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COLAB SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY 

WEEK OF JULY 3 - 9, 2016 

EARLY WARNING                                             

BOARD TO CONSIDER TREE CUTTING 

MORATORIUM FRIDAY JUNE 15, 2016 9:00 AM 

SPECIAL MEETING 

 

NEXT WEEK  
 

 

NO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MEETING ON 

JULY 5, 2016                                                                     
(SUMMER RECESS) 

 

LAST WEEK  

 

STATE LANDS COMMISSION APPROVES 

DIABLO OPERATION FOR 10 YEARS AND THEN 

REQUIRES PERMANENT CLOSURE 

 

ADAM HILL SAYS COUNTY MUST NOW PURSUE 

ECON DEVELOPMENT AND HOUSING                               
(BLAMES STATE FOR COUNTY LEADERSHIP FAILURE TO RETAIN 

PLANT – EXCUSE FALLS FLAT – SEE PAGE 7)   
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SLO PENSION TRUST APPROVES RATE 

INCREASE / WILL ULTIMATELY SHOW UP IN 

FEES AND TAXES  
 

SLO COLAB IN DEPTH                   
(SEE PAGE 6) 

 

ADAM HILL’S DIABLO SMOKESCREEN WON’T 

ATONE FOR COUNTY LEADERSHIP FAILURE                                                                 
(AND HIS OWN)                                                                                                                         

By Michael F. Brown 

 

THE DEVIL YOU KNOW                                                                    
By Andy Caldwell 

 

DOES CALIFORNIA SHUTDOWN MEAN THE END 

OF NUCLEAR POWER? NOT SO FAST.                                    
By Jessica Mendoza 

 

 

NUCLEAR NEW-BUILD NOT FAST ENOUGH TO 

CURB GLOBAL WARMING: REPORT 
By Nina Chestney  

 

http://www.reuters.com/journalists/nina-chestney
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THIS WEEKS HIGHLIGHTS 

 

No Board of Supervisors Meeting on Tuesday, July 5, 2016 (Not Scheduled) 

The Board will be taking the 2
nd

 week of its scheduled summer recess. It will return for its next 

regular meeting on Tuesday July 12
th

 and then with a renewed vengeance during a special 

meeting on Friday July 15
th

 to take up the idea of placing a moratorium on cutting native trees. 

This circumstance is, of course, the result of the widely publicized destruction of thousands of 

oak trees and extreme grading by the Justin Vineyards/Resnick Corporation.  

As outrageous as the Resnick’s action is, farmers, ranchers, and rural residents should be careful 

about what they ask for. 

 

LAST WEEKS HIGHLIGHTS 

 

California State Lands Commission Meeting of Tuesday, June 18, 2016 10:00 AM, Morro 

Bay Community Center (Completed) 

 

ITEM 
96  

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY (APPLICANT):  Consider 

termination of Lease Nos. PRC 4307.1 and 4449.1, a General Lease – Right-of-Way 

Use and a General Lease − Industrial Use, and an application for a new General 

Lease − Industrial Use, for a cooling water discharge channel, water intake structure, 

breakwaters, and associated infrastructure at the Diablo Canyon Power Plant, near 

Avila Beach, San Luis Obispo County.  CEQA Consideration: not a project 

http://www.google.com/imgres?rlz=1T4ADRA_enUS556US556&hl=en&authuser=0&biw=1366&bih=589&tbm=isch&tbnid=R63gz03v2xMwnM:&imgrefurl=http://www.buzzle.com/articles/plutonium-uses.html&docid=2C05QhMVbmKdGM&imgurl=http://www.buzzle.com/img/articleImages/488875.-31618-55.jpg&w=300&h=200&ei=qExgUsf2OOeG2gX5hIDgAg&zoom=1&iact=rc&page=2&tbnh=160&tbnw=213&start=21&ndsp=20&ved=1t:429,r:26,s:0&tx=106&ty=101
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After a day of public comment, including a 20 minute presentation by Geisha Williams, the 

President of PG&E, the Commission voted to grant the new permit on the condition that PG&E 

foreswear applying to the nuclear Regulatory Commission for new licenses to operate the plant 

after 2025. 

