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PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

1 message
Ruth Powers (growergirl68@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 10:20
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

20 yrs ago Utah was at the start of the 20 yr drought. People need to get their heads out of the fantasy world they are in.
Utah is in a horrible position right now, due to undermining our laws and regulations that were created years ago to stop
Corporations, Big Oil, Utility Companies, Mining and Developers etc from destroying the earth. The greed and insanity
must stop. Please do the right thing by becoming part of the solution and not the problem. | still have hope that my
grandchildren will be able to see the beauty of the planet | have seen, rather than the total destruction that is going on
right now. Thank you for your consideration in regards to maybe rethinking what the IRP should include.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Ruth Powers

952 S Mulberry Dr
Toquerville, UT 84774
growergirl68@gmail.com
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This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Mary Krantz (dkrantz12@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 10:19
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

I remind Commissioners that nuclear power plants come with their own pollution problems: 3 Mile Island and nuclear
accidents in Japan and Russia have rendered living sites unusable over extended period of time. Even without accidents,
disposing of spent fuel rods and, eventually, of spent power plants themselves create hugh waste problems and potential
cancer causes.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Mary Krantz

1113 Country Hills Dr Apt H1
Ogden, UT 84403

dkrantz12@gmail.com
(801) 476-7136
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This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Alyssa Hickert (alyssahickert@creighton.edu) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> 10:11 AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

So many Utahns are dependent on Rocky Mountain power for their utilities. But our utility companies are not serving us
well, when they fail to work against climate change and clean air standards?goals which Utahns clearly desire. We need
to be more prescient (and realistic) regarding future restrictions re: carbon output. We also need our corporations to better
reflect Utah?s goals for a ?clean energy? future.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Alyssa Hickert

736 Parkway Dr

North Salt Lake, UT 84054

alyssahickert@creighton.edu
(719) 649-0284
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This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Josiah Helbling (josiah_helbling@msn.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 10:08
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Dear commissioners,

Thank you for this opportunity to weigh in on Utah?s energy future. It would be so awesome if we could lead the way in
clean, safe energy. Using new nuclear technology does not sound like a safe bet. In my opinion we should be pushing
wind and solar and innovation in solar storage and recycling. We definitely should be cleaning up our coal plants to the
strictest degree.

And when the time is right we should let that resource be a thing of the past. | hope Utah can get its act together. We
have had so many opportunities to make this a great place to live economically as well as a healthy place to live. But | am
starting to lose hope.

Dear Commissioners,

I am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Josiah Helbling
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1172 E 2700 S Apt 158
Salt Lake City, UT 84106
josiah_helbling@msn.com
(801) 634-3090

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Bryan Archibald (bryan_archibald@hotmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> 9:47 AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

It's beyond time to retire our polluting coal plants. The technology is moving quickly beyond it and our health and future
depend on us leaving it behind.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Bryan Archibald

2152 E Keller Ln

Salt Lake City, UT 84109
bryan_archibald@hotmail.com
(801) 272-3747

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/ALGkd0zSxrw1fOW6QGtLFYQj6WunPNDUsOfDrxkvarYInk-R7tk0/u/0/?ik=4a07da40d9&view=pt&search=all&permthid...  1/2


mailto:bryan_archibald@hotmail.com
mailto:core.help@sierraclub.org

2/22/22, 8:02 AM State of Utah Mail - Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/ALGkd0zSxrw1fOW6QGtLFY Qj6WunPNDUsOfDrxkvarYInk-R7tk0/u/0/?ik=4a07da40d9&view=pt&search=all&permthid...  2/2



2/22/22, 8:02 AM State of Utah Mail - Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

1 message
Ken Smith (kesmith5@msn.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 9:31
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Ken Smith

1599 N 1770 E

Logan, UT 84341
kcsmith5@msn.com

(435) 752-3403

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Robin Hansen (rrocknrobin@yahoo.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 9:27
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Please demand the utility plan responsibly and include a more green approach.
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Robin Hansen

11584 S Lampton View Dr

South Jordan, UT 84095
rrocknrobin@yahoo.com

(801) 635-9588

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Lise Fischer (lise_mfischer@msn.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 9:08
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Lise Fischer

1196 S 800 E

Slc, UT 84105
lise_mfischer@msn.com

(801) 474-1156

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Nathan Gilbert (nathan.gilbert@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 8:59
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Nathan Gilbert

5088 S Moor Dale Cir

Holladay, UT 84117
nathan.gilbert@gmail.com

(801) 656-7268

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Sven Solvik (svensally@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 8:52
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Sven Solvik

1105 S Lake St

Salt Lake City, UT 84105
svensally@gmail.com

(360) 774-1534

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Judith Holzgen (judyholzgen@sbcglobal.net) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 8:24
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Judith Holzgen

1039 W River Fox Way #301
Midvale, UT 84047
judyholzgen@sbcglobal.net
(925) 998-1708

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Alice Watson (alicewteach@yahoo.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 8:14
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Coal power plants add to the pollution in this state. It was so nice when the air around Price was cleaned up. We have a
beautiful state. Let's keep it that way. Explore sources of clean energy. They will pay for themselves eventually and will
keep our state one of beauty.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Alice Watson

4803 W. Plainfield Rd

Herriman, UT 84096

alicewteach@yahoo.com
(818) 823-0435
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1 message
Vee Kelsey-McKee (vkelseymckee@comcast.net) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> 8:07 AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Clean air and renewable energy means a healthier population for Utah. Tell RMP to stop dragging their feet and do what
is right for all of us!

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Vee Kelsey-McKee

850 S Donner Way Apt 102
Salt Lake City, UT 84108
vkelseymckee@comcast.net
(801) 641-7628

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Joan Bevers (joliebevers@msn.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 8:02
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Please do not approve this plan. | want my grandchildren to have a clean, beautiful world and this plan would deny them
that.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Joan Bevers

1407 W 2100 S

Woods Cross, UT 84087
joliebevers@msn.com
(801) 936-0366

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Mikkol Richins (mikkol.richins@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 8:00
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Mikkol Richins

1451 Swan St

Ogden, UT 84401
mikkol.richins@gmail.com

(801) 499-1495

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Linda Buchman (lindahbuchman@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 7:54
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Linda Buchman

3589 S 2500 E

Slc, UT 84109
lindahbuchman@gmail.com
(801) 597-8860

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Andrew Krcik (andrew@krcik.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 7:54
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Air quality in the Slat Lake Valley is poor - and the only way to change it is to reduce pollution from major sources as
industry and power generation. It?s time to eliminate coal as a Utah power source. It?s the responsible thing to do.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Andrew Krcik

