
• .. 

FILED3 

1 
SEP 1 2 2012 

Missouri Public 
Service Commission 

The 2011 Scorecard Rankings 

-:.,. 

· t~ .. ,.. .... , ..... \. 
12 

,-
.,. p-.,....:. ~ 

' f !/ •. 

~ '(;ll' 
,·tl7 

~- ...... ,...,. 

NotthO~kw 

S1 

, .... 
S3 

.. ~ 

r 
Wuur A~tv••ton ft"t-.~.~ ... ~• lot"'' f~trtq)" !lfv~r-t ftt1.'l.l'r1) 

Co"r -& 

Rn~ "~'"· S 
...... J~ --~ 15 

~--· · !1 

J.la•·• DC ~ 

..... f "'"'-' . 10 

• Ranks 1 · 10 

• Ranks 11 - 20 

Ranks 21 • 30 

Ranllts 31 · (0 

Ranks (1 · 51 J 

~CEEE:: Available for free download: http://aceee.org/research-reportle115 
l 'l'f:Ql Cu..--d' 1:110 loz:;y !~..!1!11: [amt;y 

~ 

W\-\-"•c., Exhibit No ___ J __ 

Date , ·• a ·)?: Reporter '"5o ~ 
File No £ 13 . ?o ~~- o W.:.'-



Low Rates, Energy Costs Are Not a 
Convincing Deterrent for Customer EE 

• The average bill for residents in the 
bottom ten states ($1 09.71) of the 
Scorecard is higher than the avg bill for 
residents in the top ten states ($1 03.62). 

• Electricity costs account for roughly 3.5-
4.5o/o of household income in MS, AL, 
SC, and WV. 
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Numerous Utilities Across the 
Country are Reaching Low/Middle­
Income and Rural Customers 

• Arkansas, North Carolina, and New 
Mexico - all ranked in the bottom ten of 
state household median income - all 
offer solid energy efficiency programs. 

• Rural states w low pop. density also 
succeeding w EE: Iowa, Idaho, 
Vermont, Oregon, New Mexico 
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Using utility bills for EE education 
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Customers Support EE 

• North Dakota Survey found that 97o/o of 
residents consider energy efficiency "very" 
(65o/o) or "somewhat" (32%) important. 

• In general, surveys show support for EE 
across political ideologies, education 
backgrounds, economic standing, and urban 
and rural locations (72o/o believe gov't should 
provide EE subsidies; 62% believe gov't 
should establish EE building fund - Maibach et 
al2009) 
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''But it's our job to keep rates low'' 

• A regulator's job in a "least cost" 
planning regime is to weigh all resources 
equally and choose those that result in 
the lowest revenue requirement for 
consumers. 

• The regulator's goal is to· allocate this 
revenue requirement across customer 
classes so that rates are just and 
reasonable. 
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We Pay Bills, Not Rates 
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Bills are dependent on rates AND consumption. Energy efficiency provides 
a hedge against rates that are rising irrespective of any EE investment. 
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Utilities: ''EE Doesn't Fit Our 
Business Model'' 

• With the adoption of proper regulatory levers, 
numerous states have adjusted the utility 
business model to make EE a source of profit 
that also improves customeLsatisfaction. -

• Utilities must embrace a shift from delive)ing 
nergy sales to energy §ervices. 

• Three-legged stool: cost recovery, eliminate 
the throughput incentive (decoupling), provide 
a performance incentive 

ACEEE:: 
'~ :mun «~ Ereril~~ 



Energy Efficiency is a Low-Cost Utility 
System Resource 
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Energy Efficiency is a job-creator 
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Figure 1. Jobs per Million Dollars of Revenue by Key Sectors of the 

US Economy 
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See our fact sheet, "How Does Efficiency Create Jobs", 
available at http://www. aceee. org/files/pdf/fact -sheetlee-job­
creation. pdf 



Who Said Energy Was Cheap? 
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Labadie Power Plant Second Worst Polluter in the U.S., 
s•~JIL)"\r ~ ~'1114:! 
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By Evin Fritscble, Missourian Staff Writer 1 Posted: Saturday, November 26,2011 4:30pm 

Th~..: Am~..:rcn Missouri (.;Oal-linxl_powcr plant in Labadie is the second woc-;l mcr(.;ury polluter in 
the nation, according to a recently study released by Environment Missouri, a nonprofit 
advocacy organization. 