Rather than conduct a sudden, immediate, and economically catastrophic shutdown, PG&E 

requested a 9-year phase out of the plant. There are many near, medium and long-term impacts 

and considerations. The most immediate concern was that for the 9-year phase-out to occur, the 

California State Lands Commission had to renew a permit, which expires in 2018, for discharge 

of circulated reactor cooling water (does not contain radiation) to the ocean. The approval means 

that the plant may operate until 2025. This in turn means that there will not be a sudden and 

economically catastrophic shut down in 2018.  

Of course the shutdown in 2025 will have massive negative impacts on the economies of both 

San Luis Obispo County and northern Santa Barbara County when the shutdown occurs. 

PG&E, the two counties, and, the community in general are not out of the woods yet on the nine- 

year extension. There are several decisions by the California Public Utilities Commission (PUC) 

that also must be favorable to the deal for it to actually be consummated. It is not known if the 

California Coastal Commission will inject itself or be stimulated by any number of potential 

intervenors in attempting to upset the deal. During the meeting attorneys for the Santa Barbara 

based left activist World Business Academy were clearly laying groundwork for a CEQA lawsuit 

against the Lands Commission.  

At stake is the future of San Luis Obispo County, including $22 million in annual property taxes, 

which support the County, Cuesta College, and public schools, and which will be phased out 

over the nine years.  Additionally thousands of jobs and $1 billion dollars in direct, indirect, and 

imputed annual financial impact will be terminated at the end of the nine years.  

The economic impact of such a 

shutdown will be devastating. The 

chart to the right was prepared 

several years ago to show the 

impact in 2027 if the Plant were 

not relicensed. Similar or worse 

numbers would occur if a sudden 

shutdown occurred in 2018. The 

impact would occur in both San 

Luis Obispo County and northern 

Santa Barbara County. 

We encourage readers to open the link below and read the full economic impact report. 
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http://www.pge.com/includes/docs/pdfs/shared/edusafety/systemworks/dcpp/PGE_Economic_Im

pact_Report_Final.pdf  

If the PUC takes the necessary action to facilitate the deal and if other intervenors such as the 

Coastal Commission and/or some coalition of enviro organizations don’t tie the deal up in court, 

there are many challenges which must be addressed over the next few years: 

1. PG&E has promised to soften the tax loss blow by paying an annually accumulative payment 

in lieu of property taxes, which would total $49.5 million by the end of the phase-out period. At 

the current annual payment of $22 million to all the taxing jurisdictions (County, schools, Cuesta 

College, and others), the total value of the taxes would have been $220 million. It is not yet clear 

at what rate the assessed value will decline each year, but it is pretty clear that the plant and site 

will have very little value by 2025. In fact power plants over 50 Mega Watts are actually 

assessed for tax purposes by the State, so the County really won’t have any say about the tax 

reduction schedule. Worse yet, and since the site serves as the storage for the spent fuel rods, it 

may be taken over by the Federal government as some sort of superfund site and have absolutely 

no value. 

After 2025 it is likely that there will be no tax revenue, and no one will even be able to put a 

Hyatt Regency resort and golf course there. 

2. The larger issue is the loss of the direct jobs and contractor jobs, purchases of goods and 

services, and other spending in the community, which with normal multipliers will result in the 

evaporation of nearly $1 billion dollars of economic activity in San Luis Obispo and northern 

Santa Barbara County. 

3. There will be much rhetoric about replacing the economic benefits of the plant and related 

activities with new green energy jobs. Since solar panels are largely manufactured in China and, 

Malaysia and Tesla Cars in Nevada, it is unlikely that the key industrial components of the solar 

industry will suddenly be manufactured in a 1 million sq. ft. plant slipped into Edna, Santa 

Margarita, or even south San Luis Obispo.  

Middle aged nuclear plant engineers who make $137,000 per year plus benefits are not going to 

be retrained to perform heavy outdoor labor to screw solar panels onto everyone’s roof. 

