
  

Can Colorado pick 

up electric pace 

this fast by 2030? 
  

by Allen Best 

Colorado has a goal of 900,000 sales of 

electric vehicles annually by 2030. That’s 
42% of all sales. 

To put that statistic into perspective, 

EVs last year were 3.65% of all sales, a 

tripling in just two years. “They 
are trending in the right way,” 
says Will Toor, director of the 

Colorado Energy Office, of sales. 

How will Colorado get from 

3.65% to 42% in just a decade? 

There’s no single answer, 
but collectively all efforts matter 

immensely as Colorado seeks to 

define pathways for achieving the 50% 

decarbonization of its economy by 2030, as 

specified in a state law adopted last year. 

As coal plants retire, transportation will 

become the No. 1 source of emissions. 

Colorado Gov. Jared Polis moved into 

the governor’s mansion with a clear focus 
on transportation. His first executive order, 

issued in January 2019, declared that all of 

the state’s $68.6 million share in the 

Volkswagen settlement be devoted 

exclusively to vehicle electrification. 

Previous plans had called for splintering the 

money. 

One result by summer’s end should be 

fast-charging stations every 50 miles on the 

three federal highways that crisscross 

Colorado from east to west and, in the case 

of I-25 and U.S. 550, those from north to 

south. 

For those who get off the beaten path, 

the town of Meeker, which is located in 

northwestern Colorado, already has two 

charging stations, one of them a fast-

charger. (See story, page 3) 

Of particular interest will be Xcel 

Energy’s plans. It delivers 
more than 60% of electricity in 

Colorado. It has been required 

to submit its plans regarding 

EVs—both infrastructure and 

rates—to the Colorado Public 

Utilities Commission by May 5. 

“I think it is very likely we will 

see a very robust plan,” said 
Toor at the solar conference on Feb. 24. 

Of particular interest, he said, will be 

how Xcel plans to address electric charging 

needs in multi-family housing, where people 

don’t have their own garages.  
Also at issue is the structure of electric 

rates. It’s a given that low rates will be in 

place during times when Xcel typically has 

excess energy, such as wind energy during 
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EVs constituted 

3.65% of all sales 

last year. Can they 

get to 42% within a 

decade? 
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the middle of night. Still in question is 

whether Xcel will be charging higher rates 

for car-charging during times of high 

demand. 

Other times? Toor said rates could be 

designed to encourage charging of fleets of 

EVs during low-demand times. 

Lyft plans one of those fleets. The 

company announced last fall that it intends 

to bring 200 EVs to Colorado, using a base 

location on Havana Street in Aurora. EVs will 

be available for rental. 

“Where we can really make a big 
difference is on the fleet-vehicle side,” said 
Jake Swanton, who is responsible for Lyft’s 
public policy efforts in Colorado. But some 

Lyft drivers are already using EVs, because 

of savings on gasoline, “We’re hearing 
drivers saying they’re saving $70 to $100 a 
week in gas because of their EVs,” he said.  

Customers riding in Lyft EVs also are 

getting more comfortable with electric cars 

by having conversations with the drivers. 

They can, said Swanton, see themselves 

getting EVs, based on what they experience. 

Also at issue is the availability of EVs for 

consumers. The variety of EVs available to 

consumers will expand rapidly in the next 

several years. Business Insider in a 2019 

story described 40 models that will be 

available by 2025, many with 200 to 300 

miles of range. 

In that first executive order, Polis told 

the Air Quality Control Commission to 

investigate adoption of the zero-emission 

vehicle standards, such as were first 

adopted by California. The commission did 

so last year, making Colorado the 10th state 

to do so. 

By 2023—unless the Trump 

administration succeeds in overturning the 

authority of California and other states—
about 4.9% of an automaker’s sales must be 

of EVs. The requirements will escalate in 

successive years. 

 

 lectric vehicles seems like almost a 

quaint issue with the pandemic 

arriving in all of our neighborhoods. But 

vehicle electrification will matter at some 

point immensely. 

A bill, SB20-167, that moved rapidly 

through the Colorado Legislature, seeks to 

allow greater availability by allowing new EV 

manufacturers, Rivian and Fisker, as well as 

Tesla, to sell directly to customers. 

