Discussions resulting from:

1.
DOE meeting 6/14/07
2.
Conference call 6/15/07 (Barbara Fallon, Jim Kotcon, Karen Grubb, Glen Besa, Erin Chalmers)
3.
Energy Committee conference call 6/18/07 (Barbara Fallon, Jim Kotcon, Duane Nichols, Bill DePaulo, Jonathan Rosenbaum, Karen Grubb, Will Reilly, Pat Reilly)
Other states have Piedmont Environmental Council (VA) and Energy Conservation Council (PA) so Sierra Club is not a direct intervenor there.  In WV, Sierra Club needs to take the lead for others with shared interests, unless WVEC decides to do so, but their primary role is to lobby State Government.  WVEC is meeting June 22-24.
Intervention Deadline with PSC is July 11.  Testimony filed in late August, early September.  Bill DePaulo will be out of the country from July 1 until after the deadline, so intervention needs to be submitted very soon.
If we join with others to intervene, what are the terms of sharing costs?  Bill says other groups that intervene can decide later to file a joint brief and sponsor testimony with SC.

Energy Committee Conference Call 6/18/07

1.
Jim Kotcon moved, Duane Nichols seconded, that the Energy Committee recommend the following to the Chapter ExCom:


A.
That the Chapter seek approval to intervene in the Allegheny Transmission line case (PSC Case No 07-0508-E-CN) in order to preserve rights for additional participation in the case to the extent funds are available.


B.
That the Energy Committee allocate $2500 from the 2007 budget for expenses on the case, with additional fundraising to be conducted including grant-writing (Barb Fallon) and direct appeals to donors (Jim Kotcon).


C.
That the Chapter ExCom authorize use of the Chapter Foundation account, or establish a new Foundation account for purposes of receiving donations for this campaign and related Energy Committee activities.

Motion carried.

2.
Bill DePaulo will contact Aaron Isherwood, Will Burns in Pennsylvania (Energy Conservation Coalition of PA), and Rob Marmet in Virginia (Piedmont Environmental Council) to explore opportunities to share expert witnesses.

3.
Jim Kotcon will contact additional potential experts to solicit bids for evaluation by the Energy Committee.

4.
Karen Grubb will head a subcommittee to draft a more detailed campaign plan (strategies, goals, targets, fund-raising, actions and events, timelines, etc.).  Jim Kotcon, Will Reilly and Jonathon Rosenbaum indicated they would serve, and Barbara will circulate a call for additional volunteers via e-mail.  (A date for this subcommittee to meet should be set soon.)  

5.
If anyone has any suggestions for names of potential expert witnesses, please send them to Jim.  It is useful for a limited number of people on the Energy Committee (not more than two) to make these initial calls so we do not end up with different experts negotiating with different members of the same committee.

Needed for New Matter Form
1.
Other Plaintiffs

a)
International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers

b)
West Virginia Energy Users Group (major users of electricity)
c)
Laurel Run Watershed Association

d)
Capon Valley Coalition

e)
numerous citizens (Halleck community)

f)
West Virginia Highlands Conservancy? (may contribute $1000 next year)
g)
National Parks Conservation Association?
h)
Citizens Action Group?
i)
PSC should evaluate need for electric transmission vs. cost to the state

j)
Pennsylvania governor is opposed – can PA intervene in WV?

k)
faith community

2.
Expectations and Cost of Legal Representation

a)
outline what is expected from attorney

b)
get bid from Bill DePaulo for expenses based on expectations
c)
outline Bill DePaulo expertise with PSC and FERC

d)
check with Stephen Walker for his level of involvement

3.
Names of Expert Witnesses and Costs

a)
electric utility economics:  economic resource analysis to compare costs to rate payers of transmission line vs. no line (someone from WVU?)

b)
costs to electric markets from future carbon tax on utilities who pass this cost to rate payers (Union of Concerned Scientists says this should be the responsibility of stock holders, not rate payers)

c)
coal energy consultant and engineer:  cost of alternatives (Bill Pollock?)

d)
potential increases in air pollution emissions and greenhouse gases

e)
reduction of property values from buried line vs. towers:  how far from towers are
property values affected (a real estate appraiser or tax assessor)

f)
medical and health impacts from herbicides and electrical lines

g)
groundwater impacts from herbicides

h)
scenic impacts

4.
Fund Raising

a)
give minimum budget needed and budget wish list 

b)
we have $3000 in energy committee budget

c)
we may be able to share expert witness with Piedmont Environmental Council and Energy Conservation Council, thus reducing our costs for expert research [contact their attorneys – Willard Burns in PA (burnsw@pepperlaw.com) and Rob Marmet in VA (rmarmet@pecva.org)]

d)
ask Laurel Run homeowners to contribute (they are intervenors, so may not)

e)
send mailing (would come from energy budget) – may not be permitted since WVSC already sent out fund-raising mailing.  Contributions would be tax deductible, put in SC foundation 501 C3 account.  Not for lobbying but can be spent on attorneys and expert witnesses.
f)
West Wind group in VA may contribute

g)
ask other intervenors to contribute

h)
mini-grants

5.
What are potential conditions we would pursue in a compromise?

a)
buried lines

b)
no herbicides

c)
route of line

d)
full compensation to property owners for property devaluation

e)
payment for environmental mitigation (similar to Longview)

f)
Allegheny Power put scrubbers on power plant

g)
demand side management:  smart meter, charge less during off-peak hours to reduce peak load

h)
Allegheny Power pursue conservation measures

i)
East Coast, not WV, customers bear the cost of new transmission lines carrying power from Pennsylvania and West Virginia coal fired power plants

j)
WV rate payers not charged for carbon tax levied on corporations due to new legislation

