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Clean Power Act §111(d) Plan Development

The North Dakota Department of Health (Department) is soliciting comments on these issues plus any other issues pertinent to the plan development:																				Clean Power Plan

General Questions:

1) Should the Department develop a plan? If yes, should it be a “State only” plan or a regional plan?

2) To what extent should the Department develop a plan?
• Only improvements at the power plant (inside the fence line)
• Complete plan as outlined by EPA ✓ “Encourages” a “conversation” between states & EPA, to work out what’s feasible & practicable. Also may benefit others, or reveal unconsidered possibilities for improvement. Follow the rules & guidelines, & where reality shows what’s impossible, Protest.
• Something in-between

3) Should the plan be based on:
• Mass emission limits (mass) – How should allowances be allocated?
• Emission rate limits (rate) – Uniform rate or uniform percentage reduction?
• Block 1 – Plant efficiency improvements only?
• State measures (e.g., plant limits plus demand-side energy efficiency programs)? ✓ Since ND ranks 51st among the states in energy efficiency, this would be a GREAT time with perilous incentives to improve that.

4) How should the Department incorporate cost and electrical grid reliability concerns into the plan? Lowest cost WHILE fully meeting the plan & our goals & targets. Compress the costs of retiring any coal plants into a shorter time span (ideally, over their remaining actual use). Use latest proven technology to meet grid reliability concerns, & work among ND EGU’s, WITH Basin Power’s co-ops & with neighboring states (cross-supply / cover any shortages), to assure this.

5) Should the Department propose any legislation necessary for implementing the plan? Whatever is needed & useful, to make it work.

6) Suggestions for cost-effective carbon dioxide reductions. Water removal, using Great River Energy’s DryFining technology; Improve Transmission efficiencies; Switch to renewables; Energy conservation / efficiency

7) Comments on EPA’s three building blocks and how they apply to North Dakota sources. Implement Efficiency improvements too. Appears great room for improvement is available.

8) Comments on coordination with the North Dakota Public Service Commission. Assumed to be fully coordinated.

9) Comments on coordination with other states. ✓ Work out fairness issues, reducing cross-border air pollution. Also, explore multi-state compacts (like the Multi-state Tax Compact, and the Northeast Regional __ __) if carbon trading is acknowledged as a useful emissions reducer.

Block 1 Questions (Block 1 of EPA’s Clean Power Plan refers to efficiency improvements at the existing power plants):

10) How should the Department consider “remaining useful life” of each plant in the plan? Such “remaining useful lives” were agreed to on the fundamental basis that the plants’ emissions weren’t especially harmful, before their effect on climate change was fully appreciated. Is the “useful life” of a harmful producing plant really “useful” once we more completely understand its harms? Supposedly “cheap” energy (omitting externalized costs) is just as bad for us as cheap food.
Compress the costs of retiring any coal plants into a shorter time span (ideally, over their remaining actual use). Shut down old coal plants as needed in turn, as the oldest, costliest to upgrade or closest to the end of its estimated or scheduled “useful life” comes up next. And haggling over “useful life” of a power plant or two, while we’re killing the only planet we have seems incredibly ill-advised and irresponsible. Or mothball the most expensive to upgrade to lower emissions (possibly the oldest), until technologies (such as water removal, the Alum process and other potential processes) prove successful. Simplistically continuing to run excessively CO2-emitting power plants to pay off debt, while climate change is ever-worsening isn’t a very bright choice.

Block 3 Questions (Block 3 refers to renewable generation replacing existing coal-fired generation):

11) How should the Department incorporate accounting of renewable generation emission rate credits or excess mass allowances into the plan?
• North Dakota takes credit for all renewable generation in the state ✓ The plan is aimed at the states, & it will require coordinating & implementing among in-state energy producers. The (excess) credits, if any, will have marketplace value, useful for trading or purchase with other states.
• North Dakota takes credit for a certain percentage of renewable generation
• Owners of the renewable power can decide how to use the credits as they see fit

12) Should the Department allow trading of Emission Rate Credits (ERC) or mass allowances (tons of CO2 emissions)?
• No trading at all ✓
• In-state trading only
• Region wide trading
• Nationwide trading IF this will enable reducing our actual greenhouse gas emissions.