3473 Daybreaker Dr
Park City, UT 84098
andrew@krcik.com
(415) 388-4868

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
David R. Smith (griz@xmission.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 7:25
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

David R. Smith

9944 S Sandridge Dr

Sandy, UT 84092
griz@xmission.com

(801) 572-0346

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Barbara Komeyli (starlightening@comcast.net) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> 7:18 AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Barbara Komeyli

4529 S Zarahemla Dr

Salt Lake City, UT 84124
starlightening@comcast.net
(801) 424-1479

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Marcia Thomas (studio360@aol.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 7:13
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

It is time to be proactive in planning for Utah's future. Our air quality is not acceptable and it is killing us. Please make
decisions that capture carbon instead of spewing more into the air.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Marcia Thomas
2729 Taylor Ave
Ogden, UT 84403
studio360@aol.com
(801) 867-7174

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Jeffrey Louden (jeffreydeanlouden@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> 711 AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Please promote solar and wind, not nuclear and coal. For the sake of our sons and daughters and of the health of the
planet. | already have 8 solar panels which supply all my power. Simple. Reliable. Fusion power from the sun.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Jeffrey Louden

8808 Northcove Dr

Park City, UT 84098
jeffreydeanlouden@gmail.com
(435) 615-6595

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Rhea Lisonbee (liznbee@me.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 7:06
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

During a 1200 year drought RMP proposes horrific solutions for its energy procurement in its 2021 Integrated Resource
Plan. Say NO to nuclear and NO to coal! Where is solar and wind and geothermal? Send the plan back for major
revision PLEASE!

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Rhea Lisonbee

1957 E Claybourne Ave

Salt Lake City, UT 84106

liznbee@me.com
(801) 867-2516
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1 message
Curtis Graf (curt@parkcitybuilder.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 6:53
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

I've always taught my kids to leave a place better than when you found it. We have an opportunity to do that now. The
coal industry is dying. Lets not have it take down the planet in a last gasp..

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Curtis Graf

3617 Daybreaker Dr
Park City, UT 84098
curt@parkcitybuilder.com
(435) 513-9326

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Katrina Gardner (katrinatwing@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 6:14
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Katrina Gardner

341 Garfield Ave

Salt Lake City, UT 84115
katrinatwing@gmail.com

(413) 358-3260

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
J Anderson (jadaar@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 5:39
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

J Anderson

945 E Sterling Drive

Spanish Fork, UT 84660
jadaar@gmail.com

(801) 798-6922

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Paige Tetzlaff (paigetetzlaffi4@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 2:49
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Paige Tetzlaff

6556 S Jefferson St

Murray, UT 84107
paigetetzlaff14@gmail.com

(702) 250-1496

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Julia Anderson (juliaa801@yahoo.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 2:17
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

with the pollution in Cache and SL valley, with global warming and other issues, this is the best you can do? we need
clean, safe renewable energy, not more coal. or once, do what serves your customers and not your pockets.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Julia Anderson

5939 W Swanbridge Dr
Kearns, UT 84118
juliaa801@yahoo.com
(801) 712-9080

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Jesse Jorna (jjgjorna@outlook.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 1:28
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

| wholeheartedly agree with the below message. How is Utah not able to provide a sustainable future for it's citizens in the
short-term? This should be among the most urgent priorities.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Jesse Jorna

673E 420N

Provo, UT 84606
jigjorna@outlook.com
(385) 286-8016

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Doug Mayor (dougmayor@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 12:15
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Doug Mayor

4672 Meadowview Cir.

Murray, UT 84107
dougmayor@gmail.com

(801) 263-8656

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
W Hicks (wendi.hicks@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 11:59
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Stop this archaic plan. We need to stop burning coal.
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

W Hicks

421 S 450 W

Wellington9, UT 84542
wendi.hicks@gmail.com

(435) 637-8210

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/ALGkd0zSxrw1fOW6QGtLFY Qj6WunPNDUsOfDrxkvarYInk-R7tk0/u/0/?ik=4a07da40d9&view=pt&search=all&permthid...  1/2


mailto:wendi.hicks@gmail.com
mailto:core.help@sierraclub.org

2/22/22, 8:08 AM State of Utah Mail - Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/ALGkd0zSxrw1fOW6QGtLFYQj6WunPNDUsOfDrxkvarYInk-R7tk0/u/0/?ik=4a07da40d9&view=pt&search=all&permthid...  2/2



2/22/22, 8:08 AM State of Utah Mail - Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

1 message
Chris Heck (chris.heck327@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 11:50
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Chris Heck

2584 N 1250 E

Logan, UT 84341
chris.heck327@gmail.com

(435) 890-0753

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Charles East (mikeeast1@hotmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 11:25
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Utah is one of the best places for solar in the country and yet a small fraction of our power comes from Solar. We also
have excellent areas for wind turbines and yet have almost no wind turbines. It makes no sense that we would want to
invest in an experimental nuclear plant which will almost certainly be over budget and late as well as maintain coal plants
that are already more expensive than renewables and will continue to become more expensive. From a purely economic
perspective a strong focus on renewables is an obvious choice. Beyond the economics renewables provide a much
smaller pollution footprint which is better for everyone. Please consider the citizens of Utah and push Rocky Mountain
power to come up with plans that make sense for the customer and citizen not just the Rocky mountain power
shareholders.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Charles East
48 Country Bend Rd
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Farmington, UT 84025
mikeeast1@hotmail.com
(801) 747-9440

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Suzanne Stensaas (suzanne.stensaas@hsc.utah.edu) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> 11:16 PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Suzanne Stensaas

2460 E Lynwood Dr

Salt Lake City, UT 84109
suzanne.stensaas@hsc.utah.edu
(801) 455-9050

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Charles Huff (thuff4d7@comcast.net) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 11:14
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Charles Huff

3954 S Olympic Way

Salt Lake City, UT 84124
thuff47@comcast.net

(801) 631-4507

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Pam Maehr (pamrmaehr@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 11:04
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Pam Maehr

6041 S 4260 W

Kearns, UT 84118
pamrmaehr@gmail.com

(801) 201-4172

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Terry Huff (thuff47@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 10:58
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Terry Huff

3954 S Olympic Way

Salt Lake City, UT 84124
thuff47@gmail.com

(801) 631-4507

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Larry Muench (sptsman4@aol.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 10:47
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Larry Muench

