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- Power’s attempfs to deny
‘signing | power contracts with’

several wind- -power entre- *
preneurs who.wére inivesting -

" milliens of dollars to develop
' alternat® eniergy' fesources in-
Idaho., Wlsely, the IPUC
- Tequired Idaho Power to
_ complete contract power

agreements with wind- -power. .

" producers whose projects

~ ‘were substantially complet- -
. ed Unfortunately, several
 other potential wind-power -

investors are still subject toa

. moratorium pending IPUC ~
~responses to Idaho's utility, -

- suppliers who have request- :

- ed additional rules and -~ * -

restrictions be applied to -

* futiire wind providers. Sadly,
~this delay may ‘have’ already
-created oné bankruptcy
“amhorg these inivestors.

Historically; Idaho: Power' :

" has. allowed hydropower

pro;ects 10 .hook upvto a

y
- increased enough to attract )

a more than anticipated

- number of independent -

' entrepreneurs, coupled with

- state and federal incentives,
Idaho Power appears to’ now
look at these

its cake and eat it too,

| while still harbonng désires
1 of establlshrng its own wmd-

Sl

power systems and coal
:plants, .

* It has'become apparent
" that the IPU@ needs'to begin
! to take responsibility for- the
long—term environment it -

- will pass on to Idaho's

descendants. There will * .

. most likely be no future -
“hydro projects but, hopeful-
ly, there will be many more: -

~-projects. Even though
*-wind-power pro;ects’may
_increase the cost'of-the -
1nfrastructure to Idaho

Power, Idaho. Power should ':

ot solely think.about its.
flnancral bottom litie and .

- the effect areduction in net

. income may have on its
~ shareholders. The IPUC

- should send Idaho Power a
message that 1nh1b1t1ng the N
' prollferatlon of poll L

tant hook: .up costs will -

- reduce: t:he financial inicen-

“tive of wind' and‘solar :
- provideis to develop pollu-
tion-free projects.

. Idaho Power is requestmg
that the wind- power compa-

ng
servrce Any legltrmate _
“investor-will already have a
solrd busrness plan wrth _

. -worried about the rellabrhty
~ - 'of wind pewer and 1
~_ provider to guarante any
~shortfalls. Even hydro facili-
-ties‘are affected by other

C “pefulply, '

/

favorable w1nd studres com- -
- pleted that should be =
wind, geothermal and solar - -

acceptable. Idaho Power is -

Nature If she does-.;not

yperate, the w1nd
oviders will suffer in: the

future more than: Idaho:.

- Power, whrch will purchase
-outside power or come back~
‘to the IPUC witharate -~
increase request If the IPUC .
‘grants Idaha Power these

and other restrictive .-

_requests, I'am fearful that the
. profit incentive for green

., energywill evaporate and-

.. Idaho will suffer greatly i m

~ thelong term. Tn' spite of

what Idaho Power says, itis

notagreen company.Asa’ -
state-approved monopoly, 1ts '
strategic plan concermng
“wind power is flawed. -

“We, the consuming pubhc,

. .,should be protected by the -
B _.VIPUC from unfair practices of -

needs to begrn to take respons1b1
the long-term env1ronment it _w111 pass on
- to Idaho’s descendants. There will most
likely be no future hydro pro;ec-t bt

" energy rates ’offered t pri
. 'vate. prov1de S byutrh

geotherm'al" and solar prOJects ."_ L |

;of energy! @

Even though th' lPUC I

shoulder my 1a1e |
burden as long: as daho . -

 Steve Kohntopp zs a resz- '
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