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From: Ann
To: Christopher Leh; City Council
Cc: Diana Langley; Kevin Milan; Jennifer Henderson; Kirin Riddell; Lisa Hughes; louisvillenrc@googlegroups.com
Subject: New Voluntary WIldfire Mitigation Program for Louisville
Date: Tuesday, February 17, 2026 1:52:32 PM

[EXTERNAL EMAIL] From outside of City of Louisville DO NOT CLICK links or
attachments unless you validate the sender and know the content is safe.

Mayor Leh and City Council Members:

Tonight, on another red flag day, we will hear a sobering assessment of the risk of urban
conflagration in ANY part of Louisville based on weather conditions and the potential location
of ignition from open space fires or wind-blown embers.

I was grateful to be included as a community reviewer of the draft WCRA in January. I was
struck by both the alarming vulnerability of our City, and the report's optimistic
recommendations for proactive community-wide mitigation. Louisville has made great strides
in passing hardening codes and the recent juniper and landscaping requirements, which will
improve new construction and landscaping. But we do not yet have a comprehensive
voluntary mitigation program for existing neighborhoods and commercial areas, which
represent most of the risk and opportunity. It seemed urgently critical to me that a new
voluntary community-wide mitigation program be rolled out in parallel with the risk
assessment of the WCRA.

Many conversations later, the new Fire Smart Louisville initiative is being rolled out at the
WCRA Open House tomorrow night, Feb 18 at LFPD Station #1. Fire Smart Louisville is a
voluntary wildfire-conflagration mitigation program led by Cornerstone Firewise USA
Neighborhood, members of the Louisville Neighborhoood Resilience Coalition (LNRC), and
the Boulder Watershed Collective (BWC). Our objective is to help connect motivated
Louisville residents and neighborhoods with resources from the LFPD and BoCo's Wildfire
Partners to implement voluntary risk reduction measures. BWC has applied for a $10,000
grant offered by the National Fire Protection Association for Fire Smart Louisville projects
formulated around National Wildfire Preparedness Day on May 2. But with or without the
grant, we will lay the groundwork for the risk reduction recommended in the WCRA. We are
inspired by the WCRA Executive Summary and hope the Council is as well: 

There is an immediate need for this community to undertake proactive measures to
mitigate wildfire risk to
protect lives and property. Strategic recommendations provided in this report are
organized into short-, mid-,
and long-term actions to reflect varying levels of effort, cost, and coordination. Near-
term actions focus on
education, outreach, and adoption of existing best practices for HIZ mitigation. Mid-
and long-term actions
emphasize expanding mitigation capacity, developing funding mechanisms, supporting
vulnerable populations,
and sustaining landscape-scale resilience. 
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We are grateful for the partnership offered by Wildfire Partners and the LFPD for
neighborhood assessments, home audits, defensible space mitigation, home hardening, and
preparedness education. This spring we intend to select 2-4 neighborhoods, and work with
neighborhood advocates to identify their priorities and bring in appropriate resources. The
BWC has experience working on cross-boundary mitigation--e.g., on high priority
neighborhoods that adjoin open space and other public lands, which will help us focus
strategically.

We also have received commitments of support from BoCo ODM, Marshall Together, United
Policyholders and other relevant local groups.  Although we understand that the City of
Louisville has their hands full with the regulatory side of mitigation, we appreciate that City
Manager Langley supports the initiative. We hope to collaborate with the City as we formulate
specific neighborhood activities. We hope Council will support the initiative, and the broader
work to implement recommendations from the WCRA. 

Please join us at the WCRA Open House on Wednesday to learn more about Fire Smart
Louisville and how you can help.

Ann Brennan



From: Susan Loo
To: Diana Langley; City Council
Cc: Kurt Kowar; Samma Fox; Hannah Miller
Subject: Upcoming XCEL Meeting
Date: Wednesday, February 11, 2026 12:23:39 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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[EXTERNAL EMAIL] From outside of City of Louisville DO NOT CLICK links or
attachments unless you validate the sender and know the content is safe.

Good morning Diana,

Thank you for your prompt reply about the upcoming XCEL meeting next Tuesday.

Is it possible to get an advance copy of XCEL’s presentation into the Tuesday packet?  It
would be very helpful to understand in advance what their upcoming projects include and
timelines.

We should be looking for specifics that benefit our  town not some vague promise like
“wildfire mitigation”. We want to know the exact locations in Louisville. Or, for example, has
XCEL formulated proposals for under grounding electric lines in Louisville; McCaslin comes
to mind. Our $3 million doesn’t go far, perhaps a mile, but it’s a start. What about Louisville's
potential for microgrids and/or Virtual Power Plants? What's XCEL’s assessment of Federal
and State funding for Louisville moving forward? 