1566 Sunview Dr

Ogden, UT 84404
sptsman4@aol.com

(801) 399-0672

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Heidi Evans (viverra@xmission.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 10:38
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Heidi Evans

4191 S Burkman Way

West Valley City, UT 84120
viverra@xmission.com

(801) 608-4681

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Margo Thurman (margothurman@comcast.net) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> 10:29 PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Margo Thurman

1737 E Cornell Cir

Salt Lake City, UT 84108
margothurman@comcast.net

(801) 455-6089

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Christopher Davis (cdav88@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 10:23
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Christopher Davis

190 Saint Moritz Strasse

Park City, UT 84098
cdav88@gmail.com

(202) 657-8044

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/ALGkd0zSxrw1fOW6QGtLFYQj6WunPNDUsOfDrxkvarYInk-R7tk0/u/0/?ik=4a07da40d9&view=pt&search=all&permthid...  1/1


mailto:cdav88@gmail.com
mailto:core.help@sierraclub.org

2/22/22, 8:12 AM State of Utah Mail - Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

1 message
Curtis Judd (curtis.judd@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 10:16
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Utah's air quality along the Wasatch front is some of the worst in the world. Nuclear is not the answer ??it is dangerous
and there still is not a viable long-term solution to waste.

Solar and wind are both viable options in Utah. Why are they not pursuing these?
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Curtis Judd

1820 Fox Run Rd

Coalville, UT 84017

curtis.judd@gmail.com
(801) 916-6875
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1 message
Bianey Chavez (bianeychavez4@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 9:54
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
My kids and everyone's deserve a better future
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Bianey Chavez

6456 S Rogue River Ln

Salt Lake City, UT 84118
bianeychavez4@gmail.com

(801) 499-4595

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Jon Hager (stormcrow60@xmission.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 9:50
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Jon Hager

11760 S 1300 W

Riverton, UT 84065
stormcrow60@xmission.com

(801) 254-5736

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
James Westwater (theuvef@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 9:50
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

RMP should scrap their current 20-year plan and start over with the objective to move quickly and decisively towards
clean safe renewable energy instead of a continuing reliance on a dirty, harmful, fossil fuel and dangerous, unsafe, risky,
super expensive, environment-polluting, harmful radioactive waste producing (for which there is no long-term viable
method of safe disposal), nuclear power. Investors and nuclear power shy away from being economically responsible for
all dangers associated with this technology. That is why typically ordinary citizens are required to pay for the insurance
involved in these types of nuclear projects. Nuclear power is among the most expensive forms of power. That includes the
damage to those who mine and process the oars needed to produce the fuel for these plants. Typically those people are
the disadvantaged. The nuclear power industry often takes advantage of Native Americans who need the money.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

James Westwater
2608 E Canyon Crest Dr
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Spanish Fork, UT 84660
theuvef@gmail.com
(801) 798-2888

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Micah Durham (micah.abby865@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 9:49
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Please do not allow Rocky Mountain Power to extend the life of coal plants. The time for renewable energy is NOW, really
10 years ago, and the time for coal power is far past. Please help Utah to move forward and help our planet!

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Micah Durham

2609 cypress way

Salt Lake City, UT 84105
micah.abby865@gmail.com
(801) 897-4252

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Jonathan Jensen (jenseits@protonmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 9:47
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Jonathan Jensen

999 S 1200 E

Salt Lake City, UT 84105
jenseits@protonmail.com

(801) 209-1620

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Jamie andAmp; Jeff McFarland (jamieimac4d@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> 9:44 PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Jamie andAmp; Jeff McFarland
1068 E 5000 S

Ogden, UT 84403
jamieimac4@gmail.com

(801) 721-9445

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
M. Honer-Orton (meg-n-bo@infowest.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 9:24
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Rocky Mountains Plan is not moving us forward, it is petrifying the status quo. Not nearly good enough.
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

M. Honer-Orton

PO Box 630146

Rockville, UT 84763
meg-n-bo@infowest.com

(435) 772-0000

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Jeremy King (jpking789@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 9:23
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

The 2021 IRP is unacceptable for filing. Rocky Mountain Power fails to take into account the critical need for renewable
energy in the future and relies on untested technology for part of the plan. Their thermal plants are currently not in
compliance with Clean Air requirements.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Jeremy King

1205 S GLENDALE ST

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84104

ipking789@gmail.com
(801) 333-3017
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need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Judy Schattner (jsjudyschattner@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 9:17
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Although you have much to consider and after looking at your plan, | believe your energy plan needs more renewable
energy ideas and less dependency on older models that are ruining our communities and in a broader sense?our world. |
would say no to this proposal

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Judy Schattner

1610 W 100 N Unit 36

Saint George, UT 84770

jsjudyschattner@gmail.com
(919) 605-3722
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1 message
Dennis Saturnino (dennysat@hotmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 9:15
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Please reject RMP 20 year plan. Renewal energy should play a much larger role in the future of Utah.
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Dennis Saturnino

7493 Brook Hollow Loop Rd
Park City, UT 84098
dennysat@hotmail.com

(435) 659-1660

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Jean Stephenson (jls1113@aol.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 9:14
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Jean Stephenson

150 S 300 E Apt 207

Salt Lake City, UT 84111
jlIs1113@aol.com

(801) 521-3055

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Bill Stoye (bstoye@xmission.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 9:12
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Wrong direction. Turn around and do what?s right!
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Bill Stoye

978 E 600 S Apt 3

Slc, UT 84102
bstoye@xmission.com

(801) 363-6166

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Holly Stuart (hollybstuart@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 8:31
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Holly Stuart

426 S Elizabeth St

Salt Lake City, UT 84102
hollybstuart@gmail.com

(801) 582-6339

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Christopher Hall (s_g_hall@msn.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 8:24
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

| am a retired pathologist in Ogden. | consider the transition away from coal, oil, gas, and rampart consumption to be the
most important challenge the species of Homo sapiens has ever faced.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Christopher Hall
2612 Woodland Dr
Ogden, UT 84403
s_g_hall@msn.com
(801) 475-0239

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Ava Curtis (avacurtis916@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 8:07
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Ava Curtis

5919 S Farm Ridge Rd
Taylorsville, UT 84129
avacurtis916@gmail.com

(385) 499-8609

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Karen Clayton (kcpeace@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 8:06
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Karen Clayton

705 N Pearl Harbor St

Salt Lake City, UT 84116
kcpeace@gmail.com

(720) 939-7322

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Pati Reiss (patireiss44@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 7:57
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Please help our air and our health!!!
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Pati Reiss