E 

Rivian wants to sell its electric adventure vehicles directly to Colorado consumers. Photo/BenMoon  

 

https://www.businessinsider.com/electric-cars-that-will-be-available-by-2025-2018-1
https://www.businessinsider.com/electric-cars-that-will-be-available-by-2025-2018-1
https://leg.colorado.gov/bills/sb20-167
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For Colorado to electrify transportation, 

consumers need access to the full array of 

SUVs, pickups, and vans. Such models 

together account for 75% of all vehicle sales 

in the state. By comparison, it’s 50-50 in 

California, Tim Jackson, chief staff officer of 

the Colorado Automobile Dealers 

Association, told Westword in early 2019. 

Such models are more limited among 

conventional dealers, although that will 

change. But new manufacturers also offer 

models that might sell well in Colorado.  

Tesla has Model X, an SUV. 

Michigan-based Rivian plans to deliver 

what it calls “electric adventure vehicles.”  
In early 2021 the company plans to begin 

offering its seven-passenger R1S. Sales price 

will be $72,500. 

California-based Fisker plans to sell the 

Ocean SUV starting at $37,500.  

Adopted in 2010 to protect dealers in 

the wake of the General Motors bankruptcy, 

the current law allows car sales only by 

dealers.  

Tesla’s solo store was grandfathered in. 
Since then, it has added several “galleries” 
in Colorado but cannot sell cars from those 

locations. Instead, it must transact sales in 

other states and ship them through third 

parties, according to Elktrek. This bill will 

allow Tesla, like Rivian and Fisker, to direct 

sell. 

The original bill introduced by House 

Speaker KC Becker and State Sen. Chris 

Hansen would have allowed established 

automakers such as Ford and Toyota to sell 

directly, too, bypassing their dealers. That 

bill floundered. 

After being amended to allow direct 

sales just by new manufacturers, the bill 

sailed through the Colorado Senate by a 

vote of 31-2. It also was approved by a 

party-line 7-4 vote in the House 

Transportation and Energy Committee on 

March 9. It appeared to be moving rapidly 

toward the governor’s desk. 
 

One or two EV 

users a month 

just fine for now  
Meeker always has been one of 

Colorado’s less accessible towns. It never 

had a railroad. When Teddy Roosevelt, then 

the vice president, arrived to shoot 

mountain lions in 1901, he did so by horse. 

And the town of 2,300 in northwest 

Colorado is still not on a major highway. 

It does have two electric charging 

stations, though. One is a level 2 charger, 

the other an expensive fast charger. 

Now all it needs are customers. 

“To be honest, when we put them in, we 

weren’t sure we would have more than one 

or two (users) a year,” says Trina Zagar-

Brown, the general counsel for White River 

Electric, which installed the charging 

stations. 

In fact, she says, the stations got an 

average one user per week in the first 

several months after their installation in July 

last year. Since December, the low season 

for tourism in Meeker, use has dropped off 

to about once a month. 

https://electrek.co/2020/02/17/tesla-can-sell-in-colorado-but-rivian-cant-dealers-oppose-a-new-law-to-change-that/
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That’s OK, says Zagar-Brown. EVs are an 

emerging sector, and as an electrical 

cooperative, White River wants to be of 

service to local residents as well as tourists 

passing through. 

“I am sure there are some people 

scratching their heads, but I did not have 

any negative response,” she says. 
The irony is that there probably aren’t 

any EVs in conservative, staunchly 

Republican Meeker and surrounding areas. 

That, however, will likely change, especially 

when auto manufacturers start selling 

pickup trucks. 

White River installed the charging 

stations with the aid of grants from two 

state agencies but also its wholesale 

provider, Tri-State Generation and 

Transmission. 

The local chamber of commerce also 

chipped in some money. Merchants hope 

that travelers will decide to pause in Meeker 

and grab a bite to eat while getting 

recharged. For locals who do get EVs, the 

library is just across the street, a bank next 

door. 

Charge Point estimates that it takes 30 

to 45 minutes to recharge a completely 

dead battery with a high-speed charger. 

 

Two of commissioners on 

PUC are from co-ops  
Rushing to get its work done before 

taking a recess because of the covid-19 

epidemic, the Colorado Senate on Friday 

confirmed the appointment of Megan 

Gilman to the Colorado Public Utilities 

Commission. 

With that appointment, two of the three 

commissioners will have been directors of 

electrical co-operatives. 

Gilman has been a director of Holy Cross 

Energy and was chair before her resignation. 

