | doesn't happen, and then he was asked not to answer the
21| citizensin the process at all. | appreciate all of you 21| question, and we'll wait until next year to find out the
22| travelling as far asyou do and coming here. One of the |22 | answer. | would like to hear, Tom, if thereistime
23| other things that was really disturbing to me about 23| tonight, tell us afew minutes about Edison’'s plan. You
24| these budgets are the worse case assumptions that 24| said that Edison's thought about it. They could have a
25| Edison's built into the decommissioning plan, 4.4 25| plan. | would like to know what the planis. It sounds
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1| million. But that's another example of an unrealistic 1| to melike the plan isto keep nuclear waste in this
2| assumption. So say, for instance, you're assuming that 2| areaforever and these 20-year casksthat are going to
3| the cask designs that Edison proposes are going to be 3| last for 20 years, and I'd like to hear what's going to
4| good enough. And you aready heard, you know, very 4| happen after this. So therereally isno plan at all.
5| technical expertise from people way more qualified than 5| It'saplan for disaster. So it depends upon having a
6| |1 am to more fully describe what those deficiencies and 6| nuclear waste repository and the waste taken away. |
7| shortcomings are and what the extent of consequences 7| think we need to think seriously about another plans,
8| are. Thisisn't pretend. Thisisn'tagame. Thisis 8| because this plan isn't going to work. So if thereis
9| red life. Edison hasaduty. You haveaduty. Weall 9| time, | hope that you can address this question so we
10| haveaduty. I'mtrying to do my duty asapublic 10| don't have to wait until 2015. Thank you.
11| citizen in Southern Californiato warn -- to give people 11 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Okay. Thank you very much
12| the best picture about Edison's plansis not credible 12| for your comments, and if thereistime, I'll ask Tom if
13| for a safe decommissioning plan and the plan they're 13| he wants to make remarksin thisregard. Last speaker
14| proposing for the type of casks. And thereis better 14| in the public comment period is Ray Lutz, and then I'm
15| cask designs internationally that were described very 15| going to open it to panel if there are any further
16| well by Donna Gilmore. And | think it's ridiculous that 16| comments from the panel before we close.
17| Edison expects Southern California citizens to accept 17 RAY LUTZ: Hello. My nameisRay Lutz. I'm
18| those or expect that those will be good enough. They're 18| with Citizens Oversight. My background isin
19| not. And | was aso disturbed that someone mentioned 19| engineering. | am represented party at the CPUC at some
20| earlier that there is such alarge different between the 20| of their hearings. | did submit written questionsto
21| type of decommissioning plans that are going on herein 21| the panel, but before | get into that, I'd like to bring
22| San Onofre and those at like -- forgot the name of it. 22| up apoint. Qil tankers used to be one thickness of
23 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Thank you. Thank you very |23| steel. Guesswhat they learned? If it getsaleak, the
24| much for your comments. Roger Johnson and Ray L utz. 24| oil leaks out into the ocean. Now they're required to
25 ROGER JOHNSON: Thank you. Good evening. | 25| have two thicknesses. Soif it getsaholeinit, the
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1| oil doesn't instantly leak out, and they know, oh, 1 GENE STONE: I've heard alot of great
2| there'saholein the outer skin, and, therefore, we can 2| comments tonight from the public, and thank you very
3| fix that and the cil doesn't leak out. What you guys 3| much. But I'd like to reemphasize what Ace and Ray just
4| are proposing isthe old oil tanker that leaks plan. 4| said. The Atomic Energy Act clearly states that there
5| Onethickness of steel. When it getsaholeinit due 5| is supposed to be backup systemsto al nuclear
6| to corrosion it starts to leak and the radiation seeps 6| activity, and that has been true. There is backup to
7| out just like the oil did in the ocean. Haven't we 7| backup to backup in the running of a power plant, but
8| learned anything yet? Hasn't mankind learned anything 8| the NRC has been negligent to the point of criminality
9| yet? We're still working with one five-eights inch 9| asfar as|'m concerned that there is no defense in
10| thickness of steel. Ridiculous. Get anew plan. We 10| depth in lay storage. We cannot consider that enough,
11| need at least two thicknesses of steel so whentheouter  |11| and we should demand defensein depth in lay storage,
12| one leaks, we can learn about it and then fix it before 12| and today thereisnone. Thank you.
