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April 24, 2007 

Sam Bodman, Secretary 
U.S. Department of Energy 
1000 Independence Avenue, S W 
Washington, D.C. 20585 

Dear Secretary Bodman: 

1 wish to register my protest against the 240 mile Trans-Allegheny Interstate 
Power Line (Case No. 07-0508-E-CN) and how it will negatively impact my state 
Senatorid.District ( N V  14'"). This line, as proposed, cuts through the middle of four 
of my seven counties (Monongalia, Preston, Tucker and Grant) and up unti! recently 
almost no one -hew about it in order to protect the project or to impact the decision 
on which route it might take. 

The bottom line is this project is being built because the powers to be do not 
want a power plant in their backyard but want us rura! West Virginians to suffer ths 
negative environmental effects and to give up our land t~ fuimish the east coasi- with 
a more reliable power grid. 

I believe the Federal and State Governments needs to draw the line and deny 
this permit, deny this proposed route and force the east coast to build their own power 
plants to provide for their own needs and greed. 



I also wish to protest the FEPC decision to spread the costs of these lines over 
all of the regional customers. Whey should we West Virginians pay for the east 
coast's electricity? We suffer from the effect of mining, the coal and the air and water 
pollution. Isn't that costing us enough to provide them with power? Now you not 
only want us to suffer even more environmental havoc and loss of our land but we 
must help pay for it. I, for one, am tired of this country treating West Virginia as a 
third world colony to be exploited for the rest of the country. 

Sincerely, 

1 
ciLk (LL,;-t: L , ? , I \  

Jon Blair Hunter, 
State Senator 

cc: Senator Robert C. Byrd 



Whiteley Township
Greene County, Pennsylvania

1426 Kirby Road
Waynesburg, PA 15370
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April 27, 2007

Honorable Samuel W. Bodman, Secretary
United States Department of Energy
1000 Independence Avenue, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20585

Chainnan Wendell F. Holland
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
3rd Floor North, Commonwealth Keystone Bldg.
P.O. Box 3265
Harrisburg, PA 17105-3265

"...

Gentlemen:

Mr. Paul Evanson
Chairman, President & CEO
Allegheny Energy
800 Cabin Hill Drive
Greensburg, PA 15601-1650

RE: Proposed Trans-Allegheny Interstate
500 kV Line (TrAIL)

The undersigned Board of Supervisors of Whiteley Township, Greene County,
Pennsylvania, over the past few months, have followed the various meetings, read articles, and
discussed with their constituents, as to the construction of the 500-kilovolt transmission line to
and from Virginia, through Greene County, by PJM Interconnection and Allegheny Energy.

Whiteley Township, Greene County, is included within the corridor as a site for the extra
high voltage transmission lines. We believe that this project must comply with the Pennsylvania
Uniform Construction Code, in order to review the environmental and public health impacts
upon the residents of Whiteley Township.

As public officials, we serve our constituents. Our constituents have expressed concerns
as to this project relating to its adverse effect upon the health, environment, wildlife, property
values, or esthetics of Whiteley Township.



Proposed Trans-Allegheny Interstate
500 kV Line (TrAIL)

April 27, 2007
Page 2

As presently proposed, we can not support the proposed location of the power line. We
would request that you re-examine the location of the power line in certain portions of Whiteley
Township, Greene County, Pennsylvania. For your reference, we include a copy of a map
showing the proposed location and a suggested relocation route which would serve the same
purpose. This relocated route would have less of an impact upon the health, safety and welfare
of our constituents. We thank you for your consideration.

WHITELEY TOWNSHIP
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BY:~~JiSfflliSh, President

~~-
Mark Lemley, Vice-Pr

(j~/3L.:.-
Boyt B au, SupervIsor

Enclosure
cc: Greene County Board of Commissioners

State Representative H. William DeWeese
Congressman John P. Murtha
Senator J. Barry Stout
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COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR

HARRISBURG

June 8,2007
THE GOVERNOR

The Honorable Samuel W. Bodman, Secretary
United States 'Department of Energy
1000 Independence Avenue, SW
Washington, DC 20585

Dear Secretary Bodman:

I am writing to express my concern about the U.S. Department ofEnergy's (DOE) recent
designation ofthe Mid-Atlantic Area National Corridor, including much of Pennsylvania. The
extremely broad area encompassed by the proposed corridor, taken together with the process set
forth by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC), may lead to the approval of a
project that fails to satisfy the national interest while ignoring legitimate and critical state
concerns.

I am very concerned by the enormous breadth ofthe DOE's proposed Mid-Atlantic Area
National Corridor. I can tell you that Pennsylvania has and will continue to actively promote the
security of our energy supplies. The commonwealth is a leader in renewable energy and
sustainable fuels. We are actively seeking to attract manufacturers who will make us able to
supply significant portions of our own energy needs. We have a well-developed strategy, and I

,can tell you in detail how we will achieve our energy independence goals.

In contrast, the DOE's construction ofthe Mid-Atlantic Corridor is so broad as to be
meaningless. This invites the filing ofprojects that may harm Pennsylvania without any balance
ofbenefits. Ifthe DOE truly believes that it must designate corridors to protect the national
interest then it should have identified specific needs and the routes that may be necessary to
satisfy those needs. Instead, Pennsylvania and a number of other states face the possibility that
transmission lines can be located almost anywhere and qualify for designation by FERC. I do
not believe that a corridor that includes 50 Pennsylvania counties can be realistically related to
actual transmission options. In the end, I believe that this designation will fail to protect our
national interest while stimulating enormous controversy.

It appears that the siting process defined by FERC may not result in effective projects.
As you know, FERC has established a process, through its final Order in Docket No. RM06-12
(117 FERC ~61 ,202), in which it can completely re-evaluate a state's consideration ofa proposed
trahsmission project. This can occur even where the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission

,has established an extensive record and has fully deliberated before reaching a conclusion. Also,
given the substantial scope ofsome proposed transmission lines, a protracted siting process will
be needed simply to establish all ofthe facts. Thus, a reasonable process may well delay a final
decision for more than a year. However, FERC has made it clear that it can immediately take up
the proposal a year and a day after the state level filing.



The Honorable Samuel W. Bodman
June 8, 2007
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I am concerned that FERC may force Pennsylvania to accept projects that are far from
the best choice. Some neighboring states have historically followed a policy that discouraged the
construction of generation resources. In contrast, Pennsylvania is a substantial net electricity
exporter. This appears to make us particularly vulnerable to the construction ofpower lines that
will move energy out of Pennsylvania to states with inadequate generating resources. It appears
to be a perverse outcome of the designation of such a broad NIETC that our adequate generating
resources appear to lead to the construction of transmission lines to support our neighbors.
These transmission lines will be on our soil, but may not benefit Pennsylvania's consumers.
While I am sensitive to the need for robust interstate commerce, I believe this situation poses an
unwarranted burden on Pennsylvania.

I am disturbed by the possibility that ifFERC were to supplant our siting authority it may
fail to adequately consider alternative technologies and alternative routes. The FERC's final
order does not appear to ensure that alternatives to the transmission proposal will be considered,
and I am deeply concerned by the statement in Paragraph 179 of the Final Order that "the range
ofreasonable alternatives can best be determined based upon the facts of a specific siting
proposal." 1bis language suggests that the proposed project alone will defme FERC's scope of
review. For example, when a state rejects a proposed project based on the presence ofpreferable
alternatives, will FERC's review include full consideration of those alternatives?
Fundamentally, will FERC's review be narrowly restricted to the merits of the line rather than
examining whether generation or demand resources can better satisfy the need? Will FERC
examine optirilal design technologies that can minimjze impact and extent ofrequired siting?
Will PERC examine a variety of routes or only the route proposed by the project? There is far
too much that is uncertain and FERC must further explain how it will approach siting before any
reconsideration of state actions is attempted.

Finally, I am also concerned that approval in one state of a multi-state project may
prejudice PERC's review. I point to the facts set forth above regarding Pennsylvania's relative
strength in generating assets. I foresee a situation in which a line moving power out of
Pennsylvania will be readily approved by a neighboring state that has refused to build generation
resources. Will FERC consider the relative positions ofthe two states or only examine the
project in terms ofthe need for generation in our neighboring state. Harkening back to another
point, will FERC examine the presence ofalternative resources ifthe neighboring state has
ignored reasonable alternatives in its approval ofthe project? Again, there is no guarantee of
balanced consideration in FERC's process.

I request that the DOE reconsider its designation of the Mid-Atlantic Corridor. In light of
FERC's definition of a pervasive authority to reconsider state decisions, the proposed corridor
invites the siting offacilities that are inappropriate and unnecessary. I urge that the DOE
withdraw its designation and, at a minimum, defer a decision until it is clear that states are
unable to site necessary transmission facilities or identify reasonable alternatives.

Sincerely,

~clw-J c;:~
Edward G. Rendell
Governor
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June 1 1,2007 

Hon. Samuel W. Bodman, Secre. 
United States Department of Energy 
1000 Independence Avenue, S W 
Washington, D.C. 20585 

Dear Secretary Bodman: 

I am forwarding a copy of my testimony to you for inclusion in the public record that will 
be compiled at the United States Energy Department's June 121h Public Hearing in Rochester on 
the proposed National Interest Electric Transmission Corridor Designations (NIETCD). 

I am unable to attend this important public hearing due to the New York State 
Assembly's current legislative schedule which requires my presence in Albany on Tuesday, June 
12"' while we are in session. Nevertheless, I did want to forward a copy of my testimony to you 
as well as your colleagues at the United States Energy Department. 

As always, thank you very much for allowing me to forward a copy of this testimony to 
your attention so that it is included in tomorrow's public hearing record. Please do not hesitate 
to contact me at (5 18) 455-5454 should you have any questions or comments at this time. 

/ Member of Assembly 
RMD/s 1 
Enclosure 

ALBANY OFFICE: Room 621, Legislative Off~ce Building. Albany, New York 12248, (518) 455-5454, FAX (518) 455-5928 
DISTRICT OFFICES Room 401, Slate Office Bullding, 207 Genesee Street, Ut~ca, New York 13501 (315) 732-1055, FAX (315) 732-1413 

101 West Liberty Street, Rome. New York 13440. (315) 338-5779 -- BY APPOlNTlvlENT ONLY 
E-mall. dest~tr@assernbly.state.ny.us 

(3 Printed on recycled paper. 



Assemblywoman RoAnn Destito 
Department of Energy Public Hearing 
June 12,2007 Testimony 

New Yorkers are burdened with some of the highest energy costs in the nation, which drains jobs 
from our Upstate economy and money out of the pockets of hardworking families. Clearly, we 
need to develop an energy policy that better balances high costs with high need. I understand the 
concerns of the United States Department of Energy, as they are viable concerns that those living 
and working in this state cope with on a daily basis. However, New York is well equipped and 
more than capable of addressing our own energy needs under our new administration. A change 
that addresses our growing power needs is long overdue, but the intervention of the federal 
government is not the way to initiate the meaningful reform that is right for New York. 

1 vehemently oppose the Department of Energy's plan to designate 47 counties across this state 
as a National Interest Electric Transmission Corridor (NIETC). While we have growing energy 
needs, there is no need for intervention of this magnitude. If the federal government moves 
forward and the NIETC designation is finalized, the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission will 
be able to circumvent New York's accepted and long-established siting process. This will prove 
to be both counter-productive and backward-thinking. 

I believe the Spitzer administration will move New York forward in terms of meeting energy 
consumption needs while keeping skyrocketing costs in check. Without the meddling of the 
federal government, we have already established a comprehensive energy proposal, one that I 
sponsored, that is aimed at securing a reliable source of clean, safe and affordable energy for 
lVew York State (A.8940). This much needed initiative will reduce electricity prices for the 
state's residential and commercial customers who currently face some of the highest energy rates 
in the nation. Our proposal takes a well-rounded approach, examining the full-range of issues 
necessary to ensure New York has a smart, progressive and growth generating energy policy. 

Specifically, the state Energy Office, which was eliminated by the Pataki administration 12 years 
ago, will be reestablished. The missing Energy Office allowed New York's energy policy to 
drift, with little coordination among the state's energy agencies and no comprehensive plan. 
This resulted in outrageous energy rates, widespread power outages Downstate and a suffering 
Upstate economy. The reestablishment of the Energy Office sets our policy back on the right 
track. 

Another important component of our efforts to build an extensive energy policy for the state was 
approved by the Assembly last month. The bill (A.8697) reauthorizes Article X of the Public 
Service Law to reinstate a process for the siting of power generation facilities. Additionally, this 
measure would require the complete analysis of a power plant's total impact on a community and 
the environment; mandate adequate citizen participation in the review of power plant 
applications; encourage the re-building of older, dirty facilities with higher efficiency projects; 
and require consideration of environmental justice, the siting of energy generation facilities in 
primarily minority communities, before deciding on a siting application. At this time, the 
Assembly and Senate are discussing the legislation in a joint conference committee in order to 
work out any differences on this important measure before the end of our legislative session. 



After 12 years of a failed energy policy, the reliability of the electric system has been placed in 
jeopardy. The blackout in Long Island City in the summer of 2006 is a glaring example of this. 
In light of events of this past year, this legislation would require utility companies to create and 
file with the Public Service Commission an electric utility emergency plan. It would establish 
"facilities of refuge," providing shelters equipped with stand-alone, heat and electricity 
generation systems in municipal and school facilities that would be available during a disaster. 

Our provision to provide for affected New Yorkers during the instance of an energy crisis proves 
that we have learned from the past - we have also made sure to include provisions for the future. 
We need to commit to utilizing renewable energy sources that are mindful of environmental 
consequences. To reduce the state's dependence on foreign oil and address the imminent effects 
of global warming, this initiative would promote New York's greatest and most cost-effective 
resource, energy efficiency. It would require the Department of State and other appropriate 
agencies to examine the adoption of higher efficiency requirements for all buildings in the state. 
The plan would also create an advisory panel on the state building code and appliance energy 
efficiency standards. In addition, the legislation would also establish new low-cost loan 
programs for energy efficiency and on-site generation for households, businesses and 
municipalities. 

Most recently, the Assembly has taken action on legislation I sponsored that will make funding 
available to municipalities, citizens and community groups to intervene in proposed electric 
transmission projects (A.6616). Currently, communities that want to play a role in the siting 
process have to raise the money themselves to have a strong voice in the regulatory process. 
Under this legislation, for every proposed electric transmission project in New York State, there 
will be up to $450,000 in funding to help level the playing field for concerned citizens who want 
to affect the process. 

New York has already made great strides in establishing a progressive policy that balances the 
need for energy with the unique composition of our state - more importantly, we have done this 
on our own, without the intervention of the federal government. I recognize that an effective 
energy policy must be addressed nationally, but at the same time, should reflect traditional state 
and local authority over environmental and energy matters. 

The people of my community, who are threatened with the potential construction of a 1,200 
megawatt power line by New York Regional Interconnect, know what the designation of a 
transmission corridor right in our backyards could mean. While the intrusion of the federal 
government in what is clearly a state matter does not guarantee that NYRI's plan will move 
forward, it does strip authority from the state of New York. Because of this, and because of New 
York's proven ability to tackle a problem head-on and emerge victorious, I cannot support the 
Department of Energy's plan to interfere in matters that we can successfully address - and have 
already begun to address - on our own. 
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June 1 1,2007 

Secretary Samuel Bodman 
lrnited States Department of Energy 
Washington. DC 20585 

Dear Secretary Bodman: 

Since 1967, the Brandywine Conservancy has permanently protected more than 40,000 
acres of natural, agricultural, cultural and historical resources in Pennsylvania and 
Ilelaware. All of the resources entrusted to the Conservancy for preservation are located 
within the proposed Mid-Atlantic Corridor. 

In I'cnnsylvania and Delaware, there are nearly 80 land trusts that have protected over 
440,000 acres, of which 90,000 acres have been protected with conservation easements. 
Conservation easements have become a mainstream land planning and conservation tool. 
In  fact, many governmental agencies and regulations now require the granting of 
conservation easements in certain development circumstances. 

If the Department of Energy approves the Mid-Atlantic Corridor, transmission lines will 
violate conservation easements held by the Brandywine Conservancy and other 
organizations. Thousands of acres of protected lands including municipal, state and 
federal parks could be irrevocably impaired. 

Although the Energy Policy Act of 2005 authorizes utility commissions to exercise 
eminent domain to site transmissioll lines and exempts the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Com~nission from complying with environmental laws such as the National 
Environmental Policy Act and the National Historic Preservation Act, the condemnation 
of private property and public resources should be a last resort, rather than the 
ccnterpiece of energy policy. Environmental considerations must be evaluated before 
exercising eminent domain. 

Prior to final designation of NIE'TC, the Department of Energy should be required to: 
Conduct an environmental il-npact study to ensure the protection of the natural. 
agricultural, cultural and historical resources that would be effected; 
Consider alternative energy sources, energy conservation and energy 
efficiency to reduce dependency on fossil fuels; 



Provide a process for public input that allows property owners, community 
groups, utility commissions and government officials an opportunity to fully 
understand the implications of the corridors; 
Evaluate the impacts of Section 1221 of the Energy Policy Act on 
Pennsylvania residents and its treasured resources; and 
Require the Department of Energy and Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission to comply with all existing laws including the National 
Environmental Policy Act and the National Historic Preservation Act. 

I would appreciate your consideration of these important issues. 