As we have noted, the large industrial scale solar power plants in the eastern county employ very 

few people in the operational mode (the plants EIRs stipulated as few as 20), and of course these 

plants are exempt by State dictat from most of the property tax. What a brilliant strategy: We 

traded a power plant that pays $22 million per year in property taxes on 500 acres for 2 solar 

plants on thousands of acres that pay almost no property taxes (relatively speaking). Think of it, 

the officials who designed that great deal are now saying that they are going to save us with a 

new vigorous economic development program. 

http://www.pge.com/includes/docs/pdfs/shared/edusafety/systemworks/dcpp/PGE_Economic_Impact_Report_Final.pdf
http://www.pge.com/includes/docs/pdfs/shared/edusafety/systemworks/dcpp/PGE_Economic_Impact_Report_Final.pdf
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4. The floodtide for renewable energy is running hard in California. A critical question is how 

electricity will be generated at night. PG&E euphemistically says that gas-fired peaker plants 

will fill the gap. It would interesting to see a matrix chart for the next 10 years and then the 

subsequent 10 years that would demonstrate how this will all work. PG&E has also suggested 

that new battery technology is coming online that will enable the utility scale storage of 

electricity produced in the daytime to be stored for distribution at night. You would think that if 

this technology exists, it would have been well publicized by now in the Wall Street Journal, 

Scientific American, and other sources, not to mention various utilities’ annual reports. 

                                                                                                        

San Luis Obispo Pension Trust Meeting of Monday, June 27, 2016 (Completed) 

 

Item 8 - January 1, 2016 Actuarial Evaluation ----- Final Report Incorporating Board of 

Trustee’s Direction and approval of Pension Rate changes.  The Pension Trust Board of 

Directors adopted a recommendation from its consulting actuaries to raise charges to both the 

County and its employees. The agenda item states in part: 

  

There you have it – a whopping $127 million increase to $501 million in the unfunded pension 

liability. As the unfunded liability goes up, the amount the County and its employees must 

contribute goes up. The result will be more pressure to increase taxes and fees and/or to reduce 

services. As the employees’ rates go up, their unions will demand higher “cost of living 

increases.” Of course the Board of Supervisors could give them future Christmas bonuses to help 

offset the cost. 

  

SLO COLAB IN DEPTH 
In fighting the troublesome, local day-to-day assaults on our freedom and property, it is also 

important to keep in mind the larger underlying ideological, political, and economic causes and 

forces. 
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ADAM HILL DIABLO SMOKESCREEN FAILS TO 

ATONE FOR COUNTY LEADERSHIP FAILURE                                                                  
(AND HIS OWN)                                                                                    

By Michael F. Brown 

On Tuesday June 28, 2016 at 5:28 PM, The San Luis Obispo Tribune Newspaper posted a letter 

to the editor from 3
rd

 District County Supervisor Adam Hill, who was obviously attempting to 

get out in front of the bad news that the Diablo Nuclear Plant must cease operation no later than 

10 years from now. The Tribune gratuitously supplied a HEADLINE on his behalf as if the letter 

were a scheduled commentary:   

How do we prepare for a post-Diablo economy? 

The complicity of the Tribune in supporting 

Hill is obvious in the 5:28 PM posting, 

which came just minutes after the California 

State Lands Commission (State Lands) had 

approved the deal, which would allow the 

nuclear plant to operate until 2025 and 

which then requires that PG&E abandon any 

attempt to have the plant relicensed by the 

US Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC). 

This action guarantees permanent closure. 

No doubt some on the left are congratulating 

Hill in that he has clearly so co-opted the 

Tribune, that it functions as his personal on 

demand flunky publicist. You would think a 

real newspaper would be asking hard 

questions like, how did you and other 

community leaders allow this to happen? Or 

how, in the short space of 9 years, are you 

going to replace the very high value career 

benefited jobs and the $1 billion in annual 

direct economic benefit to the community, 

which will start to decline almost 

immediately?  

Instead the Tribune prominently published 

Hill’s very vague and revisionist polemic 

about how the County and other 

jurisdictions need to work together to do 

something about the lack of housing and the 

cumbersome and costly permit entitlement 

processes which undermine economic 

development.  To find a replacement 

industry or group of industries with PG&E’s 

high wage scales, high level consultant and 

contractors, and high demand for goods and 

services seems impossible. A semi-astute 

reporter might have asked, given this 

profoundly negative circumstance, how do 

you think the County should approach the 

Phillips 66 rail spur application? What is 

your position in general, as we realize that 

you may have to vote on these someday, on 

the prospective expansion of the Freeport-

McMoRan oil operation in Price Canyon 

(just to name few “bird in hand” 

opportunities for some homegrown 

economic expansion)? Other than vague 

platitudes about SLO County becoming “a 

renewable energy hub” or a “specialized 

manufacturing and renewable energy” 

center, just what specific strategy and 

actions do Hill, the Board of Supervisors, 

and the various mayors and city councilors 

spread across the county actually have in 

mind? It’s not as if all this hasn’t been 

warned about for years. 