Another PUC commissioner, John Gavan, 

was a director of Delta-Montrose Electric 

before his appointment by former Gov. John 

Hickenlooper in the waning days of his 

administration in 2017. 

Gilman last year was a member of the 

ad hoc group drawn together by former 

Colorado Gov. Bill Ritter and Duane Highley, 

the then-new chief executive of Tri-State 

Generation and Transmission, to plot out a 

future for the wholesale supplier. Also, 

because of legislation adopted last year, the 

PUC has been given greater authority for 

oversight of Tri-State, which delivers 

electricity to 18 cooperatives in Colorado. 

 She replaces Frances Koncilja, an 

attorney originally from Pueblo and a point 

of pride in that community. Nobody with 

strong Pueblo ties had served on the 

commission in 80 years prior to the 

appointment of Koncilja. 

Polis in January had announced his 

choice of Susan Perkins, a Denver-based 

attorney. But that appointment was not well 

received by Senate 

President Leroy Garcia, 

a Democrat from 

Pueblo who objected 

to the work of Perkins 

on behalf of Pueblo’s 
Energy Future, the 

group seeking 

municipalization of the 

electrical utility in 

Pueblo. 

Defenders of 

Perkins pointed out that her work was pro 

bono and argued that she was very capable 

of independent thinking. But Garcia refused 

to schedule a confirmation hearing. In the 

end, Perkins withdrew her name. 

The appointment of Perkins raised a 

question familiar in small towns and even 

big cities. Most people with strong 

qualifications are likely to have some 

perceived conflicts of interest. In the world 

of energy, that may be even more true. 

But Gilman’s work as solar contractor 
and then co-op director makes her well 

qualified. 

 

Megan Gilman 
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Breck strikes big deal 

for community solar, 

but gardens far away 
Breckenridge expected to have its 

municipal operations 100% powered by 

solar energy on a net-metered basis by 

2025, the result of the town’s subscription 
to capacity in community solar gardens. 

But the solar gardens won’t be local, at 
least in the way we usually think of local. 

Four of the solar gardens will be in Logan 

County, in the state’s northeastern corner, 
near Sterling and Peetz, and another will be 

along Interstate 70 near the town of New 

Castle.  

A law, HB 19-1003, adopted last year by 

Colorado expanded the concept of 

community solar gardens. It also expands 

the concept of “community.” That makes it 

easier for places like Breckenridge to claim 

100% renewable generation.  

“They’ve been trying to do it as local as 

possible, but it just didn’t work,” says Jon 

Sullivan, vice president of project 

development for Pivot Energy, the solar 

developer working with Breckenridge.  

Land costs matter entirely for solar 

development. Federal lands comprise more 

than 80% of Summit County, and the 

remaining private lands have challenges.  

Some parcels Sullivan examined were 

forested and steep. “I can’t develop that,” 
he said. Flattish open lands had residential 

or commercial potential. 

Previous law required that community 

solar gardens had to be within the same 

county or an adjacent county to be a 

subscriber. This effectively precluded 

subscriptions for community solar from 

residents, businesses, and organizations in 

Denver. To develop a 2-megawatt 

community solar garden requires at least 10 

acres. 

The limit also posed challenges for 

some, but not all, other mountain resort 

areas and Boulder County, with its high-

priced real estate. 

https://www.pivotenergy.net/
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The Community Solar Gardens 

Modernization Act removed the 

requirement that subscribers to community 

solar gardens be within the same county or 

an adjacent county to the physical location 

of the installation. Now, the solar garden 

must only be within the service territory of 

the utility serving the subscriber. In the case 

of Breckenridge and Summit County 

altogether, that is Xcel Energy.  

This gives companies like Pivot Energy, 

the largest community solar developer in 

Colorado, greater flexibility. 

 

he law also allows solar gardens to 

be up to 5 megawatts in size, 

compared to the previous maximum of 2 

megawatts. Solar developers felt handcuffed 

when trying to create contracts for larger 

subscribers, such as school districts in 

populated counties. 

Sullivan cites the case of Jefferson 

County, which wanted to subscribe to 

enough solar electricity for its courthouse in 

Golden, a facility nicknamed the Taj Mahal. 

It had to subscribe in 11 different gardens. 

The law limits any one subscriber to no 

more than 40% of a solar garden’s 
production, in order to keep the concept of 

a community garden alive. 