Sincerely, 

*-F& 
Sherri Evans-Stanton 
Director 

c: Governor Edward Rendell 
Senator Arlen Specter 
Senator Robert P. Casey, Jr. 
Congressman Joseph Sestak 
Congressman Joseph R. Pitts 
Congressman James Gerlach 
Senator Andrew D. Dinniman 
Senator Dominic F. Pileggi 
Senator Edwin Erickson 
Representative Chris Ross 
Representative Stephen E. Barrar 
Representative Duane Milne 
Representative Arthur D. Hershey 
Representative Tim Hennessey 
Representative Curt Schroder 
Representative Tom Killion 
Governor Ruth Ann Minner 
Senator Joseph R. Biden, Jr. 
Senator Thomas R. Carper 
Senator Michael Castle 
Andrew M. Loza 



HOUSEOFDELEGATES 
WEST VIRGINIA LEGISLATURE 

BUILDING 1 ,  ROOM M-2 12 
1900 KANAWHA BLVD., EAST 

CHARLESTON, WV 25305-0470 
PHONE (304) 340-3200 

Sami~el W. Bodman 
Secretary, United States Department of Energy 
Forestall Building, Room 6H-050 
1000 Independence Avenue, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20585 

Dear Secretary Bodman: 

The Norlh Central West Virginia Delegation ofthe West Virginia House of Delegates would 
like to express our concern with the proposed designation of an energy corridor through our state. 
We believe i t  is imperative that carefill consideration is given to a project of such immense impact. 
While we understand that Federal law gives the Department of Energy the authority to designate an 
energy corridor through our state, this is a local issue that has a great impact 011 our citizens. 

Under the 2005 Energy Act, the Department of Energy has tlie power to site a line within a 
designaled corridor ifthe state regulatory agencydoes not do so within three hundred and sixty-five 
days of an electric utility's application for a Certificate of Need and Necessity. The life span of the 
corridor designation is twelve years. We question the need for such duration. Affected property 
owners will face great uncertainty for that period of time in terms of exercising their property rights 
(sale, improvement, etc.). We feel that there will be a chilling affect on local development and the 
increase in property values our area has enjoyed as a result. There is no identifiable plan for ending 
or continuing lhe designation. 

Further, we are deeply concerned with the prospects of the federal governmenl usurping 
states' rights in the areas of eminent domain and condemnation. Before our state and the individual 
propel-ty rights of its citizens are sacrificed, this issue must be scrutinized fairly and objectively. 
Because of the substaritial local impact, we believe that the West Virginia Public Service 
Comn~ission is the agency best suited to make tlie best decisions for our citizens. We also support 
the formation of an independent commission to perforn~ an objective analysis of the need for this 
system of corridors. 



Thank you for your consideration. If we may be of assistance, please do not hesitate to 
contact us. 

Sincerely, 

Joe Delong 
Majority Leader 

Barbara Evans Fleischauer 
Delegate, 44"' District 

'Tim Mancliin 
Delegate, 43rd District 

Mike Capi~to 
Majority Whip 

Linda Longstreth 
Delegate, 43rd District 

Charlene Marshall 
Delegate, 44(" District 

Alex J. Shook 
Delegate, 44"' District 



TOWN OF COCHECTON
P.o. Box 295

Lake Huntington, NY 12752

Office of Supervisor

SALVATORE B.INDELICATO
286 Tyler Road
Narrowsburg, NY 12764
(845) 252-7113

June 14, 2007

Secretary Samuel Bodman
United States Department ofEnergy
1000 Independence Avenue, S.W.
Washington, DC 20585
Fax (212) 586-4403

Re: Proposed NIETC Designation for New York State

Dear Secretary Bodman:

As elected officials representing our community, we are disturbed to learn that the United States Department
ofEnergy plans to designate the major portion ofthe State ofNew York as a "National Interest Electric Transmission
Corridor." Ifwe understand it correctly, under the EPACT 2005, this designation would permit special treatment
to companies and their investors that seek to build transmission facilities within the corridor.

It is our opinion that this designation would not only be a grave error on the part of the Department of
Energy, but also demonstrates the Department's lack ofconcern and interest in some 15,000,000 people in New York
State who are affected by this decision. In that the designated corridor covers virtually the entire state, it leaves one
to question what prompted the Department ofEnergy to encompass such a broad portion of the state. We believe
that the NIETC designation is supposed to signifY those specific areas most subject to electric transmission
congestion costs. It does not appear that the DOE has truly examined which exact area ofNew York State, ifany,
should be designated a corridor. In addition, it appears that in making this proposal, the DOE has disregarded stated
goals of conservation, promotion of environmentally sound energy alternatives and implementation of other
measures. The DOE's proposed designation, if approved, will only ensure more outdated, inefficient and
environmentally damaging energy sources. In conclusion, a NIETC designation threatens to override the full and
fair opportunity that transmission companies and the citizens ofNew York already have beforeNew York State siting
agenCies.

We hope that you will stand by the DOE's statement that the "Federal government is not dictating how the
states, regions, transmission providers or electric utilities should meet their energy challenges." We the citizens of
New York hold you to your promise.

Very truly yours,

4~n~~
By: Supervisor S. B. Indelicato
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American Farmland Trust
SAVING THE LAND THAT SUSTAINS Us

June 14, 2007

Secretary Samuel W, Bodman
Office of the Secretary
US Department of Energy
1000 Independence Ave, SW
Washington, DC 20585

Dear Secretary Bodman;

On behalf of the members and trustees of the American Farmland Trust, the Nation's
only nationa1, nonprofit organization dedicated to the protection and conservation of
productive farm and ranch lands, I write to express our deep concern over the recent
preliminary designation of the Mid-Atlantic National Interest Electric Transmission
Corridor.

The extensive geographic area encompassed by this designation, coupled with newly
conferred federal regulatory powers in the Energy Policy Act, threaten to negatively
impact a wide swath of important, irreplaceable farmlands in a region that is not only
home to some of the most productive, urban-edge farms in the country, but also the
Nation's most successful local and state government farmland protection programs. The
significant investment of public and private funds made by these programs would be
considerably devalued in any instance where a protected farm is impacted by the
transmission lines.

Given the broad powers provided the Department of Energy by the Energy Policy Act in
the identification and approval of National Interest Electric Transmission Corridors, it is
not clear to us if other federal review procedures, such as the Farmiand Protection Policy
Act - FPPA - (Public Law 97-98, Subtitle I of Title XV, Section 1539-1549), or state and
local policies and programs regarding the protection of agricultural lands will even be
considered.

The intent of FPPA, for example, is to anticipate the effects of federal proj ects and
decisions on agricultural lands and to avoid whenever possible actions that will directly
convert or lead to the conversion of active, productive farmlands to non-agricultural uses.
The large amount of active farmland and protected farmland, especially in Maryland and
Pennsylvania, within the Mid-Atlantic National Interest Electric Transmission Corridor
can only lead us to conclude that such a review has not been done to date.

NATIONAL OFFICE
1200 18th Street, NW • Suite 800· Washington, D.C. 20036

Tel: (202) 331-7300· Fax: (202) 659-8339
www.farmland.org



Secretary Bodman
June 14,2007
Page 2

Moving forward, we urge the Department of Energy as it considers the Mid-Atlantic
National Interest Electric Transmission Corridor and such corridors in other regions of
the country to comply with the spirit and principles of the Farmland Protection Policy Act
and respect the policies and programs of affected state and local governments - supported
by their citizenry - with regard to agricultural lands and farmland protection.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ralph Grossi
President

Cc:

Secretary Roger Richardson, Maryland Department of Agriculture
Secretary Charles Kuperus, New Jersey Department of Agriculture
Commissioner Patrick Hooker, New York Department of Agriculture and Markets
Secretary Dennis Wolff, Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Deputy Commissioner Donald Blankenship, Virginia Department of Agriculture and

Consumer Services



ELIOT SPITZER
GOVERNOR

Honorable Samuel W. Bodman
Secretary ofEnergy
U.S. Department of Energy
1000 Independence Avenue, SW
Washington, DC 20585

Dear Secretary Bodman:

STATE OF NEW YORK

June 8, 2007

I am writing to express my opposition to the Department ofEnergy's draft designation of
47 counties in the State ofNew York as a national interest electric transmission corridor
(NIETC).

There simply is no need for the NIETC designation. New York already has an effective
transmission facility siting law. Article VII of the New York Public Service Law gives the New
York Public Service Commission jurisdiction over the siting ofmajor transmission facilities and
establishes a remarkably efficient one-stop process for reviewing applications to build
transmission facilities. This established process works well: seventeen transmission projects
have received approval under the Article VII process over the past ten years, and several more
projects are presently under consideration. In addition, during the first six months ofmy
administration, New York, with substantial public and industry support, has been moving
resolutely to improve the reliability of the electric grid within the state.

If the NIETC designation is fmalized, the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission will be
able to preempt in certain circumstances New York's long-established statutory siting process. It
is unnecessary and would be counter-productive to upset this established process.

New York has had a proven, familiar transmission facility siting process in place for the
past 37 years. The Article VII process ensures that New York can expeditiously site
transmission facilities that are needed, and provides a forum for stakeholders to express support
for or opposition to proposed projects. Thus, I urge the Department of Energy to exclude the
State ofNew York from its designation.

?411---
Eliot Spitzer

ExECunVE CHAMBER STATE CAPITOL ALBANY 12224
http://www.state.ny.us
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June 25,2007 

The Honorable Samuel W. Bodman, Secretary 
United States Department of Energy 
1000 Independence Avenue, SW 
Washington, DC 20585 

I Dear Secretary Bodman: 

I am writing on behalf of the Board of County Commissioners of Frederick 
County, Maryland, to express our concern and opposition to the proposed 
designation of the Micl-Atlantic Area National Interest Electric Transmission Corridor, 
which incli~des all of Frederick County, The proposed corridor is an extremely broad 
geographic area rather than a "corridor" and will essentially allow the possibility of 
transmission lines almost anywhere within our county and the entire corridor without 
consideration of alternative routes, alternative technologies and impacts on historic, 
scenic, and natural resources or the environment. 

The Frederick County Commissroners do not support the provisions of the 
National Energy Policy Act of 2005 that effectively shifts the decision-making 
authority of the state public service commission in siting transmlss~on lines to the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC). The Public Service Commission in 
Maryland has a well-established public process for evaluating the location of 
transmission lines, which includes the involvement of local citizens, evaluation of 
alternative routes, and consideration of the impact on natural resources, historlc and 
scenic sites, and the environment. We are extremely concerned that the public 
process will be minimized or even eliminated in its entirety if authority shifts to FERC. 

We are very concerned about the limited one-year time frame afforded to the 
State Public Service Comrr~ission to evaluate a proposed transmission project before 
FERC takes the proposal from the state level. A much longer period of time is 
needed to fi~lIy establish all the facts, evaluate the alternatives, and establish a 
complete record. In recent years, several power plant proposals and a transmission 
line proposal have been considered in Frederick County. The State of Maryland, 
through the Power Plant Research Program (PPRP) of the Department of Natural 
Resources (DNR), has held meetings and hearings in Frederick County to obtain 
community input and to evaluate alternatives as well as impacts to scenic view 

' 

sheds, impacts to sensitive environmental areas, and to gather information for 
deliberation by the Public Service Commission. This process has ensured both 
public input and the collection and evaluation of the extensive information needed to 
make quality decisions. It is clear under the federal proposal that FERC can ignore 
the information gathered at the state level. It does not appear that FERC will ensure 
that alternatives to the proposed transmission route will be considered or that a 
preferred alternative will even be developed or evaluated. 
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In conclusion, the Frederick County Commissioners are very concerned that the 
proposed IWid-Atlantic National Interest Electric Transrr~ission Corridor designation, 
combined with provisions of the National Energy Policy Act of 2005, will result in federal 
government intervention in the siting of transmission lines at the expense of the rights of 
local citizens and will not ensure an o~~tcome that appropriately balances the need for 
electricity with the protection of significant natural, historical, cultural, recreational and 
environmental assets. We believe the proposed corridor actually invites the siting of 
facilities that are inappropriate without seeking reasonable and more appropriate 
alternatives. Alternative generation and conservation do not appear to be fairly or 
reasonably considered. 

We urge you to withdraw the Mid-Atlantic National Interest Electric Transmission 
Cot-ridor designation and respectfully request the continuation of state public service 
corr~missio~i processes. We believe the citizens of our county deserve to be assured of 
a fair public process and protected from negative impacts to the environment, decreased 
property values, potential health risks and intrusion into scenic and historic areas 
resulting from the inappropriate siting of interstate electric transmission facilities due to 
unwarranted federal intervention. 

Sincerely, 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
OF FREDERICK COUNTY, MARYLAND 

By: 
H. ~ i l ~ r ,  presided ' 

cc: Senator Barbara Mikulski 
Senator Benjamin Cardin 
Congressman Roscoe Bartlett 
Board of County Commissioners 
Douglas D Browning, County Manager 
John S. Mathias, County Attorney 
Joyce M. Grossnickle, Administrative Officer. Office of the County Manager 
Reading File 
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From:
Sent;

To:
Subject:

Apr 17, 2007

Lee Archard [info@americanrivers.orgj
Tuesday, April 17, 2007 9;26 AM

The Secretary
Protect the Upper Delaware and all of the nation's Wild and Scenic rivers!

Secretary of Energy Samuel W. Bodman
1000 Independence Ave., SW
Washington, DC 20585

Dear Secretary of Energy Bodman,

As a concerned citizen, I urge the U.S Department of Energy not to designate the Upper
Delaware River Valley as part of a National Interest Electric Transmission Corridor
(NIETC). Such a designation would pave the way for the New York Regional Interconnection
(NYRI) proposed power line, a project that would undermine the Upper Delaware River's
outstanding natural characteristics that support the local tourism-based economy.

Designating the Upper Delaware River Valley as part of a NIETC would allow NYRI to
circumvent New York state's review and permitting process even though the power line would
lie almost entirely within the state. The New York State Public Service Commission
permitting process should not be trumped by a NIETC designation that would be squarely at
odds with the river's national Wild and Scenic designation.

Congress originally included the Upper Delaware River in the national Wild and Scenic
Rivers System for its scenic, recreational, historic, environmental and cultural assets.
By this designation, Congress intended to protect the river corridor for the enjoyment and
benefit of present and future generations. NYRI's proposed power line would diminish
recreational opportunities and the revenue they generate for local communities, and would
decrease property values. It would harm the river and the wildlife it supports, and it
would undermine the spirit of the national Wild and Scenic designation for rivers across
America.

Indeed, the 1986 Wild and Scenic River management plan for the Upper Delaware specifically
rejects major electric transmission lines within the river corridor as an "incompatible
use." Ignoring that clear direction and doing permanent damage to the unique values that
led to the Upper Delaware's inclusion in the system in 1978 would threaten the ability of
river managers around the country to protect our unique Wild and Scenic Rivers. NYRI must
not include the river route on the application it resubmits to the New York State Public
Service Commission.

New York state does need to address the reliability of its electric transmission system,
but it needs to be done in an environmentally responsible manner that respects the rights
of local communities and property owners and serves the public interest. The NYRI proposal
does not meet that standard. Alternatives including locating the power line along other
pre-existing transmission corridors would be significantly less damaging to the local
economy and wildlife.

To ensure the reliability of New York state's electricity system, I urge the DOE to look
at the recommendations from New York State's regional transmission planning organization,
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The Honorable Samuel Bodman
Secretary
U.S. Department of Energy
1000 Independence Avenue, SW
Washington, DC 20585

Deaf Mr. Secretary:

1 am writing in regard to the recent decisiort by the U.S. Departmcot ofEnergy
(DOE) to hold an additional public meeting on its draft mid-Atlantic area National
Interest Electric Transmission Conidor (NIETC) in Rochester, NY.

While I appreciate DOE's willingness to host an additional public meeting, I am
deeply troubled that your agency would select a location more than 125 miles from the
closest property that stands to be affected by a transmission project proposed within the
draft mid-Atlantic area by New Yark Regional Interconnection (NYRl).

The selection ofRochesteT, NY to host an additional public meeting in no way
increases the opportw1ity for my constituents to express their strong opposition to the
NYRl proposal. Given these circumstances, I find disingenuous the statements by DOE
pUlJ>orting concern. for providing "additional opportunities for review and comment by
affected States, regional entities, and the general public:' It seems to me this location is
more for the convenience ofrepresentatives of the DOE and not tho constituency the
proposed project would affect.

In light ofthis situation, I have decided to host public meetings within cities and
towns in the 24th Congressional District that stand to be impacted by the NYRI proposal.
These meetings will gjvc affected citizens real opportunities to comment on DOE's draft
mid-Atlantic area NIETC. The meetings are scheduled as follows:

New Hartford Senior High School
33 Oxford Road, New Hartford. NY 13413
Thursday, May 31 from 6:30pm until 8:00pm

Norwich City Firehouse
31 East Main Street, Norwich, NY 13815
Saturday, June 2 from 2:30pm until 4:00pm

-lI\:--- ..
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I welcome you to attend these meetings and I encourage you to send the
appropriate members ofyour staff to hear the concerns of the people of the 24lh whose
communities, homes and families stand to be impacted by NYRl's ill-conceived and
poorly planned proposal.

I have lived in Upstate New York nearly my entire life, and I can say without
hesitation that no other issue bas ever generated so much opposition from so many parts
of the district. To be honest, it seems that the only group to support this proposal is the
company itself I can only hope that the Department ofEnergy doesn't tum a deaf ear to
the: overwhelming strong vocal opposition the NYRl proposal is responsible for and will
take the opportunity to listen first-hand from the very individuals who stand to be
affected.