I am concerned we don’t even know the right questions to be asking or have the expertise to
understand when what we are told is the truth. I have only observed Nick Cole once about a
year ago when he was relatively new to his job. I was not impressed. If you think appropriate,
feel free to share my questions in advance so he doesn’t feel blindsided. 

Assume the February 17 meeting is on Zoom? Will an individual be limited to three to six
minutes in asking questions? Hopefully, this presentation is going to be so comprehensive it
leaves no questions.

Most sincerely,
Sue

On Feb 9, 2026, at 9:40 AM, Diana Langley <dlangley@louisvilleco.gov> wrote:

Good morning Susan,

 
Thank you for your email and for sharing the editorial regarding the energy crisis
coming to Colorado in the next decade. Nick Cole, Boulder Area Manager for
Community & Local Government Affairs for Xcel Energy, will attend the February

17th Council meeting to give a presentation regarding upcoming projects that impact
Louisville. That will be a great time for Council and the public to ask questions regarding
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Colorado’s Green Energy Express is careening out of control and heading for a derailment.
The only thing that can prevent it now are alert ratepayers recognizing the warning signs and
regaining control of this runaway train. It’ll require a return to common sense and energy
realism.


Nothing short of a utility ratepayer revolt will avert a crisis in reliable energy. Gov. Jared Polis,
along with his Public Utilities Commission, Colorado Energy O ce and a majority of state
legislators, has been ignoring the dangerous curves ahead and still has the throttle wide
open. None of them even seems to recognize we’re heading for a collision with reality.
Hastily delayed power plant closures; planned power outages; opposition to new data centers;
punitive pricing schemes aimed at energy rationing; high anxiety over formerly routine
weather events; reports of narrowing reserve margins (the energy bu er we must maintain to
prevent system failures when demand spikes) — none of these were a normal part of the
energy landscape not too long ago. Now, they are. And they’re all signs that Colorado’s Green
Energy Express is quickly running out of track.
How did Colorado get to this point?
The train left the station in November of 2004, when voters passed Amendment 37, the first
citizen-initiated renewable portfolio standard in the country. The goal: Colorado was to derive
10% of its total energy from renewable sources like wind an solar by 2015. It seemed achiev-
able and maybe a ordable. But instead of placating renewable energy hardliners, it whetted
their appetites for more. And more. And more.
Then-Gov. Bill Ritter climbed aboard in 2007 and pulled open the throttle further. House Bill
07-1281 doubled the renewable energy target to 20% by 2020. Ritter created new state agen-
cies to usher in greener energy; lured wind-turbine maker Vestas to build factories, and star-
ted talking about a “New Energy Economy” like it was the second coming. Nobody asked too
loudly what it all would cost, or whether the benefits would outweigh the cost.
By 2010 the train was really moving. House Bill 10-1001 cranked up the state’s Renewable
Energy Standard to 30% by 2020 — the highest in the nation at the time — and the legis-
lature’s Clean Air- Clean Jobs Act started scheduling coal plants for early retirement. Still no
serious homework was done on what happens when the wind dies and the sun sets. Still no
credible cost-benefit analysis. People were just throwing arbitrary numbers on the wall to see
what would stick.
Senate Bill 13-252 in 2013 dragged rural electric co-ops onto the train with 20% targets. Rural
Colorado quietly started paying the tab for Denver’s virtue signaling on green energy. Then
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Polis took the controls when he was sworn in as governor in 2019 and, with an able assist
from legislators, set the train on its current collision course.
House Bill 19-1261, signed into law by Polis, locked in greenhouse gas cuts: 26% by 2025, 50%
by 2030, 90% by 2050. Senate Bill 19-236 promised 100% clean electricity by 2050 (if “tech-
nically and economically feasible” — that little escape hatch nobody talks about anymore).
Polis then used his executive authority to swing for the bleacher seats — 100% renewables by
2040! Executive orders started electrifying state fleets and buildings. The 2021 GHG Roadmap
and 2023’s net-zero-by-2050 bill just kept piling on, setting almost surreal standards.
Every ballot measure, every bill, every executive order, every press release was another accel-
erant. And at every step, someone forgot — or deliberately ignored — running the numbers
on what this would actually cost families, businesses and the grid itself.
No one in charge asked if it was technically feasible, or whether the benefits would outweigh
the costs.
Nor did they ask whether “the green energy revolution” would move the dial even slightly on
the purported crisis of global carbon emissions.
Now look at us. We’re hurtling toward 100% clean energy by 2040 (or 2050, depending on
who’s revising the fantasy calendar this week), but the wheels are shaking and the rails are
starting to melt. The average Coloradan’s utility bills have roughly doubled since 2004, des-
pite repeated promises that this might actually save us money. Even sharper price spikes are
ahead.
There are clear signs the Green Energy Express is going off the rails.
There’s the sudden concern about new data centers, which enable the AI revolution but signi-
ficantly boost demand on an increasingly frail and overloaded grid. Unlike most power users,
data centers pull power continuously, 24/7. That wouldn’t be a problem (and might even be a
