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PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

Comment on RMP IRP, Docket # 23-035-10
1 message

Holly Stuart (hollybstuart@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Fri, Jun 9, 2023 at
7:37 PM

Reply-To: Holly Stuart <hollybstuart@gmail.com>
To: psc@utah.gov

Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

I am deeply concerned about Rocky Mountain Power?s recently submitted 2023 Integrated Resource Plan (IRP), which
does little to reliably commit to reducing our state?s greenhouse gas emissions in a cost-effective manner. Instead, this
plan maintains our reliance on fossil fuels by continuing to rely on some coal plants well past 2030 while converting others
to natural gas, which is infamous for volatile price swings. The plan also relies heavily on new nuclear power, which the
company is stating will be ?crucial? for its transition off of fossil fuels. Nuclear hasn?t been a viable solution for our
nation's energy needs in decades, and it faces significant hurdles before it can even be considered an option, not least of
anticipated costs. Unlike the proposed Natrium plant in Wyoming, the proposed nuclear plants in Utah do not have a cost-
share arrangement with the federal government.

I strongly urge the Commission to consider these shortcomings when making a decision regarding Rocky Mountain
Power?s IRP. Please remember that it's the Utah ratepayers who will be stuck paying the costs when investments in risky
technology like nuclear and carbon capture don?t bear fruit. Renewable energy, like wind and solar, are both cost
effective and ready to roll out now. Let?s take advantage of this moment and the opportunities in legislation like the
Inflation Reduction Act to bring real solutions here to Utah. I urge the Utah Commission to not acknowledge the riskiest
aspects of Rocky Mountain Power?s plan, including continued reliance on coal, despite increasing federal regulatory
pressure, and unrealistic optimism that three first-of-their-kind nuclear facilities will materialize on time and on budget.

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 Member Care at Sierra Club at member.care@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5673.

mailto:hollybstuart@gmail.com
mailto:member.care@sierraclub.org
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PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

Comment on RMP IRP, Docket # 23-035-10
1 message

Cindi Field (cindilfield@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Sat, Jun 10, 2023 at
7:48 AM

Reply-To: Cindi Field <cindilfield@gmail.com>
To: psc@utah.gov

Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

I am deeply concerned about Rocky Mountain Power?s recently submitted 2023 Integrated Resource Plan (IRP), which
does little to reliably commit to reducing our state?s greenhouse gas emissions in a cost-effective manner. Instead, this
plan maintains our reliance on fossil fuels by continuing to rely on some coal plants well past 2030 while converting others
to natural gas, which is infamous for volatile price swings. The plan also relies heavily on new nuclear power, which the
company is stating will be ?crucial? for its transition off of fossil fuels. Nuclear hasn?t been a viable solution for our
nation's energy needs in decades, and it faces significant hurdles before it can even be considered an option, not least of
anticipated costs. Unlike the proposed Natrium plant in Wyoming, the proposed nuclear plants in Utah do not have a cost-
share arrangement with the federal government.

I strongly urge the Commission to consider these shortcomings when making a decision regarding Rocky Mountain
Power?s IRP. Please remember that it's the Utah ratepayers who will be stuck paying the costs when investments in risky
technology like nuclear and carbon capture don?t bear fruit. Renewable energy, like wind and solar, are both cost
effective and ready to roll out now. Let?s take advantage of this moment and the opportunities in legislation like the
Inflation Reduction Act to bring real solutions here to Utah. I urge the Utah Commission to not acknowledge the riskiest
aspects of Rocky Mountain Power?s plan, including continued reliance on coal, despite increasing federal regulatory
pressure, and unrealistic optimism that three first-of-their-kind nuclear facilities will materialize on time and on budget.