13| theinner one startsto leak. That's simple, but no one 13 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Thank you for your
14| is even talking about two layers on these canisters. | 14| comment. Other comments people would like to make,
15| want to bring up these other points. In the Songs one 15| including comments about the public comment period and
16 | decommissioning there was no records kept. SCE lost 16 | comments from members who would like particular comments
17| themall. Lost themall. | asked them for it. Do you 17| raised by the public to be answers by Edison, especialy
18| have any records of what you spent on Songsone? No, |18] regarding the agendafor tonight? Tim Brown.
19/ it'scompletely lost. What adisaster. Arewe going to 19 TIM BROWN: There was a series of comments
20| lose them again? Do we have a system to keep track of |20 | about cracks in canisters, radiation monitoring and
21| our costs? What kind of asystem isit thistime? | 21| stainless steel degradation. We have casks currently in
22| want to know, and that's why I'm asking the question on |22 | San Onofre. How long have we had casks at San Onofre?
23| my list of questions. Major portions of the 23 TOM PALMISANO: We currently have 51
24| decommissioning process occur just afew phases, five | 24| canistersloaded. 50 of them with spent fuel, one with
25| different phases, and that encompasses something like 17 | 25| what's called greater than Class C waste. The ISFS| pad
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1| years and many bhillions of dollars. | think it's 2.4 1| was built and they were loaded starting in about 2003 as
2| billion dollars. One of theissueswasit's not broken 2| part of the unit one decommissioning.
3| down enough. How do wetrack it? Arewegoingto have | 3 TIM BROWN: And as part of that, isthere
4| just one big contract to your subcontractor, or are we 4| monitoring onsite for any leaks, or would you tell if
5| going to be able to track each phase of this? Because 5| any was happening inside those? What's the, you now --
6| it'salmost impossible to track thiskind of a project. 6 TOM PALMISANO: The casksare -- asthey are
7| We need better tracking, and that's what |I'm asking for 7| loaded and they are drained of water, evacuated and
8| you to break out times and costs for each one of these 8| dried, filled with helium, pressure testing that's done
9| sub phases that you've grouped together in another 9| after lids are welding on, then the pressure connection
10| document | didn't talk about. So, please, | don't know 10| is capped after it's confirmed it's got the right helium
11| how to processthis, but I'm expecting awritten 11| pressure. It'sthen surveyed for external radiation
12| response. Thank you. 12| contamination, it's moved to the storage in a heavy
13 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Thank you for your 13| concrete module, which is one of the defense in depth
14| comments. | just want to assure you, you sent me an 14| features for externa event. And they are periodically
15| e-mail two days ago after we circulated the documents 15| inspected, temperatures are monitored external to the
16| for today's meeting. That e-mail will be part of the 16| cask, make surethereis circulating air flow that's
17| public records as we circulate all the documentsand has | 17| operating properly. Radiation levels and contamination
18| been now transmitted also to Edison. 18| levels are periodically monitored on the exterior of the
19 RAY LUTZ: My request is awritten response 19| structure. So that's what was done. Thereisnot an
20| from Edison or whoever else can answer the questions. 20| internal monitoring of the cask. We judge cask
21 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Thank you for your 21| performance by the external temperature.
22| request. So | now would like to seeif there are 22 TIM BROWN: Then the last item | want to ask
23| additional comments the members of the panel would like |23 | about is performance. There was questions about how
24| tomake. And | know Gene Stone would like the floor and | 24 | they perform in an ocean environment. Now, thisisa
25| perhaps others. Gene Stone, the floor isyours. 25| very small sample, 52 casksin San Onofre. Have there
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1| been any instant right now of rust, cracking or anything 1| current design at San Onofre, the other designs that we
2| that has degraded on the casks today? 2| are considering that are licensed by the NRC are
3 TOM PALMISANO: Thein-service casksinthis| 3| designed to withstand external events such as
4| country, and this ranges from the east to the west coast 4| earthquakes, flooding, tsunami, tornados in other areas
5| to the south to the midwest have performed without a 5| of the country, tornado-generated projectileslike a
6| leak of the radioactivity in the cask. Some of the 6| telephone pole going into the casks. And the NRC sets
7| earlier comments made by members talked about leakage | 7| the requirements and cask manufacturers have to
8| between a double-sealed lid, which was one of the 8| demonstrate they meet them. Likewise, there are
9| vulnerabilitiesin acask or casks because they're 9| security threats that are classified that the casks have
10| mechanical sedls. Legitimately thereisaconcern about |10/ to be designed coupled with our security system and
11| future inspection programs. Chloride stress corrosion 11| security force to prevent. So thereisadesign basis
12| cracking is a phenomenon that can affect austenitic 12| for both security and external events that the casks
13| stainless steel, which these canisters are made of. The 13| have to meet.