plus) if Colorado were adding new “dispatchable” power generation — meaning instantan-
eous sources like natural gas or coal rather than intermittent sources, like solar or wind
power. But the construction of dispatchable power plants has essentially flatlined — Colorado
has opened only one new coal plant since 2000, while shuttering many — even as demand
continues to grow.
Under the old paradigm — a paradigm that worked well and did not need radical reinvention
— new dispatchable power units would be added to meet growing demand. We called it pro-
gress. And we welcomed it. But green energy advocates and climate crusaders chucked that
paradigm. Now any demand drivers, like data centers, are feared as a drain that the frail green
grid can’t handle. Expect Colorado to start scapegoating and obstructing any facility, industry
or development that will place a strain on a shaky green grid. At least one bill pending in the
2026 General Assembly does exactly that.
Here’s another sign of trouble we shouldn’t ignore.
Coal power units that had been scheduled for closure aren’t closing as scheduled for fear that
abruptly losing that much reliable power will dangerously reduce the reserve margins we
need to ensure grid stability. President Trump’s EPA intervened to halt the scheduled closure
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of Unit 1 at the Craig Power station for fear, again, that the slated closure would leave too little
margin for error if spikes in demand occurred. Trump’s EPA also criticized Colorado for using
ginnedup clean air concerns as a specious pretext for rushing coal plant closures forward.
EPA rejected Colorado’s haze plan a few weeks ago, saying the state was trying to use federal
clean-air rules to force non-consensual coal closures that weren’t even necessary to improve
visibility in Rocky Mountain National Park and along the Front Range. Cyrus Western, the
EPA’s Region 8 administrator told Colorado Public Radio that the state “did not need to shut
down these coal plants to be compliant (with federal clean air rules).”
But the feds aren’t the only ones scrambling to avert a crisis by delaying the scheduled closure
of Colora
plies during prolonged cold snaps or extreme conditions. Many areas face potential shortfalls
if weather deviates from normal, highlighting tightening supply buffers that could lead to
reliability failures without further mitigation.
The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission’s (FERC) 2025 Summer Energy Market and Elec-
tric Reliability Assessment also highlighted tightening reserve margins across the U.S., driven
by rapid load growth from data centers and electrification, alongside the retirement of dis-
patchable generation like coal plants. FERC emphasizes that planning reserve margins are
eroding, signaling potential reliability challenges if new capacity additions do not keep pace.
In the subsequent 2025-2026 Winter Energy Market and Electric Reliability Assessment,
FERC repeats these concerns, noting persistent pressures from rising demand outpacing sup-
ply additions and fuel assurance issues during cold weather events.
“We are losing dispatchable generation at a pace that is not sustainable and we are not adding
sufficient equivalent generation capacity,” FERC Chairman Mark Christie said in a statement.
In Colorado, Public Service Company of Colorado (the formal name of Minneapolis-based Xcel
Energy in the state) resource adequacy filings for 2025 and related analyses indicate similar
challenges. Forecasts show reserve margins approaching or dipping below safe targets in the
coming years, influenced by coal retirements, rapid demand growth (including from electri-
fication and data centers), and delays in replacement resources. Independent reports project
negative margins as early as 2026 and worsening significantly. This points to serious risks of
energy scarcity, increased blackout potential during peaks, and the urgent need for acceler-
ated resource additions and mitigation to prevent a crunch where the grid cannot reliably
meet demand.
The final warning of looming trouble can be found by carefully reading your monthly utility
bill. It’s not just the continually rising total that may shock you; it’s the game your energy
provider may be playing with punitive pricing schemes and other “demand-side-manage-
ment” tools. “Demand side management” is an industry euphemism for energy rationing. It’s
an effort by power providers to deal with looming energy scarcity by conditioning customers
to use energy when it is convenient for the power provider, not for the customer. They market
such “innovations” to customers as a way to incentivize “wise-energy choices” using “market
mechanisms.” But there’s nothing free market about it: it’s social conditioning that punishes
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customers for using power when customers need it most.
Take Colorado Springs Utilities’ “Energy Wise” rates. They slap you with higher prices during
peak hours (5-9 p.m. weekdays), when families are cooking dinner, heating homes in winter,
or just trying to live normally. It’s not “wise” — it’s punitive pricing that punishes you for
using power exactly when you need it most. Xcel Energy is doing the same with its “Time of
Use” rates, jacking up costs two to three times during those same evening peaks.
Why the sudden need for this sneaky rationing? Because Colorado utilities have poured bil-
lions into unreliable, intermittent wind and solar while rushing to shutter dependable coal
and natural gas plants. Demand is surging from electrification, EVs, data centers, and popula-
tion growth, but reliable supply is shrinking fast under the state’s heavy regulatory push for
“green” energy. As the gap between rising demand and dependable supply widens, expect
more demand-side management tactics — “time-of-use” penalties, “demand charges,” and