To comprehend how oozing with 

hypocritical slime all this is, one need only 

reflect on Hill’s testimony before the Lands 

Commission just a few hours earlier. The 

room was filled with both anti-nuclear and 

anti-Phillips 66-tankering groups (there is 

much overlap). Hill got up and supported the 
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9-year Diablo permit (“I support the Lands 

Commission staff recommendation”). But in 

the next breath, he took credit for getting the 

plant shut down in the long term. “I led the 

Board (of Supervisors) by asking PG&E to 

pause its application for license renewal to 

conduct more seismic studies…”  

As we pointed out in last week’s Update:   

Failure of Leadership:  The San Luis 

Obispo County Board of Supervisors and the 

Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors 

failed to forcefully and boldly support the 

relicensing of the plant as a matter of public 

policy. In effect, their deliberate neglect 

undermined the relicensing effort and 

facilitated the ultimate closure.  Instead of 

proactively supporting relicensing, leftist 

majorities on both Boards betrayed the 

interests of the working people and families 

in their respective counties and pandered to 

a variety of anti-industrial, anti-nuclear, and 

anti-private property activist organizations. 

Every excuse to throw up hurdles was used 

to delay and to add costs. Fear of 

earthquakes, tsunamis (the plant is on a 70-

foot high cliff above the ocean), and terrorist 

attacks were all bandied about. Furthermore, 

when the PG&E undertook seabed seismic 

studies, these same Boards complained 

about the risk to marine mammals and fish. 

While the rest of the world is expanding 

nuclear power (see the article on page 14, 

below), local and statewide Luddite 

ideologues have created a politicized 

environment in which relicensing is too 

risky and too expensive.  

Hill’s duplicity in this regard is manifested 

in the closing statement of his Tribune 

“guest” commentary: 

So the choice is before us now: We will 

either make our future or surrender to fate. 

We can take bold actions to ensure our local 

economy keeps thriving, or we can sit on our 

hands and hope that tourism and its related 

sectors alone will save us — but they won’t. 

Why didn’t Hill and his colleagues apply 

this same passion to the relicensing and 

retention of the plant in the first place?  Why 

didn’t the County pass repeated resolutions 

demanding and supporting relicensing? Why 

didn’t the County conduct educational 

seminars and events for the public on the 

economic importance of the plant?  The 

dissembling Supervisor excuses his own and 

his Board’s lack of action by blaming the 

State and actually casting an oblique 

criticism on whatever those undefined 

policies allegedly contained. 

Well, state policies led to Diablo not seeking 

relicensing, and regardless of the merits of 

those policies, our community didn’t exactly 

have a say in the matter.    

Did Hill ever ask his colleagues to include 

supportive policies in the County’s annual 

Legislative Program? Did the County ever 

conduct a legislative day (or better yet an 

annual and recurring legislative day) for 

State Assembly members and State Senators 

to present the positive aspects of Diablo and 

the Board’s position (which it never had the 

guts to take) to have it relicensed? Hill has 

certainly supported the weakening of 

Proposition 13 in the County Legislative 

program – a matter over which the Board of 

Supervisors has no direct control. After all, 

Proposition 13 is a law adopted by the 

people of California.  

Usually when a city or county is faced with 

the closure or relocation of one of its 

primary employers, it pulls out all the stops. 

The prospective closure of a military base, 

factory shutdown, headquarters relocation, 

transfer of a major professional sports 

franchise, or other economic dislocation will 

usually result in a massive campaign led by 

the local chief elected officials, local and 

regional members of the state legislature, 
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chambers of commerce, university 

presidents, the state’s governor, and even the 

local newspaper. A special commission may 

be created to privately fund and rally 

support. Sadly none of this happened in 

either San Luis Obispo County or Santa 

Barbara County. Instead, there was constant 

rhetorical handwringing over fish and 

earthquakes.  Those who will eventually 

lose their jobs, those whose homes may 

decrease in value, those who provide retail 

goods to them, and everyone else in the 

regional economy may well reflect on this 

total and deliberate lack of leadership as 

they consider the credentials of Adam Hill 

for reelection as 3
rd

 district Supervisor and 

current Santa Barbara 1
st
 District Supervisor 

Salud Carbajal to be their representative in 

the Congress. 

