
CONSUMER A L E R T:

5 BIG Problems
with PNM’s Coal Plan:

In its $7.5 billion plan for power to replace electricity generation from retiring units at San Juan
coal plant, PNM has sought to sell utility regulators at the PRC on 96% replacement from coal,
nuclear, and gas -- and just 4% from solar and 0% from wind. 3

Why is PNM proposing more coal and nukes? Because these are power sources requiring
greater capital investments than solar or wind, and PNMmakes greater pro�it the more capital
investments it makes, at our expense. PNM’s coal and nuclear are currently losing money. If
PNM is allowed to bring these fuels into NM rates they will turn their losses into pro�its because
we will pay to keep PNM’s senior management and shareholders propped up.

So while getting a thumb’s up from the PRC to charge bill-payers billions of dollars for PNM’s
favored fuels might be a boost for PNM’s pro�its and shareholders, it’s terrible for New Mexico
residents and businesses who have to foot the bill, endure a warming climate, and suffer the
environmental and health consequences.

Evidence proves that there are four energy alternatives that are not only safer and healthier but
cheaper than PNM’s coal and nuclear proposal! Other utilities across our region are using much
more solar and wind than PNM, and are doing so reliably and with lower electricity rates.

Don’t let PNM lock us into expensive, dirty, and polluting coal and nuclear for the next 30 years
transferring risk and liability from shareholders to ratepayers – all for PNM’s short term pro�it!
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1. Coal and nuclear are more expensive than wind or solar

2. Coal and nuclear face regulatory risk and hazardous waste
costs −wind and solar do not

3. Prolonging coal and nuclear won’t create any new jobs –
new solar and wind would create thousands

4. Pollution from PNM’s San Juan coal plant has resulted in
$240 million in public health costs over the last �ive years2

5. Coal is the single greatest driver of climate change. It is
grossly irresponsible of PNM to invest in and burn more
coal.

PNM tries to justify its choices based on cost, but in fact the coal will cost 9 cents per kilowatt-
hour, nuclear 8 cents, and gas 7 cents – compared to 6 cents for solar and 4 cents for wind. 1