other load-shifting schemes — to become the norm. They’ll call it “smart” or “efficient,” but
it’s rationing meant to mask the grid’s growing fragility.
Where does this leave you, the average utility customer? It leaves you paying more and more
for a service that’s becoming less-and less dependable. It leaves you as a passenger on a run-
away train.
As Colorado pushes toward its aggressive clean energy targets — 80% carbon emission
reductions by 2030 for major utilities like Xcel Energy and a statewide goal of 100% renew-
able or clean electricity by 2040 — ratepayers should brace for the worst. In late 2025, Xcel
Energy requested a 9.9% residential rate increase effective this year, which would add roughly
$10 per month to the average household bill to fund grid upgrades, wildfire mitigation, and
the ongoing transition from coal. Looking further ahead, a January 2025 report from the
Common Sense Institute forecasts that pursuing these mandates could cost residential
households an extra $6,400 to $9,280 in electricity bills through 2040, driven by over $100
billion in projected investments for new wind, solar, battery storage, transmission, and other
infrastructure. Xcel’s own projections suggest residential base rates could climb to around 21
cents per kilowatt-hour by 2032, a 30% jump from current levels, reflecting booming
demand from electrification and data centers. For everyday Coloradans, the decade ahead
likely means steadily rising monthly bills, potentially 20-50% higher by 2030 in many scen-
arios.
Since 2004, residential electricity rates have risen from about 8.4 cents per kilowatt-hour to
roughly 16.3 cents in 2025, a near-doubling. Average monthly bills for typical households have
climbed from $50-$60 to around $100-$110, with sharper jumps in recent years tied to coal
plant retirements, green grid upgrades, and rising demand
Travas Deal, CEO of city-owned Colorado Springs Utilities, deserves a medal for candor. While
most utility execs tiptoe around the emperor’s new clothes, Deal’s out there saying the quiet
part loud: renewable bids are coming in 30%-50% over budget, transmission is bottlenecked,
demand is exploding, and the scheduled closure of the Ray Nixon power plant, without
replacements, is a recipe for blackouts and even higher rates.
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“Mandatory retirement without reliable replacement power will threaten reliability and drive
rates higher,” he recently wrote.
And what’s it all for? We’re saving the planet, right?
The vaunted environmental benefits are minuscule if you pull back and look at the big pic-
ture. Colorado is trying desperately to erase coal from the mix. But the rest of the world
doesn’t care. Other countries don’t share our suicidal tendencies. Global coal demand hit a
record 8.8 billion tons in 2024, up 1.5% from 2023, and it’s set to plateau at near-record levels
through 2026. China? They burned 4.9 billion tons last year, a 1% increase, building new
plants like it’s 1950. China added between 80 and 100 new coal power plants last year alone.
Each of those plants could be burning coal for 50 years. India’s demand for coal surged 10% to
1.245 billion tons in 2023, and it’s still climbing. Indonesia? Up 150% since 2015. Asia-Pacific
accounts for 77% of global use, with these giants offsetting every Western cutback. We’re
shutting down clean, regulated U.S. coal mines and power plants, while polluting behemoths
abroad laugh at us.
Colorado’s “greenhouse gas” emissions were about 130 million metric tons CO in 2005. By
2023 we were down to roughly 118 — 9%-16% depending on how you slice the pie. The 2025
inventory says we’ve hit only 21% reduction when the law demanded 26%. We’re missing tar-
gets, chasing them a year or two late, and burning billions to do it.
Yet, globally, we’re not making any difference at all. Colorado’s entire output is 0.2% of global
GHG emissions. Even if we hit the full 50% cut by 2030, it amounts to no more than a round-
ing error — less than a few days of China’s coal plants.
It’s time to hit the emergency brake on this runaway train. Nothing short of a ratepayer’s
revolt will force our blinkered, climate-crusading “leaders” to heed the warning signs, get
real, and plot a better course. PUCs meetings should be standing room only, packed to the
walls with informed and angry ratepayers demanding that the commission put their interest
ahead of the green special interests driving this agenda. No candidate for governor (or the
statehouse) should be taken seriously who can’t foresee the mounting problem and present a
detailed and realistic plan for restoring energy realism and extracting us from this mess.
Let’s go back to what actually works: practicality, affordability, common sense and energy
realism. Reinvest in the tried and true. Temper the grand ambitions with hard skepticism
toward anyone promising miracles that come with a six-figure price tag per household.
Reversing course won’t be easy, or cost free, but pale in comparison to the cataclysmic costs of
plowing blindly ahead on the present course.
The future doesn’t have to be a smoking pile of twisted metal. It can be a steady, reliable ride
to prosperity — if we find the guts to admit the hype was hype, swallow the sunk costs if we
have to, and get back on a track toward reality before this train flies off the trestle, ending in
economic ruin and chronic energy insecurity.
“Where does this leave you, the average utility customer? It leaves you paying more and more
for a service that’s becoming less-and less dependable. It leaves you as a passenger on a run-
away train.”
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reliability of the grid now, and Xcel’s plans to be able to serve new development. Thank
you for always staying engaged and providing information and input.