Researchers with the environmental group analyzed new U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
data in the study, "America' s Biggest Mercury Polluters- How Cleaning Up the Dirtiest Power 
Plants Will Protcd Public l kalth," released this week. 

The EPA acc.otmts for the emissions in its annual toxics release inventory. That inventory utilizes 
tl',. ,f .,..,..._. ....,.__,..,rl _,.,. -J ("i -rt fo- ...,. .&. i""""""t~~ ~~"''' ~t"11"' .,.-, ~ n 4'l-~ ..... .:.,.,.. ... ..._ •-yv.a. LV"" -.-. ................ v.a&.a. yv ,., ...., ... _tJ'.I.'-6.1..1.'-~• 

ThP T nhn~1e 11ower f1lrmt prm1l1CP.<:"1 l ~"7 11mmd"l of n1rhornP mP.Tcmy Pffil«"l\om 1n '?()1 0, 
according to the study, second oniy to the Hig Brown Steam ~iectric Station and Ltgnite Mine in 
Fairfield, Texas. That site produced 1 ,610 pounds last year. 

As a whole, Missouri power plants emitted 3,835 pounds of airborne mercury in 20 I 0. 

i\meren was resp<msible for .1 ,699 pounds as a cumpany. 

The company operates in Missouri and Illinois. 

The company's other plants in Missouri, including the Rush Island plant in Festus, the M.erarnec 
plant in St. Louis and the Portage Des Sioux plant in West Alto~ ranked second through fourth 
tlx mercury j)ollution in the state in 20 I 0 rc.spc~ti vely. 

Those facilities ranked 36th, 45th and 61 st nationally. 

Mercury from power plants is generally emitted through smokestacks. The mercury then falls to 
the ground in rain or snow and contaminates waterways. 

It can then accumulate in fish. 

t·:ating ~ontam;nated fj_,h is 1he illain ~•)W\:.(: oi imrn<Ul tXf•\)'\lJI(: tn m~h-ury . 

The heavy metal can cause neurological damage to people, especial1y during early childhood 
de~ ·clop ... tz~ci~t 

"P~.-r-nt"' ;o ~-,fi"'"AHJ'1 qh o,,}Ap't h~v(' 1n worry th~t thr-~r !"h ilcJr"'" ' <;-. ~rf1r-c; '-U'r' tnxir.- cfnwp1no 

grounds,'· sa10 1 ea Matnys, state aavocate tor ~nvtronmem M1ssoun. 



"The EPA is moving forward to protect our children' s health from toxic mercury pollution and 
we can ' t let big polluters stand in the way," Mathys said in a release announcing the report. 

Mathys said a single drop of mercury is enough to make fish in a 25-acre lake unsafe to eat. 

l k ,aid ~~n">. ( l<:tir~ \-k( a ... l-.dl <tnd Roy Blunt buth 'hould 'iUjJJ"Kll't j)\.'thltng I Pt\ n.:gulations 
which would change air toxins standards, including limiting mercury for the first time. 

-~u ... __ !:...!!J --~..., !" .... - :lt-.1, t..~- ....... ., ...;t::,._.~~~ t.A .... p .. ..._,....,..._,....,._,,! · ·~-" ... ! ....! --~--- v ,_; ;....!! ;,..._, n....:: p!-.... ~ 

emissions of mercury by more than 90 percent," Mathys said. 

i hat is, 11 congress doesn .. t block the .tt' A rrom imroducmg tile new standards, he srud. 

. . 
The federal agency estimates that if the proposed standard is implemented, the reduced emissions 
could prevent 17,000 premature deaths, 11 ,000 heart attacks, 12,000 emergency room visits, 
t 20 1/00 <.;<t-;c.., ol duklhood a"tluna and 1\ iO,OI}ll 'itt.k. da_v' <t y~var. 