Sincerely,

~;,AJd~
MICHAEL A. ARCURI
Member ofCongress

Cc: Mr. Kevin Kolevar, Director
Office ofElectricity Delivery and Energy Reliability



R. L. Armstrong 
Elk Run Farm 

1 1992 Elk Run Road 
Elk Run, VA 20 1 19 

April 30,2007 

The Honorable Samuel W. Bodman 
Secretary of Energy 
1000 Independence Avenue, S. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20585-0001 

Dear Secretary Bodman: 

I am writing as a concerned citizen and a businessman in the Mid-Atlantic 
National Area Corridor designated by your department on April 26,2007. I am 
concerned over several issues of this designation and the proposed plan. In the April 27, 
2007, issue of The Washington Post you called fixing the Mid-Atlantic Congestion area a 
"national problem". I am concerned that the "fix" may be a bigger disaster than the 
problem. 

I have seen no conclusive evidence that set forth any facts which prove that the 
need for this massive transmission project actually exists. Neither Allegheny nor 
Dominion have given or provided any legitimate consideration to alternative solutions 
and appear to be driven solely by their own self interest and not in the best interest of the 
regional planning system. 

It is disconcerting to find no evidence that the Department of Energy consulted 
with state governments or state regulators as to any merits of this corridor designation. 
Additionally, DOE has not commissioned any study into the merits of alternatives to this 
proposal in advance of this corridor designation. Finally, the Department of Energy has 
not prepared a programmatic environmental impact statement as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. 

I do not feel two public hearings are adequate for the Mid-Atlantic area. Given 
the massive seven state area involved and the millions of Americans affected by this 
corridor designation, I hope we would blindly rush into this "fix"; but would 
approach with caution after hearing from all parties and considering all possibilities. 

J R. L. Armstrong 
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From the desk of.

Dr. R. Noel Arnold, Ph.D.
Phone: (845) 496-8701
FAX (845) 496-3049

FAX Message

To:
Secretary Samuel Bodman
United States Department of Energy
1000 Independence Avenue, S.W.
Washington, DC 20585
FAX (202) 586-4403

Subject:
Enclosed letter to the editor

Date:
May 28,2007

Pages:
2, including this cover sheet

1 am enclosing a letter to the editor that was published this past weekend.

As you can tell, J am very concerned about the direction that the Department of Energy is taking
on the issue of the "needed" corridor.

My house is in the line of the proposed NYRI power line, so J will lose it, along with many other
people, we are upset.

T have spoken with Mr. Marshall E, Whiten ton, and some of my concerns were alleviated, and
perhaps you may wan t to speak with him regarding our conversation.

As always, 1 am available to discuss this matter further.
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Tbe GOP and NYRI
The Republican Party needs help! Perhaps its members have given up on New York, and now
want to punish New Yorkers. What I am refening to is NYRI

The Tunes Herald-Record has given good coverage on this issue, although the Record seems to
believc in the premise that NYC needs more energy, when, in reality, as of right now, and mto
thc foreseeable future, there is no need for more power for New York City. What New York City
does need, however, is better management and infrastructure repair. The blackouts that have
occurred in New York City, with the exception of the major grid outages, were not a result ofa
lack of power. They were a result of the failure of the New York City system.

Putting more power into New York City will. only fry the system faster. The damage that this line
will do is immeasurable, not only to people but to the environment and beauty of the area.

There is a State's Rights clause in the U.S. Constitution that clearly indicates that those rights not
specifically given to the federal government shall be given to the states. This Republican law will
enable a Canadian company to effectively rape New York, with powers that are supposed to be in
the statc's hands but have been taken over by the federal government.

I know that the Democrats are trying to do some things, but even one of the leading Republican
presidential candIdates, Rudolph Giuliani, is a member of a film that is lobbying for this line to
go through.

Why have the Republicans given up on the idea of less goverrunent?

Dr. R. Noel Arnold

Washingtonville
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Ms. Jill Sigal
Assistant Secretary for Congressional

and Intergovernmental Affairs
U. S. Department of Energy
Forrestal Building, Room 7B 138
1000 Independence Avenue, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20585-0800

Dear Ms. Sigal:

May 15,2007

I have received the enclosed e-mails from Mr. Lew McDaniel, Independence, West
Virginia, in which he expresses concern about the need for public meetings in West
Virginia, regarding the proposed national interest electric transmission corridor that
would affect those residing in our state.

As you are aware, the proposed Mid-Atlantic Area National Corridor is comprised of
thirty-eight of the fifty-five counties in West Virginia. However, as my constituent notes
in his correspondence, the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) has not scheduled any
public meetings in West Virginia. In addition, Mr. McDaniel writes of the difiiculties
that many West Virginians would have in attempting to attend one of the seven scheduled
public meetings, including the one slated for Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, next month.

Therefore, I hope that you will give careful consideration to Mr. McDaniel's request of
the DOE, to hold a public meeting or meetings about the National Corridor in West
Virginia. In closing, I would appreciate your providing me with an expedited report that I
might share with my constituent.

Thanking you in advance for your assistance, 1 am

RCH:bwh
I':nclosure



SnapshotR~Q()rt: Incomin9-CQnstituent Message
Report Date:5/10iZo07

Staff: email
Address To: General

Name: Mr. Lew
Address: Rt 1 BOX 252

Independence VVV
Email: \ewmcdan@hrea.coop

Home Phone: (304) 288-4078
Work Phone:

Salutation: Dear Mr. Mcdaniel:
Interest: W-ENERGY

Classification:

Message Body:
Subject Desc: Energy Policy

Date Received: 5110120077:31 :28 AM

Sir:

Mcdaniel

26374 USA

Cell Phone:
Fax:

In Type: EML
Organization:

Personal:
Reference #:

URL:

Reply Ur:
Letter:

Title:
Group: W070510

DOE has now expanded their list of public meetings about the
National Interest Electric Transmission Corridors to Pittsburgh,
Rochester, Phoenix, and Las Vegas. A West Virginia location is
not included in the list.

Since 33 of our 55 counties could be affected, where many people
do not have the means to travel to the meeting location, I
request you ask that the Department of Energy hold a public input
meeting in Morgantown or Charleston as soon as possible. West
Virginia citizens were the last to know of Allegheny Energy's
Trans-Allegheny Interstate Line and have not been kept advised
about the energy corridor concept. I believe we should have an
opportunity for input via a public meeting we can afford to attend.

Thank you for your service.
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Report Dale4i30/2007

Staff: email
Address To: General

Name: Mr. Lew
Address: Rt 1 BOX 252

Independence VVV
Email: lewmcdan@hrea.coop

Home Phone: (304) 288-4078
Work Phone:

Salutation: Dear Mr. Mcdaniel:
Interest: W-ENERGY

Classification:

Message Body:
Subject Desc: Energy Policy

Date Received: 4/27/2007 10:31:32 AM

Mcdaniel

26374 USA

Cell Phone:
Fax:

In Type: EML
Organization:

Personal:
Reference #:

URL:

Reply Ltr:
letter:

Title:
Group: W070430

The Morgantown Dominion-Post notes the Department of Energy will
hold public meetings within 60 days on the national interest
electric transmission corriders, one of which covers 33 of West
Virginia's 55 counties. The meetings will reportedly be held in
San Francisco, New York, and Arlington, locations far out of
reach for a state near the bottom of the personal income scale.

Considering the corridor designation affects over half of our
state, I ask that you request the Department of Energy hold one
or more meetings in West Virginia. I recommend the Morgantown
area since the first transmission line (Allegheny's TrAil) to be
designated as part of the corridor will be built here.

Thank you for your service and attention to this matter.
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HEALTH. EDUCATION, LABOR. AND PENSIONS

SPECIAL COMMITIEE ON AGING

The Honorable Samuel Bodman
Secretary
United States Department of Energy
1000 Independence Avenue, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20585

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I and my constituents have repeatedly voiced our concerns regarding the economic and
environmental Impact of the proposed New York Regional Interconnect (NYRI) route. As a
result of these concerns, I wrote a letter on June 22nd of last year to the Chairman of the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC), Joseph Kelliher, requesting that he schedule a series of
town hall meetings in the affected counties for the citizens of those counties to voice their
concerns.

Many of those who are concerned about the NYRI project are also concerned about the
Department of Energy's (DOE) proposed National Interest Electric Transmission Corridor,
(NIETC) because DOE designation of such a corridor could lead to use of federal eminent
domain authorities.

On Thursday, April 26th, the Department of Energy announced that there would be a
public hearing regarding the NIETC proposal during the 60 day comment period. Unfortunately,
this meeting will be in New York City, which is roughly 50 miles south of the NYRI route.
DOE subsequently announced a second public hearing in Rochester, which is also far from the
proposed NYRI route.

I believe it is imperative that additional meetings about the NIETC proposal be held in
the counties along the NYRI route. This project could have a profound impact on the lives of
many ofmy constituents, and they deserve to have a forum in which to express their
understandably serious concerns. Further consideration of this project must not proceed without
thorough and appropriate public consultation.

I continue to oppose the proposed NYRI route. I support the ongoing review process
within New York State and will continue to push the DOE and FERC to respect it. NYRI should
not be allowed to short-circuit the state's rigorous review and citing process.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter. I look forward to your reply.

~lcceree:~~~
~ Rodham Clintoo

PRINTED 0 N RECYCLED PAPER
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The Honorable Samuel Bodman, Secretary
United States Department of Energy
Washington, D.C. 20585

Dear Secretary Bodman:

I have received a copy of Virginia Governor Tim Kaine's letter to you, dated May
15, 2007, (a copy of which I am inclosing) concerning his opposition to the proposed
designation of portions of Virginia in the Mid-Atlantic National Interest Electric
Transmission Corridor (NIETC) that takes the decision regarding the location of power
lines away from the state, and puts them in the hands of the Federal Government. I fully
support Governor Kaine's position on this issue.

I represent that portion of Prince William County, Virginia in the State Senate,
which will be impacted by any relocation or expansion of existing power lines owned by
Dominion Power. I can assure you I am speaking for the vast majority of the citizens I
represent in the State Senate who live in this area.

The Virginia State Corporation Commission is perfectly capable of making
decisions concerning the location of transmission systems inclUding power lines and the
need for additional power. This decision should be made by the states involved and not
interfered with by the Federal Government.

Thank you for your consideration of this request.

CJC {pw

Enclosure
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May 15,2007

The Honorable Samuel Bodman
Secretary
United States Department of Energy
Washington, DC 20585

Dear Secretary Bodman:

I am writing to express Virginia's concerns about the proposed designation of
portions of Virginia in the Mid-Atlantic National Interest Electnc Transmission Comdor
(N JETC). I do not support the provisions of the National Energy Policy Act of2005 that
take decisions regarding siting of transmission lines out of the hands of states and give
them to the federal government. In addition, I do not believe that the designation of a
portion of Virginia as a NTETC meets the intent of the National Energy Policy Act of
2005. Therefore, I request that your Department exclude Virginia from the Mid-Atlantic
corridor.

Virginia has taken a number of actions since the US DOE completed its
congestion study on which you based your draft designation, and these actions should be
taken into account. First, we enacted legislation this year that will provide for a hyblid
regulatory system of our electric utilities, including incentives for construction of new
generation facilities, and provisions for complete recovery of federally approved
transmission costs.

Virginia also has enacted a new coordrnation process for projects requiring
certification by both the Virginia State Corporation Commission and Virginia's
environmental agencies. This pre-application review process will provide for timely
consideration of permitting and certification issues. These actions will allow Vlrgmia to
implement the policies that are most responsive to the needs of our electric consumers,
considering the optimal uses of conservation, new generation, and new transmission
facilities. Virginia is the best foruni for making such deciSIOns and our decisions should
not be pre-cmpted by action at the federal level.

Patrick Hwry Building. 1111 Easr RmilL! Str~ct • Rlch"'t>n,l, VirginIa 2.n 19
(804) 786-2211 • TTY (BJl') fl1R-1120

u:u:w.gtIVernl)r.V1r~ln1.:\ .g~ \V



The I Ionorable Samuel BoLiman
May 15, 20m
Page 2

We also believe that Virginia is taking the steps to ensure that adequate supplies
or electricity will be available on a timely basis. The imposition of a federal process that
would begin after a I 2-month state process will likely delay final decisions on options to
provide reliable electric supplies to Virginians. This result would be contrary to the
purpose of the National Energy Policy Act of 2005.

While we do not support the proposed designation, should you choose to move
forward with it, the designation should be conditioned to protect Virginia's interest in
making decisions affecting electric supplies. That is, the designation should be made so
that thc FERe certification process would not be triggered if the state certification
process is steadily proceeding, even if the process is taking longer than 12 months. Tho
designation should also specify that if a transmission line operator applies for federal
action due to delays in one state, that the federal pre-emption would only apply 10 that
state and would not apply in other states that arc timely considering the line's
ccrli ficalion.

My office is continuing to review the proposed designation, as is the Office of
Attorney General, and we may submit additional comments as needed. We will
coordinate this review with Mr. Whitenton in your Department's Office of Permitting,
Siting & Analysis.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. Please let us know if you
need additional infomlation regarding Virginia's position.

~IL
Timothy M. Kaine

TMK:saw

c: Mark Whitenton, Deputy Director, Permitting, Siting & Analysis
Stephen Walz, Senior Advisor for Energy Policy
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SUlle 530COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
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GERALD E. CONNOI.LY
CHAIRMAN

May 4,2007

The Honorable Samuel 130dman
Secretary of Energy
U.S. Department of Energy
I00 Independence Ave, SW
Washington
DC 20585

Dear Secretary Bodman:

12000GOVERNMENT CENTER PARK\\ ,y
FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA 220.\5-0071

rEt. EPHON E 703- 32~-2321
FAX 7fl.3- 324-3455

chainnan(ll),falrfaxcounty. go II

I am writing in regards to the possible designation of National Interest Electric

Transmission (NIET) corridors in Fairfax County or other jurisdictions within the

Commonwealth of Virginia. I am concerned that the designation of NIET corridors could

compromise my constituents' property values, air quality, and opportunity to participate

in public decision making. It is inappropriate for the federal government to make

decisions regarding placement of power lines that will affect my constituents without

providing a process for review or approval. Since citizens have more access to state and

local elected officials, as well as the State Corporation Commission, decision making

authority should remain vested in these responsive political bodies. NIET corridors also

would undermine the efforts of Fairfax County and other jurisdictions in our region to

combat global warming. By facilitating the transmission of electricity from outdated

coal-fired power plants in West Virginia and Virginia to New Jersey and New York,

NIET comdors would incentivize construction of base load coal power plants in states

with weaker clean air regulations, like Virginia and West Virginia, for electricity export



to markets in states with stronger regulations. Furthermore, NIET corridor designation

would increase mercury pollution in communities like Fairfax that are downwind of dirty

coal plants. Finally, designation of NlET corridors could usurp state and local decision

making authority, preventing elected officials from representing their constituents. In

slim, designation ofNIET corridors could have substantial negative impacts on my

residents' property values, quality of life, and even our democratic process. Therefore, [

urge you not to designate any part of Virginia as a National Interest Electric Transmission

Corridor.

Si~~?Z~..-

.//~U~/
/". Gerald E. Connolly ~~:::;;/--

GEC/zf
cc: Senator John Warner

Senator Jim Webb
Congressman J1m Moran
Congressman Tom Davis
Congressman Frank Wolf



JUDITH A. JACOBS

PRESIDING OFFICER
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151 6) 571 -6216

May 16,2007

L-lU, EXEC-2007-006432
6/5/2007 4:00 PM

C H AI R:

R U L E S

VICE CHAIR

l F=GISLA1IVE BUDGI-:- 1 HEVIEW

MEMBER:

PLANNIN(; DE.VELOPr..,·lENT

AND THE ENVIRONMENT

Ht-.A.l.Th AND SOCIAL SERViCES

The Honorable Samuel Bodman
Secretary. Department of Energy
1000 Independence Ave SW
Washington. DC 20585

Dear Secretary Bodman:

We write today to express our concerns about the proposed schedule of the pub1 ic
comment meetings with respect to the recently issued draft National Interest Electric
Transmission Corridors pursuant to Section 1221 of the Energy Policy Act of2005. The
draft Mid-Atlantic corridors alone affect the homes of almost 50 million Americans and
over I 16.627 square miles. The Department of Energy's intent was to hold just three
public meetings, now there are seven, but this is still unacceptable.

Federal action of this magnitude absolutely must allow adequate input by
inkrested homeowners, community groups. utilities commissions and government
officials at all levels. Holdingjust seven public meetings in the middle of the work week
simply does not accommodate the rights of American citizens to have their voice heard
by federal officials.

Our constituents will be directly affected by this federal decision. Yet some would
be required to drive up to 6 hours to attend a hearing being held in the middle of the week
with only two weeks notice.

As members of the Nassau County Legislature representing the affected
constituents, we feel the Department of Energy should hold a public meeting in every
Legislative district during evening hours when our constituents will be able to attend. Our
constituents must have a full and adequate opportunity to be heard.

Due to the constricted time frame of the comment period, we urge you to extend
the comment period for at least an additional 30 days to allow the department to conduct
an adequate number of public meetings. Additionally. notice of these public meetings

NCPG



should he published in the newspaper of record in each affected county al least two
weeks prior to the meeting date.

Ihank you for taking steps to assure that the voices of our constiluents will be
heard.

Sincerely. 1

JG-(/~!4...C()~_~ jLI/~
Ju' A. Jacobs ,~.
P es'ding Officer. 16th LD

/

Dia e Yalamo I'

18th U) \

_. _5Ji~
Way ell. W;nLJc
11 th 1.0

1" (D --I J
~~_.~~~
J~ffre~E
i h D



BILL o.WEESE
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
COMMONWEAL TH Of' PENNSYI..V~NI~

H~RRIS8LJRG

May 14,2007

Secretary Samuel W. Bodman
U.S. Department of Energy
1000 Independence Avenue SW
Washington, OC 20585

Dear Secretary Bodman:

As the Pennsylvania House Majority Leader, I would like to thank you for
responding to requests to hold a public meeting in the Commonwealth regarding
the draft National Interest Electric Transmission Corridors designations,
particularly the Mid-Atlantic Area National Corridor.