236 | St

Salt Lake City, UT 84103
patireiss44@gmail.com

(801) 688-2482

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Tina DeCaria (tinadecaria@aol.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 10:37
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Tina DeCaria

4560 W 3825 S

West Haven, UT 84401
tinadecaria@aol.com

(801) 710-5061

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Kenneth Strong (kenny1chrysalis@yahoo.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> 10:27 AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Kenneth Strong

3124 E 1200 N

Layton, UT 84040
kenny1chrysalis@yahoo.com
(801) 547-1158

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/ALGkd0zSxrw1fOW6QGtLFYQj6WunPNDUsOfDrxkvarYInk-R7tk0/u/0/?ik=4a07da40d9&view=pt&search=all&permthid...  1/1


mailto:kenny1chrysalis@yahoo.com
mailto:core.help@sierraclub.org

2/22/22, 8:18 AM State of Utah Mail - Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

1 message
Benny C Yih (benny.yih@ieee.org) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 7:53
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Please add more renewables to the plan instead of polluting coal and nuclear.
-thanks, Benny

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Benny C Yih

PO Box 980091
Park City, UT 84098
benny.yih@ieee.org
(435) 940-1152

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Criselda Hernandez (allof.thee.above2112@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> 7:42 PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Criselda Hernandez

1125 Rushton St Frnt

Ogden, UT 84401
allof.thee.above2112@gmail.com
(801) 686-2081

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Justin Grover (jg513jg@yahoo.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 7:30
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

| use Solar Power on my House | don't undertsand why Rocky Mountain Power will not embrace this technology. It is
cheap infrastucture they don't have to maintain. It is a no brainer - Go Solar.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Justin Grover

1488 W 4980 S

Salt Lake City, UT 84123
ig513jg@yahoo.com
(801) 555-5555

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Jim Hampton (hamptoja@live.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 7:26
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Please assure that Utah will improve its air quality by demanding that Rocky Mountain Power plan for sound, efficient
power generation.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Jim Hampton

8529 S Snowville Dr
Sandy, UT 84093
hamptoja@live.com
(801) 574-8618

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Ryan Anderson (kumquatry@hotmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 7:06
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Ryan Anderson

HC 64 Box 2311

Castle Valley, UT 84532
kumquatry@hotmail.com

(435) 259-5263

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Vanessa Cato (vanessacato@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 6:55
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Vanessa Cato

1282 Cook St

Ogden, UT 84404
vanessacato@gmail.com

(801) 458-9486

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Justin Davis (drjthevet@yahoo.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 6:52
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Time for all major utilities to start implementing real meaningful changes even if it cost them billions of dollars.. if they
don't like it they can let someone else do it retire with all their dirty money. They know no matter what it cost they will
make it back plus billions more but just don't care.. WE MUST FORCE THEM!!!

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Justin Davis

7480 S Launa St

Midvale, UT 84047

drjthevet@yahoo.com
(801) 487-7051
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1 message
Matthew Williams (mrw7@me.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 6:49
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Matthew Williams

1045 E Princeton Ave

Salt Lake City, UT 84105
mrw7@me.com

(801) 538-0553

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Duane Carline (ctm913@hotmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 6:48
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
NO NUKES 11
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Duane Carline

617 Eastborne Ct

Farmington, UT 84025
ctm913@hotmail.com

(801) 451-5283

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Allan Anderson (yabanja@hotmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 6:40
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Allan Anderson

2504 S Dearborn St

Salt Lake City, UT 84106
yabanja@hotmail.com

(801) 831-7089

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Brandon Smith (brandonwsmith66@msn.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 6:40
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Brandon Smith

1343 W Nectarine circle

South Jordan, UT 84095
brandonwsmith66@msn.com
(801) 712-9962

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/ALGkd0zSxrw1fOW6QGtLFYQj6WunPNDUsOfDrxkvarYInk-R7tk0/u/0/?ik=4a07da40d9&view=pt&search=all&permthid...  1/1


mailto:brandonwsmith66@msn.com
mailto:core.help@sierraclub.org

2/22/22, 8:20 AM State of Utah Mail - Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

1 message
Karen Collett (kicollett3@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 6:37
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Karen Collett

280 E 1100 S

Bountiful, UT 84010
kicollett3@gmail.com

(801) 295-9698

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Scott Symond (scottsymond@yahoo.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 6:31
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

To whom it may concern. Times are changing and we need to start thinking outside the usual box. Coal is gone, let's use
the natural gas we have and the utilization of other green energy's. | live in Milford Utah and if you want to see how to get
green energy come visit. My name is Scott Symond and I'm a city councilman, chairman of the Milford memorial Hospital
Board. Please let me know!!!

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Scott Symond

838 so 500 w

Milford, UT 84751

scottsymond@yahoo.com
(435) 668-2510
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1 message
T Mullarkey (tm4839@att.net) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 6:21
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

T Mullarkey

710 S Indian Hills Dr Unit 22

St George, UT 84770
tm4839@att.net

(435) 555-5555

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Julie Hawkins (julieh0102@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 6:16
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
REJECT Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 Integrated Resource Plan!
Dear Commissioners,

I am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Julie Hawkins

784 E Ashton Ave Apt 2

Salt Lake City, UT 84106
julieh0102@gmail.com

(801) 651-9046

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Robert Motts (binban74@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 6:04
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Utah's current Government is literally killing it's people because it puts money before health. Corruption is rampent and
deep seated, and unfortunately they lie to their own citizens using religion as a blanket to cover their decades long
addiction to the fossil fuel industry. Deny the current 20 year plan. Require responsible planning and a commitment to a
renewable future.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Robert Motts

344 E Montgomery Dr

Sandy, UT 84070

binban74@gmail.com
(916) 716-2563
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1 message
Sue DeVall (sdev.cv@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 6:04
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Sue DeVall

HC 64 Box 1902

Castle Valley, UT 84532
sdev.cv@gmail.com

(435) 259-6336

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Carol Lessinger (carollessinger@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 5:58
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Give more support to Green energy, PLEASE.
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Carol Lessinger

516 E 700 S Apt 122

Salt Lake City, UT 84102
carollessinger@gmail.com

(801) 580-9484

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Kira Church (blond_kira@yahoo.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 5:54
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
We need to be better about looking to our future with health in mind not dollars.
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Kira Church

2243 Lorin Cir

Ogden, UT 84401
blond_kira@yahoo.com

(801) 605-8642

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Tom Sobchack (tjsubby@xmission.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 5:44
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Please Reject Rocky Mountain Power's reckless plan to continue using coal as power for electricity. It will harm our air
quality and ultimately our health and way of life.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Tom Sobchack

