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written comments afe méant to accompany MEIC’s oral tesnmc}ny dehvcred Septembex 22nd in
MISSGUIB

Encrgy Efﬁcxency

MEIC is very cncnuraged by the Counml’s strong suppcrt for conservation and demand
‘ response as the cheapesr and cIeanest resources available. The Council’s analysis has shown that

an ¢ aggrcssnre and sustained” acquisition of conscrvanon wﬂl save the region literally bzﬂmns of

dOHafS, while at the same reducing the risk of volatile and sky:ockctmg power costs and improving

rehabxhty ME!C fully supports this approach, as an alternative to the “stop and go”

investment
strategy that has too often charactenzed our past.

In 1996, the Montana Power C() stashed its conscrvation budget by 70%, d:smamlmg an
mfrastmcture that has yet to fully recover. Numerous other utilities tnok a similar path in the lead-
up to electric deregulatmn We’ ve also seen atilities jump on the consevation bandwagon during

- Crisis pcriods {such as 200(}-21)01) only to let these programs languish when the market stabilizes.

Fcnunatcly, it appears that a regional consensus has now emerged to replace this

conservatmn roller ceaster” with solid and sustmncd demand-side management programs. The

wisdom of this approach i 1s borue out'in the “default suppiy plan” develaped by NorthWestemn

'Enf:rgy (NWE) last J anuary NWE (the new owner of the old Montana Power Co. system}

proposes buxldmg a 100 aMW “conServanon pﬁwer plant” over the neéxt 20 years. The 3 average o

cost of this fesource wouid be j }ust 1.8 cents-per KWh, which is half the cost of the rest of the.
portfolio. ' '

: Rcm:wable Enerey

Fifth Power Plan/November 2004/Comments/108

MEIC is also supportwc of the Councﬂ 5 Iong-term goals for wind deveiepment but would

suggest that the Council’s short—texm recommendatznns are ovcrly mnservanve Wind technalogy
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s already'pmvm and will only become more attractive with time.

. MEIC suggests the Council' carefully cansrder how.to best imiplement its geaEs A fmtnote
on pagc ES- 1 suggests that the system benﬁﬁts programs in Oregcn and Momana could help fulflli _

the short-term goal: It sheuld be noted however, that M(mtana s universal system beneflts {u SB)

program can NOT be coxmfed on to deliver significant renewablc encrgy capacity. The. Energy & -

: ‘Other Issﬂes

o 'Tﬁlﬁcﬂmunicatmns*hﬁemfemmee Has THAdE & recommendation tothe 2005 legislature thatthe .~
L 'USB pmgram 1o longer fum:l grid-tied. renﬁwabic Energy pro;ectq A mugh frgure for the current.
) .renewables spendmg in Momana is-a httle cwer $1 million przr year. So even if the program is'

) prescrved it’s, contnbtmons wﬂl be mecfest

Fossil Fuels

Unfornmateiy MEIC cannot be as supportlve ab()ut the Council’s mcIuszon of 400 MW of

" new coal-fired generanon capacity. 24 ysars ago Cangress rz'ghtiy 1dent1f1ed fossﬂ fue] IBSOHICBS

as the LAST pnomy tobe acqmred in the region. Smca that time, the case a g coal has only

* grown stronger. Coal- fzred power piants pese grave threats to the quality of our natuml
*‘environment, as the pmnary cuipm behmd azmosphenc greenhause gas and mercury emlssxens

K Thcy consurme pI‘OdlglOUS quantities of water in the arid West. Thcy comnbute to acxd

pxecxpnatxon phemchcmlcal smog, impaired vmbxhty, 3nd a host of adverse health 1mpacts

The Council has done a good _]Ob in cxplzcxtiy recongmg thc risk of future regulation of

" carbon dioxide. But the Councll should be wary of coal for more than gust the prxce risk posed by
potential regulation. Rather the Council sheuld take mdependent }eadersth in recognizing the

serious nature of the. giobal Warmmg problem and m(}ve o its own accord to chart a suStamabk

.energy future for the Northwcst

.

MEIC is dxsappomted b}z the Council’s treatment of Tow-income weathenzanon A nammow .

cost-effecuvaness test that Ignorcs the health safety, and other societal benefzts of low—mc:ome

‘weathenzatmn is clearly mappr{)pnate MEIC supports the comrnents of HRDC District X1.

The Councxf’s plan is also unacceptab}y silent on ﬁsh and wildlife - ‘issues which simply

‘cannot be 1gn<3red in any scnous discussion of the Pacxﬁc Northwest | power system. “The Councﬂ’

abhgatxon to fxsh and wﬂdhfe is boih Iegal :mci moral 'I‘hese consxderatmns st be gwen exphmt



S'trcatmem in the Councﬁ’s mﬂdelmg to aSSufc adcquatc protecmn of the resource.

Asa final note MEIC eyuests that the Council mclude marxdatory adequacy Standards to
7 c::xordinate resource development in the region The worst outcome would be another “boom and .
“bust” cyc}e of ovarbuﬂdmg that produ{:es another WPPSS sxtuat:on |

In conclusmn MEIC wauld urge zhe Counml to “stay the. course ? with reSpec:t to

| mcome citizens, and ?ﬂS(} fm‘ fish and wﬂdhfe Thank you for this mpportunity to comment

Siﬁéegely, |
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