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Is 'good for the Golden State' good for Arizona? 
 
Arizona's population is booming. Our appetite for electricity is voracious.  
 
So you might have a question or two about a project that would send power generated in Arizona to consumers 
in California. 
 
Southern California Edison wants to build a 230-mile transmission line, called Devers Palo Verde 2, that would 
connect a substation near Palm Springs, Calif., to the hub of power plants west of Phoenix. The Arizona 
Corporation Commission is scheduled to vote on the proposal on Wednesday.  
 
In making the decision, the law requires the commissioners to "balance, in the broad public interest, the need for 
an adequate, economical and reliable supply of electric power with the desire to minimize the effect thereof on 
the environment and ecology of this state."  
 
Hmmm.  
 
Do Arizonans need this project to meet their electric needs? No.  
 
Is this the only solution for providing adequate power in the Golden State? No. 
 
What would happen to the cost of electricity in Arizona? It would go up. Arizona Corporation Commission staff 
estimate the increase over the life of the project at $242 million, while the utility cites a net figure of $93 
million.  
 
What would happen to the cost of electricity in California? It would go down. California ratepayers stand to 
save $1.1 billion.  
 
Thanks to a spate of power plant construction, Arizona has a plentiful supply of power generated through 
modern technology. Meanwhile, utilities haven't built generating plants in California for years, for reasons that 
include heavy local opposition and strict regulations. The older facilities have contributed to higher wholesale 
prices.  
 
Southern California Edison contends that it makes sense to tap Arizona's excess capacity.  
 
Excess now, but not for long? Within the next three or four years, Arizona's demand at peak times will require 
all the power currently available.  
 
Besides cost and supply, there are environmental concerns. The line of 150-foot-tall transmission towers would 
go through the Kofa National Wildlife Refuge, home to bighorn sheep, desert tortoises and distinctively 
Southwestern wildlife. Southern California Edison already has a transmission line through Kofa, a decision 
made in a less environmentally aware era. The utility argues that adding a second line would have minimal 
impact.  



 
 
The refuge manager rejected the project as incompatible. But the regional director of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service gave the go-ahead, with a long list of conditions to protect Kofa. So the impact could be substantially 
reduced.  
 
But it won't be zero.  
 
The downside of this transmission line for Arizona is obvious.  
 
The upside is hazier. The state would gain revenue and jobs during the construction, plus some enhanced 
property values.  
 
But other advantages cited by Southern California Edison, including more fuel diversity or a better investment 
climate, are amorphous. Staff at the Arizona Corporation Commission finds many of them debatable.  
 
An interstate transmission line is an enormously complex and technical project. There are important 
overarching arguments for ensuring that we have an adequate network for delivering power.  
 
The state line-siting committee voted 8-3 in favor of the Devers Palo Verde line. Now the Corporation 
Commission must decide whether to go along with that decision, add conditions or reject it.  
 
There may be changes that could improve Arizona's side of the deal.  
 
A wild card is whether the federal government, acting under new rules, would intervene if the project weren't 
approved. But the corporation commissioners should stay focused on their mission to weigh the project in state 
terms.  
 
As it stands, putting the costs and benefits in the balance, it's hard to see how this transmission line makes sense 
for Arizona.  
 