 

Diana Langley (she/her)
City Manager
303.335.4530 (office)
720.762.7488 (cell)
dlangley@LouisvilleCO.gov
LouisvilleCO.gov
 

 
From: Susan Loo <susanloo@comcast.net>
Sent: Sunday, February 8, 2026 12:24 PM
To: City Council <Council@louisvilleco.gov>; Diana Langley <dlangley@louisvilleco.gov>
Cc: Samma Fox <sfox@louisvilleco.gov>; Kurt Kowar <Kkowar@louisvilleco.gov>
Subject: Council Sustainability Goals

 

[EXTERNAL EMAIL] From outside of City of Louisville DO NOT CLICK links
or attachments unless you validate the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi! 
 
Yesterday, blips in electrical delivery were experienced on Baseline and last week
Erie had a longer shutdown. I didn’t hear of any issues in Louisville this past week.
However, electrical issues will persist in Louisville, even if XCEL has assured us
they have fixed the problem. Therefore, Louisville needs to join with neighboring
municipalities, like Boulder, who are complaining much more loudly than we are.
The squeaky wheel gets the grease.
 
I am under the impression I am probably one of the few who reads The Denver
Gazette, the child of the old Rocky Mountain News, the once popular
conservative competitor to The Denver Post. So, for your convenience, I have
attached today's excellent editorial on the energy crisis coming to Colorado in the
next decade. As you consider your sustainability goals on Tuesday, you might want
to frame them going forward with a careful eye to what the future could entail. 
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Note the sentence where XCEL admits the grid is under threat. One of you needs
to ask XCEL a direct question about that when you finally schedule a meeting.
 
 In 2022, before council finally relented and passed exemptions to net zero for
Marshall Fire rebuilders, the city sponsored a dog and pony show to convince us
how wonderfully easy and inexpensive building net zero would be. Neither of
which proved true. Someone asked whether the XCEL infrastructure would
support 550 net zero homes. XCEL had sent a young, inexperienced engineer as
their representative, who had not yet learned how to finesse a lie. He hesitated
and replied, “Well, we couldn’t handle Denver, but with fewer houses we should
be able to handle it.”  He was looking at his feet when he answered.
 
If you adopt the proposed Comp Plan with its high residential density and net zero
requirements for new builds, ask the direct question.  Given the blips and
blackouts we are experiencing in Ward 2, I think we could be at the max load right
now.
 
Demand infrastructure improvements and use the $3 million you have in the XCEL
bank as a start.

 

 
PS.  I do not think the United States can ignore AI development and remain a viable
nation.



Colorado’s Green Energy Express is careening out of control and heading for a derailment.
The only thing that can prevent it now are alert ratepayers recognizing the warning signs and
regaining control of this runaway train. It’ll require a return to common sense and energy
realism.