Breckenridge will need five gardens to 

satisfy its demand for 3.6 megawatts, 

because Xcel Energy will still allow only 2-

megawatt community gardens for the time 

being. One location is two counties and 

more than 100 miles away. The other solar 

gardens will be five counties and 200-plus 

miles away. 

Cheaper land matters, but the locations 

must also be near distribution lines and 

substations.  

Even so, Pivot Energy is finding it more 

difficult to build new community solar 

gardens in rural areas to meet urban 

demands because of transmission 

constraints. It has completed or is finalizing 

development of 35 megawatts of 

community solar gardens in 10 counties in 

Colorado. 

“I think we’re maxing it out,” says 
Sullivan of locations near Sterling. Locations 

closer to the Front Range in Adams and 

Arapahoe counties, on the east side of 

Denver, are already maxed out because of 

transmission and grid connections. 

“It’s not sustainable,” says Sullivan of 
Pivot Energy’s business of developing 

community solar gardens.  

The electrical grid needs to be 

modernized at a faster rate, which is partly 

the intent of at least one bill introduced into 

the Colorado Legislature. 

Colorado pioneered the concept of 

community solar with a law adopted in 

2010. It became a model for laws adopted 

by Massachusetts, New York, Illinois, and 

Minnesota. Several then bypassed Colorado 

in their policies for the same reasons 

Colorado last year recast its limits. 

 

ivot Energy expects to begin 

production from the solar gardens 

by the end of 2020, allowing Breckenridge 

to hit its target for 100% energy for 

municipal operations five years ahead of its 

2025 goal. 

The town expects to save more than 

$700,000 in energy costs over the duration 

of the 20-year agreement without incurring 

upfront capital costs. 

Eric Mamula, the mayor, said the town 

is “thrilled to be ahead of schedule for our 

100% renewable energy municipal goal. 

Three years ago, we weren’t sure how we 
would get there or if we could even do it. 

Now, we’re showing other communities the 
way forward.” 

State Sen. Chris Hansen, sponsor of the 

bill adopted into law last year, said it was 

rewarding to “see such an immediate 

impact of the work we do at the Capitol.” 

While Breckenridge decarbonizes the 

electrical supplies for municipal buildings, it 

hopes for 100% renewable electricity by 

2035 for its community. 

T 

P 
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Xcel Energy has said it can see how to 

get to 80% emissions-free electricity by 

2030, although not to 100%, given current 

technology. 

Although without formal goals, 

Breckenridge has also started defining 

pathways for fewer community wide carbon 

emissions. Among the efforts to decarbonize 

the built environment is Alta Verde, an 80-

unit affordable housing project that will 

have a 500-kW on-site solar array, and will 

be all electric. 

“It’s the town’s first attempt at a 
demonstration project to show 

decarbonization is possible in our climate 

zone,” said Jessie Burley, the sustainability 
coordinator for the municipality. 

“We hope to be a leader in this space as 

we continue to reduce our energy needs 

across the community, such as moving 

towards all new construction being net 

zero,” said Mamula. 
 

Transmission tops the 

energy bills in hopper  
State Sen. Chris Hansen, a Democrat 

from Denver who is at the core of 

Colorado’s dramatic legislative energy 
pivots, has several bills in the hopper this 

year. It remains to be seen how many will 

get attention given the covid-19 crisis. 

About that, more in the next issue of Big 

Pivots. 

SB 20-190 would have the Public 

Utilities Commission complete a review 

before 2021 of existing and potential new 

energy resource zones where renewable 

energy could be developed. IT would also 

give the PUC the ability to apportion costs 

of new transmission that could pick up 

renewable energy from several places. 

This bill could have potential 

implications for areas of Colorado such as 

Baca County, in the state’s southeast 
corner, with abundant wind and solar but 

absence of transmission. One possible 

transmission line would run from Lamar to 

Burlington. 

Another bill, SB 20-012, which had to 

do with transmission across conservation 

easements, had been postponed 

indefinitely.  

The carbon footprint of the built 

environment is the focus of two other bills. 

HB 20-1155 would concern requirements 

that builders of new residences offer 

options to accommodate higher efficiency 

devices, such as wiring to accommodate 

future installations of 208- to 240-volt 

alternating current plug-ins for EV charging. 

