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Preface
The final phase in the GA Power Prudency review hearing was the Commission Energy Committee meeting of December 14, 2023.     All parties were invited to submit comments.  It is usually a routine meeting before the Commission renders a decision a few days later.
This meeting was not routine.  Chairman Shaw allowed Commissioner Johnson to chair the Vogtle component of the meeting.  From the onset his demeanor was confrontational,  warning participants he did not want to hear anything that he had heard before. 
Sure enough, when CRG began a brief presentation, Commissioner Johnson interrupted Mr. Prenovitz and told him not to cover things he had heard before. His mandate limited CRG’s effectiveness..  Soon after, staff attorney Thomas made disparaging comments about CRG’s witness Patty Durand.  When Mr Prenovitz tried to respond, Commissioner Johnson told him to be quiet.  When Mr. Prenovitz objected--  Mr. Johnson had him thrown out of the room, with a police escort. Chairman Shaw and fellow commissioners remained silent.
This was a strange ending to Prenovitz’s extensive participation in PSC hearings that initially began in1983 with Vogtle 1 & 2.  The irony being that Prenovitz had already  announced his intention to end his 14 year participation in Vogtle 3 & 4 hearings that were basically over. A theatrical exit to a long and special career, captured on U-tube.  
But why such animosity toward an intervenor that has appeared many times over many years before this commission?    Despite CRG’s strong performance in both cross and expert witness testimony, with history as a guide--  the Commission will approve this stipulation, just as they have done with all previous stipulations regarding Vogtle.   
Commissioner Johnson’s  behavior was not only unprofessional, but unwise and unnecessary.  The prudent approach was to follow the example of Commissioner McDonald and simply ask how much time was needed. The answer would have been--  less than 10 minutes.  Not much to ask for given the billions of $s under consideration. Then he could have allowed Prenovitz to respond to Thomas’s criticism of both CRG and witness Durand.  He chose a different approach, which precipitated CRG’s formal response.  And his initial performance as acting chairman being preserved on  U-tube. 
 Here is a recap of what developed and the eloquent response by Patty Durand to Commissioner Johnson’s  role as acting chairman.
Letter from Patty Durand to Commissioner Johnson -- Summary   [12-14-23]
Your disrespect towards Steve Prenovitz at this morning’s committee meeting was galling. 

Once you found your voice, you used it to be condescending towards everyone in the room this morning with your pronouncements of--   “not wanting to hear anything that you’ve heard before.”  You then chose to throw Steve Prenovitz out of the room.
 Do you realize that in 14 years no commissioner has ever done what you did? Despite at times being frustrated with Steve, they heard him out.  Steve is trying to make a difference for the people of Georgia who will be forced to pay for the most expensive power plant ever built.
Your behavior this morning was disgraceful.  The first time we hear you speak you showed yourself to be disrespectful towards intervenors and members of the public.  Listening to people, even if they repeat themselves, is your job.
Staff Attorney Preston Thomas Criticism of witness Patty Durand
During the Committee meeting of Dec 14, Mr. Thomas was very critical of CRG witness Patty Durant, claiming she was unqualified to testify as an expert. When I tried to clarify the record, Commissioner Johnson was unrestrained in his hostility and ordered me not to speak.   I strongly objected. He then had me thrown out of the proceedings.  In fact, a Capitol police officer personally escorted me out of the room and to the elevator.
Ms. Durand later sent Preston Thomas a six page letter [12-15-23].. First line reads:  

I watched your comments yesterday about my testimony from last week. I was surprised to learn that I was unqualified to be an expert witness, considering I have worked in the energy industry for almost 20 years.   
A question for Mr Thomas.  If Patty Durand is so unqualified to speak as an expert-- why is it that when given the opportunity to directly confront  Ms Durand’s lack of expertise through aggressive cross-examination -- you asked  no questions?  Instead, you waited a week and then defamed her when she was not present to defend herself.  Nor was  CRG  allowed to speak on her behalf.  Also, for the record, GA Power had no cross of witness Durand.  Truth is-- neither you nor GA Power wished to directly confront her for reasons that are quite obvious-- she is right and you and your respective clients are not.
Text of Prenovitz Final Comments to the Commission-  Introduction
Below is a copy of CRG/Prenovitz’s prepared text that was not allowed to be fully delivered on December 14th.  It provides a brief overview of my 14 year odyssey before the Commission as it relates to Plant Vogtle. Also announced, this was to have been my    final appearance  before this Commission.  To a lesser extent, similar to George Washington’s farewell address. 

Not to be vindictive, but inspired by the sage counsel of President Kennedy--  “Don’t get mad, get even.”  The Commission and the public needs to hear this.  Reason being- much of the previous testimony by GA Power and some consultants, praised the historical fairness and openness of these Vogtle proceedings to all parties, including intervenors.  That is not accurate, as the events of December 14th  highlight.  

.Prenovitz/CRG- Final Comments Prudency Review   Dec 14, 2023  
Toward the end of last week’s prudency hearing, Chairman Shaw praised Commissioner McDonald’s 14 year involvement in the Vogtle 3 & 4 case.  Same could have been said about me, without any acclaim.

First appeared in Vogtle 3 & 4 case in Dec 2009, though was involved in the old Vogtle 20 years prior. Thought it would be a brief appearance..  Fourteen years later am still here, but why?  Perhaps the answer is found in the Talmud-- We are not required to complete the task, nor are we allowed to withdraw from it. And so I stayed.

However, since GPC is no longer required to provide expert witness testimony subjected  to cross-examination in ongoing VCMs,  and since intervenors are not allowed to present their testimony-- my task is complete. This is my final appearance.