Nothing short of a utility ratepayer revolt will avert a crisis in reliable energy. Gov. Jared Polis,
along with his Public Utilities Commission, Colorado Energy O ce and a majority of state
legislators, has been ignoring the dangerous curves ahead and still has the throttle wide
open. None of them even seems to recognize we’re heading for a collision with reality.
Hastily delayed power plant closures; planned power outages; opposition to new data centers;
punitive pricing schemes aimed at energy rationing; high anxiety over formerly routine
weather events; reports of narrowing reserve margins (the energy bu er we must maintain to
prevent system failures when demand spikes) — none of these were a normal part of the
energy landscape not too long ago. Now, they are. And they’re all signs that Colorado’s Green
Energy Express is quickly running out of track.
How did Colorado get to this point?
The train left the station in November of 2004, when voters passed Amendment 37, the first
citizen-initiated renewable portfolio standard in the country. The goal: Colorado was to derive
10% of its total energy from renewable sources like wind an solar by 2015. It seemed achiev-
able and maybe a ordable. But instead of placating renewable energy hardliners, it whetted
their appetites for more. And more. And more.
Then-Gov. Bill Ritter climbed aboard in 2007 and pulled open the throttle further. House Bill
07-1281 doubled the renewable energy target to 20% by 2020. Ritter created new state agen-
cies to usher in greener energy; lured wind-turbine maker Vestas to build factories, and star-
ted talking about a “New Energy Economy” like it was the second coming. Nobody asked too
loudly what it all would cost, or whether the benefits would outweigh the cost.
By 2010 the train was really moving. House Bill 10-1001 cranked up the state’s Renewable
Energy Standard to 30% by 2020 — the highest in the nation at the time — and the legis-
lature’s Clean Air- Clean Jobs Act started scheduling coal plants for early retirement. Still no
serious homework was done on what happens when the wind dies and the sun sets. Still no
credible cost-benefit analysis. People were just throwing arbitrary numbers on the wall to see
what would stick.
Senate Bill 13-252 in 2013 dragged rural electric co-ops onto the train with 20% targets. Rural
Colorado quietly started paying the tab for Denver’s virtue signaling on green energy. Then
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Polis took the controls when he was sworn in as governor in 2019 and, with an able assist
from legislators, set the train on its current collision course.
House Bill 19-1261, signed into law by Polis, locked in greenhouse gas cuts: 26% by 2025, 50%
by 2030, 90% by 2050. Senate Bill 19-236 promised 100% clean electricity by 2050 (if “tech-
nically and economically feasible” — that little escape hatch nobody talks about anymore).
Polis then used his executive authority to swing for the bleacher seats — 100% renewables by
2040! Executive orders started electrifying state fleets and buildings. The 2021 GHG Roadmap
and 2023’s net-zero-by-2050 bill just kept piling on, setting almost surreal standards.
Every ballot measure, every bill, every executive order, every press release was another accel-
erant. And at every step, someone forgot — or deliberately ignored — running the numbers
on what this would actually cost families, businesses and the grid itself.
No one in charge asked if it was technically feasible, or whether the benefits would outweigh
the costs.
Nor did they ask whether “the green energy revolution” would move the dial even slightly on
the purported crisis of global carbon emissions.
Now look at us. We’re hurtling toward 100% clean energy by 2040 (or 2050, depending on
who’s revising the fantasy calendar this week), but the wheels are shaking and the rails are
starting to melt. The average Coloradan’s utility bills have roughly doubled since 2004, des-
pite repeated promises that this might actually save us money. Even sharper price spikes are
ahead.
There are clear signs the Green Energy Express is going off the rails.
There’s the sudden concern about new data centers, which enable the AI revolution but signi-
ficantly boost demand on an increasingly frail and overloaded grid. Unlike most power users,
data centers pull power continuously, 24/7. That wouldn’t be a problem (and might even be a
plus) if Colorado were adding new “dispatchable” power generation — meaning instantan-
eous sources like natural gas or coal rather than intermittent sources, like solar or wind
power. But the construction of dispatchable power plants has essentially flatlined — Colorado
has opened only one new coal plant since 2000, while shuttering many — even as demand
continues to grow.
Under the old paradigm — a paradigm that worked well and did not need radical reinvention
— new dispatchable power units would be added to meet growing demand. We called it pro-
gress. And we welcomed it. But green energy advocates and climate crusaders chucked that
paradigm. Now any demand drivers, like data centers, are feared as a drain that the frail green
grid can’t handle. Expect Colorado to start scapegoating and obstructing any facility, industry
or development that will place a strain on a shaky green grid. At least one bill pending in the
