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opposition to Magnolia Power Plant

Ad(ditional submitted attachment is included below.



I am concerned about Pasadena’s continued reliance on the Magnolia Power Plant and the
possibility of its expansion. It runs on natural gas — a fossil fuel. The Magnolia Power Plant
burns methane gas, which is not carbon-free. Even though it’s cleaner than coal, it still emits
large amounts of carbon dioxide (CO:) and methane leaks occur throughout the supply chain —
both major contributors to climate change.

It undermines Pasadena’s 100% carbon-free goal. Pasadena has committed to 100% carbon-free
electricity by 2030. Continuing to rely on Magnolia contradicts that commitment and delays the
transition to renewables like solar, wind, and battery storage.

It’s increasingly expensive and outdated. Gas plants like Magnolia are becoming financial
liabilities because: 1) They face rising fuel costs and maintenance expenses. 2) Renewable
energy and storage are becoming cheaper, and 3) State and (hopefully soon), federal climate
policies are pushing utilities to phase out fossil fuels.

Investing more money into an aging gas plant risks stranded assets — infrastructure that soon
becomes unusable but still costs ratepayers.

Renewables and storage can replace outdated, toxic, and unsafe plants like Magnolia. California
now has reliable grid-scale battery systems and diverse renewable generation that can meet
demand more flexibly than gas plants. Pasadena could instead expand local rooftop and
community solar, invest in regional battery storage projects, and participate in demand-response
programs that reduce energy use during peaks.

There are many health and environmental impacts that impact our choices of energy systems.
Even “clean” gas plants emit nitrogen oxides (NOx) and particulate matter, which harm air
quality and public health — particularly for nearby communities already burdened by pollution.

Keeping Magnolia delays innovation. Every year Pasadena stays tied to Magnolia, it delays
investment in modern, zero-emission energy systems. Ending reliance on it would free Pasadena
to lead in clean energy innovation — aligning with the city’s climate emergency declaration.

In summary, Pasadena should move away from the Magnolia Power Plant because it:
o Burns fossil fuels,
e Undermines climate commitments,
o Costs more long-term,
e Harms air quality, and
o Blocks investment in renewable infrastructure.

Transitioning off Magnolia is essential if Pasadena truly wants to meet its 100% carbon-free
electricity by 2030 goal.

Suzanne York, Pasadena, CA






