
INTRODUCTION:
Earlier this year, the Georgia Public Service Commission, which regulates 
energy providers, dealt a blow to affordable clean energy when it agreed 
to allow Georgia Power Co. to spend $99 million to study the feasibility of 
constructing a nuclear power plant on the Chattahoochee River in southwest 
Georgia’s Stewart County. Such a facility would further stress the over-
allocated river at the heart of a two-decade-old water war and produce 
radioactive waste for which our federal government has still not developed 
a permanent and safe disposal plan. What’s worse, the $99 million outlay 
will be born not by Georgia Power shareholders that stand to reap dividends 
from the proposed plant, but by Georgia Power customers who will see their 
electricity bills increase. Meanwhile, efforts to improve energy efficiency or 
expand emerging water-smart renewable energy sources like wind and solar 
have waned.

THE WATER BODY:
The longest and most utilized river in Georgia, the Chattahoochee courses 
434 miles from the mountains of north Georgia to the peanut fields of 
southwest Georgia. Along the way, it provides drinking water for four million 
people, irrigates crops, carries away wastewater, feeds paper plants and 
provides the water for multiple fossil-fuel power plants and one Southern 
Company-owned nuclear power plant in Alabama. At the Florida state 
line, it joins the Flint River to form Florida’s Apalachicola River which feeds 
Apalachicola Bay and supports a $6.6 million local seafood industry. All told, 
the river and bay have a $5 billion impact on the economy of Florida’s 
Gulf Coast. Competing interests in Georgia, Alabama and Florida have 
embroiled the river in an ongoing, 26-year-old battle over water rights 
that caused the national river advocacy group, American Rivers, to 
name the Apalachicola-Chattahoochee-Flint river basin as the “most 
endangered river” in the country earlier this year. 

THE DIRT:
In a state reeling from more than two decades of battle with 
neighboring states over the use of the Chattahoochee River, Georgia 
Power Co. wants to plop a water-guzzling, radioactive-waste-
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producing nuclear power plant along its banks in southwest Georgia and ask its ratepayers to 
foot the bill for speculative studies.  

Recent history shows the company doesn’t have a strong track record when it comes to building nuclear power 
plants on time and budget. Two reactors now under construction at the company’s Plant Vogtle are billions of dollars 
over budget and more than three years behind schedule—cost overruns that are being paid by the utility’s customers 
thanks to a state law that allows the company to charge its customers in advance for the financing costs associated 
with new nuclear projects. 

Vogtle’s nuclear reactors will permanently remove some 40 million gallons of water a day from the Savannah River; 
it is likely the Stewart County facility would have similar impacts to the Chattahoochee. In terms of water use, this is 
the equivalent of placing two cities nearly the size of Columbus on the banks of the river. 

But, the impacts don’t end with massive pumping of water from the river to cool nuclear reactors and provide 
the steam to turn electricity-generating turbines. The proposed plant would also discharge heated water to the 
Chattahoochee, impacting aquatic wildlife, and releases from the plant into nearby air, soil and water would 
include radioactive contaminants. Over the projected 60-year lifespan of the plant, it would generate 553,000 highly 
radioactive fuel rods requiring long-term safe storage and disposal. All this in one of the poorest counties in Georgia 
where more than 30 percent of the residents live below the poverty line. 

Earlier this year, the Public Service Commission wisely required Georgia Power to increase its capacity from 
renewables like wind and solar, but these investments, as well as investments in energy efficiency projects, pale in 
comparison to the $17-$21 billion it will cost to get two new nuclear reactors operating at Plant Vogtle. The $99 
million dedicated just to study this speculative nuclear project is more than what Georgia Power spent on measures 
to reduce residential and commercial electricity use in 2015. That same investment could be used immediately to 
install more than 50 megawatts of new wind or solar generation. 

WHAT MUST BE DONE:
Georgia Power should abandon consideration of this project and instead dedicate funds to further develop clean 
energy alternatives. 

The Public Service Commission should require Georgia Power to make public the amount of water that will be used 
by the facility, how that water use compares to other energy choices and how the facility might impact the ongoing 
tri-state water conflict. Furthermore, the PSC should mandate that Georgia Power implement water-saving cooling 
technologies that would reduce the facility’s impact on the Chattahoochee and consider the cumulative impacts of 
the company’s fossil-fuel powered facilities along the full length of the Chattahoochee.

Finally, the Georgia General Assembly should repeal or amend the Georgia Nuclear Energy Financing Act so that 
Georgia Power can no longer force its customers to pay the costs associated with planning and building new nuclear 
power plants.
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