2026 General Assembly does exactly that.
Here’s another sign of trouble we shouldn’t ignore.
Coal power units that had been scheduled for closure aren’t closing as scheduled for fear that
abruptly losing that much reliable power will dangerously reduce the reserve margins we
need to ensure grid stability. President Trump’s EPA intervened to halt the scheduled closure
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of Unit 1 at the Craig Power station for fear, again, that the slated closure would leave too little
margin for error if spikes in demand occurred. Trump’s EPA also criticized Colorado for using
ginnedup clean air concerns as a specious pretext for rushing coal plant closures forward.
EPA rejected Colorado’s haze plan a few weeks ago, saying the state was trying to use federal
clean-air rules to force non-consensual coal closures that weren’t even necessary to improve
visibility in Rocky Mountain National Park and along the Front Range. Cyrus Western, the
EPA’s Region 8 administrator told Colorado Public Radio that the state “did not need to shut
down these coal plants to be compliant (with federal clean air rules).”
But the feds aren’t the only ones scrambling to avert a crisis by delaying the scheduled closure
of Colora
plies during prolonged cold snaps or extreme conditions. Many areas face potential shortfalls
if weather deviates from normal, highlighting tightening supply buffers that could lead to
reliability failures without further mitigation.
The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission’s (FERC) 2025 Summer Energy Market and Elec-
tric Reliability Assessment also highlighted tightening reserve margins across the U.S., driven
by rapid load growth from data centers and electrification, alongside the retirement of dis-
patchable generation like coal plants. FERC emphasizes that planning reserve margins are
eroding, signaling potential reliability challenges if new capacity additions do not keep pace.
In the subsequent 2025-2026 Winter Energy Market and Electric Reliability Assessment,
FERC repeats these concerns, noting persistent pressures from rising demand outpacing sup-
ply additions and fuel assurance issues during cold weather events.
“We are losing dispatchable generation at a pace that is not sustainable and we are not adding
sufficient equivalent generation capacity,” FERC Chairman Mark Christie said in a statement.
In Colorado, Public Service Company of Colorado (the formal name of Minneapolis-based Xcel
Energy in the state) resource adequacy filings for 2025 and related analyses indicate similar
challenges. Forecasts show reserve margins approaching or dipping below safe targets in the
coming years, influenced by coal retirements, rapid demand growth (including from electri-
fication and data centers), and delays in replacement resources. Independent reports project
negative margins as early as 2026 and worsening significantly. This points to serious risks of
energy scarcity, increased blackout potential during peaks, and the urgent need for acceler-
ated resource additions and mitigation to prevent a crunch where the grid cannot reliably
meet demand.
The final warning of looming trouble can be found by carefully reading your monthly utility
bill. It’s not just the continually rising total that may shock you; it’s the game your energy
provider may be playing with punitive pricing schemes and other “demand-side-manage-
ment” tools. “Demand side management” is an industry euphemism for energy rationing. It’s
an effort by power providers to deal with looming energy scarcity by conditioning customers
to use energy when it is convenient for the power provider, not for the customer. They market
such “innovations” to customers as a way to incentivize “wise-energy choices” using “market
mechanisms.” But there’s nothing free market about it: it’s social conditioning that punishes
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customers for using power when customers need it most.
Take Colorado Springs Utilities’ “Energy Wise” rates. They slap you with higher prices during
peak hours (5-9 p.m. weekdays), when families are cooking dinner, heating homes in winter,
or just trying to live normally. It’s not “wise” — it’s punitive pricing that punishes you for
using power exactly when you need it most. Xcel Energy is doing the same with its “Time of
Use” rates, jacking up costs two to three times during those same evening peaks.
Why the sudden need for this sneaky rationing? Because Colorado utilities have poured bil-
lions into unreliable, intermittent wind and solar while rushing to shutter dependable coal
and natural gas plants. Demand is surging from electrification, EVs, data centers, and popula-
tion growth, but reliable supply is shrinking fast under the state’s heavy regulatory push for
“green” energy. As the gap between rising demand and dependable supply widens, expect
more demand-side management tactics — “time-of-use” penalties, “demand charges,” and
other load-shifting schemes — to become the norm. They’ll call it “smart” or “efficient,” but
it’s rationing meant to mask the grid’s growing fragility.
Where does this leave you, the average utility customer? It leaves you paying more and more
for a service that’s becoming less-and less dependable. It leaves you as a passenger on a run-
away train.
