PLANNING WISCONSIN'S ENERGY FUTURE O

POLICY RECOMMENDATIONS

Given the challenges of climate change
and increasing economic volatility, Wiscon-
sin must have a transparent state plan that
allows us to make the healthiest, most sus-
tainable and affordable energy choices for
the future of all Wisconsinites.

The Problem

Wisconsin remains overly dependent on

polluting and expensive energy sources,
harming our environment, our health, and our
pocketbooks and having profound impacts on our
communities.

Despite these impacts, only
9 percent of our energy
comes from renewable
sources like wind and solar
while investor-owned utili-
ties push forward with new
expensive fossil fuel plants.

Investor-owned utilities are not required to dis-
close their energy plans, leaving the Public Service
Commission (PSC) without the full picture.
Without this transparency and without
comprehensive information, the PSC
cannot make informed, long-term deci-
sions to protect customers from harmful
air pollution and costly, high-risk invest-
ments that fall on ratepayers.
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Solutions

Thirty-three other states have a process to develop strategic statewide
plans that map out their states’' future energy needs. Wisconsin must do
the same through Integrated Resource Planning (IRP), a comprehensive
approach that evaluates energy demand, sources, construction and
workforce needs, and future upgrades to our energy grid and battery
storage.

With an IRP, Wisconsin could finally establish a clear path to clean
energy while reducing financial risks for ratepayers from ongoing fossil
fuel reliance.

Any new IRP statute must include:

01 Meaningful public input. IRPs should follow a formal PSC process that
is transparent and allows for meaningful stakeholder participation. This
ensures decisions are informed and based on public record.

oz Firm filing frequency and update schedules. This requires IRPs to be
filed every three years, and updated as market conditions change. Reg-
ularly scheduled IRP filings allow the PSC and stakeholders to better
plan for engagement in the process and ensure plans stay relevant.

03 Consideration of cleaner energy sources. This
ensures utilities consider options - things like
energy efficiency and new clean energy gen-
eration — not just a single technology or large-
scale power plants. Considering competitive,
all-source procurements ultimately minimizes
costs for consumers.

Ol. A working group focused on best practices.

This provision requires the PSC to convene “Our regulators have been
standing stakeholder working groups on tech- too deferential to the
nical topics such as load forecasting and utilities over the years and
resource modeling. The working groups would have not had affordability
make recommendations to the PSC about and customer concerns
the scope and methods for the upcoming IRP  top of mind. That needs to
cycle and ensure best practices are consis- change.”

tently followed. - Tom Content, Citizen Utility Board of WI


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Zp0hHGya7OM&t=1s