SB20-159 addresses the global warming 

potential for certain materials used in public 

projects. 

Several other bills also help address how 

Colorado will achieve its economy-wide 

carbon reduction goals. Closing coal plants 

was the easier part. 

https://leg.colorado.gov/bills/sb20-190
https://leg.colorado.gov/bills/sb20-012
https://leg.colorado.gov/bills/hb20-1155
https://leg.colorado.gov/bills/sb20-159
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All eyes on 2030 as 

Tri-State G&T goes 

under PUC scrutiny 
 

by Allen Best 

All eyes and comments will be focused 

on 2030 as Tri-State Generation and 

Transmission begins to go through scrutiny 

of its electric resource planning by the 

Colorado Public Utility Commission. 

The PUC announced rules 

last week governing its regulation 

of Tri-State, the wholesale 

supplier for 16 (but soon to be 

15) electrical cooperatives.  

Those rules say Tri-State 

henceforth will be treated 

somewhat comparably to the 

investor-owned utilities that the PUC has 

traditionally regulated. The regulations, 

noted the PUC in its decision, are “intended 

to shine more light into Tri-State’s existing 

generation resources and the underpinnings 

of its plans to transition to a cleaner energy 

portfolio.” 

Does this matter? Arguably not so much 

now, since Tri-State announced plans in 

January to be out of coal within Colorado by 

2030 (although it will still import coal-

generated electricity from Wyoming and 

perhaps Arizona). 

But when legislators last year were 

drafting bills, including the goal of reducing 

economy wide emissions 50% by 2030, Tri-

State still had a modest record of pivoting 

from coal to renewables. SB 19-236, the bill 

that reauthorized the PUC, gave it new 

responsibilities, including oversight of Tri-

State. 

Tri-State, which is located 

13 miles north of downtown 

Denver, had traditionally 

resisted state authority, 

arguing that as a creation of 

its member co-ops it did was 

not subject to state authority. 

Municipal utilities definitely 

are not. This law put that question to rest. 

Another provision adopted by legislators 

requires the PUC commissioners to review 

utility plans with the assumption of the 

social cost of carbon, at $46 per ton of 

carbon dioxide emissions in 2020 but 

escalating. 

 

But big disputes 

remain with its 

biggest members 
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Even before that law was passed, 

though, Tri-State had a new chief executive, 

Duane Highley, and he told the PUC last 

October to “watch our feet.” He had been 
hired, he said, to pivot the operation. And 

that appears to be exactly what has 

happened. 

Not all environmental advocates are 

persuaded. They point to Tri-State’s history 
of the slow pivot. Until Tri-State executes its 

plans, they’re skeptical. With PUC oversight, 
says one, “it forces Tri-State to walk the talk. 

Because for a long time, we saw them say 

one thing and do another.” 

The decision orders Tri-State to submit 

its plans in two parts, an assessment of 

existing resources by June and plans going 

out to 2030 by the end of the year. 

The plan, says the PUC decision, must 

detail what Tri-State proposes to do to 

reduce Tri-State’s carbon dioxide emissions 

by 80% from 2005 levels by 2030. Meeting 

this significant carbon emission reduction 

goal will be the primary focus of Tri-State’s 
electric resource plan. 

PUC commissioners, however, agreed 

that Tri-State remains different than Xcel 

Energy or Black Hills, the two investor-

owned utilities in Colorado in several 

ways.One of them is the absence of a direct 

relationship with the electrical consumers. 

Because of that, the PUC rejected the 

proposal from the Southwest Energy 

Efficiency Project to be a partner in demand-

side management programs. 
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If these members 

leave, what will 

remain of Tri-State? 
If Tri-State has started pivoting on its 

resource plans, it’s still unclear whether it 

will have a viable business model. The 

disagreement goes beyond how electricity is 

generated to how decisions are made. 

It long had 44 members, but lost Kit 

Carson in New Mexico in 2016 after getting 

a $37 million exit fee. On May 1 it will lose 

Delta-Montrose Electric in Colorado. That 

exit fee has not been divulged. 

Another member co-operative in New 

Mexico, Jimenez, has started discussing its 

options. 

But can it keep two of its three biggest 

members? United Power and La Plata 

Electric both have asked for buy-out 

numbers and want the PUC to mediate what 

constitutes a “just, reasonable and non-

discriminatory” exit charge. 