14| industry has experience with piping systems both in how |14 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Thank you very much. Let
15] to detect, how to prevent and how to repair it. The 15| me see. Anymore comments down here? Directly on this
16| inspection technology has gotta be transferred. 16| topic, Gene? Okay. And then to Ted Quinn.
17| Technology exists that's gotta be customized for 17 GENE STONE: Tom, to present date, asyou
18| canister inspection. So in truth thereisn't atool 18| said, license renewal is coming up to 2023 for the 51
19| today | can inspect with, but thereistechnology | can 19| casksthat you have. Have you ever pulled a cask out
20| develop to, you know, that | can utilize to develop a 20| and inspected it?
21| tool. Much like over the yearswe've learned how todo |21 TOM PALMISANO: We have not pulled a cask
22| in-reactor vessel repairs, techniques that didn't exist 22| out, no.
23| 30 years ago that were developed over time. So what 23 GENE STONE: So thisis, what, 16 years and
24| needs to happen with these casks today and whatever 24| we have never pulled one out to inspect it?
25| casks we buy in the future, there needs to be what's 25 TOM PALMISANO: We have not pulled one out
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1| called and aging management and surveillance programto | 1| at San Onofre.
2| periodically inspect, check the cask and mitigate any 2 GENE STONE: Thank you.
3| problems with the cask. So that hasto be part of the 3 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Ted Quinn.
4| licenserenewal. The current casks as San Onofre their 4 TED QUINN: I'd like to ask about the
5| license expiresin 2023. As part of the license renewal 5| meeting in October. It's on emergency planning, which
6| we need to develop and commit to that and put in place 6| isareally important subject to me. Will you also talk
7| those -- 7| about security planning or isthat a separate time?
8 TIM BROWN: So they'recomingupon20years | 8 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: | view security planning
9] right now it sounds like. 9| as part of the footprint of the plan to be incredibly
10 TOM PALMISANO: Thelicensefor San Onofre |10| important. Do you want to comment directly on this?
11| expiresin 2023, and that's actually held by the vendor 11 TOM PALMISANO: Yeah. | think when we
12| Areva Transnuclear for that. 12| planned the October meeting -- first off, we would be
13 TIM BROWN: Rust, breakage, anythingonthe 13| glad to talk about security planning in some level of
14| current casks that have been reported? 14| detail, but abit of that quite frankly is classified.
15 TOM PALMISANO: Not on the current casks 15 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Yeah, we'renot --
16| that have been reported. Concrete spalling at other 16 TOM PALMISANO: So we won't cross that
17| locations other than San Onofre on the external of the 17| boundary. To reassure everybody, the security
18] concrete structures, which is easily found and repaired. 18| requirements don't change. Y ou know, the security
19 TIM BROWN: Lastitem. Sorry. Lastitemit 19| requirement footprint shrinks because | don't have
20| was, you know, one of the things that was touted wasthe |20 | reactors to protect, but | have the spent fuel storage
21| domes were prepared for any type of strike. You talk 21| ingtillation to protect through the same security
22| ahout defense in depth on the casks. They raise 22| requirements that existed before. | think in October
23| questions about can it withstand an attack or, you know, |23 | we're going to have afull workshop or session on
24| can you give usjust a brief summary about -- 24| emergency planning. So aswe plan that, what I'd like
25 TOM PALMISANO: Sure. Ingeneral termsthe |25] to suggest, David, is we work with you to craft the
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1| agenda and see what time we have available. 1| actualy have alot we can learn from other sites as
2 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: I'd dsoliketo ask Ted, 2| they deal with aging issues and so on. The other thing
3| if he'swilling, let's get the agenda done earlier than 3| that has been quite impressive to me is how dependant we
4| normal, and let's come back to you, Ted, and see whether | 4| are on the cask vendors. And so when we think about
5| the parts of the meeting that are related to security 5| buying casks, we're not only thinking about a marriage
6| planning that can be discussed in a non-classified way, 6| to the cask, but a marriage to the vendor. And we have
7| if that's sufficient if that will be helpful to you. 7| to evaluate the vendor and their presence in the
8 TED QUINN: Thank you. 8| American market and their interest and ability to make
9 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Let me also ask any other | 9| long-term -- to participate with us long-term because we
10| members of the panel who want to work with me and Tim |10 | need them to do the license renewals and so on. This
11| Brown on the agenda for that meeting. That's going to 11| 20-year time line people have been talking about, that's
12| be atricky meeting for us because we're going to be 12| just thefirst license. So you get -- and nothing is
13| reviewing a plan that's already been submitted but is 13| licensed beyond 20 years. So you keep getting license
14| till under consideration. So we're not going to have a 14| renewals, and so we're very dependant upon the cask
15| workshop separate from the meeting, but we'regoingto |15 vendors. So | would urge that as these discussions
16| try to run the meeting in workshop mode with alittle 16 | unfold that we pay attention not only to the technical
17| more back and forth. Hopefully that will be affective. 17| details, but to, frankly, the integrity, presence and
