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PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

1 message

Christopher Hall (s_g_hall@msn.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Tue, Mar 1, 2022 at 7:18
PM

To: psc@utah.gov

Dear Utah Public Service Commission, 


I am a retired physician in Ogden. It is high time that RMP faced up to the inevitability of serious problems in our future
due to inaction in addressing climate change.


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. I 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 Drive 

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.


mailto:s_g_hall@msn.com
mailto:core.help@sierraclub.org
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PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

1 message

Carlos Alarco (carlosalarco@hotail.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Tue, Mar 1, 2022 at 7:29
PM

To: psc@utah.gov

Dear Utah Public Service Commission, 


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. I 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, 


Carlos Alarco  

1595 S 400 E 

Orem, UT 84058 

carlosalarco@hotail.com 

(801) 225-2798 


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.


mailto:carlosalarco@hotail.com
mailto:core.help@sierraclub.org
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PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

1 message

John Armeni (leftyjt@comcast.net) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Tue, Mar 1, 2022 at 7:54
PM

To: psc@utah.gov

Dear Utah Public Service Commission, 


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. I 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, 


John Armeni  

1133 E Brickyard Rd, Apt 1505, false 

Salt Lake City, UT 84106 

leftyjt@comcast.net 

(801) 900-8586 


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.


mailto:leftyjt@comcast.net
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PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

1 message

Shaunda Mascarenas (sgrisamer@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Tue, Mar 1, 2022 at
11:47 PM

To: psc@utah.gov

Dear Utah Public Service Commission, 


We don't want nuclear, or coal. The most natural resources are best right now. W the future of our planet/world, being so
unstable/unknown, I cannot believe tht these ppl, would be so greedy! Its sickening. Tht is why our world is in jeopardy.
Bcuz of ppl like this!


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. I 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, 


Shaunda Mascarenas  

90 N. Glenwood Ave. Tooele Utahwe 

Tooele, UT 84074 

sgrisamer@gmail.com 

(435) 224-9403 


mailto:sgrisamer@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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PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

1 message

Hilary Jacobs (hilary.jacobs@comcast.net) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Wed, Mar 2, 2022 at 1:15
AM

To: psc@utah.gov

Dear Utah Public Service Commission, 


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. I 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, 


Hilary Jacobs  

532 D St 

Salt Lake City, UT 84103 

hilary.jacobs@comcast.net 

(801) 521-6411 


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.


mailto:hilary.jacobs@comcast.net
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PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

1 message

Jeniffer Hullinger (recovery_still_remains@yahoo.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Wed, Mar 2, 2022 at
3:02 AM

To: psc@utah.gov

Dear Utah Public Service Commission, 


Untested tech is DANGEROUS! As a Utah resident I ask you to PLEASE do NOT accept this 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. I 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, 


Jeniffer Hullinger  

7245 S 700 E 

Midvale, UT 84078 

recovery_still_remains@yahoo.com 

(801) 918-6338 


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.


mailto:recovery_still_remains@yahoo.com
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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
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Wed, Mar 2, 2022 at
6:02 AM

To: psc@utah.gov

Dear Utah Public Service Commission, 


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. I 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 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.


mailto:spencer.r.duncan@gmail.com
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PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

Public Comment on Docket No. 21-035-09

1 message

Neil Olsen (olseneil@icloud.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Wed, Mar 2, 2022 at 11:18
AM

To: psc@utah.gov

Dear Utah Public Service Commission, 


We have a lot of uninhabited land in Utah. Solar panels could be placed on these thousands of acres. We don't need
fossil fuels in the future. Use the land to help climate change and clean up our environment!


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. I 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, 


Neil Olsen  

2369 E Murray Holladay Rd 

Salt Lake City, UT 84117 

olseneil@icloud.com 

(801) 272-7431 


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

Fraya Ortiz (frayaortiz.2003@hotmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Wed, Mar 2, 2022 at 1:20
PM

To: psc@utah.gov

Dear Utah Public Service Commission, 


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. I 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, 


Fraya Ortiz  

51 W Moon Ridge Dr 

Salt Lake City, UT 84107 

frayaortiz.2003@hotmail.com 

(801) 300-9575 


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

John Cuomo (john.cuomo1@outlook.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Wed, Mar 2, 2022 at 1:23
PM

To: psc@utah.gov

Dear Utah Public Service Commission, 


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. I 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, 


John Cuomo  

3627 Hermes dr 

Salt Lake City, UT 84124 

john.cuomo1@outlook.com 

(801) 867-9785 


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

Michael Layton (mdlayt64@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Wed, Mar 2, 2022 at 3:41
PM

To: psc@utah.gov

Dear Utah Public Service Commission, 


I am so sick and tired of "public" organizations that work for themselves and industry instead of the people.  Utahns and
Americans believe that government is of, by, and for the people.  Stop this nonsense of doing what is good for industry.


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. I 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, 


Michael Layton  

3680 S 2700 E 

Salt Lake City, UT 84109 

mdlayt64@gmail.com 

(801) 322-2928 


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

Kathryn Marti (kathrynmarti@yahoo.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Wed, Mar 2, 2022 at 4:28
PM

To: psc@utah.gov

Dear Utah Public Service Commission, 


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. I 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, 


Kathryn Marti  

1858 E Bryan Ave 

Salt Lake City, UT 84108 

kathrynmarti@yahoo.com 

(801) 696-4161 


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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