Characteristically, Hill’s only specific 

recommendation at this point is for the 

voters to approve a new ½ cent sales tax for 

transportation. The Tribune even highlighted 

his wording in this regard as a live link to 

one its editorials supporting the tax. 

 

The Devil You Know 

By Andy Caldwell 

Smack dab in the middle of a record-setting 

heat wave and threats of rolling blackouts, 

Pacific Gas and Electric announced they are 

closing Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant. 

Just like that, 10% of the state’s energy 

supply will be gone! Coupled with the 

closure of San Onofre, California will be 

nuclear free having lost 20% of its 

electricity supply, not counting the 

additional lost energy from coal and other 

sources by way of state mandates. 

What is happening to our supply of 

electricity is similar to what has already 

happened to our water supplies; squandered 

resources resulting in rationing to 

consumers. Of course, consumers aren’t told 

that supplies are being rationed, instead they 

have been brainwashed into believing they 

are conserving scarce resources. The truth is 

California is not suffering from a water 

crisis due to drought any more than we will 

be suffering power outages due to heat 

waves. Our water and energy crisis is the 

result of policies and regulations which 

serve to diminish our capacity to meet our 

daily needs.  

For all you so-called conservationists out 

there, who are celebrating the closure, 

consider the following. To build the 

equivalent of a 2,000-Mw nuclear plant, a 

solar farm would require 22,000 acres of PV 

solar panels and a wind farm would need 

100,000 acres of wind turbines. By contrast, 

Diablo Canyon is able to produce that much 

power and more in a footprint of 

approximately 545 acres! 

Diablo Canyon provided California with 

22% of its clean energy and more than 

double the electricity produced by all the 

solar panels in the state combined. And, 

might I add, nuclear power emits no 

greenhouse gas emissions! Moreover, we are 

losing one of the most reliable base load 

sources of power along with the 1,500 best 

paying jobs on the Central Coast, a facility 

that represents one billion dollars annually 

in economic activity, and the utter 

decimation of the property tax base for the 

county of San Luis Obispo and nearby 

schools.  
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One of the death knells of all power plants, 

nuclear and otherwise, located along our 

coastline, was the requirement to install 

cooling towers to cool the water used in the 

plants before returning it to the ocean. This 

requirement was expected to cost Diablo 

billions! Spending that much money for 

nothing in return is similar to Governor 

Brown wanting $15 billion for the twin 

tunnels to convey state water. Neither of 

these expenditures create additional supply. 

The other death knell can be laid at the feet 

of Congressional candidate Salud Carbajal’s 

pet project known as Community Choice 

Aggregation (CCA). Community choice 

aggregation allows communities to leach off 

the transmission network of utilities such as 

PG&E forcing the company to deliver 

electricity from other providers in essence 

diffusing energy production away from the 

major utilities. The plan serves to collapse 

the vertical integration of the utilities 

thereby crippling the model of energy 

production and delivery that has served us 

well. 

The CCA model doesn’t rely on free market 

competition but on a series of regulations, 

subsidies, and mandates that prop up 

renewables which fail to deliver a base load 

24/7. Aggravating our situation further is the 

fact that the largest wind and solar plants in 

California continue to go bankrupt despite 

the multi-billion dollar subsidies and 

mandates used to prop them up. 

Diablo Canyon represented a safe, high tech, 

renewable, and greenhouse gas-free source 

of power that is irreplaceable. Ironically, the 

plant was also poised to deliver desalinated 

water to the Central Coast. California will 

rue the day our politicians and activists 

served to drop this fiscal nuclear bomb 

leaving us in the dark, all in the name of 

sustainability. 

 First Published in the Santa Barbara News Press. Andy Caldwell is the Executive Director of 

COLAB of Santa Barbara County, popular public speaker, regular Santa Barbara New Press 

editorialist, and host of the daily Andy Caldwell Radio Show. 

 

DOES CALIFORNIA SHUTDOWN MEAN THE END 

OF NUCLEAR POWER? NOT SO FAST. 
The debate around the closing of the Diablo Canyon nuclear power plant in 

San Luis Obispo County, Calif., signals a broader conversation around 

power sources that could be crucial to the nation's energy future. 
By Jessica Mendoza 

 

LOS ANGELES — When California’s largest electric utility announced last week that it would 

close the state’s last operational nuclear power plant, supporters were quick to call the moment a 

potential game changer for America’s energy future. 