I would submit that in addition to your planned June hearing in Pittsburgh, you
also should schedule another public meeting in the Northeast region of
Pennsylvania, since one of the proposed lines is slated to serve New York and
New Jersey.

On April 25, I testified in Washington, o.c. before the subcommittee on Domestic
Policy of the U.S. House of Representatives' Committee on Oversight &
Government Reform regarding the NIETC issue. I am opposed to the draft
proposal that would designate most of Pennsylvania as a "National Interest
Electric Transmission Corridor." Draping these patriotic words over the effort to
take virtual possession of our sovereign state does not make it any less of a
power grab.

On behalf of the 6O,0Cl0 residents who I represent as the House Majority Leader for
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, I respectfully request that my name be added
to the list of those testifying at the Pittsburgh hearing_

I thank you in advance for your prompt consideration of the above requests and
await your response.

i e
House Majority Leader

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania

cc: Poonum Agrawal
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<fInlifornht ~hd£ ~£nate
SENATOR

DENISE MORENO DUCHENY
FORTIETH SENATE DISTRICT

I ':,1 / /

..... "j

<:>E I I~C 1 ,.'.:I·H.' T rE.., S

" l,ldl1 CALIFORNIA MEXICO
C()()r~LP41 (lr-.l

CHAIR COLORADO RIVER

rl'.\1f~ OVERSIGHT OF THE

UC ENERGY LABS

CALIFORNIA WORKFORCE

lNVE '.:., TMt. ~T

Samw:J W. HoJman,
Ollicl: 01 thl: Secretary
[I S. Ikpartmcnt of Fnt'rgy
1000 Inuepcndl:ncc Ave., SW
Washington, DC 20585

[)car Secretary Bodman:

I am writing to express my opposition to the US Energy Department's proposals for two
national interest electric transmission corridor designations. Speciiically, I am concerned
about allowing the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) to overturn
Cali l~)rnia's decisions regarding the designation of new transportation lines and corridors.
thus allowing ITRC additional powers of eminen I domain.

J t is irnperati ve that the State of California maintain full sovereignty over planning for our
cnergy needs and for pathways for distribution of those needs. The State of California's
environmental rules and regulations are among the most protective in the nation.
i\ Ilu\'. ing I··rr~(· to overrule California's decision-making process would be detrimental
not only to our environment. but also to the public participation process.

[n addition. allowing I·ERe to usurp California's decision process would set a negalive
precedent lor the federal government to further infringe on our state's rights. I am I'ully
aware o[ how energy resources and energy planning arc essential to the sustainabIllty 0\

our state and country. I[owever, infringement on California's regulatory and review
process should not be an option.

I am also concerned with the potential conflict of interest that the transmission corridor
designations could create. It is important to avoid situations that permit private utilities
interested in developing energy projects within California to join together with federal
agencies to bypass slale regulatory requirements.

(.-1'\1(,1 (,:11 I
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Scnctary ~odman

5117/07
Page 2 of 2

Granting the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission nearly limitless powers of eminent
domain. exempting them from state environmental laws. is a step in the wrong direction,
jeopardizing. our already limited natural resources. It should be avoided at all cost.

I would like to thank you for allowing me the opportunity to share my views with you.
Please feel free to contact me should you have questions.

Sincerely,

DENISE MORENO DUCHENY
Slate Senator, 40th District

I lMI )illllh/i'l
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COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

HOUSE OF DELEGATES

RICHMOND

ADAM P EBBIN

POST OFFICE BOX 4187 {)

ARL ING rON VIRGINIA 222 {) 4

FORTY-NINTH DISTRICT

May 18,2007

The Honorable Samuel W. Bodman
Secretary
The United States Department of Energy
1000 Independence Avenue SW
Washington, DC 20585

Dear Secretary Bodman:

COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS

EDUCATION

TRANSPORTAl ION

HEAL TH WELFARE AND INSTITUTIONS

I am writing to you on behalf of the citizens who I represent, in the 49th House District in
Virginia, and also millions of Virginians who cherish its history and natural beauty.
Many Virginia residents have very serious concerns about the ramifications of the use of
federal eminent domain authority for the designated Electric Transmission Corridors - in
Virginia as well as the other states that will be affected. They want to make sure that
their views are heard.

1appreciate the fact that one public hearing on the Mid-Atlantic Area National Corridor
took place in Arlington, Virginia, on May 15. [also understand that, in addition to the
already scheduled hearing in New York City, two new venues for hearings on the Mid
Atlantic Corridor have been added, in Pittsburgh and Rochester. However, the short
notice about the hearings and the lack of understanding by the general public about the
implications of the designation of the Corridor are troubling. I strongly recommend a
signi ficant increase in the number of public hearings and very much increased public
education about the Corridor and the land and the people who would be affected.

Also troubling is the assumption by the federal government of authority that should
reside with state government. Though I recognize the national interest in a robust energy
supply, I believe that state governments have the knowledge and ability to make sound
judgments on behalf of their citizens.

DISTRICT 17(),:'J 549-8253 • RICHMOND (804) 698-1049. EMAIL DElAEBBIN(rl)HOUSE STATE VA US



Given more time, it would also be possible to assess whether alternative sources of
energy will increase the availability of power in the near and longer-term. Precipitous
decisions based on increased reliance on electricity, without increased conservation, do
not serve our nation's citizens.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

{1f'i?llV-
Adam P. Ebbin
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James D. Edwards

700 Trutt Road

Winfield, PA 17889

570-522-0865

May 19,2007

Samuel Bodman, Secretary of the Energy Department

United States Department of Energy

Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability

1000 Independence Avenue, SN

Washington, OC 20585

Dear Mr. Bodman:

The Department of Energy should think of other alternatives to the Mid-Atlantic NIETC. The

construction of such power corridors would have devastating effects on the environment and populace

of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. The Departments unwillingness to hear the public on this issue

seems to be continued evidence of the arrogance of the present administration. Rather than looking for

new, creative, well-planned alternatives to future power supplies, it seems to revert to its "bull in the

china shop" approach to governance relying upon the 2005 Energy Policy Act.

The Mid-Atlantic NIETC is bad policy for the following reasons:

Perpetuation of greenhouse gasses emitted by aging Ohio Valley plants

1 1,1



The massive size of the proposed towers which will stand from 120-165 feet high as opposed to the

current 80-100 feet

Lack of opportunity for public comment: One meeting in Pittsburg does not adequately solicit public

comment

The likelihood of increased electric rates with no economic or quality-of-life benefits

Possible chronic or terminal health outcomes

If I were in your shoes I would want to dissociate myself from the failed policies of our present

administration and demonstrate that at least you have some grasp of the need to plan intelligently for

our nation's future.

Sincerely,



DAVID £NGLIN

CITY HALL.

301 KING STREET. BOX 65

ALEXANDRIA. VIRGINIA 22314

FORTY-FIFTH OIS"RICl

The Honorable Samuel Bodman
The Secretary of Energy
U.S. Department of Energy
1000 Independence Ave., SW
Washington, DC 20585

Dear Secretary Bodman,

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

HOUSE OF DELEGATES

RICHMOND

COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS:

PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS

HEALTH. WELFARE AND INSTITUTIONS

17 May 2007

I am writing to urge you to add additional public meetings in Virginia for comment on
the draft National Interest Electric Transmission Corridors (NIET). The construction of new
transmission lines in Virginia will affect hundreds of thousands of families and preempt state
authority -- even if Virginia decides that new power lines are not necessary.

While I applaud the Department of Energy's efforts to involve citizens through public
meetings and electronic submissions, one meeting in each state is simply not enough to hear
from people who will be adversely affected by additional transmission construction. The one
and only meeting in Virginia is being held in Arlington, a two-hour drive from many of the areas
affected by the plan. In addition, these public meetings are being held during working hours,
preventing people who cannot miss work from providing oral testimony.

Should the current draft proposal be adopted, the Energy Policy Act of 2005 would
authorize the construction of a 500-kilovolt transmission line in Virginia. This would allow PJM
Interconnection to begin construction and establishing rights-of-way - possibly claiming private
property under eminent domain - even if the people of Virginia decide that the power line is not
necessary. This highlights why it is so important that you make every effort to maximize the
opportunity for public comment on the draft NIET.

I urge you to add public comment meetings in Virginia during non-working hours so you
can hear directly from the Virginians who will be affected by this proposal. A robust
transmission system is important to our security and our economy, but we cannot embark on this
kind of major endeavor without giving our citizens a full opportunity to be heard.

Sincerely,

QJ
Member, 45th District
Virginia House of Delegates

DISTRICT- 1703) 549-3203 • RICHMOND. (804) 698-1045 • E-MAIL.DELDENGLlN@HOUSE.STATE.VA.US

WEBSITE WWW,DAVIDENGLIN.ORG
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May 21,2007

Honorable Samuel W. Bodman
Secretary
U.S. DepartIrent ofEnergy
1000 Independence Ave., SW
Washington, DC 20585

Dear Secretary Bodman,

lllll Wilting 10 you regarding the planned public hearings on the issue of National
Interest Electric Transmission Corridors. As a Member who represents a region that will
be affected, I was dismayed b learn that no public hearings WeIe king held il oc near
my District

1am requesting that the Departmentof Energy schedule an additional hearing in
the AJbany-Schenectady-Troy-Saratoga region, 60 as b give a chance for communities
that will be affected by the construction 0 f this oonidor to "IICliaa tiEr concems.

-rht:n~ are growing energyneeds in the United States and I applaud the \\U.k that
the Department of Energy has dane in advancing alternative energy research and
development. As we move forward with plans to address the energy concerns d" Ulese
regions it is imperative that the Department takes into account the concerns ofboth state
and local communities.

1ask that the Department continues its research into the cost effects 10 the
conuuwuties affected by these plans. Any increases to energy costs to the peopleofmy
District would severelyhinder economic development,and increas~pressure on
thousands of families already struggling to nake ends meet-

I tbank you for your attention to this matter, and offer my office as a resource to
setup a meeting in my District. I f you have any questions, please don't hesitate to conlact
Ben Rosenbaum in my office at (202)-225-5614. Thank you again.

Sincerely,

~~. "\;'Ii.&.,.Q.
Kirsten. E. Gillibrand
Member of Congress
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April 27, 2007

Mr. Kevin Kolevar, Director
Office ofElectricity Delivery and Energy Reliability
U.S. Department of Energy
1000 Independence Avenue, SW
Washington, DC 20585

Dear Mr. Kolevar:

We are writing in regards to the Department of Energy's (DOE) draft National
Interest Ele.::tric Transmission Corridor (NIETC) designation announcement yesterday.
While we expected this announcement in the near future, it comes as a great shock that
we heard this news just one day after you testified before the House Oversight and
Government Reform Committee's subcommittee on Domestic Policy about the
implications of section 1221 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (Public Law 109-58)
allowing for the creation of NIETCs, but failed to mention this announcement was
imminent.

The DOE's draft NIETC corridor designations include a proposal to create a Mid
Atlantic Area National Corridor that covers many of the counties we are privileged to
represent. As you know, New York Regional Interconnection (NYRI), a private
company, is proposing to build a 190-mile high voltage direct current electric
transmission line from Oneida County, NY to Orange County, NY. This NYRI proposal
has raised very significant concerns and strong opposition from local, county and state
officials as well as a broad spectrum of organizations representing business, agricultural,
environmental, historic and cultural interests.

As you also may be aware, in response to the growing list of concerns regarding
the NYRI project, as well as possible federal preemption in the siting of this controversial
project, both state and federal officials have taken strong stances in opposing the project.
In October 2006, the New York State Legislature passed a law that bars NYRI from
utilizing existing state eminent domain procedures. At the federal level, we are
committed to working in Congress on behalfof our constituents to oppose and defeat the
NYRI proposal, which we view as unnecessary for New York State and detrimental to
the communities that we represent.

We are particularly alarmed at the prospect that under the proposed NIETe
designation, New York State's authority to review and permit NYRI's proposal could be
preempted by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission after one year of this
designation or in the event that New York State denies the applicant a permit. In
anticipation of this possibility, we have introduced legislation to block the creation of
National Interest Electric Transmission Corridors (H.R. 809) and to bar the use of federal
eminent domain by private companies like NYRl (H.R. 810), in addition to also

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER



cosponsoring a bill with Rep. Wolf that would sharply limit the NIETC designation
process (H.R. 829).

During the conference calls you hosted yesterday afternoon for the media and
Congressional staff, you indicated that as part of the 60-day public comment period, DOE
will hold three public meetings (New York City, NY; Arlington, VA; and San Diego,
CA) to examine each draft corridor designation. While we are encouraged by the DOE's
willingness to solicit and consider public comments, we find it troubling that DOE would
select only the abovementioned sites for public meetings. Restricting the public meeting
to the New York City location will require interested parties from the counties we
represent to travel up-to five hours to have their concerns heard, which for many ofthem
will make it infeasible for them to participate, particularly during the middle of the week.
We are also concerned that all three public meetings are proposed to be held in "sink"
areas, or transmission destinations, for the proposed corridors, which could serve to
heavily favor one side of this very critical public debate.

In order to maximize public participation in these meetings and ensure that all
stakeholders in this process are given fair opportunity to convey their opinions in this
matter, we respectfully request that DOE hold at least one additional public meeting on
the proposed NIETCs within the 60-day public comment period. We strongly encourage
you to hold the additional meeting(s) in upstate New York, closer to the "source" area
and communities along the proposed Mid-Atlantic Area National Corridor. We stand
ready to work with you to detennine a location that would serve the interests of our
constituents and meet the needs of the DOE.

Thank you in advance for your prompt attention to our request.

Sincerely, ..

~~-~I
INCHEY ~~~

ongress
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Samuel W. Bodman
Secretary of Energy
U.S. Department of Energy
1000 Independence Avenue., S. W.
Washington D.C. 20585

Dear Secretary Bodman:

SENATE

May 7,2007

COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS

COURTS OF JUSTICE
EDUCATION AND HEAL TH
FINANCE
PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS

I am writing to you at the request of several constituents who inform me that the
Department of Energy (DoE) has scheduled two meetings in the Mid-Atlantic, in Virginia
and New York, to receive public comment on the just released draft National Interest
Electric Transmission Corridors in several states, including Virginia. It is my
understanding that these corridor designations would allow for the use of federal eminent
domain authority by a private company even if the state public utility commission
decides a transmission project is not necessary.

While J appreciate the fact that one of the two meetings scheduled for public
comment is in Virginia, this hardly seems adequate for the citizens of Virginia, not to
mention those in West Virginia, Ohio, Maryland, Pennsylvania, Delaware, New Jersey,
or New York.

I would respectfully urge you to consider holding more public meetings in each
state so that the public will have an opportunity to participate in the process. The
designations impact the lives of hundreds of thousands of families on the East Coast.
understand that numerous meetings with industry and electric providers have already
taken place. Increased public comment time seems in order.

Thank you for your attention in this impOltant issue.

Sincerely,

Janet Howell
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FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 204211

OFFICE OFTHE CHAJRNlAI'I

Mr. Kevin M. Kolevar
Director
Office of Electricity Delivery and
Energy Reliability
Forrestal Building
1000 Independence Avenue, SW
Washington, D.C.20585

Dear Mr. Kolevar:

June 8,2007

Enclosed is a letter I recently received from several New York State legislators
who wrote to me regarding the New York Regional Interconnect transmission project
proposal. I indicated to t:b:m that it was the U. S.Department 0 f Energy that has authority
to designate transmission corridors, and that I would forward their correspondence to
your office for a response.

Enclosure
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NO DOCKETNl1M.BBR.1DENTlFIlID

NEW YORK STATE LEGISLATURE

May 21,2007

Chairman Joseph T. Kelliher
Q:mni.ssicnerJcn Wellinghoff
CommissionerMarc Spitzer
O:mniss:it::n:!Suooeen G. Kelly
CommissionerPhilip D. MoeUer
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street, NE
Washington, D.C. 20426

Dear Chairman Kelliher and Commissioners Wellinghoff, Spitzer, Kelly, and Moeller:

Re: FERC Hearings an NYRl Proposal in New York Citv and Rochester

We are writing to express our deep dismay at the Jack of concern for the citizens of New
York State particularly with regard to New York Regional Interconnect's (NYRI) power line
proposal. Obviously, our voices have not been effectively heard in Washington, as they have
been in Albany.

By the fact that you agency refuses to hold a hearing in the region near residents
impacted by NYRI's power line proposal, it is clear that you are not interested in hearing what
people have to say on this issue. I a State agency were this non-responsive, we would be calling
for the resignation or firing 0 f those individuals. The federal government, on~ other hand has
accommodated NYRI at every level.

In New York, we as elected officials, have spent time educating State agencies about the
problems with NYRI. The New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (DEC)
has expressed concern about NYRI, the Public Service Commission has rejected NYRI's
application, and the entire State ugislature, nearly unanimously, has voted to take away eminent
domain power of company's like NYRI.

The different ways the State and federal agencies have dealt with NYRl could not be
starker. As described above, New York's agencies have questioned them, thrown their
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application out, and asked intelligent questions at every level. :n Washington, they have done
one thing· accommodate NYRJ. So ImlCh for goverrunent by the people and for the people.
This simply has to end. Obviously, we need our U.S. Senators and Representativesto remain
vigilent on this issue.