4122 S Diana Way

Salt Lake City, UT 84124
tjsubby@xmission.com
(801) 272-5759

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Rebekah Peterson (hakeber61@hotmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 5:42
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Rebekah Peterson

6680 S Lotus Way

West Jordan, UT 84081
hakeber61@hotmail.com

(801) 214-4152

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
J Michele Blackburn (jmicheleblackburn@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> 5:42 PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Please urge Rocky Mountain Power to support our state and communities by progressing into the 21st century. We are
already 22 years in, and these outdated, environment damaging, and atmosphere polluting policies need to be
transitioned into energy efficiency. Please do it for the health of Utah families and the entire planet. Thank you.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

J Michele Blackburn

PO Box 152

Moab, UT 84532

jmicheleblackburn@gmail.com
(435) 259-0816
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1 message
Joan Turpin (jot1956@hotmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 5:30
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Joan Turpin

1296 W Pinewood Dr

Murray, UT 84123
jot1956@hotmail.com

(801) 259-0426

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
David Sucec (bcsproject@xmission.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 5:28
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

David Sucec

832 E Sego Ave

Slc, UT 84102
bcsproject@xmission.com

(801) 359-6904

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Dana Joslyn (danadesign@xmission.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 5:25
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Dana Joslyn

2248 E Emerson Ave

Salt Lake City, UT 84108
danadesign@xmission.com
(801) 631-1236

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Jim Bradley (ejamesbradley@comcast.net) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 5:20
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

The plan is backward thinking. It seems to ignor the fact that we are experiencing a drought worse that all others during
the past thousand years. Water for cooling needs to be considered as we may not have enough to support our growing
population. Also planning on using untested nuclear technology instead of clean power sources like wind and solar and
others is fraught with uncertainty and potential radioactive waste problems that we are leaving to future generations to
deal with. That is immoral and irresponsible. Our energy future must be solved by us not our grandchildren and their
grandchildren. Coal burning needs to stop in this generation for all our sake.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Jim Bradley

749 N Hilltop Rd

Salt Lake City, UT 84103
ejamesbradley@comcast.net
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1 message
Henry Whiteside (hwhiteside@xmission.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 5:13
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Rocky Mountain Power's 20-Year Plan recklessly ignores almost every factor except shareholder returns. Relying on an
untested and unapproved nuclear techology rather than demonstrated renewable sources cannot be considered a serious
plan for the future. It is understood to fail, and in ways that continue to maximize shareholder value at the expense of the
public and the environment.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Henry Whiteside

5215 E Pioneer Fork Rd

Salt Lake City, UT 84108

hwhiteside@xmission.com
(801) 583-4601
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This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Ross Bartholomew (koadog22@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 5:12
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Ross Bartholomew

12066 N Royal Troon Rd
Highland, UT 84003
koadog22@gmail.com

(801) 318-0635

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Kate Schockmel (r.schockmel@comcast.net) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 5:05
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

As a 6th generation Utahn with children and a grandchild, | have watched with alarm as our state leaders and industries
risk all of our futures pursuing wealth and power in their energy policies. Air pollution, water issues, wildfires, climate
change and global warming, an unprecedented drought and the breakdown of our ecosystems, let alone population
explosion. So much to repair, and such a daunting future that requires careful planning to preserve life in Utah for future
generations. This is no time to be careless and arrogant.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Kate Schockmel

2273 E Lincoln Ln

Salt Lake Cty, UT 84124
r.schockmel@comcast.net
(435) 232-6651

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/ALGkd0zSxrw1fOW6QGtLFY Qj6WunPNDUsOfDrxkvarYInk-R7tk0/u/0/?ik=4a07da40d9&view=pt&search=all&permthid...  1/2


mailto:r.schockmel@comcast.net

2/22/22, 8:24 AM State of Utah Mail - Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Jeanne Hayes (hayes2633@comcast.net) Sent You a Personal Message Fri, Feb 18, 2022 at 5:03
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Jeanne Hayes

2633 S Wellington St

Slc, UT 84106
hayes2633@comcast.net

(801) 484-4235

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Sharon May (27sharonmay@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 10:57
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Utahns need and deserve clean air. It's crucial for our health and the health of our environment to move as quickly as
possible away from burning coal for our energy needs. This 20-year plan does not accomplish this and unnecessarily
prolongs coal use over more economical and clean energy sources.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Sharon May

4401 S Laurel Green Dr

Saint George, UT 84790

27sharonmay@gmail.com
(435) 635-1084
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1 message
Peter LeFebvre (pleflave@hotmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 11:16
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Peter LeFebvre

1131 Austin Dr

Moab, UT 84532
pleflave@hotmail.com

(307) 699-0355

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Judy Calder (judycalder23@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 11:20
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

We need to move to clean energy! Coal plants are not the future. An untested nuclear power plant is NOT what Utah
needs or wants! Please reject Rocky Mountain Power's 20-year plan. We need clean air, not the pollution we currently
live with.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Judy Calder

3053 W 8750 S

West Jordan, UT 84088

judycalder23@gmail.com
(801) 230-4623
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1 message
Melissa Smolley (tokidokioniko@yahoo.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> 11:27 AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Melissa Smolley

227 W 400 N Apt 1

Salt Lake City, UT 84103
tokidokioniko@yahoo.com

(801) 554-6525

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/ALGkd0zSxrw1fOW6QGtLFYQj6WunPNDUsOfDrxkvarYInk-R7tk0/u/0/?ik=4a07da40d9&view=pt&search=all&permthid...  1/1


mailto:tokidokioniko@yahoo.com
mailto:core.help@sierraclub.org

2/22/22, 8:25 AM State of Utah Mail - Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

1 message
Cindi Field (cindilfield@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 11:52
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Cindi Field

664 30th St

Ogden, UT 84403
cindilfield@gmail.com

(801) 627-8552

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Megan Lovell (megleelovell@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 12:24
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Megan Lovell

4815 S Kings Row Dr

Holladay, UT 84117
megleelovell@gmail.com

(801) 796-0971

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Anita Mortimer (mortimer.anita@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 12:25
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Anita Mortimer

1889 S 910 W Unit A

Syracuse, UT 84075
mortimer.anita@gmail.com

(801) 543-9063

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/ALGkd0zSxrw1fOW6QGtLFYQj6WunPNDUsOfDrxkvarYInk-R7tk0/u/0/?ik=4a07da40d9&view=pt&search=all&permthid...  1/1


mailto:mortimer.anita@gmail.com
mailto:core.help@sierraclub.org

2/22/22, 8:26 AM State of Utah Mail - Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