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 Member Care at Sierra Club at member.care@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5673.

mailto:cindilfield@gmail.com
mailto:member.care@sierraclub.org
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PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

RMP plan- Please reject
1 message

PATTY BECNEL <jbecnel_PATTY@msn.com> Sat, Jun 10, 2023 at 9:20 AM
To: "psc@utah.gov" <psc@utah.gov>

 

 

 

Dear Sirs-

 

Thank you so much for the work you do to protect the public and make sure we have the most efficient, cost effective, and
environmentally conscious  electricity sources. I live in Ogden and my children live in Salt Lake. All of us rely on Rocky
Mountain Power for our electrical needs.  My son is a recent PhD student who developed small air monitors for home and
business use.   We have one and it is frightening some days to see  the air pollution in our area .  Some days I feel we
should all stay inside with an air filter on. I worry most for my three-year-old granddaughter.  Luckily, she is healthy, but
she would rather be outside exploring and looking at bugs with a magnifying class than anything.  I worry that the air is so
poor many days, that she will develop health issues related to the pollution. 

 

  Because of our concerns,  my husband and I invested in solar panels connected to RMP. Luckily, we were able to be
grandfathered in so we can actually earn credit if we create more power than we use. Solar panels have been ideal.
Though the initial expense was high, our electric bill is negligible, and our service has been constant and unaffected.

 

I wish Utah would move in this direction rather than RMP’s plan to keep Hunter and Huntington plants  open far past the
dates they should be retired.  Jobs could be provided for green energy in those areas, and the air would be much cleaner
as well as the haze that affects some of our national parks. Because you are vested to help assure safe and cost effective
choices, I hope you will prioritize clean energy, and close the coal plants that are not cost effective and major contributors
of pollution. We really need to protect rate payers and our health.  I am also concerned about the plan for nuclear.  Until
there is a safe and effective way to dispose of the waste from these reactors, and the supplier for uranium is a much
friendlier partner, I think we should wait.

 

The energy issue is a top priority.  I hope my granddaughter is able to continue playing outside, exploring and remaining
in good health. Please reject  the risky aspects of RMP’s plan, and strive to have energy efficient, environmentally friendly
options. If it can be done in California and Washington, it can surely be done in Utah.

 

Thank you so much for your concern and work.

 

Patty Becnel

Ogden, Utah
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PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

Comment on RMP IRP, Docket # 23-035-10
1 message

Oliver Brown (brownoliver@Gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Sat, Jun 10, 2023 at
2:08 PM

Reply-To: Oliver Brown <brownoliver@gmail.com>
To: psc@utah.gov

Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Hi PSC members-

I am a resident of Saratoga Springs who uses Rocky Mountain Power.  The latest IRP is discouraging because RMP
continues to postpone shutting down coal power plants.  If we give them an option to wait until 2040 to close down a coal
plant, they will use it.  Even if they say they are trying very hard to close it earlier, unless it is required, then they will not
do it. 
Why can't RMP be required to have so many solar or wind farms?  Or why can't RMP be required to create new
hydroelectric dams or use geothermal energy?  I feel we pay more than enough on our combined power bills that RMP
should have ample of funds to invest in clean or renewable energy.  I am sure the shareholders at Berkshire will be
unhappy for some years, but I think that is the hard price RMP needs to pay so we are no longer burning coal.  We
already have some of the worst air in the country, especially during an inversion.  Why can't we require more from RMP?

 Thank you for your public service. 

I am deeply concerned about Rocky Mountain Power?s recently submitted 2023 Integrated Resource Plan (IRP), which
does little to reliably commit to reducing our state?s greenhouse gas emissions in a cost-effective manner. Instead, this
plan maintains our reliance on fossil fuels by continuing to rely on some coal plants well past 2030 while converting others
to natural gas, which is infamous for volatile price swings. The plan also relies heavily on new nuclear power, which the
company is stating will be ?crucial? for its transition off of fossil fuels. Nuclear hasn?t been a viable solution for our
nation's energy needs in decades, and it faces significant hurdles before it can even be considered an option, not least of
anticipated costs. Unlike the proposed Natrium plant in Wyoming, the proposed nuclear plants in Utah do not have a cost-
share arrangement with the federal government.