The basic message, after all, is that officials in America’s most populous state, while eager to 

battle against climate change, have decided that nuclear reactors aren’t needed in the fight. 
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And the move, in which state regulators nudged Pacific Gas & Electric Co. toward a plan to 

close its Diablo Canyon reactor, comes as other states have also been closing nuclear plants or 

planning to do so. Solar and wind power are surging, and PG&E said the Diablo Canyon power 

will be replaced by renewables. 

Could the end of the line be coming into view for a power source that used to be hailed by some 

as the future of clean power? 

Actually, it looks far too early to draw that conclusion. The reality is that a battle still rages and 

may go on for some time. Some new reactors are being built. Some governors even in other 

politically liberal states are trying to save old reactors rather than scrap them. And though cheap 

natural gas may have called the economics of nuclear plants into question, environmentalists are 

divided over whether a nuclear phase-out would be wise. 

“I think the stakes are becoming higher as these closures are happening,” says Jesse Jenkins, a 

researcher at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology's Energy Initiative. “We have a pretty 

big decision to make as a country about whether or not we’re going to give up this source of 

power or to build on that foundation. That could be one of the biggest decisions we’ll have when 

it comes to our targets and climate goals.” 

Opponents of nuclear power point to the plants’ safety risks, the problem of their radioactive 

waste, and the fast-falling costs of cleaner alternatives. 

The other side says there’s still a key hurdle in deploying more solar arrays and wind turbines: 

They only provide power when the sun is shining or the wind blowing – unless it gets much 

cheaper to store that power to be used on demand. 

For his part, Mr. Jenkins recently published a paper, with co-authors from the Argonne National 

Laboratory, noting this challenge of bringing storage costs down. 

“The least-cost generation mix includes a diverse mix of resources,” they write, envisioning a 

future in which “wind, solar, and flexible nuclear technologies co-exist.” 

Another argument made by supporters of nuclear power: Today’s reactors aren’t the same as 

yesterday’s. Newer ones can be smaller, less costly, and leave behind less radioactive waste. 

This battle, in short, is far from settled by the move to close Diablo Canyon. The news has 

simply brought the debate into sharper relief. 

A nuclear-free future? 

Proponents of the shutdown plan say it’s a step toward ending both nuclear hazards and carbon 

emissions – and a model of long-term planning. 

The landmark Diablo Canyon proposal, supported by a coalition of environmental groups and 

labor unions, calls for replacing the plant’s 2,200-megawatt capacity with a blend of renewable 

sources, efficiency upgrades, and energy storage. It includes a commitment from PG&E to 

source 55 percent of its overall energy sales from renewables. It also provides $350 million for 

existing workers’ severance, retention, and retraining, as well as $49.5 million to compensate the 

county for lost taxes and jobs. 

http://www.pge.com/includes/docs/pdfs/safety/dcpp/JointProposal.pdf
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Though still subject to approval by the state land commission, the agreement represents “a big 

step in the transition in California’s clean energy future, in which the grid is dominated by 

[power] generation from renewables,” says Peter Miller, senior scientist with the Natural 

Resources Defense Council, one of the groups that has lobbied for the Diablo Canyon shutdown. 

“It shows it’s possible to develop [renewable] sources at a scale and speed that allow states to 

replace retiring resources,” he says. 

The deal’s success, Mr. Miller and others contend, would make a strong case for the existing 

shift away from nuclear power – a movement that has gained momentum over the past few years. 

Between 2013 and 2014, energy companies across the country pulled the plug on four nuclear 

power plants. This month, Exelon Corp. announced plans to shutter two nuclear plants in Illinois 

by 2017 and 2018, respectively. 

In general, companies questioned the economics: The costs of maintaining aging reactors could 

not hold up against the declining price of natural gas and growing subsidies for renewables. The 

two Illinois plants ranked among Exelon’s top performers, for instance, yet they lost a combined 

$800 million over the past seven years, the company reported. 

Safety has also been an issue. Less than two years after the Fukushima accident in Japan in 2011, 

a generator leak at the San Onofre nuclear plant in California drew domestic attention to the 

public health and environmental risks of such facilities. 