1 message
Tami Derezotes (tami@mail2yes.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 12:36
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Tami Derezotes

3669 E Oakview Dr

Salt Lake City, UT 84124
tami@mail2yes.com

(801) 585-3546

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
S Nuffer (ratherdashing42@protonmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> 12:58 PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

We need to consider our future and what we'll be leaving behind for our children and grandchildren, and the generation
who come after. Please reject Rocky Mountain Power's plan.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

S Nuffer

1445 E 1300 S

Provo, UT 84606
ratherdashing42@protonmail.com
(801) 505-9254

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Julie Menna (mennapaws@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 2:00
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Burning coal for any reason is irresponsible. Please show some respect for our planet and keep the air in our state as
clean as possible.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Julie Menna

PO Box 77

Stockton, UT 84071
mennapaws@gmail.com
(801) 673-7018

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

1 message
Matt Froling (mattfro333@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 2:35
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

There is no energy clean resolution without removing dogmatic doctrine on fossil fuels. Clean energy has advanced for
enough to be able to pick up the reins. All that requires is good honest humble people in charge of the transition. Coal,
and petroleum have been infested with greed for well over a century. We must give the power back to humble intellectuals
in order to save our existence on Mother Earth.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Matt Froling

772 Vista Dr

Ogden, UT 84403

mattfro333@gmail.com
(801) 479-7559
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1 message
Joan Entwistle (joan.entwistle@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 2:54
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

The plan for Utah needs to include much more and less expensive power from solar and wind. Don't include Natrium
reactors which have not been approved, and may cost more in the long-run.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Joan Entwistle

13985 N Council Fire Trl
Kamas, UT 84036
joan.entwistle@gmail.com
(978) 549-4864

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Roderick Gregory (rickg916@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 3:55
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
NO MORE COAL BURNING

| add multiple megawatts to the grid every year from my home PV system. RMP should be encouraged to invest in clean
tech, NOT 19th CENTURY technology.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Roderick Gregory

916 S Nerual Cir

Salt Lake City, UT 84108

rickg916@gmail.com
(801) 949-2906
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1 message
Roderick Gregory (rickg916@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 3:56
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
NO MORE COAL BURNING

| add multiple megawatts to the grid every year from my home PV system. RMP should be encouraged to invest in clean
tech, NOT 19th CENTURY technology.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Roderick Gregory

916 S Nerual Cir

Salt Lake City, UT 84108

rickg916@gmail.com
(801) 949-2906
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1 message
Sylvia Gray (sylviargray@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 5:26
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Rocky Mountain Power can and must do better. We need wind power, solar power and geothermal power with a phase
out of coal.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Sylvia Gray

666 E 9th Ave

Salt Lake City, UT 84103
sylviargray@gmail.com
(801) 532-3486

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Matthew Syme (syme.matthew@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 5:41
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Personally, I'm fine with the nuclear power option. But | absolutely reject any continued use of coal to power our electricity
generation. Instead, invest heavily in solar, wind and storage. We can and we must, for our survival.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Matthew Syme

2015 N 200 E

Logan, UT 84341
syme.matthew@gmail.com
(435) 750-5090

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Molly Hogan (mollyturpin221@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 6:35
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Molly Hogan

845 E Johnson Way Dr

Sandy, UT 84094
mollyturpin221@gmail.com

(385) 628-9061

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Greg Denny (rhodadenny@hotmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 8:32
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

coal should be downsized asap,we can do better.their enough wind in Wyoming to generate replacement for coal.global
warming needs to be dealt with now not later.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Greg Denny

4311 S Fortuna Way

Salt Lake City, UT 84124
rhodadenny@hotmail.com
(801) 278-0757

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Emily Joyce (fokato@hotmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 9:38
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

The fact that you are lining your already full pockets with the destruction of our beautiful state is absolutely disgusting.
People come to Utah for our beautiful snow-covered mountains, and with the snowfall decreasing every year, we need to
be more mindful of the impact coal and fossil fuels have on our environment.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Emily Joyce

4617 S Ledgemont Dr

Salt Lake City, UT 84124

fokato@hotmail.com
(801) 657-2753
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1 message
Angie Lassig (anlassig@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 10:08
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
There are all kinds of renewable energy that is not potentially lethal. Stop the greed, and wake up to clean energy!!
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Angie Lassig

4116 W Volta Ave

West Valley City, UT 84120
anlassig@gmail.com

(801) 712-2841

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Kiri Monks (kiri.monks@hotmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sat, Feb 19, 2022 at 11:13
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Kiri Monks

7400 S State St Apt 14105
Midvale, UT 84047
kiri.monks@hotmail.com

(801) 792-5733

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/ALGkd0zSxrw1fOW6QGtLFYQj6WunPNDUsOfDrxkvarYInk-R7tk0/u/0/?ik=4a07da40d9&view=pt&search=all&permthid...  1/1


mailto:kiri.monks@hotmail.com
mailto:core.help@sierraclub.org

2/22/22, 8:28 AM State of Utah Mail - Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

1 message
James Biser (jim.biser@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sun, Feb 20, 2022 at 12:43
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
There is no reason to proceed with techniques that hurt our land. We need to abandon coal as a fuel to make electricity.
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

James Biser

3889 Pebble Lane

Provo, UT 84604
jim.biser@gmail.com

(801) 623-1720

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Jennifer McKeel (jenmckeel72@hotmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sun, Feb 20, 2022 at
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> 8:11 AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Jennifer McKeel

6682 S Sol Rise Dr

West Jordan, UT 84081
jenmckeel72@hotmail.com

(813) 657-6471

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Naomi Pace (npace8@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sun, Feb 20, 2022 at 8:15
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Naomi Pace

6729 Olivet Dr

Cottonwood Heights, UT 84121
npace8@gmail.com

(385) 421-8008

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Shaye Mcdonald (tylerandshaye@yahoo.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sun, Feb 20, 2022 at
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> 9:56 AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Shaye Mcdonald

495 E Sego Lily Dr

Sandy, UT 84070
tylerandshaye@yahoo.com

(801) 915-0993

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Ira Kaufman (hatchbacks@verizon.net) Sent You a Personal Message Sun, Feb 20, 2022 at 10:31
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Please consider our grandchildren in your future decisions about powering our economies and our homes. Continuing to
burn fossil fuels for another 20 years and nuclear power are not sustainable for our future snowpack and Great Salt Lake
ecosystem.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Ira Kaufman

615 E Cobblestone Dr.

Midvale, UT 84047

hatchbacks@verizon.net
(310) 902-5829
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This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Benjamin Damstedt (bendamstedt@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sun, Feb 20, 2022 at
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> 11:07 AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
The longer we delay the energy transition, the more we will suffer and the more we will be required to sacrifice.

