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PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

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

Sara Kenney (skenn4ut@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Mon, Sep 18, 2023 at
9:57 PM

Reply-To: Sara Kenney <skenn4ut@gmail.com>
To: psc@utah.gov

Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

Utah PSC, please tell Rocky Mountain Power that Fossil fuels have got to go! Our planet is on fire and we?re fanning the
flames with our emissions from fossil fuels. Utahns are fed up with our poor air quality, drought, and wildfires which are
being exacerbated by climate change.

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,

Sara Kenney 
2599 N Wallace Way
Lehi, UT 84043
skenn4ut@gmail.com
(410) 387-8305

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.
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PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

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

Ben Grimmig (bengrimmig@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Mon, Sep 18, 2023 at
10:26 PM

Reply-To: Ben Grimmig <bengrimmig@gmail.com>
To: psc@utah.gov

Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

I want to live an area that has clean air, and will be safe to raise my family. Continuing to rely on coal is putting short-term
profits ahead of the health and well-being of our community, and is accelerating the devastating impacts of climate
change.

Please consider an energy plan that prioritizes people and leverages clean energy.

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,

Ben Grimmig 
2470 E Commonwealth Avenue
Salt Lake City, UT 84109
bengrimmig@gmail.com
(908) 477-3147

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.
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PublicService Commission <psc@utah.gov>

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

Kiley Ryan (kileywrenryan@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Tue, Sep 19, 2023 at
1:43 PM

Reply-To: Kiley Ryan <kileywrenryan@gmail.com>
To: psc@utah.gov

Dear Utah Public Service Commission,

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.

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,

Kiley Ryan 
230 W 1700 S # 540
Salt Lake City, UT 84115
kileywrenryan@gmail.com
(801) 946-1094

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.
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