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Memorandum 

To: Kansas House Energy & Environment Committee 

From: Caleb Hall 

Date: 3/11/15 

RE: Opposition to HB 2373 

 Hello and thank you Chairmen Dennis Hedke for this opportunity to voice my opposition 

to House Bill (HB) 2373. My name is Caleb Hall, a lifelong Kansan, a soon to be practicing 

lawyer, and I hope to practice environmental and energy law in Kansas. House Bill 2373 would 

create a sunset date for Kansas Renewable Portfolio Standard (RPS), whereupon the RPS’ 

mandate, that 20% of Kansas electricity will come from renewable energy by 2020, will 

extinguish on January 1, 2016. This Bill should be rejected because 1) there is no utility in such 

an action, and 2) it goes back on a promise this legislative body made. 

 First, the RPS has brought measurable benefits to Kansas, with marginal downsides. By 

demonstrating a commitment to renewable energy, Kansas attracted Siemens to the State, and 

sustained upwards of 5,000 Kansas jobs in 2012 along with nearly $8 million in annual land 

lease payments.
1
 Renewable energy generation can also be expected to grow and provide more 

economic benefits in the future.  Kansas is ranked second in the nation for wind energy 

potential,
2
 being able to produce ninety times our electricity needs through continued investment 

in wind energy technology.
3
 Such growth could enable Kansas to sell electricity across the entire 

United States. Surely the people of Kansas recognize this, as 91% of Kansans surveyed support 

wind energy.
4
 

 There are costs associated with the RPS, but they are nowhere near the benefits. Based on 

the self-reported profits and expenses from affected cooperatively-owned and investor owned 

utilities,
5
 the Kansas Corporate Commission concludes that the rate impact of the RPS is only 

about 0.21 cents per kilowatt hour, requiring “less than 2.2% of the revenue requirement of 
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utilities while renewable generate supplies about 15% of the peak demand in the state.”
6
 

Naysayers dispute this figure, but such claims fall victim to poor methodology and logical 

fallacies.
7
 Thus, with so many benefits and little no downsides, it makes no sense why Kansas 

should attack one its hugest economic assets.  

 Second, the RPS was in part passed as deal amongst Kansas legislators. In return for the 

RPS, a law was passed guaranteeing  that the Holcomb power plant, operated by Sunflower 

Electric Power Corporation, would be approved by the Kansas Department of Health and 

Environment (KDHE).
8
 That the KDHE failed to approve the Holcomb plant in accordance with 

federal law speaks nothing to the deal made in this Capitol.
9
 The deal was made, and if the word 

of this legislature is to mean anything, then the agreement should be honored.  

 In sum, HB 2373 should be rejected because it is an attack upon one of Kansas’ greatest 

economic assets and the integrity of the Kansas Legislature’s word.   
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