We, the undersigned, urge you to schedule a hearing in Sullivan County, which is a
central location of the power line's proposed route. It is simply the right thing to do so that all
parties affected by NYRI will have a chance to be heard.

t11w!1~
RO ANN M. DESTITO
State semblywoman

P ER D. WPEZ
State Assemblyman

l5flh~~
WILLIAM MAGEE

--'

sm~;;:~

'wG. RABBr#j ~
State semblywoman

Sincerely,

GARYD. H

~
. ~-

~?'..........
State Assemblyman

** TOTAL PAGE.04 **
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April 27, 2007

The Honorable Samuel W. Bodman
Secretary of Energy
U.S. Department of Energy
I 000 Independence Ave., SW
Washington, DC 20585

Re: Inadequate Public Comment Period on Draft NIET Corridor Designations

Dear Secretary Bodman:

On behalfofthe more than 1 million residents of the Northern Virginia and Piedmont regions let
me express my sincere disappointment that the Department of Energy is holding only one public
meeting in the entire Commollwt:alth of Virginia on an issue that literally impacts the lives of
hundreds of thousands of Virginia families.

To hold only one meeting during the working hours in the far northern portion of the
Commonwealth disenfranchises large numbers of working men and women who cannot 1. Take
off from work to make comments on this critically important issue and 2. Do not have access to
adequate transportation resources to travel long distances. Furthermore, the public is given only
a 60-day period in which to digest the material and comment.

In contrast, the Department of Energy over nearly a year long period on more than 60 occasions
either held meetings, participated in presentations or conference calls (copy attached) with
industry and electric providers regarding the congestion study that has led to the draft lET
Con·idor designations. Since October 10, 2006 officials from DOE have refused to meet with
representatives of PEC and other organizations. As a result, there has been no opportunity to
discuss the basis of DOE's decision-making process or the potential impacts of thesc decisions.
Now, the public is asked to comment on proposed NIET designation without any additional
explanation, without benefit of an Environmental Impacl Study or a discussion of alternatives.
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The impacted general public should be gIven no less opportunity to have the ability to review
and comments as have the representatives of the industry and providers.

Therefore, inay I respectfully suggest the Department's consideration to hold a public meeting in
each and every County that is impacted by the NIET Corridor designation and that these
meetings be held in the evening to give the hard working families of Virginia, West Virginia,
Pennsylvania, New York, New Jersey and Delaware the opportunity 10 participate.

Thank you for your kind consideration of our views.

Sincerely,

«Zf" c'',z,f!t.. __
Christopher G. Miller
President

cc: Hon. Frank. Wolf
Hon. Tom Davis
Hon. John Warner
Hon. Jim Webb
Governor Tim Kaine
Attorney General Robert McDonnell
Hon. Henry Waxman
Hon. Dennis Kucinich
Hon. H. William DeWeese, Majority Leader, PA House of Representatives
Hon. Paul Tonka, NYS Assembly, Chairman, Energy Coinmittce



Appendix G

Outreach Meetings Held Regarding the Congestion Study

OmanlnlUonlEv8nt Out[each Tv.... ocatlon Date

National Conference of Siale Presentation al NeSL National Seattle, WA Augus118,200S
legislatures (NeSL) Conference --
Southern States Energy Board Presentation al Utility Restructuring Task Atlanta, GA August 27,2005

Force

Mid~_est Stale Energy Office Presentation for Web Cast W.eb,.Cast Aunust 31.2005

National Association of Siale Energy Presentation at NASEO 2005 Annual New York. NY September 12, 2005
Officials (NASEOj Meeling ---
Hunton & Williams Presentation at Seminar Washinaton, D.C. Seolember 19, 2005

Commillee on Regional Electric Power Presentation San Diego. CA September 20, 2005
Cooperation (CREPe)

~dlson Electric Inslilute.{EEl) Meeling Washington, D.C. September 26, 2005

Western Electricittfoordinating Presentation at Joint Commillee ~X'AZ September 29. 2005
Committee (WECC Meetinas

~~ial (Calif.) Irrigation District Meeting hington, D.C. October 3, 2005

National CouncIl on Electricity Policy Presentation Chicago, Il October 4,2005
Annual Meeting

Bonneville Power Administration (BPA) Meeting Washington, D.G. October 2Z 2005 . _

Transmission Access Policy Group Presentation Washington, D.C. November 7,2005
(TAPS)

American Public Power Association Presentation at APf'A's Energy Policy WaShington, D.C. November 10, 2005
(APPA) Act of 2005 Seminar

National Wind Coordinating Commitlee Presentation at Transmission and Wind Conference call November 10, 2005
(NWCC) Strategy: Issues and Opportunities

conference

National Association of RegUlatory Utility Presentation at NARUC Annual Palm Springs. CA November 14,2005
Commissioners (NARUC) Convention --------
New YOnt State Public Service Meeting Albany, NY December 20, 2005
CommiSSion --
North American Electric Reliability Conference call Conference call December 22,2005
Council (NERC)

ISO-RTO Council Conference call Conference c;all January 10, 2006

Nalional Association of RegulatOf)' Utility Conference call Conference call Jar..__ .... "''''''''e
Commissioners (NARUC) luary 11, 2006

---
~o:~ewEngland (ISO-NE) Conference call Conference c;all Jar-- -

law Firm of Bracewell /I, Giuliani Meetina .lNashinoton, D.C. Ja~? l?}g81=
American Electric Power (AEP) Meeting Washington, D.C. Januarv31,2006

Upper GlrClat Plai8~ Transmission Conference call Conference call January 31,2006
Coalition UGPTC -
Energy Policy Act 01 2005: Electric Presentation at conference Tallahassee, Fl February 1. 2006
Transmissi~7(and Distributio~ruture
R&O Needs DOE conference _.

National Association of State Energy Presentation at NASEO Energy Outlook Washington, D.C. February 7, 2006
Officials (NASEO) Conference-
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I Organization/Event Outreach Type Location Date

National Independent Power Producers Conference call Conference call February B. 2006
Coalition (NIPPC)

National Association of Regulatory Utility Presentation NARUC Winter Meeting Washington, D.C. February 14,2006
Commissioners (NARUC)

Western Electricity Coordinating Council Presentation Salt Lake Ci~h February 15,2006

National Electricitv Deliverv Forwn. Presentation Washington, D.~.:....-- February. 15-16,2006

National Association of Regulatory Utility Presentation at NARUC Meeting Washington, D.C. February 22,2006
Commissioners (NARUC)

Edison Electric Institute (EEl) Meeting Washington, D.C. February 28,2006

Canadian Electricity Association Power Presentation Washington, D.C. March 1,2006
Marketer's COuncil

U.S.-Canada Forum Presentation at the Forum at the Washington, D.C. March 2,2006
Woodrow Wilson Center

-'--- -

PJM Interconnection Meeting Washingtoo. D.C. March 3, 2006--- -'-
ederal Energy Regulatory Commission Meeting with FERC staff Washington. D.C. March 9,2006

(FFRC)

Infocast Transmission Summit Presentation Washington, D,C. March 14,2006
(conference) --
North American Electricity Working Presentation La Jolla, CA March 22, 2006
Group

Innovation Investments, ICF Consulting Meeting Washington. D.C. March 27, 2006

Public Technical Conference and Web Presentations Chicago,ll March 29,2006
Cast on DOE Congestion Study and
Criteria for Designation of National
Interest Electric Transmission Corridors --
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission Meeting with FERC staff and PJM Washington. D.C. April 3,2006
(FERC), 'pJM Interconnection Interconnection --
Committee on Regional Electric Power Presentation at CREPC meeting Portland, OR April 4,2006
Cooperation (CREPC)

ABB Meeting Washington...D.C. April 7.2006

Edison Electric Institute (EEI)_ Meeting Washington, D.c..._ ~pril 10,2006

Burns & McDonnell Transmission Line Presentation Kansas City. MO April 27,2006
~ium

North American Electric Reliability Presentation Arlington, VA May 1,2006
Council (NERC) Stakeholders Meeting

U.S. DOE Wind Program Meetings with staff Washington, D.C. May 2006

PJM Interconnection Meeting -- Washington, D.C. Ma¥ 4,2006

American Transmission Company Meeting -- Washington, D.C. May 11,2006--------
Edison Electric Institute (EEl) Meeting Washingt0!1..Q.C. May 11,2006

Organization of MISQ States (OMS) Conference call Conferenceca~y11,2006"-
Board . ..-
Southern Company Meeting --!l!!1piDghaJD. AL__~.22.2006

IElectric Power Supply Association \Meeting Washington, D.C. May30,2006
(EPSA) I

--'
U.S. DOE Nuclear NP2010 Program Conference calls with staff Conference call May, June 2006

Community Power Alliance Presentation at the Community Power Washington, D.C. June 6,2006
Alliance Breakfast -

Platt's Infrastructure Investment Presentation Washington, D.C. June 6,2006
Conference

Florida Public Service Commission Meeting Tallahassee, FL June 15,2006
~)
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Dra-anlzatlonJEvenl Outreach Tvpe .Location Date

Florid~lRe'jabjlityCoordinatil'lg Council Meeting Tallahassee, Fl June 15, 2006
FRee

National Association of Regulatory Utility Conference call wilh Electricity Conference call Juno 16,2006
~~i$siOner$ (NARUC) Committee -----
ISO-New England (ISO-NEL_______ Meeling Holvoke, MA June 19,2006

Edison Electric Institute (EEl) Presenlallan al EEl Annual Convention Washington, 0 C June 20, 2006

Allegt"leny Power, ICF Consullirl1l Meeting WaShington, 0 C_ June 21, 2006

National Grid M(tlliing Washington. 0 C July 28, 2006

U.S. Uep.. rlml>nl of Energy I National Electric Tran,miui()D Congestion Study f 2UU6 9J
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rv ' ,iEXEC-2007-005829
F f\e-c - ,JOLI 7- U\ 5/21/20074:00 PM

({ongtr55 o{ the Wnttrb ~tat£5

"OU5t of l\tprt5entatlbe5
mIilllblllgton, J)q[ 205' 5-38\2

May 10,2007

The Hon. Jill L. Sigal
Assistant Secretary
Ojlice o{Congressional A.fJairs
u. S. Depllrtment of Energy
[()()() Independence Ave SW
Washington, DC 20585-0002

Dear M'l. Sigal:

I am writing on behalfof Washington and Greene County constituents
who are grelltly concerned about DOE's designation ofa proposed transmission
proiecta.~ a National Interest Electric Transmission Corridor (NIETC).

There are hundreds ofpeople in the 12th Congressional District, which I
represent, who will be adversely impacted by this project. Further, 111m not
convinced that they will benefitfrom it hecause J am not convinced that there is
a local needfor increased transmission capacity. Rather, it appears that the
purpose of this project is prinzarily to serve east coast energy demand. Yet, due
to the rate structure, Pennsylvania residents will pay for the project via higher
utility rate.\'.

Additionally, they have valid concerns regarding the health effects of
living within afew hundredfeet ofthese lines; the adverse environmental
impllct during construction and operation, including the pesticides used tu de("
the route; the decreasedproperty values and marketability ofsurrounding laml,'
(lml, lastly, ruin oj the picturesque landscapes. These are all very compelling
concerns th(lt must be taken into consideration.

I (Ippreci(,te the Department ofEnergy's recent announcement of
additional public hearings on this issue, one o.f which I understand will be held
(It DOE's National Energy Technology Laboratory in Pittsburgh in June.
However, I am concerned that not everyone who is affected by this route ....vi!! be



:::

able to attend this meeting and] therefore urge you to hold additional public
hearings in Greene and Washington Counties at times and locations that will
reasonably allow participation by those who are most affected.

Fimilly, 1 respectfully request your assurance that my office will be kept
apprised ofall DOE actions associated with this matter. Please do so through
my staff via email at debra.tekavec@mail.house.gov and
jean.mcaleev@mail.house.gov. Your staffmay reach Debbie at (202) 225-2065
or Jean at (814) 533-6630.

Sincerely.

~AJ\ I ~
aH~";. MURTHA

MEMBER OF CONGRESS

JPM:jm



EXEC-2007-006434
Lf. (C 6/5/2007 4:00 PM

Whiteley Township
Greene County, Pennsylvania

1426 Kirby Road
Waynesburg, PA 15370

(724) 627-8935
Fax (724) 627-8934

SUPERVISORS:
.lell' Raudi,h, Presidcnt
vbr\. Lemlcy. Vicc-Prcsidcnt
Illl}\ llIair, Third Member

SECRETARY~REASUR[~

Gretchen M. Ilenderson

May 29,2007

United States Department of Energy
Honorable Samuel Bodman, Secretary
1000 Independence Avenue, S,W.
Washington, D.C. 20585

RE: Trans-Allegheny Interstate Line Co ..
Docket Nos. A-llOln, A-II 01 72 F0002,
A-I I0172F0003,A-1 10172F0004,
G-00071229
("TrAIL Application")

Gentlemen:

The undersigned Board of Supervisors of Whitcley Township, Greene County,
Pennsylvania, over the past few months, have followed the various meetings, read articles, and
discussed with their constituents, as to the construction of the 500-kilovolt transmission line Lo
and from Virginia. through Greene County, by PJM Interconnection and Allegheny Energy.

Whiteley Township, Greene County, is included within the corridor as a site for the extra
high voltage transmission lines. We believe that this project must comply with the Pennsylvania
Uniform Construction Code, in order to review the environmental and public health impacts
upon the residents of Whiteley Township.

As public officials, we serve our constituents. Our constituents have expressed concerns
as to this project relating to its adverse effect upon the health, environment, wildlife. property
values, or esthetics of Whiteley 'Township.



Proposed Trans-Allegheny Interstate
("TrAIL Application")

May 29, 2007

Page 2

As presently proposed, we can not support the proposed location of the power line. We
would request that you re-examine the location of the power line in certain portions of Whiteley
Township, Greene County, Pennsylvania. For your reference, we include a copy of a map
showing the proposed location and a suggested relocation route which would serve the same
purpose. This relocated route would have less of an impact upon the health, safety and welfare
of our constituents. We thank you for your consideration.

WIDTELEY TOWNSHIP
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

BY~~JiSffaiSh, President

~~.
Mark Lemley, Vice-Pr

&~flts~&::;--
Enclosure
OC Poonum Agrawal, Manager/U.S. Dept. of Energy
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EXEC-2007-006163
KERN.o\.N AN..!LKERN~~ Pch 5/25/2007 2:00 PM

(JXeA: - :Joo 7 - l.; 0 WI tp.>

Mr. Kevin Kolevar, Director
Office of electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability
U.S. Department of Energy
1000 Independence Avenue SW
Washington, DC 20585
Via Facsimile 202-586-4403

May 2,2007

Dear Mr. Kolevar:

I am writing with regard to the Department of Energy's (DOE) draft National Interest Electric TransmissionCorridor

(NIETC) designation announcement on April 26.

My county is within DOE's proposed Mid-Atlantic Area National Corridor, Where, as you know, New York Regional

Interconnection (NYRI), a private company, is hoping to build a 190-mile high-voltage direct-currentelectric

transmission line from Oneida County, NY, to Orange County, NY.

Given that NYRI':,; project has been unanimously oppossed by citizens' groups; local, county and state officials;

businesses; agricultural, and environmental, historic and cultural organizationsin Upstate New York, I am particularly

alarm~d at the prospect that under the proposed NIE:TC designation, New York State's authority to review and permit

NYRt's proposal could be preempted by the Federal Energy RegUlatory Commission after one year of this

designation or in the event that New York State dentes the applicant a permit.

I understand that as part of the 6O~aypublic comment period, DOE will hold three public meetings (Now York City,

NY; Arlington, VA; and San Diego, CAl to examine each draft corridor designation. I find it disingenuousthat DOE

would select ally the abovementioned sites for pUblic meetings. Restricting the public meeting to New York City will

require members of my community to travel up to five hours to voice our cancems, which will make it impossible for

many of us to participate. particularly during the middle of the week.

Even more troubling is the fact that all three public meetings are to be held in cities that will merely receive the added

power these projects will bring. They are not the places in which the projects will be built, the places that will be

devastated by them and in which opposition is unanimous. Obviously, your choice of locations will serve to heaVily

favor one side of this very critical public debate.

I respectfully request that DOE hold at least one additional public meeting on the proposed NIETCs within

the 50-day public comment period and that that meeting be held In the place the power lines will be

built--upstate New York.

I am a stakeholder in this process and deserve be given fair opportunity to convey my opinions in thiS matter.

Thank you in advance for your prompt attention to this request.

Sincerely,

~~
111 Paris Road
New Hartford, NY 13413
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tinitnt ~tatfS ~fnatt
WASHINGTON. DC 20510

May 24,2007

No EXEC-2007-006115
5/25/20078:00 AM

f'f..~c - d ,() I - [/0 b If 5

The Honorable Samuel Bodman
Secretary, Department of Energy
1000 Independence Ave SW
Washington DC 20585

Dear Secretary Bodman:

We write today to express ow concerns about the proposed schedule of the public
comment meetings with respect to the recently issued draft National Interest Electric
Transmission Corridors pursuant to Section 1221 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005.

federal action of this magnitude must allow adequate input by interested
homeowners, community groups, utilities commissions and govemmentofficials at all
levels. Holdingjust seven public meetings does not accommodate the rights of American
citizens to have their voices heard by federal officials. 0Jr constituents will be directly
affected by this federal decision. 11:1: some would be required to drive up to six hours to
attend a hearing being held in the middle ofthe work week with only two weeks notice,

The Department of Energy should seek to hold a public meeting in each affected
congressional district during evening hours when ow constituents will be able to attend.
0Jr constituents must have a full and adequate opportunity to be heard.

We respectfully request that you extend the comment period for an additional 30
days to allow the DepartmentofEnergy to conduct an adequate number of public
meetings. Additionally, notice of these public meetings should be published in the
newspaper of record in each affected county at least one week prior to the meeting date.

Thank you for taking steps to assure that the voices of our constituents will be
heard.

