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Responses to Comment Set 13 
Alexis Olds 

13-1 The commenter’s support for the comment submitted by the San Luis Obispo Mothers for 
Peace and its Joint Parties is noted.  Please refer to the Responses to Comment Set CC6 for 
responses to their comment letter. 

Please refer to Master Responses MR-1 (Baseline), as well as Response A-1 and CC5-24.  
The Draft EIR does not fail to consider the effects of future operation of the power plant.  
A fundamental aspect of the Draft EIR is the acknowledgement that the effects of plant opera-
tion would continue through the current license term if the Proposed Project is approved.  
However, these effects already exist in the environment and are appropriately described as 
part of baseline conditions, as discussed in Draft EIR Section D.1.2.1.  For the No Project 
Alternative, it would be speculative to forecast exactly how replacement power would be 
provided, as noted in Section D.1.2.3.  The likelihood of relicensing is addressed in MR-2 
(License Renewal). 

13-2 Please refer to Master Response MR-2 (License Renewal) for a discussion of license renewal. 

13-3 Please refer to Master Response MR-2 (License Renewal) and Responses 11-2 and 13-1. 

13-4 Please refer to Response CC6-2 for a discussion of the relationship of the CPUC’s interim 
decision to the CEQA process. 

13-5 Following a comparison of all of the alternatives (including the No Project Alternative), the 
Environmentally Superior Alternative is detailed in Executive Summary Section 4.2 (page 
ES-47) and in Section E.2 (page E-2) of the Draft EIR.  Please see Responses CC2-4 and 
CC2-9 as well as Responses CC5-10, CC5-12, CC6-91 for more explanation of the alterna-
tives analysis.  The No Project Alternative was not found to be superior due to environmental 
impacts that would occur with providing replacement power and replacement transmission 
facilities under the No Project Alternative. 

The CPUC’s resource procurement Rulemaking proceeding (R.04-04-003), which was estab-
lished to promote policy and program coordination and integration in electric utility resource 
planning, is currently underway and is independent of this EIR.  As required by CEQA, the 
Draft EIR is limited to describing the significant environmental effects of the Proposed 
Project.  Please also refer to Responses CC6-12 and CC6-90, which discuss other CPUC 
proceedings, such as Rulemaking R.04-04-003. 

13-6 Please refer to Master Responses MR-1 (Baseline) for a discussion on continued operation 
and the project’s environmental baseline and MR-2 (License Renewal) for a discussion of 
license renewal.  See also Response 13-5 concerning the scope of the alternatives analysis. 

13-7 The commenter’s support for Mitigation Measure G-3a (Long-Term Seismic Program Update) 
is noted.  The DCPP facility is already in place, and thus is part of the environmental setting 
against which environmental impacts of the Proposed Project are judged, as discussed in Draft 
EIR Sections D.1.2.1 and D.5.1.4.  Draft EIR Section D.1.2.5 also notes that the seismic 
safety of DCPP in its current design is regulated exclusively by the NRC. 
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13-8 The commenter’s support for the comments submitted by the San Luis Obispo Mothers for 
Peace and its Joint Parties is noted.  Please refer to the Responses to Comment Set CC6 for 
responses to their comment letter. 

The CPUC believes the Draft EIR fully complies with the requirements of CEQA.  Some revi-
sions to the document have been made in the Final EIR, but none of these revisions consti-
tute significant new information requiring recirculation of the Draft EIR. 
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Responses to Comment Set 14 
Jack McCurdy 
14-1 Please refer to the Responses to Comment Set 13. 

14-2 Please refer to the Responses to Comment Set CC6 for responses to the Joint Parties’ com-
ment letter.  The CPUC believes the Draft EIR with revisions made in the Final EIR fully 
complies with the requirements of CEQA. 
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Comment Set 15 
Jan Howell Marx 
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Comment Set 15, cont. 
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Responses to Comment Set 15 
Jan Howell Marx 
15-1 Please refer to the Responses to Comment Set 13. 

15-2 The commenter’s preference for the shutdown of DCPP is noted. 
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Comment Set 16, cont. 
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Responses to Comment Set 16 
Kim Dunn 
16-1 Please refer to the Responses to Comment Set 13. 