The persistence of such concerns, along with unease around the use of a power source that could 

double as a weapon of mass destruction, suggests that the time is ripe to put an end to nuclear 

energy, some environmentalists say. And with renewables becoming cheaper than ever, a 

carbon-free and nuclear-free energy future may be within the nation’s grasp, they say. 

The nuclear industry “is in reverse, it’s going down the drain,” says Daniel Hirsch, director of 

the environmental and nuclear policy program at the University of California, Santa Cruz. 

“Diablo Canyon shows that we can get rid of the risks of nuclear [power] without adding to the 

risk of global warming. It tells the world what we all need to do.” 

'A viable option' 

But that worldview on energy, if gaining in California, isn’t necessarily sinking in nationwide. In 

another politically liberal state, New York, Democratic Gov. Andrew Cuomo (D) has been trying 

to save some of the state’s economically squeezed reactors   

Indeed, plans to launch reactors that use safer, more efficient technology are already under way 

in Georgia and South Carolina – though concerns over delays and cost remain. 

Innovators around the country have also been working on even more advanced nuclear 

technology that would address problems associated with traditional reactors, such as size, 

inflexibility, and cost. The engineers behind Silicon Valley-based Oklo, for instance, envision a 

nuclear reactor small enough to manufacture in a factory – like cars or prefab houses. 

“We want to get the cost down, get them out the door really quickly,” says nuclear engineer 

Jacob DeWitte, the company’s co-founder and chief executive. “We want to show that this is a 

viable option.” 

https://www.eia.gov/tools/faqs/faq.cfm?id=207&t=3
http://www.exeloncorp.com/newsroom/clinton-and-quad-cities-retirement
https://www.georgiapower.com/about-energy/energy-sources/nuclear/overview.cshtml
http://www.nei.org/News-Media/News/News-Archives/new-south-carolina-reactors-spur-economic-developm
http://clatl.com/atlanta/plant-vogtle-nuclear-reactors-are-delayed-over-budget/Content?oid=17090692
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“Nationally, it’s a mixed bag,” notes Ali Mosleh, a professor of engineering at the University of 

California, Los Angeles and a former appointee of the US Nuclear Waste Technical Review 

Board. “Plants are shutting down, but there’s also construction here and there. And there’s 

momentum for small reactors and next-generation reactors.” 

And maybe, some say, that’s the way it needs to be. 

Nuclear energy provides 20 percent of the nation’s power, while renewables – wind, solar, 

geothermal, biomass, and hydroelectricity – produce 13 percent combined. Cutting nuclear from 

the equation could leave the US with a bigger challenge in terms of achieving its climate goals, 

says Kerry Emanuel, a climate scientist and meteorologist at the Massachusetts Institute of 

Technology 

“The numbers just don’t add up,” he says. “In the last two years we have shut down prematurely 

more nuclear energy than we have added solar and wind.” 

At the same time, the need for carbon-free energy is growing. To prevent dangerous levels of 

global warming, the world’s nations must achieve net-zero greenhouse gas emissions between 

2060 and 2075, the United Nations reports. As the world’s second-largest energy consumer, the 

US plays a key role in implementing practices toward that goal. 

And so some advocate the need to consider the use of multiple sources of clean energy – 

including the nation’s existing fleet of nuclear power – at least until the necessary climate targets 

are achieved. 

“The way I view it, the best way of success is by thinking about deploying all those things,” says 

Armond Cohen, co-founder and executive director of the Clean Air Task Force, a Boston-based 

research and public advocacy nonprofit. “That’s the future we wan

t to create. We want to have those options.” 

 Jessica Mendoza is a staff writer for the Christian Science Monitor. This article appeared in the 

June 28, 2016 edition. 

