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Pierce-Web; Newman-Web; Kennedy-Web; Burns-Web; Stump-Web 
public comment on the proposed Mohave Coop W E  facility 

Chairman P ierce  and Commissioners, 

I submit t h e  f o l l o w i n g  comment f o r  t h e  record  on t h e  Mohave Cooperat ive Waste t o  Energy case. 
My comments a re  i n  oppos i t ion  t o  t h e  proposed i n c i n e r a t o r .  

F i r s t ,  
mun ic ipa l  garbage, nor  should an i n c i n e r a t o r  q u a l i f y  f o r  REST c r e d i t s .  
a c l e a r  and unequivocal  message t o  t r u e  renewable energy companies, such as s o l a r  e l e c t r i c  
and thermal  panel  manufacturers, t h a t  Ar izona i s  n o t  r e a l l y  committed t o  a c lean energy 
economy and suppor t ing t r u e  renewable energy i n d u s t r i e s .  Why wouldn ' t  those companies 
r e l o c a t e  t h e i r  
sus ta inab le  f u t u r e ?  

t h e  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  renewable energy should n o t  i n c l u d e  energy der ived  from burn ing  
Doing so would send 

f a c t o r i e s  and jobs  t o  s t a t e s  t h a t  a r e  committed t o  renewable energy and a 

It i s  i r o n i c  t h a t  t h e  i n c i n e r a t o r  w i l l  be non-renewable i n  a t  l e a s t  two s i g n i f i c a n t  ways. 
have y e t  t o  hear i n  t h e  e v i d e n t i a r y  hear ing how t h i s  i n c i n e r a t o r  w i l l  be powered - w i t h  c o a l  
o r  gas o r  some o t h e r  non renewable f o s s i l  f u e l ?  
garbage (b iogenic  o r  no t ) :  combustion i s  a one way process, n o t  a renewable process. 
we even k i d d i n g  ourselves t h a t  t h i s  i s  equ iva len t  

We 

That f u e l  w i l l  be needed t o  burn t h e  

a s o l a r  o r  wind p r o j e c t ?  
Why are  

t o  

Second, 
a l l o w  what s t a f f  descr ibed as an "experiment" t o  be undertaken i n  popu la t ion  dense Maricopa 
County. 
operated by a company t h a t  has never run  such a f a c i l i t y  t h a t  w i l l  c rea te  a v e r i t a b l e  soup o f  
p o l l u t a n t s  and t o x i c s  t h a t  w i l l  f u r t h e r  contaminate t h e  a i r  and water. 
commission p l a n  t o  e x p l a i n  t o  t h e  c i t i z e n s  why a major p o l l u t i n g  f a c i l i t y  i n  Maricopa County 
i s  p r e f e r a b l e  t o  and should be t r e a t e d  t h e  same as t r u e  clean, renewable s o l a r  o r  wind energy 
p r o j e c t s  i n  Mohave County? It makes no sense. I p r e d i c t  t h i s  p r o j e c t  w i l l  generate t h e  same 
heat and p u b l i c  uproar as d i d  t h e  Ensco proposal  years ago. 

as a r e s i d e n t  and proper ty  owner i n  Phoenix, I am appal led t h a t  t h e  Commission would 

I do n o t  apprec iate be ing a guinea p i g  f o r  a y e t  t o  be f u l l y  revealed process, 

Just  how does t h e  

Third, i n c i n e r a t o r s  do not  
garbage i n t o  a more condensed and t o x i c  waste substance t h a t  s t i l l  has t o  be placed i n  a 
l a n d f i l l .  
o r  reuse t h a t  which cannot be e l iminated.  

e l i m i n a t e  o r  r e c y c l e  mun ic ipa l  waste, they  j u s t  convert  t h e  

Far b e t t e r  t o  f i n d  ways t o  reduce t h e  o v e r a l l  garbage stream and recycle,  compost 

There i s  no j u s t i f i c a t i o n  f o r  a l l o w i n g  REST c r e d i t s  t o  be a l l o c a t e d  t o  t h i s  p r o j e c t .  
i s  no j u s t i f i c a t i o n  t o  subject  t h e  c i t i z e n s  o f  Maricopa County t o  t h e  l o n g  term p o l l u t a n t s  
and t o x i c s  t h a t  w i l l  be produced by t h i s  i n c i n e r a t o r .  Th is  p r o j e c t  should n o t  go forward. 

There 

Thank you f o r  t h e  oppor tun i ty  t o  submit my comments, 

l o n i  Bosh 
Phoenix 

Arizona Corporation Commission 
D 0 CMETED 

JUL 1 9  2011 

1 