Best wishes.

Sincerely,



Frank J. Schmid
Elfriede L. Schmid
104 Rollins Ford Road
Amissville, VA 20106

The Honorable Samuel Bodman
Secretary
US Dept. of Energy
1000 Independence Ave. SW
Washington, D.C. 20586

Dear Mr. Secretary,

EXEC-2007-004937
4/26/2007

April 19,2007

We are writing to you to express our concern about Dominion Power's announced plans
to build an additional· 500 kV power line by expanding the existing right of way through
Rappahannock, Culpeper, and Fauquier counties. I am not convinced that Dominion has
made an adequate case for the need of the additional line to satisfy Virginia's power
needs. Dominion has made no efforts to show that alternative solutions do not meet the
requirement. Furthermore, Dominion has done nothing to encourage power conservation.
I am particularly upset about Dominion's now "preferred" alternative along the existing
right of way, after a more direct route mainly along 166 resulted in protests from citizens
and large, powerful landowners in that area. The so-called preferred alternative makes no
sense, since it is about 18 miles longer than the more direct route, will cost more to
construct, and will result in increased operating costs and energy waste for as long as the
powerline is operated. It is pretty clear that Dominion considers the "preferred" as the
path of least resistance. However, this path will impact many more homeowners directly
than the more direct 1-66 path. When Dominion submits the request to the appropriate
authority, they should be required to:
]. Show proof that all alternative solutions, including conservation programs and local
peaking plants, have been considered and will not meet Virginia's power needs;
2. If the additional line is the only feasible alternative, the path should avoid unnecessary
detours, such as the current preferred alternative, just to avoid confrontation with
influential large landowners, thereby impacting many more small property owners.

Respectfully Your's

~o&-y~i?/
-Elfuede L. Schmid



OARD OF
OMMISSIONERS

·m Snyder
lairman
\yder@(,·o·Rrt'r:n\.'",p:\_ll~

lve Coder
lmmissioner
rrcoclc,@co.!,,:rfen•.pa.us

dy Gardner
Jmmissioner
.rdnel@co.greene.p.a.u,

April 24, 2007

93 E, High Street· Waynesburg, Pennsylvania 15370
PHONE: 724-852-5223 • FAx: 724-627-5428

www.co.greene.pa.us

EXEC-2007-004798
5/1/2007

l.ene Lee
Chief Clerk
glcr@CI>.)(rrene,p",us

Farley Toothman
. Solicitor - General Council

David F. Pollock
Solicitor - Litigation

David C. Hook
Solicitor - litigation

Wendell Holland, Chairman
PA Public Utility Commission
P.O. Box 3265
Harrisburg, PA 17105-3265

Re: Trans-Allegheny Interstate Line Co.
Docket Nos. A-II 0 172, A- J 10 I72 F0002
A-I JOJ72F0003,A-1 IOl72F0004
G-00071229

We understand that Allegheny Power"s "Notice of Application Filing" to the Pennsylvania Public
Utility Commission (PA PUC) has been sent to potentially impacted Greene County property
owners within the proposed corridor of the TrAIL project.

It's been the very serious concern of the Greene County Commissioners that Allegheny Power
could be providing timely and thorough information so that full public disclosure is conducted.
This information package received by property owners supports our concern that Allegheny
Power fails to provide the property owners the opportunity or sufficient time to understand the
project, the potential impacts, and the process. Nor does Allegheny Power provide contact
information for representatives for our property owners to contact and meet.

Overall, Allegheny Power has not proposed a process for property owners that is appropriately
informative and allows them the opportunity to be heard.

1. Page 2 states that protest or intervention must be tiled on or before May 29, 2007,
This is a very complicated situation for property owners to understand why is there such a short
time period in which they "must" file a protest?

[t does not state what a.property owner would protest, nor does it state the definition of
intervention or protest or who should intervene or protest.

2. Page 2 states the PA PUC Administrative Law Judge will hold a prehearing conference in Pgh
at lOAM on June _' 2007. (Date and purpose of prehearing is not explained?) Is it possible to
schedule PUC proceedings in local (Greene and Washington Counties) facilities?

3. Eminent Domain Notices are included - but there is no information regarding an Allegheny
Power representative(s) to contact to understand:

a) If Allegheny Power has a right-of-way
b) Intends to negotiate for a right-of-way
c) The proposed locations of the towers
d) Which properties are potentially affected with towers
e) Construction impacts associated with the towers
t) Real estate/property acquisition/eminent domain process, etc.

CORNERSTONE OF THE KEYSTONE STATE



Greene County
Objection to "Notice of Filing"-TrAIL

Apnl 24, 2007

How can a property owner fully understand the project ifrepresenlatives, able to answer their
questions, are not provided?

Coupled with the fact that this mailing is Allegheny Power's first and only attempt to assure
information is provided for each property owner, how can a property owner determine if there is
a need to protest "on or before May 29, 2007". only five weeks from now? Our property owners
need to be given more substantial time and opportunity to fully understand the impacts of this
proposed project. There is simply not enough information in this package for a typical property
owner to understand and determine if they would want to or should participate in the process.

A representative to answer questions about maintenance of the line is included in the mailing
but, Allegheny Power needs to make available representatives that can provide far more
information than maintenance of the line at this time.

4. This information does not include a statement of the need for this project. How would a
property owner understand that the PA PUC will be evaluating this project for "need"?

There is no explanation of the study of project alternatives, or by what process Allegheny Puwer
detennined their preferred alternative.

How would a property owner understand that the PA PUC will be evaluating this project for
appropriate siting?

There is no information regarding a proposed project schedule.

5. Attached to the Notice are 12 pages of "Names of Property Owners and Property Addresses
within the Proposed Right-of- Way and Within 600 feet of the Centerline of the Proposed Lines" 
approximately 480 names/addresses. However, these are not the Greene County property
owners. In other words, these are not the neighbors, nOr members of the community. that could
help in gaining an understanding/insight into the magnitude of this proposed project.

6. A fair public disclosure process should have included Ihe above information in these individual
packages. We are concerned that Ihe omissions and errors of this Notice of Filing, coupled with
Allegheny Power's notification process, have failed to provide a comprehensive public disclosure
of this proposed project. The intent of the Notice of Filing would be to give property owners
notice and an opportunity to be heard. The Notice is inadequate. It does not really explain the
project. the process. nor does it explain what property owners might need to do to participate.

Prior to receiving this Notice of Filing, Allegheny Power did not notify individual property
owners of this proposed project. The previously conducted advertised Public Open Houses,
information available at Public Libraries or via the internet cannot be accepted as Allegheny
Power's effort to inform property owners of the details ofsuch a highly significant project that
can have potentially devaslating effects on their properties and in their communities. How can
property owners be expected to fully understand and evaluate the impacts of this proposed
project? There is no substitute for one-on-one discussions and meetings, in a timely manner, so
that a sufficient and reasonable time to understand and take action is provided for each
potentially affected property owner.

Page 2 of3



Greene Coullty
Objection to "Notice of Fdillg"~TrAIL

Apri I 24,2007

7. Page 3 states "lfyotl retain an allorney to represe1lt yOLl before Ihc Commission, yOll musl do
so at your own expense." Besides representation in front of tile Commission, why is there no
provision for stipends so that each properly owner can have access to legal cOllnsel, property
appraisals or surveyors/engineers to understand and protect their right,> with the tltility? (The PA
Depal1ment ofTransportalion has this provision for every potentially impacted landowner.

, Utilities are no! expecled to do so?)

•
It would be easy for Allegheny Power to provide information from the local bar association or
legal referral services. There is also no mention of how a property owner may check rights-of
way.

The key problem is this - there is not enough information to give people an adequate
understanding ofwnat is being proposed nor adequate time for people to have an opportunity 10

be heard. It is our concern that Allegheny Power is advancing a process that treats our property
owners as if they are largely defenseless.

We ask that the PA PUC require thaI Allegheny Power revamp their efforts 10 inform the
property owners, addressing each oflhe items above, and then begin the process again.

Sincerely yours,
GREENE COUNTY
Board of Commissioners

jh~
ve Cooer

cc: Secretary Samuel Bodman, U.S. Department of Energy
Ms. Poonum Agrawal, U.S. Department of Energy
Governor Edward G. Rendell
Mr. Sonny Popowsky, Consumer Advocate ofPennsylvania
Chairman Wendcll Holland, Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
Vice Chairman James H. Cawley, Pennsylvania Public UljJjty Commission
Comm~ss~onerTerrance J. Fitzpatrick, Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
CommIssIOner Kim Pizzingrilli, Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
Secretary Kathleen McGinty, PA Department of Environmental Protection
Senator Arlen Specter
Senator Robert P. Casey
Senator J. Barry Stoul
Congressmen John P. MUrlha
Congressmen Tim Murphy
Represent3live H. William DeWeese
Representative Petcr J. Daley
Representative Timothy J. Solobay
W. Edwin Ogden, Ryan, Russell, Ogden & Seltzer, P.C.
Alan Michael Seltzer, Ryan, Russell, Ogden & Seltzer, P.e.

Page30f3



BOARD OF 
COMMISSIONERS 
Pam Snyder 
Cha~rman 
p\tivclcr@)t o grccnr 17.1 " 5  

Dave Coder 
C~niniissioncr 
dtocIcrOco grccnr 11.1 u, 93 E. High Strcct Wayncsburg, Pennsylvania 15370 
John R. Gardner PII(>NI.: 724-852-5223 FAX: 724-627-5428 
C o ~ i i m ~ s s ~ o n c r  uTww.co.grecnc.pa.us 
~ g . u c l n r ~ ( i ~ ' c i ~  f i r cc~ i r  1x1 

April 12. 2007 

Gene Lee 
C h ~ e r  Clerk 
g l c c O ~ o  greelir pd us 

Farley Toothman 
Solici~or - General Counsel 

David E Pollock 
Solicilor - Litigation 

David C. Hook 
Solicilor - Litigation 

The lionorable Sa~ni~el  Bodman, Secretary 
United States Department of Energq 
1000 Independence Avenue 
Washington, DC 20585 

RE: Opposition to 
Allegheny Power Trans-A I legheny Interstate Line (TrAI L) 

National Interest Electric Transmission Corridor (NIETC) Designation 

On April 5, 2007, tlie Greene County Board of Co~nmissioners adopted a resoliltion opposing the 
500 k V  Allegheny Power TrAlL being proposed by Allegheny Po~ver. This resolution also 
opposcs any designation of a National Interest Electric Transmission Corridor and cncourages our 
legislativc delegation, state and local officials to oppose this pro-ject. 

A grassroots orga~lization, Stop the Toners. has begun to collect petition signatures and to 
educate the pi~blic 011 the issi~es surrounding this project. Attached are copies of petitions 
containing thousands of signatures of citizens opposed to this project. 

I t  is our belief that the construclion and operation of this project through Greene County nil1 have 
a devastating impact on our property tax base. tlie health. safety and welfare of our residents and 
nciglibors and on our efforts to preserve our rural landscape and historic sites. The energq 
companies have failed to provide a fill1 range of alternatives and/or documentation of the need for 
the pro-ject. 

We respectli~lly reqnest that you acknowledge receipt of these petitions and create opportnnities 
for our position to be presented appropriately. We would also request that qou provide notice ot' 
tliosc opportunities in order for our citizens to participate in the administrative process at the 
appropriate time. 

Sincerely yours. 
G R E E N E  COUNTY 
I3oard of Commissioners 

,;$ '.*L t C';/ f-) '..ldL. (s ,> ' \- 
Judith P. Gardner 



cc: Secrcla~ y S a n ~ ~ ~ e l  Boclman, U.S. [ ) e p a ~ - l ~ ~ ~ e n l  ol' I?nergq 
Ms. Poonum Agrawal, 1I.S. L>epastment of' kncrg) 
(;ovcsnor- Eclward G. Kcnclell 
Mr. Sonny I)o~,owsl<y, C'onsume~ Acltrocate oI' I'cn~isylvania 
C'hairnian Wenclcll Holland. Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 
Vice C'hairma~i James 1-1. Cawley, Pennsylvania I'iiblic I [tilit) C'om~nls~ion 
Commissioner 'Terrance J .  Fit~patrick, Pennsylvania 1)ublic IJtility Commission 
Commissione~. Kim Pi7zingrilli. Pennsylvania Public litility C'ommlssion 
Sccretary Kathleen McGinty, PA Department of Environmental Protection 
Senator Arlen Specter 
Senator Robert P. Casey 
C'ongress~nen .john P. Murtha 
Senator .I. Barry Stout 
Reprcsentative I I .  William DeWeese 
Representative Petcr .I Dale) 
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April 27, 2007 

Gene Lee 
Chiel Clcrk 
~ l c c @ ' L < l  g l r r r l c  11.1 Ll. 

. 

Farley Toothman 
Solicitor - C;cneral Cuunc-il 

David F. Pollock 
Solicitor - Litigation 

David C. Hook 
Solicitor - 1-itigation 

The Honorable Samuel W. Bodman, Sccretary RE: Proposed National Interest 
United Statcs Departmcnt of Energy Electric Transmission (NIET) 
1000 Indcpendencc Avenue SW Corridor Designation 
Washington, DC 20585 in 50 PA Counties, April 2007 

Dear Sccrctary Bodman: 

Thc Board of Commissioners of Greene County, Pennsylvania adamantly opposes the NIET 
Corridor designation of Southwestern Pcnnsylvania. We challenge your statement "The 
parochial interests that shaped energy policy in the 20th century will no longer work." It is our 
belief that the parochial interests at play today are that of the U.S. Department of Energy 
(USDOB) supporting "public" utilities acting as private corporations for the sake of private 
profits. Instead of usurping state rights and authority in a matter such as this, the USDOE has a 
responsibility to establish progressive energy policy for the United States that balances the 
conscrvation of resources, advances safe energy technologies, protects the public interest and the 
quality of life of the residents of this nation. 

As you are awarc, the Honorable H. William DeWeese, Majority Leader of the Pennsylvania 
House of Reprcsentatives, testified on April 25, 2007 in a hearing before the U.S. Housc of 
Reprcsentatives Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, Subcornmittcc on Domestic 
Policy in regard to the potential dissolution of states rights and the consequenccs the NIET 
Corridor will have in 50 Pcnnsylvania counties. 

We strongly urgc you to con~ply with thls rcqucst: 
Undcr the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA), release the underlying data the DOE 
relicd upon for congestion studies that formed the basis of the proposed NIET Corridors - Cui15rn1 i i ia~ ihc cong~stion studies cumpiied with the Energy Act of 2005 - particularly 
regarding consultation with the states included in the congestion studies 
Given that 50 of PA's 67 counties are included in the NIET corridor, schedule an 
additional public meeting in Pittsburgh, PA, to allow our citizcns the opportunity to 
support a progressive energy policy for the USA, confirm states rights and protect 
themselves from all opposing interests. 

We look forward to your favorable response 

Sincerely yours, 
GREENE COUNTY, Board of Cyplmissioners 

, dudith P. Gardner 



Note: County boundaries are shown. 
Source: U.S. Department of Energy, 2007. 
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cc: IIA Stale I<el~l.eseni;~livc I 1 .  Williirn~ L)cWecsz, Mi~jorily 1,ratlcr 
I1.S. Sc~l i~ lor  Arler~ S I I I 'C~CI~  
0 . S .  Senator 1:ohcl.l 1'. C.'ascy 
Congressma~l .lolir~ I]. M~rr l l~a  
Congressman SoselA~ R .  IJitls. I'etulsylva~~ia, Energy and Commerce C'omnlitlee 
Congressman Tim Murphy, I~'ennsylvania, Energy and Commerce Conimitlee 
Congl-essman Michael F. Doyle, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Paul E. I<anjorsl<i, Pennsylvania, Oversight ant1 Governmen( Reform Com~nit tee 
Co~~gressman T'otlcl R ~ ~ s s e l l  L'latts, I'ennsylvania, Oversight and Govelnment Rerorm Colnmillez 
C:ongressman Robert A. Brady 
Congressman C,hal<a Fattah 
Congressman Phil English 
Congressman Jason Altmire 
Cong~.essman John E. Pelerson 
C:ongressman Jim Gerlach 
Congressman Joe Sestak 
Congressman Patrick J. Murphy 
Congressman Bill Shuster 
Congressman Christopher P. Carney 
Congressman Allyson Y. Sch~vartz 
Congressman Charles W. Dent 
Congressman Tim f-lolden 
Governor Edward G .  Rendell 
Senator J. Barry Stout 
Chairman Wendell Holland, Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 
Vice Chairman James H. Cawley, Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 
Commissioner Terrance J. Fitzpatrick, Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 
Commissioner Kin1 Pizzingrilli, Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 
Secretary Kathleen McGinty, PA Department of Environmental Protection 
Mr. Sonny Popowsky, Consumer Advocate of Pennsylvania 
Ms. Poonum Agrawal, U.S. Department of Energy 

Energy and Commerce Subcommittee on Energy and Air Quality 
Congressman Rick Boucher, Virginia, Chairman, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman G.K. Butterfield, North Carolina, Vice Chair, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman J. Dennis Hastert, Illinois, Ranking Member, Energy and Air Quality Subco~nmittee 
Congressman Charlie Melancon, Louisiana, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman John Barrow, Georgia, Energy and Air Quality Subcom~nittee 
Congressman Henry A.  Waxman, California, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Edward J .  Markey, Massachusetts, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Albert R. Wynn, Maryland, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Jane Harman, California, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Tom Allen, Maine, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Charles A. Cionzalez, Texas, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Jay Inslee, Washington, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Tammy Baldwin, Wisconsin, Energy and Air Quality Subco~iimittee 
Congressman Mike Ross, Arkansas, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Darlene Hooley, Oregon, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Anthony D. Weiner, New Yorlc, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Jim Matheson, Utah, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Ralph M. Hall, Texas, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Fred Upton, Michigan, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Ed Whitfield, Kentucky, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman John Sh iml<~~s ,  Illinois, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman John B.  Shadegg, Arizona, Energy and Air Quality Subco~nrnittee 
Congressman Charles W .  "Chip" Pickering, Mississippi, Energy and Air Quality Subcoin~iiiitee 
Congressman Steve Buyer, Indiana. Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congrzssrnan h1lar.y Eono, California Ensrgy and Air Quality Subcommittee, 