We need to move to proven, low-carbon, inexpensive energy as quickly as possible. Solar and wind fit all those
characteristics. But RMP has failed to prioritize those resources on a proper timescale.

Instead, RMP says that it will be relying on new nuclear. During its many decades of development, nuclear has proven to
be the most-expensive energy resource, to take long periods of time to build, and to use enormous amounts of water. But
we don't have the money, the time, or the water to make nuclear viable as a near-term option for Utah.

We need to make better decisions for our families and our communities.
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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Benjamin Damstedt

3196 E Millcreek Canyon Rd
Salt Lake City, UT 84109
bendamstedt@gmail.com
(408) 204-7432

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Kay Chapman (kchapmanstudios@msn.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sun, Feb 20, 2022 at
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> 11:12 AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
We all live on this earth. Put the planet before big money groups which are all about money and power!!!
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Kay Chapman

777 S Angel St

Layton, UT 84041
kchapmanstudios@msn.com

(801) 546-6718

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Alyce Wasden (alyce_wasden@yahoo.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sun, Feb 20, 2022 at
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> 12:18 PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

We must be more proactive about sustainable, non-polluting energy sources. Relying on coal or nuclear sources is not
the right direction.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Alyce Wasden

582 Marialana Way

North Salt Lake, UT 84054
alyce_wasden@yahoo.com
(801) 230-3458

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Steve Knox (knoxmillcreek@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sun, Feb 20, 2022 at 12:30
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Come folks - really! 20 more years of burning coal. You know the effects of burning coal on our communities and our
public lands. It's way past time to accelerate the transition to clean and renewable sources of energy.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Steve Knox

1912 E Siggard Dr
Millcreek, UT 84106
knoxmillcreek@gmail.com
(801) 414-0687

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Stephen Kirkland (steve@roostersbrewingco.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sun, Feb 20, 2022 at
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> 12:38 PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Stephen Kirkland

3432 Baker Dr

Ogden, UT 84403
steve@roostersbrewingco.com
(801) 645-1615

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Elissa Clegg (eliclegg@comcast.net) Sent You a Personal Message Sun, Feb 20, 2022 at 1:08
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Elissa Clegg

397 E 1600 N

Pleasant Grove, UT 84062
eliclegg@comcast.net

(801) 785-4189

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Randall Kilty (shockhammer13@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sun, Feb 20, 2022 at 2:07
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Randall Kilty

255 E Browning Ave

Salt Lake City, UT 84115
shockhammer13@gmail.com
(857) 244-0765

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Debra Csenge (debra.l.csenge@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sun, Feb 20, 2022 at 2:37
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Debra Csenge

295 N Main St

Kanab, UT 84741
debra.l.csenge@gmail.com

(435) 644-3735

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
William A (mgbill@comcast.net) Sent You a Personal Message Sun, Feb 20, 2022 at 3:20
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

We need to stop climate change now, before it is to late. This plan is an "end of the world as we know it" plan! We need
to think about what we need to do to help save the world, not ruin it further. It is the only one we have.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

William A

3149 S 4180 W

West Valley, UT 84120
mgbill@comcast.net
(801) 968-3435

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Nancy Weiser (nancyweiser@hotmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sun, Feb 20, 2022 at 3:37
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Nancy Weiser

7843 S Farm Wood Ln

Midvale, UT 84047
nancyweiser@hotmail.com

(801) 947-8849

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Gene Ammarell (ammarell@ohio.edu) Sent You a Personal Message Sun, Feb 20, 2022 at 5:20
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Gene Ammarell

338 E Westminster Ave

Salt Lake City, UT 84115
ammarell@ohio.edu

(740) 541-2410

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Melanie Wayment (duckjo@aol.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sun, Feb 20, 2022 at 9:43
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

I've lived in Ogden my whole life and this among many other things give me big concern for the environmental impact on
this state. This is definitely getting farther from the place | grew up in. Please consider the health of future generations.
Environmental issues affect all of us and money can't do anything to buy back better air, water, you name it, once it's
polluted. Please consider the impact of this plan!

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Melanie Wayment

5150 Shawnee Ave

Ogden, UT 84403

duckjo@aol.com
(801) 866-2353
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1 message
Nedra Carroll (nedrajane@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Sun, Feb 20, 2022 at 9:47
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Nedra Carroll

102 E6790 S

Midvale, UT 84047
nedrajane@gmail.com

(801) 910-3320

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Catherine Smith (csmith@xmission.com) Sent You a Personal Message Mon, Feb 21, 2022 at 9:11
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Please do not adopt the currently proposed integrated resource system put forth by Rocky Mountain power. It allows for
coal burning long into the future while devoting resources to unproven technology rather than increasing the cleaner
technologies now in use. They just don?t have the good of their customers in mind at all. Please demand more from
them.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Catherine Smith

575 N Artists Way

Layton, UT 84040

csmith@xmission.com
(801) 928-1116
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1 message
Shelley Wilson (shelleydwilson@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Mon, Feb 21, 2022 at
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> 12:54 PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Wow, in this day of solar clean energy, | find it appalling that anyone would consider staying in the dark ages and continue
to burn coal for another 20 years!! Coal is dirty and harms all of our health especially our children?s. Utah needs to set
an example, not be the last in caring about our environment!! No to nuclear!!