16-2 The commenter’s opposition to the Proposed Project is noted.  Please refer to Responses CC5-17 
and 9-1 and for a discussion of how the Proposed Project affects the storage of radioactive 
materials.  Master Response MR-3 (Jurisdiction) discusses NRC license renewal. 
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Kim Dunn 

 

17-1 

17-2 



DCPP Steam Generator Replacement Project 
COMMENTS RECEIVED FROM PRIVATE INDIVIDUALS 

 

 
August 2005 455 Final EIR 

Responses to Comment Set 17 
Kim Dunn 
17-1 Please refer to the Responses to Comment Set 13. 

17-2 The commenter agrees with Comment 17-1, which is the same as Comment Set 13; therefore, 
please refer to the Responses to Comment Set 13. 
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Comment Set 18 
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Comment Set 18, cont. 
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Responses to Comment Set 18 
Klaus Schumann 
18-1 Please refer to the Responses to Comment Set 13. 

18-2 The commenter agrees with Comment 18-1, which is the same as Comment Set 13.  Please 
refer to the Responses to Comment Set 13. 
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Comment Set 19 
Marty Brown 
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Comment Set 19, cont. 
Marty Brown 
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Responses to Comment Set 19 
Marty Brown 
19-1 Please refer to the Responses to Comment Set 13. 

19-2 Please refer to Responses 12-12 and 12-15 for a discussion of alternative energy technologies 
and demand-side management.  Sections C.6.1 and C.6.2 (page C-27) of the Draft EIR dis-
cuss replacement generation (i.e., natural gas-fired power plants) and transmission facili-
ties, respectively, and a wide range of renewable energy technologies are also identified in 
the No Project Alternative (Section C.6.3).  See Response 11-2 concerning public health and 
safety. 
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Comment Set 20 
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Comment Set 20, cont. 
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Responses to Comment Set 20 
Mary Jane Adams 
20-1 Please refer to the Responses to Comment Set 13. 

20-2 The commenter agrees with Comment 20-1, which is the same as Comment Set 13.  Please 
refer to the Responses to Comment Set 13. 
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Comment Set 21 
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Comment Set 21, cont. 
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Responses to Comment Set 21 
Nancy Reinstein 
21-1 Please refer to the Responses to Comment Set 13. 

21-2 The commenter’s opposition to the Proposed Project is noted.  Please refer to Responses 
12-12 and 12-15 for a discussion of alternative energy technologies and demand-side man-
agement.  Sections C.6.1 and C.6.2 (page C-27) of the Draft EIR discuss replacement gen-
eration (i.e., natural gas-fired power plants) and transmission facilities, respectively. 
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Comment Set 22 
Russ Ferriday 
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Comment Set 22, cont. 
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Responses to Comment Set 22 
Russ Ferriday 
22-1 Please refer to the Responses to Comment Set 13. 

22-2 For a discussion of project cost and how it relates to the ratepayer, please refer to Responses 
CC6-3 and 1-3, above. 
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Comment Set 23 
Susan Biesek 
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Comment Set 23, cont. 
Susan Biesek 
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Responses to Comment Set 23 
Susan Biesek 
23-1 Please refer to the Responses to Comment Set 13. 

23-2 For a discussion of project cost, please refer to Responses CC6-3 and 1-3, and for a discussion 
of alternative energy technologies under the No Project Alternative, please refer to Response 
12-15. 
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Comment Set 24 
Sylvia Alcon 
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Comment Set 24, cont. 
Sylvia Alcon 
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Responses to Comment Set 24 
Sylvia Alcon 
24-1 Please refer to the Responses to Comment Set 13. 

24-2 The traffic analysis in the Draft EIR (Section D.13) accounts for the growth in the region and 
Avila Beach, as it would be a function of population growth (see Section D.13.1.5).  Ongoing 
and continued operation of DCPP after completion of the Proposed Project would generate 
traffic much as DCPP does in the environmental setting.  As illustrated in Section D.13.3.5, 
there would be no permanent increase in traffic with the Proposed Project.  Section D.12.1 
of the Draft EIR shows that in the environmental setting, DCPP maintains a comprehensive 
Emergency Response Plan, and the Proposed Project would not affect the need for such plans, 
which is governed by NRC regulations (Section D.1.2.5). 
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