United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission Official Hearing Exhibit

In the Matter of:

Entergy Nuclear Operations, Inc.
(Indian Point Nuclear Generating Units 2 and 3)

ot EGU(
&~

;
) ,/

O

“svp,,wog N\

o/

Y
4/’)

ASLBP #: 07-858-03-LR-BD01
Docket #: 05000247 | 05000286

Exhibit #: NYS000053-00-BD01 Identified: 10/15/2012 |
Admitted: 10/15/2012 Withdrawn:
Rejected: Stricken:

Other:

NYS000053
Submitted: December 14, 2011

. - UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
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"In re:
License Renewal Application Submitted by

Eﬁtergy Nuclear Indian Point 2, LLC,

- Docket Nos. 50-247-LR, 50-28_6~LR

ASLBP No. 07-858-03-LR-BD01

‘Entergy Nuclear Indian Point 3, LLC, and DPR-26, DPR-64

Entergy Nuclear Operations, Inc.

DECLARATION OF DAVID A, SCHLISSEL
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David Schlissel, hereby declares under pénalty of perjury that the following’

is true and correct:

1. I gani a senior consultant at Synapse Energy Economics, Inc. (Synapse),

an energy and economic consulting firm located in Cambi‘idge, Massachusetts.

2.  Synapse has been retained by the New York State Office of the

Attorney General to provide expert services to the State of New York concerning the

proposed reliCéns_ing of the two bperating reactors located at the Indian Point

Nuclear Power Station in the Village of Buchanan in Westchester County (Indian

Point Unit 2 and Indian Point Unit 3). I have previously provided a copy of my CV

‘to the Board as part of my November 2007 submission.

3. Asnoted in the State of New York’s supplemental contention-

concerning energy alternatives, the State has taken aggressive actioxis_ to
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_ implement its “15x15” plan to reduce electr_icity. usage by 15 percent by 20 15. For |
exampie, the New York State Public Service Commission issued an “Order '
Establishiné Energy Efﬁcieﬁcy Portfélio Standard and Appraisiﬁg Programs” on
June 23, 2008 and an l-“Or.der' Approﬁrig “Fést Track” Utility-Administéfe_d Electrip_

Energy Efficiency Programs with Modificafions” on January 16, 2009.

4. In addition, as noted in the State’s supplemental contention, thé
federal government recentiy has taken significant éteps tq:foster greater enérgy
éfﬁciency, energy . 'conéewétioﬁ, and renewable energy. ‘- 2 |

5. | This Board may take judicial notice of the fact that the United S‘tates‘,.
including New York Staté, is. exﬁerier’xcing a recession. This recession can be
'ekpect;ed to lead to 10w§r electricify sales and beak loads for at leas:t this year and,
perhaps, even longér. Therefore, the time frame within 'whiéh the altgernativeé (e.g.r,
: consefvation, efficiency, renewables, transfnission / interconnection énhancements,.v
re-poweriﬁg) would need to be i@plemented .undgr the “no:éction” alternative would
be extended. These reduced energy sales and peak loads will delay and defer the
need for the energy and capacit’fy fmm—l—ndia»n-Point'Units 2 and 3 if fhe op‘era‘ting
.1icenses were not renewed. | |

6. , Con Edison’s salés of electricity were essentially ﬂa’t-between 2007 and“
_2008, growing at only 0.1 pgréent for the eﬁti;'e year. Con Edison’s sales .ofv
electricity ciuring the Fourth Quarter of 2008 Were 2.6 percent below ité saleé

during the same threé month period in 2007..
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7. The:salgs of the Long Island Power Authority during 2009 are expected

to be the same as its projected 2008 sales and as its actual 2007 sales. |

8. 1 have reviewed the Decémber 22, 2008 Draft Supplemental

- Environmental Impact Statement prepared by the NRC in thi'svpra.:)ceeding.. Thé

DSEIS i_gno.res much of the ihfbrmaﬁdn and analysis contained in my November

| 2007 Report. In addition.,; the alternatives analysis contained in Chaptgr' 8 of the
DSEIS sig’niﬁcaﬁtly undéreétimatesvthe impact of ene"rgy efficiency, energy
conservat.ion,lrene’wable enéfgy, facili.ty re-powéz_‘ing, and transmission /
interconnection enhancements in Né-w York State_and in‘ZoAnes H, I, d, and K Iﬁ
additiOIl.l, the DSEIS’s anaiysis éf the combination of altér’ngtives, see DSEIS at 8-65
to 8-66, fails to take info acéounf othe;‘ combinations of ehefgy altefnatives that are
conéérvativé and readily achiévable under éxjsting and ideﬁtified New Yo?k State

' pr_ogr’ams.‘ I have idehtified two additional sets of comi)inations of energy

alternatives and‘théée additional combinations are set fortl;x in the State’s

supplemental _contentibn (at 1] 21).

9. Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, I declare under penalty bf pérjilry that
the forégoihg is trﬁe and corregt. | \
/D,_atecL

" February 27, 2009

Cambridge, Massachusetts ' ‘ ﬂ" J ﬂ ﬂu

David Schhssel
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