18| October 6th; right? 18| incentives of the vendors, which are perhaps just as
19 TED QUINN: October 9th. 19| important.
20 TOM PALMISANO: | believeit'sthe 9th. 20 The last thing | was struck by in doing this
21| Well double check the date. 21| review isthat the defense in depth, whichisaterm
22 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Don' listen to anything | |22 | that has come up alot today, is not aterm of art that
23| say about that date. Listen to what was written down. 23| is getting used in the regulatory processin this area,
24 TIM BROWN: We'refairly confident it's this 24| but instead there islots of other regulatory procedural
25| year. It'sgoing to bethisyear. 25| details and engineering issues that | think when we ook
Page 112 Page 114
1 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: It'sgoing to be this 1| at them we will recognize as defense in depth. But,
2| year. You're an avesome vice chairman. | realy want 2| frankly, the technical community has not been doing a
3| to thank you for that. Any other comments that the 3| very good job in communicating what is actually going on
4| panel -- Dan Stetson. 41 in terms of what we would think of as defensein depth.
5 DAN STETSON: Redlly just asuggestion. | 5| So | think part of the answer to the request from Gene
6| want to thank you, Tom, for the tour that you provided 6| Stone and a variety of other peopleisto articulatein
7| me, and Chris mentioned that tours are going to be open 7| plain English what this actually means at the San Onofre
8| to the general public soon. So | really think that that 8| site, how this unfolds, what our relationships to the
9| isawonderful activity, and I'd like to remind everyone 9| vendors are and so on. And | know when Tim and | did
10| in the audience to take advantage of that. | went there 10| the survey of the CEP members, the vast majority of them
11| with my wife with aton of questions, and they went into 11| asked usto talk about other things than nuclear waste,
12| great detail on every single question, so thank you for 12| nuclear fuel, and | appreciate that, and our next
13| that. 13| meeting in October will deliver on that promise. But we
14 CHAIRMAN VICTOR: Thank you very much. Sol |14| will not lose sight of thisissue. We will continue to
15| just want to make four brief comments related to those 15| work onit. We will continue to gather factsin avery
16| issue that have come up today about the casks and where 16 | prompt way and organize some discussions around this.
17| we're headed on that just to give people a sense of 17| So look for more from us about this even in the coming
18| this. Asl've already mentioned, it's a process we set 18| few days.
19| up in the CEP to gather facts, talk about them. We're 19 | think we are now finished with our formal
20| not going to agree on everything, but to try and orient 20| agenda. | want to thank all of you on the eve of this
21| thisaround the facts. | have been tremendously 21| long weekend for spending an evening with us, and | ook
22| impressed by how much information there is out there. 22| forward to seeing you again at our future meetings.
23| Thereistill alot to be learned, and thisisa 23| Thank you.
24| long-term aging program. The first stainless steel cask 24 (Whereupon at 8:55 p.m. the proceedings
25| went into servicein this country in 1989. So we 25| concluded.)
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
)SS.
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO)

I, JANETT JMENEZ, CERTIFIED SHORTHAND
REPORTER IN AND FOR THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA DO HEREBY
CERTIFY:

THAT SAID MEETING WAS TAKEN DOWN IN
STENOGRAPHIC WRITING BY ME AND THEREAFTER REDUCED INTO A
TRANSCRIPT UNDER MY DIRECTION.

| FURTHER CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGOING ISA
FULL, TRUE AND CORRECT TRANSCRIPT OF SAID MEETING.

| FURTHER CERTIFY THAT | AM NEITHER COUNSEL
FOR NOR RELATED TO ANY PARTY TO SAID MEETING, NOR IN ANY
WAY INTERESTED IN THE OUTCOME THEREOF.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | HAVE HEREUNTO
SUBSCRIBED MY NAME ON THIS 10TH DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 2014.

JANETT JMENEZ, CSR NO. 13215
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