Brighton-based United Power has nearly 

95,000 customers north of Denver, including 

much of the oil-and-gas extraction patches, 

and the needs of those customers last year 

represented more than 16% of the demand 

from Tri-State. Durango-based La Plata was 

close to 6%. Hence, the two dissatisfied co-

ops together represent nearly a quarter of 

all of Tri-State’s sales. 
The PUC had allotted most of next week 

to the case. They were vacated on Monday.  

Among the dozens of filings, it’s 
impossible to get all the arguments 

summarized. It’s sufficient to point to 
testimony filed on March 10 by Dean 

Hubbuck, the chief energy officer for 

Brighton-based United Power. He points to 

two exit-fee calculations for United—one of 

$1.2 billion, and then another for $1.7 billion 

a year later—that would, if the same 

formula were applied to all Tri-State 

members, leave the last remaining member 

with a windfall of $5.6 billion. 

But there’s a disagreement beyond that 
of dollars. It’s about how decisions are 
made. The dissenting co-ops want to have a 

larger voice in how Tri-State shifts. In 

theory, they do, as each member co-op has 

one vote. Dissenting co-ops argue that Tri-

State’s management games the system.  
 

n a way, this argument is like that 

about the electoral college vs. the 

popular vote. It’s also about management 
style.  

The dispute has sparked a bill that 

declares that the PUC has authority to 

adjudicate complaints if retail cooperatives 

seek withdrawal from wholesale electric 

providers. The PUC has had this authority 

since 1919, says the law. It was approved on 

final vote by legislature on Saturday and is 

now headed to the desk of Gov. Jared Polis. 

HB20-1225 also specifies that the PUC 

has the “duty to prescribe the rates of all 
utilities subject to its jurisdiction,” a nod at 
the effort by Tri-State to seek rate review by 

the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. 

That same bill also says member co-

operatives can “install, interconnect and use 
energy storage systems.” This is a direct 
outgrowth of United Power’s installation of 
a 4-megawatt-hour Tesla battery pack at a 

location along I-25 over the objections of 

Tri-State. 

Both Tri-State and the Colorado Rural 

Electric Association opposed the bill, but 

Rep. Michael Weissman, who drafted the 

legislation, enlisted two legislators from the 

Western Slope, Sen. Don Coram and Rep. 

Marc Catlin, both Republicans and 

representatives from the Montrose area, as 

well as Sen. Majority Leader Stephen 

Fenberg, a Democrat from Boulder.  

  

I 

Please share this issue of 

Big Pivots.  
 

http://leg.colorado.gov/bills/hb20-1225
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Towns assess life 

with coal in the 

rearview mirror 
 

by Allen Best 

People were hopping mad in Craig at a 

meeting in early March. Hayden, too. The 

Just Transition Committee created by 

legislators last year spent the better part of 

three days in meetings to hear from the 

locals, including one workshop in Craig 

where the unhappiness was vented for at 

least 90 minutes. 

I exaggerate a little. There was no 

hopping. Not everybody was angry. Even 

those who were angry tended toward 

civility. Some people actually had 

constructive comments about how to create 

new economies in the Yampa Valley after 

the coal mines and plants close, as will 

happen during the next decade or perhaps 

just a little longer. 

This will be huge in these coal-

dependent communities. Several giant signs 

were posted in Craig in 2015 as the first 

strong threat arrived: “Coal Keeps the Lights 
On.” Well, renewables do a pretty good job 
of that, too, as it turns out. But coal does 

deliver a vast amount of the local property 

tax, about 50% in the case of Moffat County, 

where Craig is located, and even more in the 

case of the Hayden School District, which is 

in neighboring Routt County.  

The three coal mines in northwestern 

Colorado and the Craig and Hayden 

generating plants have 800 jobs that pay on 

average close to $100,000 when benefits are 

included. It’s possible to live a middle-class 

life with nothing more than a high school 

education. These may be Colorado’s most 
class-less places. 

Legislators last year recognized the hard 

blow this will create when they approved  

House Bill 19-1314. It became a law within a 

month of being introduced, but the votes 

https://leg.colorado.gov/sites/default/files/2019a_1314_signed.pdf
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were nearly all along party lines. 

Democrats supported, Republicans 

opposed. 