  
SF Bay Region At Night - Part of the PG&E Service Area                                                                  

(Not as much fun with the lights off) 

https://www.eia.gov/tools/faqs/faq.cfm?id=427&t=3
http://uneplive.unep.org/media/docs/theme/13/EGR_2015_ES_English_Embargoed.pdf
http://uneplive.unep.org/media/docs/theme/13/EGR_2015_ES_English_Embargoed.pdf
https://www.google.com/imgres?imgurl=http%3A%2F%2Fstatic.persquaremile.com%2Fwp-content%2Fuploads%2F2013%2F11%2Fsf-bay-area-at-night.jpg&imgrefurl=http%3A%2F%2Fpersquaremile.com%2F2013%2F11%2F08%2Fsan-francisco-bay-area-night%2F&docid=JAHdbfZeoGiuWM&tbnid=PFMdNYs3zcRmlM%3A&w=604&h=403&bih=622&biw=1366&ved=0ahUKEwj91Kaqn9PNAhVC1mMKHUexDwE4yAEQMwgrKCgwKA&iact=mrc&uact=8
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NUCLEAR NEW-BUILD NOT FAST ENOUGH TO 

CURB GLOBAL WARMING: REPORT 
By Nina Chestney 

 
Nuclear reactors are not being built rapidly 

enough around the world to meet targets on 

curbing global warming, a report by the 

World Nuclear Association, an industry 

body, said on Tuesday. 

The association, which represents the global 

nuclear industry, says 1,000 gigawatts of 

new nuclear capacity needs to be added by 

2050 so nuclear can supply around 25 

percent of global electricity. 

Last year, more nuclear reactors were under 

construction and came online than at any 

other time in the past 25 years and building 

times have improved.  

However, the rate of new grid connections 

will have to increase significantly to provide 

enough clean energy to meet globally agreed 

climate change targets. 

In December last year, countries agreed to 

limit the global average temperature rise to 

less than 2 degrees Celsius above pre-

industrial levels and to pursue efforts toward 

a 1.5 degree limit. 

However, greenhouse gas emissions 

continue to rise and a 2 degree limit would 

require the almost total decarbonization of 

the world's energy supply. 

"The rate of (nuclear) new build is 

insufficient if the world is to meet the targets 

for reducing the impacts of global 

warming...," the report said. 

The global nuclear industry continues to 

face challenges. 

There are issues around the public 

acceptance of nuclear energy in some 

European countries; tough economic 

conditions for operators in parts of the 

United States and Europe where power 

prices have fallen due to a growing share of 

renewable sources and Japan has 

permanently closed six reactors which had 

been offline since the Fukushima accident in 

2011, the report said. 

At the end of 2015 there were 66 civil power 

reactors under construction around the world 

and another 158 planned. The average 

construction time of a new reactor in 2015 

was 73 months, compared to an average 

82.5 months for all civil nuclear reactors   

http://www.reuters.com/journalists/nina-chestney
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built over the past 60 years, according to the report.  

 

(Reporting by Nina Chestney; Editing by Alexandra Hudson) This article was first published by 

Reuters Technology on June 21, 2016. 

 

INDEPENDENCE DAY 

  

Molly Pitcher (Mary Ludwig), an American Revolutionary heroine, loading cannon at the Battle 

of Monmouth, NJ, June 28, 1778. Her husband has fallen from exhaustion beside the cannon. 

Painting by D.M. Carter, Sons of the Revolution. 

If she could serve cannon, could we show up for a few Board of Supervisors meetings per year? 

Could we walk a few precincts handing out literature this fall? After all, no one is actually 

shooting at us yet, unless we happen to be unlucky enough to be in a public place victimized by 

“radical terrorists.” 

  

http://www.google.com/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwiqlNPr6MjNAhVJ_WMKHbFJAREQjRwIBw&url=http://marchand.ucdavis.edu/tag/revolutionary-war/&psig=AFQjCNFLOnV7o4q7dcIv14mnSHbGpJCCxQ&ust=1467137863501769
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PLEASE SEE IMPORTANT ANNOUNCEMENTS 

ON THE FOLLOWING PAGES. 

  

 

 SUPPORT COLAB!                                                                                                                            

PLEASE COMPLETE THE 

MEMBERSHIP/DONATION FORM                           

ON THE NEXT PAGE 

http://www.google.com/imgres?start=144&rlz=1T4ADRA_enUS556US556&tbm=isch&tbnid=bNh77TRjKKwK-M:&imgrefurl=http://newsletters.embassyofheaven.com/news9405/news9405.php&docid=tyoBhh9O1_V_FM&imgurl=http://newsletters.embassyofheaven.com/news9405/horse.gif&w=292&h=280&ei=PtDVUrCQPMOy2wW1j4DgDQ&zoom=1&iact=rc&dur=1036&page=8&ndsp=21&ved=0CJ4BEIQcMDM4ZA
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