I strongly urge the Commission to consider these shortcomings when making a decision regarding Rocky Mountain
Power?s IRP. Please remember that it's the Utah ratepayers who will be stuck paying the costs when investments in risky
technology like nuclear and carbon capture don?t bear fruit. Renewable energy, like wind and solar, are both cost
effective and ready to roll out now. Let?s take advantage of this moment and the opportunities in legislation like the
Inflation Reduction Act to bring real solutions here to Utah. I urge the Utah Commission to not acknowledge the riskiest
aspects of Rocky Mountain Power?s plan, including continued reliance on coal, despite increasing federal regulatory
pressure, and unrealistic optimism that three first-of-their-kind nuclear facilities will materialize on time and on budget.

Sincerely,

Oliver Brown 
1716 Lyndi Ln
Saratoga SPrings, UT 84045
brownoliver@Gmail.com
(801) 258-1499

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 Member Care at Sierra Club at member.care@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5673.

mailto:member.care@sierraclub.org
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PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

Comment on RMP IRP, Docket # 23-035-10
1 message

Sue deVall (sdev.cv@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Sat, Jun 10, 2023 at
3:20 PM

Reply-To: Sue deVall <sdev.cv@gmail.com>
To: psc@utah.gov

Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Every time I turn on a light at my home I am burning coal! For the sake of our planet this must stop.

I am deeply concerned about Rocky Mountain Power?s recently submitted 2023 Integrated Resource Plan (IRP), which
does little to reliably commit to reducing our state?s greenhouse gas emissions in a cost-effective manner. Instead, this
plan maintains our reliance on fossil fuels by continuing to rely on some coal plants well past 2030 while converting others
to natural gas, which is infamous for volatile price swings. The plan also relies heavily on new nuclear power, which the
company is stating will be ?crucial? for its transition off of fossil fuels. Nuclear hasn?t been a viable solution for our
nation's energy needs in decades, and it faces significant hurdles before it can even be considered an option, not least of
anticipated costs. Unlike the proposed Natrium plant in Wyoming, the proposed nuclear plants in Utah do not have a cost-
share arrangement with the federal government.

I strongly urge the Commission to consider these shortcomings when making a decision regarding Rocky Mountain
Power?s IRP. Please remember that it's the Utah ratepayers who will be stuck paying the costs when investments in risky
technology like nuclear and carbon capture don?t bear fruit. Renewable energy, like wind and solar, are both cost
effective and ready to roll out now. Let?s take advantage of this moment and the opportunities in legislation like the
Inflation Reduction Act to bring real solutions here to Utah. I urge the Utah Commission to not acknowledge the riskiest
aspects of Rocky Mountain Power?s plan, including continued reliance on coal, despite increasing federal regulatory
pressure, and unrealistic optimism that three first-of-their-kind nuclear facilities will materialize on time and on budget.

Sincerely,

Sue deVall 
HC 64 Box 1902
Moab, 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 Member Care at Sierra Club at member.care@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5673.

mailto:sdev.cv@gmail.com
mailto:member.care@sierraclub.org
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PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

Comment on RMP IRP, Docket # 23-035-10
1 message

Louise Sedlevicius (gjsandlcs@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Mon, Jun 12, 2023 at
8:04 AM

Reply-To: Louise Sedlevicius <gjsandlcs@gmail.com>
To: psc@utah.gov

Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

I am deeply concerned about Rocky Mountain Power?s recently submitted 2023 Integrated Resource Plan (IRP), which
does little to reliably commit to reducing our state?s greenhouse gas emissions in a cost-effective manner. Instead, this
plan maintains our reliance on fossil fuels by continuing to rely on some coal plants well past 2030 while converting others
to natural gas, which is infamous for volatile price swings. The plan also relies heavily on new nuclear power, which the
company is stating will be ?crucial? for its transition off of fossil fuels. Nuclear hasn?t been a viable solution for our
nation's energy needs in decades, and it faces significant hurdles before it can even be considered an option, not least of
anticipated costs. Unlike the proposed Natrium plant in Wyoming, the proposed nuclear plants in Utah do not have a cost-
share arrangement with the federal government.