“While Colorado companies and 

policymakers have worked to drive new 

investment from the clean energy 

economy into transitioning 

communities and rural parts of the 

state,” the law says, “there does not 
exist at the state or federal level 

sufficient resources to assist workers 

and communities impacted by changes 

in Colorado’s coal economy, and there 
does not exist sufficient coordinated 

leadership within Colorado’s state 
government to align and deliver 

assistance to these coal communities 

and works.” 

The law created the committee and 

established an office. As for the 

resources? That is to come later.  And, 

in any event, nobody then—nor now—
has a clear idea of where help would 

best be delivered. The meetings in the 

Yampa Valley were designed to begin 

that conversation. 

 

ransitioning coal-dependent 

communities is a complex topic, 

and one I cannot begin to cover in a few 

hours of writing. My first story from 

Craig was about the lawsuit filed by 

WildEarth Guardians about the 

ColoWyo Mine. That group had been 

funded by new Belgium Brewing. As a 

result, there were absolutely no Fat 

Tires to be had on the September day I 

visited in 2015. 

I also did a lengthy piece from West 

Virginia for a national magazine for 

planners. 

But as Erin Overturn, of Western 

Resource Advocates, told me in December 

when I began researching a pair of stories 

for Energy News Network, every place is 

different. Sage advice.  

It’s probably not all that useful to draw 
strong conclusions about the testimony at 

public vent sessions. The announcement 

about the closure had been made in 

January. It was still raw. 

But I have seen themes. In 2015, I first 

had somebody tell me that “our skies are 
blue; it’s Denver that has an air pollution 
problem.” I heard that at least six more 

T 

When will Yampa Valley 

plants and mines close? 
 

Craig Station: 
• One unit will close by 2025, as previously 

announced. 

• Two remaining units will close no later than 

2030, Tri-State announced in January. 

BUT, testifying before a congressional 

committee on Feb. 26, former Colorado Gov. Bill 

Ritter said unit 2 will be retired by 2026. Tri-State 

spokesman Mark Stutz did not deny that date but 

said Tri-State has to work with partnering utilities. 

• The ColoWyo Mine that supplies Craig Station 
is also scheduled to close by 2030. 

 

Hayden Station: 
• Xcel Energy, the dominant owner, had said in a 

2016 PUC filing that the two units would close 

between 2030 and 2036.  

BUT, that was before wind and solar prices 

continued to plummet and before Xcel’s 
announcement in late 2018 that it believed it could 

hit 80% emissions reductions by 2030 as compared 

to 2005. 

LOOK FOR definitive answers in Xcel’s electric 

resource plan, which is to be filed with the PUC in 

early 2021. 

 

Twentymile Mine 
• One speaker in Hayden predicted layoffs soon, 

when an expansion project is completed. The mine 

has in the past delivered coal to plants along the 

Front Range, but it’s an expensive haul, part of it 

uphill several thousand feet. Will it continue after 

the Hayden units close? 
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times on this trip, including from some 

people who were smart in every other way. 

One speaker insisted that “We’ll create 
our electricity the way we want to,” 
oblivious to the fact that none of the 

electricity generated at the plant just 

outside Craig actually gets purchased locally. 

Power from the Hayden plant, yes, it partly 

gets consumed locally via Yampa Valley 

Electric, the electrical cooperative that 

serves Steamboat Springs, Craig and the 

Yampa Valley. 

In the vent sessions, it was all about the 

Front Range telling the little communities 

what to do, and it’s all about 
environmentalists having their way. That’s 
not altogether wrong, but it does leave out 

the remarkable market transformation that 

has occurred in the last 10 years. Coal has 

become the expensive fuel.  

Gov. Jared Polis spent the better part of 

a day in the Yampa Valley, including four 

hours at the Hayden Town Hall, in part 

listening to miners and coal plant 

employees. At one point, he was lectured by 

a miner from Twentymile Mine, the 

Peabody-Arch operation that supplies the 

coal for Xcel Energy’s Hayden Plant. The 
miner asked Polis to show leadership and 

unite the warring sides in this energy 

transition by getting the federal government 

to end its subsidies of renewables. 

Polis at one point did respond to 

comments by pointing out the market 

economics. He didn’t mention, I don’t 
believe, that the tax credits for wind and 

solar will soon expire. They’re now standing 
on their own.  

 

an these communities reinvent 

themselves? 