Congressinan (;reg Walclen, Oregon, Encl-gy and Air Qualily Subcommillc.e 
Co~lg~-fssnlan b1il;e Rogers, Mi~liigatl, Energy ancl Ail- Quality Subcornmiltee 
C'ongressman Sue Wlyricl~, ?.lo~-tll Carolina, Energy zu~d Air Quality Subcornmill-ee 
C:ongressman John S~rllivan, Oklal~onia, Energy ancl Air Quality Subconimitlee 
Congressman Michael C. BLII-gess, 'Texas, Energy and Air Quality S~rbcommitlze 
Congressman John D. Dingell, Michigan, Energy and Air Q~iality Subcommittee 
Congressman Joe Barton, Texas, Energy ancl Air Quality Subcomniittee 

Energy ancl Commerce Committee 
Congressn~an Frank Pallone Jr., New Jersey, Energy and Comnierce Committee 
Congressman Bart Gorclon Jr., Tennessee, Energy ant1 Commerce Committee 
Congressman Bobby L. Rush, Illinois, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Anna G.  Eshoo, California, Energy and Commerce Co~ntnittee 
Congressman Bart Stupak, Michigan, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Eliot L. Engel, New Yorlc, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Gene Green., Texas, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congress~nali Dianna DeGette, Colorado, Vice Chair Energy and Comme~-ce Committee 
Congressman Lois Capps, California, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Clilf Stearns, Florida, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Nathan Deal, Georgia, Enel-gy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Barbara Cubin, Wyoming, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Heather Wilson, New Mexico, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Vito Fossella, New Yorlc, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Jan Schaltowslcy, Illinois, Energy and Co~nrnerce Committee 
Congressman Hilda L. Solis, California, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Baron P. Hill, Indiana, Energy and Corninel-ce Committee 
Congressman George Radanovich, California, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Lee T e r ~ y ,  Nebraska, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Marsha Blackburn, Tennessee, Energy and Commerce Conlmittee 
Congressman Mike Ferguson, Necv Jersey, Energy and Commerce Committee 

Domestic Policy Subcommittee of Oversight and Government Reform Committee 
Congressman Dennis J. Ic~~cinich,  Ohio, Chairman, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 
Congressman Tom Lantos, California, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 
Congressman Elijah E. Cummings, Maryland, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 
Congressman Diane E. Watson, California, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 
Congressman Christopher S. Murphy, Connecticut, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 
Congressman Danny K. Davis, Illinois, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 
Congressman John F. Tierney, Massachusetts, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 
Congress~nan Brian Higgins, New Yorlc, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 
Congressman Bruce L. Braley, Iowa, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 
Congressman Darrell E. Issa, Califomia, Ranking Member, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 
Congressman Dan Bul-ton, Indiana, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 
Congressman Christopher Shays, Connecticut, Domestic Policy Subconlmittee 
Congressman John L. Mica, Florida, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 
Congressman Marlc E. Souder, Indiana, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 
Congressman Chris Cannon, Utah, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 
Congressman Brian Bilbray, California, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 

Oversight and Government Reform Committee 
Congressman Henry A. LVaxman, California, Chairman, Oversight and Government Reform Committee 
Congress~nan Edolphus Towns, New Yorlc, Oversight and Government Reform Committee 
Congressman Carolyn B. Maloney, New York, Oversight and Governrnelit Reform Committee 
Congressirran Wrn. Lacy Clay, kIissouri; Oversight and Government Reform Coinmittee 
Congressman Stephen F. Lynch, IvIassachuseris, Oversight and Govem~nent Reform Committee 
Congressman John A. Yarmuth, ICentucky, Oversight and Government P,eform Committee 
Congressman Eleanor Holrnes i\iorton, District of Columbia, Oversight and Government Reform Committez 
Cctng~.essman Betty McCollum, t'/Iinn~sota, Oversight and Government Reforln Committee 

Page 2 qf9 
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C.c,irgl-c.;,,1i\al1 J i l l 1  ( . '~upc[, 'l'cunL.sscz, Ov~~-s ig l l l  illlcl ~jovc1.1111l~111 I<~lb1.111 C'~lllllllU~.c: 
C'c~)1igl.e.;.;ni:1ri C:ll~.i.; Val1 I-l0lli.11, i\/laryl;l~~cl, (~Ivcr-sigl11 tuii l  Ciovernnic~nl I<elbr-m C ' o ~ ~ ~ ~ n i l l c e  
C'ong~.es.;r~~an l'a11I W. I-loil;~, New I~lan~pslii~-e, 0ve1-sigh1 aricl Govet-n~ner~l G C ~ ~ I I I I  C:on~~llilli:e 
C:orlg~.izssnia~~ .John 1'. Sa~-bar)cs, \ll;u.yla~~il, Over-siglll and Gavel-nnlent l(eforn1 C'om~iiirtec 
C'orig~.e>smn~~ I'etir.1. \Velcli. Vern~ont, C)ve~-siglll ancl Governnient Reform C o ~ r ~ n ~ i l t e e  
C:ongrcssriian 'lorn Ilavis, Virginia, lianl<ing Minority Member, Ove~.sighl ancl Govc~.~~nic.nt  R ~ F o I - ~ I I  C'onimitlec 
Cnngrcssm;in Jolln b1. Mctlugli, New Yol-k, 0ver.siglr~ arid Governnlent Reform Conrmiltcc 
congress mar^ Jol\r\ 1 .  I)uncan, .I\.., 'I'euncssec, Oversight ancl Government Reform Co1nmit1t.e 
C:ongressrnan Michael T~rrner, Ohio. Oversight and Govern~ne~i t  Reform Cornmiltee 
Congressman I<eririy Marchant, Texas, Oversight and Government Reform Con~miltce 
Cungl-essmari [Lynn A .  Westmoreland, Georgia, Oversight ancl Ciovernment Refnr~n Committee 
Cngr-essman Patsick 7'. McHenry, North Carolina, Oversight and Government Keforni Com~nitlet: 
Congl-essman Virginia Foxx, North Carolina, Oversigl~t and Government Reform Committee 
Congressman Hill Sali, Idaho, Oversight and Ciovernment R e f o m  Committee 

PA Senate 
PA Senator Vincent J. Fumo 
PA Senator Clvisline M. Taflaglione 
PA Senator Shirley M. Kitchen 
PA Senator Idcanna M. Washington 
PA Senator Michael J. Stack 
PA Senator Robert M. Tornlinson 
PA Senator Vincent J .  Hughes 
PA Senator Anthony H.  Williams 
PA Senator Dominic Pileggi 
PA Senator Charles T. McIlhinney, J r  
PA Senator Michael A. O'Palte 
PA Senator Stewart J .  Greenleaf 
PA Senator Gibson F. Armstrong 
PA Senator Raphael J. Musto 
PA Senator Jeffrey E. Piccola 
PA Senator Patrick M.  Browne 
PA Senator Constance H. Williams 
PA Senator liisa M. Boscola 
PA Senatos Andrew E. Dinniman 
PA Senator Lisa Baker 
PA Senator Mary Jo White 
PA Senator Robert J .  hlellow 
PA Senator- Roger A.  Madigan 
PA Senator Robert C. Wonderling 
PA Senator Joseph B. Scanlati, 111 
PA Senator Edwin B.  Erickson 
PA Senator John R. Gordner 
PA Senator Michael I,. Waugh 
PA Senator James J. Rhoades 
PA Senator Patricia H. Vance 
PA Senator Richard A.  Icasunic 
PA Senator Terry L. Punt 
PA Senator Jalte Corman 
PA Senator John N .  Wozniak 
PA Senator Michael W. Brubalcer 
PA Senator Jim Ferlo 
PA Senator Bob Regola 
PA Senator Jane Clare Orie 
PA Senator Donald C. White 
PA Senator Wayne D. Fontana 
PA Senator .lay Costa 
PA Senator John C.  Rafferty, Jr. 



I'A Sznntor Sean 1,ognn 
PA Sznalor Gel.alcl J .  LnValle 
PA Sennlor Mike Folmer 
PA Sennlol- Sanc M.  Eiirll 
PA Senator Icobel-t D. Robbins 
PA Senator Solln Pippy 
PA Senator Solin El. Eichelberger 

PA House of Representatives 
PA State Representative Williarn F. Adolph Sr. 
PA State Representative David G. At-gall 
PA State Representative Matthew E. Raker 
PA State Representative Stephen Barrar 
PA State Representative Bob Rastian 
PA State Representative John C. Bear 
PA State Representative Robert E. Belfanti Jr. 
PA State Representative Kerry A. Benninghoff 
PA State Representative Lisa Bennington 
PA State Representative Karen D. Beyel- 
PA State Representative Vince Bianc~~cci 
PA State Representative Louise Williams Bishop 
PA State Representative Thomas W. Blackwzll 
PA State Representative Karen Boback 
PA State Representative Scott W. Boyd 
PA State Representative Joseph F. Brennan 
PA State Representative Michele Brooks 
PA State Representative Ron Buxton 
PA State Representative Thomas R. Caltagirone 
PA State Representative Steven W. Cappelli 
PA State Representative Mike Carroll 
PA State Representative James E. Casorio 
PA State Representative Martin T. Causer 
PA State Representative Mario J. Civera Jr. 
PA State Representative Paul I. Clymer 
PA State Representative Mark B. Cohen 
PA State Representative H. Scott Conklin 
PA State Representative Paul Costa 
PA State Representative Jim Cox 
PA State Representative Tom C.  Creighton 
PA State Representative Angel Cruz 
PA State Representative Lawrence H. Curry 
PA State Representative Bryan Cutler 
PA State Representative Peter J. Daley 
PA State Representative Craig A. Dally 
PA State Representative Anthony M. Deluca 
PA State Representative Gordon Denlinger 
PA State Representative Eugene Depasq~lale 
PA State Representative Frank Derrnody 
PA State Representative Gene Digirola~no 
PA State Representative Robert C. Donatucci 
PA Stat? Representative Todd A. Eachus 
PA State F,epreszntative Brian L. Ellis 
PA Staie Reprtsenlative Dwight Evans 
PA Stat: Representative John R. Evans 
FA State Rzpi-esentative Garth D. Everett 
PA State Repri-sentative Florindo J. Faljrizic 
PA State Repr:;tntatii~e Russel H. Fail-child 
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I'A SLalc Kcl~r.csc~~l:~livc Mil,c I,'Iccl; 
IJA Slat? ~ : C P ~ ~ S C I I ~ ; I ~ I V C  I ) ; I I ~  Fl.illllit1 
I'A S1;lLe I<epr.ese~lli~li\;c 1tohc1-L Frczrilan 
I'A Stale I:el~~-escr~taLivc Will Ciabig 
I'A Sl;~lc I-!e111-escnl;~livc: do1111 'I'. G n l l o ~ i ~ y  
PA Stale I<epscsc~il;ttivz Richard A.  Cieisk 
I'A Sta(e Rept.escnl;~tive Camillz B L I ~  George 
PA Slate Repl.eienti~tive Michael Gcrbcs 
1)A State I<cprese~itative Marc J .  Gergely 
PA Slate Repl.escntative Jarcl Gibbons 
P A  Stale Kepresentative Keith Gillespie 
PA Stale Repsesenktive Mauree Gingrich 
PA State Representalive Robert W. Goclshall 
PA State Representative Neal Goodman 
PA Statc Representative Glen R. Grell 
PA Slate Representative Richard '1'. Cir~lcela 
PA Stale Reprcsentalive Gary Haluslia 
PA State Rcpresentative Michael I<. Hanna 
PA Slate Kepresenlative K. Ted Harhai 
PA State Representative Julie flarhal-t 
PA State Representative Patrick J. Harkins 
PA State Representative Kate Harper 
PA State Representative Adam C. tlarris 
PA State Representative Susan C. Helm 
PA State Representative Tiln F. Herinessey 
PA State Representative Art Hershey 
PA State Representative Dick L. Hess 
PA State Representative David S .  Flickemell 
PA State Representative John Homaman 
PA State Representative Scott E. Hutchinson 
PA State Representative Herold James 
PA State Representative Babette Josephs 
PA State Kepresentative Rob W. Kauffman 
PA State Kepresentative Mark K. Keller 
PA State Representative William F. Keller 
PA State Representative George T. Kenney, Jr. 
PA State Representative David R. Kessler 
PA State Representative Thomas H. Killion 
PA State Representative Chris King 
PA State Representative Thaddeus Kirkland 
PA State Representative William C. Kortz, 11 
PA State Rcpresentative Nick Icotik 
PA State Representative Deberah 1<11la 
PA State Kepresentative Daylin Leach 
PA Statc Representative Bryan Lentz 
PA State Representative David Levdanrky 
PA State Representative Mark Longietti 
PA State Representative Beverly Mackereth 
PA State Kepresentative John Maher 
PA State Representative Tim Mahoney 
PA State Representative Sandra Major 
PA State Representative Kathy Manderiilo 
PA State Representative Jennifer Mann 
PA State Representative Carl W. Mantz 
PA State Representative Joseph F. Markosek 
PA State Representative Jim Marshall 
PA State Representative Ron Marisco 
PA Stalz Representative I<eith McCall 



p~ slaiC I.? .c . I  11 -.. L s ~ n ~ n l i v z  ... blicl~ael I'. F/lcCi LC . . - I  inn 
PA Statc Rcl~l.zsen~:ltive FI-c-'1 blcllilnttan 
PA Stalz 1:epresentative Bal.bnra I\/lcIlvnine Snlilh 
PA Statz Repl-zsenlntive Anthony ,I. Melio 
PA Stnk Representative Bob Mensch 
PA State r \ep~.esc~ll~~live Daryl Mztcalfe 
[-'A Stale Representative Nicholas A. Micozzie 
PA State Representative David Millard 
PA State Representative Ron Miller 
PA State Representative Duane Milne 
PA State Representative Dan Moul 
PA State Representative Jay R. Moyer 
PA State Representative Phyllis Mundy 
PA Stale Representative Thomas P. Murt 
PA State Representative T.  Mark Mustio 
PA State Repl-esentative John Myers 
PA State Representative Jelly L. Nailor 
PA State Representative Steven R. Nickol 
PA State Representative Derulis O'Brien 
PA Slate Representative Michael O'Brien 
PA Stale Representative Bernie O'Neill 
PA State Representative Frank Louis Oliver 
PA State Representative John E. Pallone 
PA State Representative Cherelle L. Parker 
PA State Representative Eddie Day Pashinslti 
PA State Representative John D. Payne 
PA State Representative Tony J. Payton, Jr. 
PA State Representative Michael Peifer 
PA State Representative Scott Perry 
PA State Representative John M. Perzal 
PA State Representative Joseph A. Petrarca 
PA State Representative Scott A. Petri 
PA State Representative Thomas C. Petrone 
PA State Representative Merle H. Phillips 
PA State Representative Tina Pickett 
PA State Representative Joseph Preston, Jr. 
PA State Representative Jeffrey Pyle 
PA State Representative Thomas J. Quigley 
PA State Representative Marg~~erite Quinn 
PA State Representative Sean M. Rarnaley 
PA State Representative Kathy L. Rapp 
PA State Representative Ron Raymond 
PA State Representative Harry Readshaw 
PA State Representative Dave Reed 
PA State Representative Douglas G. Eeichley 
PA Stale Representative Brad Roae 
PA State Representative Todd Rock 
PA State Representative James R. Roebuck, Jr. 
PA State Representative Sam Rohrer 
PA State Representative Chris Ross 
PA State Carole A. Rubley 
PA State Representative John P. Sabatina, Jr. 
PA State Representative Chris Sainato 
FA State Representative Steve Samuelson 
PA State Representative Dante Santoni, Jr. 
PA State P,epresentative Stan Saylor 
PA Stale Representative Mario IvI. Scavello 
PA State Representative Cui-t Sctii.ode~- 



IjA 51,11~: I~c~~r~;sci~L;~Live 'I'in~ S e i l ~  
[ 'A Stale l:el)i.cse~il;~(ivc J C ) S I I  Shal~iro 
P A  State I<cl:)r?.;e~~lativc Franl; An~lrews Shiml<~ls 
1'A Slate I<epresentalive .loll11 .I. Siptl.otll 
IIA State I:el~rcscntativz I < ~ I I  Smith 
PA S t a ~ c  Kcp~.csenta[ive h/laltlic~v Sniitll 
PA State Kepr.esentative Sam tl. S~nilll  
1)A State Representative Timothy J .  Solobay 
PA State Representalive CUI-Lis G .  Sollliey 
1% State Representative F.dward G.  Staback 
1% State Representative less M. Stairs 
PA State Representative David J. Steil 
PA State Representalive Jzrry Stern 
PA State Represenlative Richard R. Stevenson 
PA Stale Representative P. Michael St~ir la  
PA State Kepi-esentative Dan A. Surra 
PA State Representative RoseMarie S~vanger 
PA State Representative Thomas A. l'angretti 
PA State Representative John Taylor 
PA State Representative Rick Taylor 
PA State Representative W. Cul-tis Thomas 
PA State Representative Katie True 
PA State Representative Mike Turzai 
PA State Representative Mike Vereb 
PA State Representative Greg Vitali 
PA State Representative Randy V~~lakovich  
PA State Representative Chelsa Wagner 
PA State Representative Don Walko 
PA State Representative James Wansacz 
PA State Representative Ronald G.  Waters 
PA State Representative Katharine M. Watson 
PA State Representative Jake Wheatley 
PA State Representative Jesse White 
PA State Representative Jewel1 Willia~tls 
PA State Representative Edward P. Wojnaroski Sr 
PA State Representative Tom Yewcic 
PA State Representative Rosita C.  Youngblood 
PA State Representative John T .  Yudichak 