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Shelley Wilson

1920 South Park Lane East
Orem, UT 84058

shelleydwilson@gmail.com
(385) 225-0612
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1 message
Marguerite Tate (yodatate357@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Mon, Feb 21, 2022 at 1:25
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Climate change is an existential threat. Scientists don't know what atmospheric level of CO2 causes a runaway
greenhouse effect, so we must be very careful with adding more carbon into the atmosphere, or the Earth could soon
heat up uncontrollably to inhospitable temperatures. Every current decision will affect us for years to come, as building
fossil-fuel-burning infrastructure creates a lasting dependence on carbon-intensive fuels. Thus, | ask you to reconsider
your planned expansion and continued reliance on coal.

| understand the issues at hand. | know that there will be times without wind or sunshine, so we will need sources of
energy that can substitute our power needs at this time. However, | think relying on coal for this purpose is problematic. |
support the use of nuclear energy for this reason, but only so long as that technology has been tested to prevent another
disaster like Cherynoble. Please make more judicious decisions regarding our future sources of energy.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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Marguerite Tate

8713 S Kings Hill Dr
Salt Lake City, UT 84121
yodatate357@gmail.com
(801) 943-5944

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Jennine Hollingshaus (familyhaus@hotmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Mon, Feb 21, 2022 at
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> 8:25 PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

| don't often write in or add my name to petitions. However, | am very concerned about our energy use and plans for
future growth in Utah. We should be leaders in the nation in how we protect and use our resources, and be able to show
we are stewards with integrity and have politicians who are forward thinking and not tied to companies with a lot of clout. |
personally do not like how Rocky Mountain Power puts profits before integrity, and short term gains before long term
responsibility. | urge you to think carefully about the message you are sending when working with our energy companies
and work harder to create careful plans. Thank you.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Jennine Hollingshaus

79 S 950 E

Orem, UT 84097
familyhaus@hotmail.com
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1 message
Jeri Fowles (j_fowles@yahoo.com) Sent You a Personal Message Mon, Feb 21, 2022 at 9:08
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Jeri Fowles

259 S 1200 E

Salt Lake City, UT 84102
j_fowles@yahoo.com

(801) 201-0354

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Alyssa Peneueta (alyssa.peneueta@rocketmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Tue, Feb 22, 2022 at
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> 7:59 AM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

You have the resources and the means to strategize a sustainable utility plan. Please consider investing in a realistic
future which focuses on preparedness and a transition to renewable energy.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Alyssa Peneueta

1106 E 2625 N

Layton, UT 84040
alyssa.peneueta@rocketmail.com
(801) 673-9316

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

1 message
Spencer Duncan (spencer.r.duncan@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Tue, Feb 22, 2022 at
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> 12:47 PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,
Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Spencer Duncan

1390 W 6690 S Unit H103
Murray, UT 84123
spencer.r.duncan@gmail.com
(801) 897-8962

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
llauna Gurr (igurr@me.com) Sent You a Personal Message Tue, Feb 22, 2022 at 1:32
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

It is so disheartening to hear companies commit to clean energy and then fail to honor their commitments. We are truly
running out of time.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

llauna Gurr

380 W 200 S Apt 603
Salt Lake City, UT 84101
igurr@me.com

(801) 533-8962

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Lillian Miller at Sierra Club at core.help@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5500.
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1 message
Silvia Smith (random3.14pi@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message Tue, Feb 22, 2022 at 1:41
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Utah needs to plan to move toward clean energy as soon as possible. We cannot plan to delay it by continuing to rely on
coal when there are so many cost-effective alternatives. Utah inversion is getting worse and worse, and we need Rocky
Mountain Power to be a leader and an example, not a hindrance and embarrassment. Please revise the 20-year and 5-
year plans to incorporate wise use of cleaner energy sources and safe, tested, nuclear energy. Utah is counting on you to
help keep it clean and sustain it as a great place to live!

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Silvia Smith

313 E 3rd Ave Apt 11

Salt Lake City, UT 84103
random3.14pi@gmail.com
(801) 300-6673
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1 message
Ingrid Akerblom (ingridbio@yahoo.com) Sent You a Personal Message Tue, Feb 22, 2022 at 2:50
<kwautomail@phone2action.com> PM

To: psc@utah.gov
Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Living in UTAH | see all around me the beauty of the natural environment- | also how it is being threatened by climate
change with historic drought exacerbated by greenhouse gases, air quality degradation from fires here and elsewhere
and pollution coming from coal fired plants. The plan proposed is a gigantic step backward on commitments to move to
renewables and eliminate coal in a reasonable timeframe. And Nuclear? When the technology isn?t even proven yet?
This will only move the goalposts further away. Please increase your commitment to solar, wind and geothermal. We have
plenty of all those here in UTAH.

Dear Commissioners,

| am writing to urge you to not accept the Rocky Mountain Power 2021 Integrated Resource Plan for filing. The current
20-year plan and 5-year Action Plan represent a huge risk for Utah?s future and do not reflect my values as a Utah
resident. | am deeply concerned that the current IRP ignores critical information and employs wishful thinking on behalf of
untested technologies to build an unrealistic energy mix, without any viable contingency plan. Rocky Mountain Power?s
failure to consider climate change impacts, the continued decline of coal economics, and Clean Air Act compliance
requirements for their thermal plants, does not mean those realities do not exist, but rather, that Utah communities will
have to face the consequences of inaction unprepared and unsupported by their public utility. We deserve a utility plan
that ensures least cost and least risk energy supply that is based in reality, not false solutions.

The Natrium nuclear plant, targeted to be online relatively soon by 2028, is shockingly unsupported in the IRP with no
contract or permitting details and no reasonable accounting of costs and risks. Worse yet, Rocky Mountain Power has
forced the nuclear project into almost every single planning scenario. What happens when the project runs into inevitable
delays and procedural hurdles? What alternative resources would need to be built to replace that capacity in the near
term? We do not know, because Rocky Mountain Power has not included that very foreseeable reality into planning
assumptions.

Utah?s own Electric IRP Guidelines state that an IRP ?should include a demonstration and analysis as to whether the
resources studied are the least-cost/least risk, the modeling assumptions, sensitivity analyses, the types of resources
considered and a demonstration that the assumptions used in the study are reasonable.? By this standard alone, the
Utah Commission should not accept the Rocky Mountain Power IRP for filing. The utility has repeatedly failed to plan for
existing and projected Clean Air Act compliance obligations on coal plants. The utility manufactured a recent crisis
because of this lack of planning, which required an emergency proclamation from Wyoming Governor Gordon to keep Jim
Bridger unit 2 operating in violation of federal law. Now, coal communities and customers must contend with severe
uncertainty because Rocky Mountain Power acted irresponsibly by refusing to plan for the foreseeable eventuality of
federal air regulations.

Utah needs a plan that prepares us to address the very real challenges facing our state. We need a plan that takes our
carbon-constrained economy into account, and accurately represents transition timelines to coal workers and
communities. We need a plan that includes consideration of the causes, impacts, and risks of climate change, and
prepares Utah for a more resilient future. We need a plan that invests in the untapped potential of energy efficiency,
renewable energy, and tested storage technology. Rocky Mountain Power?s 2021 IRP fails to reasonably address all of
these concerns, and should be rejected.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Ingrid Akerblom

755 S Main St Ste 4-403
Cedar City, UT 84720
ingridbio@yahoo.com
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