It’s hard to imagine a boatload of 
$100,000 jobs arriving even if the tourism 

industry can be cranked up a notch. These 

places aren’t a hop, skip, and jump from an 

interstate highway, and while the scenery 

captivates in its own, achingly wonderful 

and vacant way, it’s not the stuff of John 
Fielder calendars. 

Dinosaur National Monument has its 

charms, but even if upgraded to a national 

park, it will still be 80 miles away. 

Too, as was pointed out by one speaker, 

Steamboat’s economy is a place of the 
wealthy but also marginal existences. Food -

service workers making below the state-

wide averages. 

Coal proponents want to see a push 

behind the development of coal-fiber 

technology. Success, by no means certain, is 

unlikely to fill the gap.  

Wade Buchanan, a veteran of the 

Colorado political scene since the 1980s, 

with a stint as director of the Bell Policy 

Center and most recently a policy advisor to 

Polis, had begun his first day as director of 

the Office of Just Transition just two days 

before the big 

meeting in Craig. 

After all the 

venting had 

ended, he spoke 

about the rural 

roots of his family 

tree: one relative 

who had taught 

school at Meeker, 

but also his 

grandfather was in 

Lamar during the 

Dust Bowl. In 

those dark times, his grandfather founded 

what is now Lamar Community College.  

This is a big, big story, and architects of 

Colorado’s Just Transition bill want Colorado 
to become a national example. They also 

want the transition of coal-dependent 

communities to become a model for other 

fossil fuel sectors as they must inevitably be 

phased out (Hello, Weld County). 

But if there are any easy answers, I 

didn’t hear them during my three days in 
Craig and the Yampa Valley. 

C 

Wade Buchanan 
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Water and Wastewater Division Manager 

Town of Telluride, CO 

Tucked in a beautiful, box canyon 

surrounded by breathtaking rugged peaks 

and waterfalls, Telluride (pop. 2,444) is a 

world-class, all-season resort town, known 

for its superb skiing, authentic mountain 

character, and unpretentious attitude, as 

well as for its cultural events, fine dining, 

and unmatched, signature festival schedule.  

In Colorado’s dramatic San Juan Mountains 
in a remote area of Southwest Colorado, 

Telluride (elevation 8,750 feet) has a 

“daytime” population closer to 7,000, 
swelling to 20,000-plus during ski and 

festival seasons.  

This career opportunity is available with 

the announced retirement of Water and 

Wastewater Superintendent Bill 

Goldsworthy, who has served Telluride for 

over 40 years.  The Water and Wastewater 

Division Manager is an at-will position 

reporting to the Public Works Director. The 

FY 2020 budget for the Water and 

Wastewater Divisions is $8.76 million, 

supporting six FTEs.  

Telluride operates three water 

treatment plants (Pandora, Mill Creek, and 

Cornet Creek) and the Telluride Regional 

Wastewater Treatment Plant co-owned by 

the Town of Telluride and the Town of 

Mountain Village, serving approximately 

4,000 water customers, 6,000 wastewater. 

Both utilities are well-managed and 

financially sound.  

A remodeling and rebuilding of the 

wastewater treatment plant is scheduled to 

begin in 2023, with the new plant fully 

operational in 2026.  The new Division 

Manager will be heavily involved with the 

management and all aspects of that project, 

and the existing plant must stay operational 

throughout construction.  

A bachelor’s degree and five to ten 
years of utility experience, including 

supervisory and managerial experience are 

required. Experience with major capital 

projects, municipal water and wastewater 

systems, and regulatory compliance are 

strongly preferred.  WWFOCB Level B/3 

certifications (water and wastewater) are 

required, Level A/4 as to both are preferred.  

The annual salary range for this position 

is $79,714 - $115,586.  Comprehensive 

benefits. Relocation assistance subject to 

negotiation. 

 Call Andrew Gorgey at (970) 987-1238 

for more information or to request a 

detailed brochure.  The brochure is also 

available on our web site at 

www.peckhamandmckenney.com.  Resumes 

will be acknowledged within 2 business 

days. 

Filing deadline: April 6, 2020.  

 

 

Job listings 
 

Classified rate for Big Pivots. 

Please send copy or inquiries to 

allen.best@comcast.net 

 

 

Want on the BIG PIVOTS 

mailing list? 

 

Send me an e-mail: 

 

allen.best@comcast.net 
 

http://www.peckhamandmckenney.com/

	http://mountaintownnews.net