As Colorado pushes toward its aggressive clean energy targets — 80% carbon emission
reductions by 2030 for major utilities like Xcel Energy and a statewide goal of 100% renew-
able or clean electricity by 2040 — ratepayers should brace for the worst. In late 2025, Xcel
Energy requested a 9.9% residential rate increase effective this year, which would add roughly
$10 per month to the average household bill to fund grid upgrades, wildfire mitigation, and
the ongoing transition from coal. Looking further ahead, a January 2025 report from the
Common Sense Institute forecasts that pursuing these mandates could cost residential
households an extra $6,400 to $9,280 in electricity bills through 2040, driven by over $100
billion in projected investments for new wind, solar, battery storage, transmission, and other
infrastructure. Xcel’s own projections suggest residential base rates could climb to around 21
cents per kilowatt-hour by 2032, a 30% jump from current levels, reflecting booming
demand from electrification and data centers. For everyday Coloradans, the decade ahead
likely means steadily rising monthly bills, potentially 20-50% higher by 2030 in many scen-
arios.
Since 2004, residential electricity rates have risen from about 8.4 cents per kilowatt-hour to
roughly 16.3 cents in 2025, a near-doubling. Average monthly bills for typical households have
climbed from $50-$60 to around $100-$110, with sharper jumps in recent years tied to coal
plant retirements, green grid upgrades, and rising demand
Travas Deal, CEO of city-owned Colorado Springs Utilities, deserves a medal for candor. While
most utility execs tiptoe around the emperor’s new clothes, Deal’s out there saying the quiet
part loud: renewable bids are coming in 30%-50% over budget, transmission is bottlenecked,
demand is exploding, and the scheduled closure of the Ray Nixon power plant, without
replacements, is a recipe for blackouts and even higher rates.
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“Mandatory retirement without reliable replacement power will threaten reliability and drive
rates higher,” he recently wrote.
And what’s it all for? We’re saving the planet, right?
The vaunted environmental benefits are minuscule if you pull back and look at the big pic-
ture. Colorado is trying desperately to erase coal from the mix. But the rest of the world
doesn’t care. Other countries don’t share our suicidal tendencies. Global coal demand hit a
record 8.8 billion tons in 2024, up 1.5% from 2023, and it’s set to plateau at near-record levels
through 2026. China? They burned 4.9 billion tons last year, a 1% increase, building new
plants like it’s 1950. China added between 80 and 100 new coal power plants last year alone.
Each of those plants could be burning coal for 50 years. India’s demand for coal surged 10% to
1.245 billion tons in 2023, and it’s still climbing. Indonesia? Up 150% since 2015. Asia-Pacific
accounts for 77% of global use, with these giants offsetting every Western cutback. We’re
shutting down clean, regulated U.S. coal mines and power plants, while polluting behemoths
abroad laugh at us.
Colorado’s “greenhouse gas” emissions were about 130 million metric tons CO in 2005. By
2023 we were down to roughly 118 — 9%-16% depending on how you slice the pie. The 2025
inventory says we’ve hit only 21% reduction when the law demanded 26%. We’re missing tar-
gets, chasing them a year or two late, and burning billions to do it.
Yet, globally, we’re not making any difference at all. Colorado’s entire output is 0.2% of global
GHG emissions. Even if we hit the full 50% cut by 2030, it amounts to no more than a round-
ing error — less than a few days of China’s coal plants.
It’s time to hit the emergency brake on this runaway train. Nothing short of a ratepayer’s
revolt will force our blinkered, climate-crusading “leaders” to heed the warning signs, get
real, and plot a better course. PUCs meetings should be standing room only, packed to the
walls with informed and angry ratepayers demanding that the commission put their interest
ahead of the green special interests driving this agenda. No candidate for governor (or the
statehouse) should be taken seriously who can’t foresee the mounting problem and present a
detailed and realistic plan for restoring energy realism and extracting us from this mess.
Let’s go back to what actually works: practicality, affordability, common sense and energy
realism. Reinvest in the tried and true. Temper the grand ambitions with hard skepticism
toward anyone promising miracles that come with a six-figure price tag per household.
Reversing course won’t be easy, or cost free, but pale in comparison to the cataclysmic costs of
plowing blindly ahead on the present course.
The future doesn’t have to be a smoking pile of twisted metal. It can be a steady, reliable ride
to prosperity — if we find the guts to admit the hype was hype, swallow the sunk costs if we
have to, and get back on a track toward reality before this train flies off the trestle, ending in
economic ruin and chronic energy insecurity.
“Where does this leave you, the average utility customer? It leaves you paying more and more
for a service that’s becoming less-and less dependable. It leaves you as a passenger on a run-
away train.”
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