I strongly urge the Commission to consider these shortcomings when making a decision regarding Rocky Mountain
Power?s IRP. Please remember that it's the Utah ratepayers who will be stuck paying the costs when investments in risky
technology like nuclear and carbon capture don?t bear fruit. Renewable energy, like wind and solar, are both cost
effective and ready to roll out now. Let?s take advantage of this moment and the opportunities in legislation like the
Inflation Reduction Act to bring real solutions here to Utah. I urge the Utah Commission to not acknowledge the riskiest
aspects of Rocky Mountain Power?s plan, including continued reliance on coal, despite increasing federal regulatory
pressure, and unrealistic optimism that three first-of-their-kind nuclear facilities will materialize on time and on budget.

Sincerely,

Louise Sedlevicius 
2634 W 2650 N
Clinton, UT 84015
gjsandlcs@gmail.com
(801) 985-1757

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 Member Care at Sierra Club at member.care@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5673.

mailto:gjsandlcs@gmail.com
mailto:member.care@sierraclub.org
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PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

Comment on RMP IRP, Docket # 23-035-10
1 message

Ken Jameson <kpjameson@gmail.com> Mon, Jun 12, 2023 at 10:31 AM
To: psc@utah.gov

I was born in Utah and moved back here thirty-four years ago. We now have our two sons and their families with six
children living in the Salt Lake area. So for us, the issues surrounding electricity generation and the environment,
especially the Great Salt Lake, are quite central. 
In this regard, we applaud Rocky Mountain Power's belated openness to increasing the share of alternative and
renewable sources of energy in the IRP that is under consideration. This seems to be a notable movement beyond its
perennial defense of its coal assets. 
However, the strength of that commitment seems suspect when looked at more closely. Despite the current reality that
solar and wind, augmented by storage facilities, is cheaper than coal burning, the actual reduction in coal generation
relies heavily on other mechanisms. On the one hand, gas will substitute for coal in some cases, despite its unstable cost
history and environmental impact. In other cases, speculative nuclear power plants will be relied on to reduce the coal
activity, despite the recurrent and current failures of such technologies. 
So I urge you to require RMP to make binding reductions in their coal generation activity in a fashion that will reduce their
emissions and will not rely on speculative technical innovations. There are clear paths forward that they should be
required to follow.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Jameson
Salt Lake City, Utah 

--
Ken
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PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

Comment on RMP IRP, Docket # 23-035-10
1 message

Ian Wade <ianwade@adventuresafety.org> Mon, Jun 12, 2023 at 2:20 PM
To: psc@utah.gov

Commissioners

 

I’m a 30-year resident of Utah and recently retired from a career in risk management.  This perspective makes the latest
Rocky Mountain Power IRP particularly disturbing.  The reliance on unproven nuclear technology is a very bad economic
choice.  Nuclear power has a long history of substantial cost overruns.  Also, the main fuel source is Russia.  Problematic
supply chain these days!  As commissioners, you should not expose us Utah ratepayers to uncertain financial risk.

 

The other risk of course is climate change and there is a national commitment to net zero by 2050.  The IRP never gets to
net zero even in the optimistic scenario that nuclear works.

 

It is now well established that renewables like wind and solar with storage is a cheaper option than continuing to use coal
generation. Pacific Power, another unit of Berkshire Hathaway, does have an IRP that eliminates coal and gas plants and
gets to net zero well before 2050.  Utah rate payers should have the same plan and not be stuck with paying higher
prices for inefficient technology left over from the 1970’s.

 

It's commendable that the Rocky Mountain Power IRP does include some new solar and wind.  As a rate payer I’d like to
see a rapid move towards 100% use of these renewables.  For the sake of all our children and grandchildren we need to
take climate change seriously and do our part to reduce unnecessary carbon emissions.  As commissioners you have the
unique power and opportunity to do the right thing for the planet, get lower rates for Utah residents and reduce the risk of
adding another risky technology to our electricity generating infrastructure.

 

Thanks for your consideration,

 

Ian Wade

6494 South 990 West

Salt Lake City

UT 84123-6770

 

Cell: +1 801 560 1287

Email: ianwade@adventuresafety.org

 

 

 

https://www.google.com/maps/search/6494+South+990+West+Salt+Lake?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/6494+South+990+West+Salt+Lake?entry=gmail&source=g
mailto:ianwade@adventuresafety.org
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