Allow me a moment of reflection.  Vogtle was in serious financial difficulty from its inception, but no one seemed to notice or care.  In 2008 GPC’s former CEO Mike Garret said the new Vogtle should cost less than the old Vogtle.  It did not, costing about $5 B more at $14 B (all partners), compared to $9 B.  

Over the past 14 years through public witness testimony, expert witness testimony, cross-examination of GPC and staff witnesses, and in published articles--  my colleague Ben Stockton and myself cautioned this Commission that nuclear construction costs were not and are not controllable, despite promises to the contrary. All other US utilities eventually understood the basic  principles of nuclear economics and stopped by 2017--  all but GA Power/SN.  They would not listen.  And sure enough, costs escalated from $14 B to over $32 billion.  At minimum an $18 billion cost overrun, probably more.

Yet, when listening to GA Power and their consultants it all seems so normal.  They are so convincing. It does not matter how long the project takes to build or how much it eventually costs--  it is a great benefit to the customer and we should all celebrate its success.  Not really. As Socrates noted at his trial in 399 BC-- my accusers were so convincing I nearly forgot who I was.  But as for truth, one might say--  practically not a word was spoken.  And so it is regarding Plant Vogtle.
We were told that the current stipulated agreement between GPC, staff and three intervenors  “resolves all issues regarding Vogtle.”  Hardly.  What it demonstrates is that GA Power is in total control of the entire regulatory process.  How does the Commission explain to the public that the PSC staff and all four staff consultants agreed that $11.1 B total Cost ( $7,56 B + $3.5 B finance} is of great benefit to the customer?.  One would hope that consultants hired to advocate for the public interest and paid collectively $33 million over the life of the project could do better.  They did not.

As expected,  Advisory Staff provided blind confirmation--  in finding that CRG’s requests to reject/modify the Stipulation does not  align with Staff’s recommendations  and should be denied.  It is true, CRG does not agree with staff’s recommendations.  We argued GA Power should be held accountable to its original Vogtle promise/budget of $6.1 billion. Advisory staff presents no credible evidence to dispute that position.
We would all be well advised to reflect on the astute  observation of  John Maynard Keynes, considered by many as the world’s greatest economist:

Worldly wisdom has taught us it is better for reputation to fail traditionally, than to succeed untraditionally.  And so it is with Plant Vogtle’s  advocates who continue to fail, but do so in a traditional manner. 

Here are some highlights of last week’s hearing:

· Unlike the original Vogtle Prudency hearing this one lasted less than two days-- compared to 8 weeks and 2 days for Vogtle 1 & 2 Prudency review. Why?

· We learned from Mr. Roetger that all four staff consultants are not independent--  they take their direction from the staff, assume from Mr. Roetger.
· We learned that all four staff consultants towed the staff’s line by not only agreeing to, but praising, the Stipulation as beneficial to customers.  It is not.

· Three different  consultants who filed separate testimony were combined into one panel. Diluted their effectiveness, perhaps deliberately.  Contributed to the decision not to allow CRG to cross witnesses--  Jacobs & Grace.  Mistake.

· According to – GA Power VP  Williams, a man  with  20 years  nuclear  fuel  experience--   the total cost of storing nuclear waste/spent fuel on site was $1B,  of which the public is expected to pay.  Cost will probably double with the addition of units 3 & 4.  To my knowledge, no one ever mentioned this before.

· We learned in 2017  that Commissioner Echols  attempted to limit Prenovitz’s cross of witnesses to 30 minutes (published by AJC.)   He did it again last week. He proposed a limit of 15 minutes for me. He is consistent. Consistent in his hostility to those who seriously challenge Vogtle’s feasibility.

· We learned from CFO Abramovitz., who happens to be my distant cousin, that he believed all parties views were fully considered in these proceedings.  Reminded him that CRG was excluded from the “comprehensive”  stipulation negotiations.
CRG Brief-  Recommendations --    [rejected by Advisory Staff]
4.  If GA Power is not held accountable for false growth estimates and extreme rate base expansions, these behaviors will continue -- most notability in their current and future IRPs.    And sure enough---

5.  GA Power recently filed an updated IRP in October 2023 based on misleading and deceitful load forecasts. As documented in CRG’s testimony (page 24) retail load growth was nonexistent over the past 16 years.  It was  86.1 billion  kWhs in 2007  &  86.0 B kWhs in 2022.  A negative annual growth rate of  (0.01%.)  
Since I am not going to be involved in this IRP, have the following recommendation:  

· Reject the October 2023 IRP in its entirety.  No need for a formal hearing.
Would like to personally acknowledge the following:
· My colleague Ben Stockton, a Civil Engineer with extensive experience in building nuclear power plants.  It was he who founded CRG, and I am grateful.

·  Patty Durand for providing excellent testimony, of which  GA Power had no cross.  No surprise, GPC never had any cross on my testimony in 14 years. Was a little surprised the Commissioners had no questions or comments.  .
· Thanks to Commissioner McDonald for allowing me to go 30 minutes without interruptions with a final witness. Then he said I did well.  Appreciated that..
·  Over the years GA Power and I have been on the opposite sides on many contentious issues.  Believe we have done so with mutual respect and civility, which is worth noting.

Finally, as strange as it may seem-- am going to miss some of you guys.
This was Steve Prenovitz.  Thank you and good bye.

Commission Advisory Staff Recommendations regarding CRG    12-13-2023 

The Advisory Staff finds that requests number 3–6 are outside scope of this proceeding and recommends they be denied. Requests number 1 and 2 do not align with Advisory Staff’s recommendation that the Commission adopt the Stipulated Agreement without modification. Advisory Staff recommends CRG ‘s requests be denied.  
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