PA Co~inties in NIET Proposed Mid-Atlantic Area, NfET Corridor Designees 
County Commissioner Dan Donatella, Chair, Beaver County 
Co~lnty Commissioner J .  Bracken Burns, Co-Chair, Washington Co~lnty 
Co~in ty  Commissioner Larry Maggi, Co-Chair, Washington County 
County Commissioner Angela Zimrnerlink, Chair, Fayette County 
County Commissioner James Marker, Chair, Somerset County 
County Commissioner Steven K.  Howsare, Chair, Bedford County 
Co~lnty Commissioner Tom Balya, Chair, Westmoreland County 
County Co~nmissioner Rodney D.  Ruddock, Chair, Indiana County 
County Commissioner Pal11 Corbin, Chair, Jefferson County 
County Commissioner P.J. Stevens, Chair, Cambria County 
County Colnmissioner Scott Lowe, Chair, Butler County 
County Commissionei- Patricia I<irl<patricl<, Chair, Armstrong C o ~ l ~ i t y  
County Commissioner Barry W. Wright, Chair, Blair Co~lnty 
Collnty Conlmissioner R. [lean Fluke, Chair, Huntington County 
County Commissioner C .  Chris Esarchos, Chair, Centre C O L I I ? ~ ~  
County Co~nmissioner Marl< McCracken, Chair, Clearfield Counly 
County Commissioner William G. Bill Carpenter. Chair, Lebanon Co~int l '  
Counly Co~nmissionei- Susan D/lcCartney, Chair, Mifflin County 



C,'ounLy Commissioner Teresa O'Nzal, Chair, Juniata County 
County Commissioner John J .  Asler, Chair, P e r ~ y  County 
C:ounLy Commissioner Jeff Hastz, Chair, Dauphin County 
County Commissioner G. Warren Elliolt, Choir, FI-anlclin County 
County Commissioner Bonnie Mellott ICeefe~-, Chaii-, Fulton Co~unty 
CounLy Comniissioner Glenn Snyder, Chair, Adams Cou~ity 
County Commissioner Lori Mitrick, Chair, York County 
Co~mty Commissioner Pete Slia~tb, Chair, Lancaster County 
County Commissionei~ Bucl Yost, Jr., Chair, Clinton County 
County Commissioner Samuel S. Deitricli, Chair, Not-thumberland County 
County Commissionel- Chris Young, Chair, Columbia County 
County Com~nissioner Harold H. Young, Chair, Montour Co~mty 
County Commissioner Preston R. Boop, Chair, Union County 
County Coinrnissioner Steven D. Bilger, Chair, Snyder County 
County Commissioner Frank Staudenmeier, Chair, Schuyll<ill County 
County Commissioner Michael Dowd, Chair, Northampton County 
County Commissioner Jim ICelly, Chair, Lehigh County 
County Commissioner I-larry Forbes, Chair, Pike County 
County Cornmissio~ler Donna M. Asure, Chair, Monroe County 
Co~lnty commissioner Anthony V. Herzog, Chair, Wayne C o ~ ~ n t y  
County Commissioner Robert C. Cordaro, Chair, Lackawanna County 
County Commissioner Anthony P. Litwin, Chair, Wyoming County 
County Co~nmissioner Grego~y  Skrepenal<, Chair, Luzerne County 
County Commissioner Roberta ICelly, Chair, Susquehanna County 
C o ~ ~ n t y  commissioner Nancy Schrader, Chair, Bradford County 
County Commissioner Charles H. Martin, Chair, Bucks County 
County Commissioner Andl-ew J. Reilly, Chair, Delaware County 
County Cornmissioner Carol Aichele, Chair, Chester County 
County Commissioner Jim Matthews, Chair, Montgomery County 
Co~inty Commissioner Judy Schwank, Chair, Berlts County 
C o ~ ~ n t y  Commissioner Rich Fitzgerald, Vice President, Allegheny County 
City Co~nmissioner Margaret Tartaglione, City of Philadelphia 

PA Counties Not Designated - NIET Corridors 
County Co~nmissioner Anthony Moscato, Chair, Cameron County 
County Commissioner June Heigel Sorg, Chair, Elk County 
Co~lnty Commissioner Dan Vogler, Chair, Lawrence County 
County Co~nnlissioner Brian Breader, Chair, Mercer County 
County Colnmissioner David Cyphert, Chair, Clarion County 
County Coln~nissioner Susan Smith, Chair, Venango County 
C o ~ ~ n t y  Commissioner Morris W. Waid, Chair, Crawford County 
Co~inty Commissioner Basil D. Huffinan, Chair, Forest County 
County Conirnissioner John Bortz, Chair, Warren County 
County Commissioner Joseph Giles, Chair, Erie County 
County Commissioner Bruce Bwdicl<, Chair, McKean County 
County Commissioner Mark Hamilton, Chair, Tioga County 
County Commissioner Kenneth Wingo, Chair, Potter County 
County Co~n~nissioner Bruce Barclay, Chair, Cumberland County 
County Commissioner William O'Gurel<, Chair, Carbon County 
County Colnlnissioner Wayne Gavitt, Chair, Sullivan County 
County Colnlnissioner Rebecca Burlte: Chair, Lycoming County 

PA Regional Pla~liliilg Organizatioils 
E:;ecuiive Director., Denise McClosltey, I\Io~?h~vest Pennsylvania Regional Planning & Devzlopi-neni 

Corn~nissioul 
E:rccutivc Director, Jaiil.;~ R. Hassinger, So~~ihu:zstern Pei~qsylvania Coininission 
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May 3,2007 

RE: Request Opposition to Energy Policy Act of 2005, Section 1221, 
National Interest Electric Transmission (NIET) Corridors in PA, 
Allegheny Power's proposed 500 kVolt Trans-Allegheny Interstate Line (TrAIL) 

The  Board of Commissioners of Greene County, Pennsylvania adamantly opposes: 

Section 1221, Energy Policy Act of 2005 provisions for "backstop" authority by the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) overriding consideration of the 
PA Public Utility Commission's judgment 

the NIET Corridor designation proposed by the U.S. Department of Energy 
(USDOE) on April 26,2007 that includes 50 of 67 Pennsylvania counties 

Allegheny Power's proposed 500kV Trans-Allegheny Interstate Line (TrAIL) 

Fifty (50) Pennsylvania counties have been identified in the USDOE designation of NIET 
Corridors. This lays the groundwork for construction of new high voltage transmission lines 
across Pennsylvania - to provide power to relive alleged electrical congestion in the Mid-Atlantic. 
This is an inadequate solution. It fails to set forth progressive energy policy, and does not 
provide incentives for conservation, advanced clean generation technologies, reduced greerlhouse 
gas emissions, or competitive energy supply markets. In the process, homeland security concerns 
have apparently been ignored. Is it a good idea to consolidate so much power in lines that run for 
hundreds of miles through rural areas? 

On April 13, 2007 Allegheny PowerlTrAIL applied to the PA Public Utility Commission (PA 
PUC) for authorization to locate, construct, operate and maintain new high voltage transmission 
facilities in Greene and Washington Counties. These lines will connect to new high voltage lines 
running to just outside of Washington, D.C. Our opposition to TrAIL will be presented to the PA 
PUC in the form of a challenge to the need for, and location of, the proposed new transmission 
facilities. TrAIL provides 110 benefit to this county or PA, for far inore electricity is generated 
here than needed. Nevertheless, Allegheny Power strives to pass-on the costs of this $208 million 
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project to PA rate payers. Investments by public utility companies need to be structured to 
rnaximize competitive pricing and promote conservation initiatives that would have a benefit. 
This proposal seeks to only increase corporate profits and renders a harsh and cruel impact on 
Pennsylvania, including Greene County. 

Should Allegheny Power not obtain their desired approvals fro111 the PA PUC, they will turn to 
the Energy Policy Act of 2005. Section 1221 of the Act gives FERC "back-stop" authority over 
the PA PUC, in areas the USDOE designates as "National Interest Electric Transmission 
("hIIET") Corridors". These NIET corridors are allegedly a method of dealing with electrical 
congestion issues identified in the USDOE's National Electric Transmission Congestion Study 
(August, 2006). After the Congestion Study, Allegheny Power and PJM Intercolinection (a 
regional transmission organization that includes Allegheny Power as a member) asked the 
USDOE to designate several NIET Corridors. 011 April 26, 2007 the USDOE announced its first 
draft NIET Corridor. The "corridor" includes extensive portions of eight different states and 50 
of 67 counties in Pennsylvania. 

The USDOE has provided a 60-day comment period to voice opposition to the NIET Corridors. 
But the underlying data supporting the DOE'S Congestion Study, and the reasons it is designating 
these huge corridors, has not been released. If the draft NIET Corridors are approved, Allegheny 
Power can apply to FERC for approval of TrAIL , includiilg the use of federal eminent domain, 
increased electricity prices to our rate payers, and exemptions from environmental, cu l t~~ra l  and/or 
land use regulations. Effectively, the TrAIL project could be approved without regard to the 
decision of the PA PUC, local need, impacts on property-owners' lives, properties, possible 
adverse health effects, the county's tax base, and the economy of our struggling rural pop~~lation. 

Therefore, the Greene County Board of Commissioners asks the following: 

Members of the: 
o U.S. House Subcommittee on Energy and Air Quality of the Energy and 

Commerce Committee 
o U.S. Senate Committee Energy and Natural Resources 
o U.S. Senate Committee Environment and Public Works 
o U.S. Senate Committee Commerce, Science and Transportation 

call for  Hearings to re-examine the provisions of Section 1221 regarding federal 
authority to site electric transmission lines throughout the country, and the NIET 
Corridor  designations (including Section 1221's impact on global warming and 
national security), and 

Members of P A  Legislative Delegation call for  the swift and just repeal of Section 
1221 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005, eliminating FERC's "backstop authority" 
and confirming state jurisdiction to approve transmission lines and associated 
matters and ,  

Require the USDOE to immediately release all underlying data  considered and/or  
relied upon for its congestion studies (under the Freedom of Information Act o r  
otherwise). The  release must allow sufficient time for review before the end of the 
60 day comment period. Also, schedule a public meeting in Pittsburgh, PA given the 
imminent concerns associated with Allegheny Power's proposed TrAIL  project. 
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The USDOE has a responsibility to establish progressive energy policy for the Unitecl States that 
balances and promulgates the conservation of resources, advanced energy technologies, reduces 
greenhouse gas ernissions, and protects the piiblic interest and quality of life of the residents of 
this nation. These long transmission lines waste energy (as heat) and cause increased greenhouse 
gas ernissions. Consolidating electric trans~nission is also an obvious and imwarranted risk that 
jeopardizes the security of this nation. 

Your support opposing the NIET Corridors and the TrAIL project is necessary, and will be 
appreciated. Please direct ally questions to this office. 

Sincerely yours, 
GREENE COUNTY 
Board of Commissioners 

Dave Coder 
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cc: PA State Representative H. William DeWeese, Majority Leader 
U.S. Senator Arlen Specter 
U.S. Senator Robert P. Casey 
Senator Daniel K. Inouye, Hawaii, Chairman, Commerce, Science, and Transportation Committee 
Senator Ted Stevens, Alaska, Vice Chairman, Commerce, Science, and Transportation Committee 
Senator Barbara Boxer, California, Chairman, Environment and Public Works Committee 
Senator James M. Inhofe, Oklahoma, Ranking Member, Environment and Public Works Committee 
Senator Jeff Bingaman, Chairman, New Mexico, Energy and Natural Resources Committee 
Senator Pete V. Domenici, Ranking Member, New Mexico, Energy and Natural Resources Committee 
Congressman John P. Murtha 
Congressman Joseph R. Pitts, Pennsylvania, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Tim Murphy, Pennsylvania, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Michael F. Doyle, Pennsylvania, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Paul E. Kanjorski, Pennsylvania, Oversight and Government Reform Committee 
Congressman Todd Russell Platts, Pennsylvania, Oversight and Government Reform Committee 
Congressman Robert A. Brady 
Congressman Chaka Fattah 
Congressman Phil English 
Congressman Jason Altmire 
Congressman John E. Peterson 
Congressman Jim Gerlach 
Congressman Joe Sestak 
Congressman Patrick J. Murphy 
Congressman Bill Shuster 
Congressman Christopher P. Carney 
Congressman Allyson Y. Schwartz 
Congressman Charles W. Dent 
Congressman Tim Holden 
Governor Edward G. Rendell 
PA Senator J .  Bany Stout 
County Commissioner J. Bracken Burns, Co-Chair, Washington County 
County Commissioner Lany Maggi, Co-Chair, Washington County 
County Commissioner Diana Irey, Washington County 
Chairman Wendell Holland, Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 
Vice Chairman James H. Cawley, Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 
Commissioner Terrance J. Fitzpatrick, Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 
Commissioner Kim Pizzingrilli, Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 
Secretary Kathleen McGinty, PA Department of Environmental Protection 
Mr. Sonny Popowsky, Consumer Advocate of Pennsylvania 
Ms. Poonum Agrawal, U.S. Department of Energy 

Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee of the Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Rick Boucher, Virginia, Chairman, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman G.K. Butterfield, North Carolina, Vice Chair, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman J. Dennis Hastert, Illinois, Ranking Member, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Charlie Melancon, Louisiana, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman John Barrow, Georgia, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Henry A. Waxman, California, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Edward J. Markey, Massachusetts, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Albert R. Wynn, Maryland, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Jane Harman, California, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Tom Allen, Maine, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Charles A. Gonzalez, Texas, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Jay Inslee, Washington, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Tammy Baldwin, Wisconsin, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Mike Ross, Arkansas, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
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Congressman Darlene Hooley, Oregon, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Anthony D. Weiner, New York, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Jim Matheson, Utah, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Ralph M. Hall, Texas, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Fred Upton, Michigan, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Ed Whitfield, Kentucky, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman John Shimkus, Illinois, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman John B. Shadegg, Arizona, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Charles W. "Chip" Pickering, Mississippi, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Steve Buyer, Indiana, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee I 

Congressman Mary Bono, California Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee, 
Congressman Greg Walden, Oregon, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Mike Rogers, Michigan, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Sue Myrick, North Carolina, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman John Sullivan, Oklahoma, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Michael C. Burgess, Texas, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman John D. Dingell, Michigan, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 
Congressman Joe Barton, Texas, Energy and Air Quality Subcommittee 

, I  f 

Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Frank Pallone Jr., New Jersey, Energy and Commerce Cominittee 
Congressman Bart Gordon Jr., Tennessee, Energy and Cominerce Committee 
Congressman Bobby L. Rush, Illinois, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Anna G. Eshoo, California, Energy and Cominerce Coinmittee 
Congressman Bart Stupak, Michigan, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Eliot L. Engel, New York, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Gene Green., Texas, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Dianna DeGette, Colorado, Vice Chair, Energy and Commerce Coinmittee 
Congressman Lois Capps, California, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Cliff Stearns, Flonda, Energy and Coininerce Coinmittee 
Congressman Nathan Deal, Georgia, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Barbara Cubin, Wyoming, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Heather Wilson, New Mexico, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Vito Fossella, New York, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Jan Schakowsky, Illinois, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Hilda L. Solis, California, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Baron P. Hill, Indiana, Energy and Commerce Cominittee 
Congressman George Radanovich, California, Energy and Commerce Conimittee 
Congressman Lee Teny, Nebraska, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Marsha Blackburn, Tennessee, Energy and Commerce Committee 
Congressman Mike Ferguson, New Jersey, Energy and Coinmerce Committee 

Commerce, Science, and Transportation Committee 
Senator John D. Rockefeller, IV, West Virginia, Commerce, Science, and Transpoi-tation Coinmittee 
Senator John F. Kerry, Massachusetts, Commerce, Science, and Transportation Coinmittee 
Senator Byron L. Dorgan, North Dakota, Commerce, Science, and Transportation Committee 
Senator Barbara Boxer, California, Commerce, Science, and Transportation Committee 
Senator Bill Nelson, Florida, Commerce, Science, and Transportation Coininittee 
Senator Maria Cantwell, Washington, Commerce, Science, and Transportation Cominittee 
Senator Frank R. Lautenberg, New Jersey, Commerce, Science, and Transportation Coillinittee 
Senator Mark Pryor, Arkansas, Commerce, Science, and Transportation Cominittee 
Senator Thomas Carper, Delaware, Commerce, Science, and Transportation Coinmittee 
Senator Claire McCaskill, Montana, Commerce, Science, and Transpoi-tation Cominittee 
Senator Amy Klobuchar, Minnesota, Commerce, Science, and Transportation Coininittee 
Senator John McCain, Arizona, Commerce, Science, and Transportation Cominittee 
Senator Trent Lott, Mississippi, Commerce, Science, and Transportation Committee 
Senator Kay Bailey Hutchison, Texas, Commerce, Science, and Transportation Cominittee 
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Senator Olympia J .  Snowe, Maine, Commerce, Science, and Transportation Cominittee 
Senator Gordon H. Smith, Oregon, Commerce, Science, and Transportation Cominittee 
Senator John Ensign, Nevada, Commerce, Science, and Transportation Committee 
Senator John E. Sununu, New Hampshire, Commerce, Science, and Transportation Committee 
Senator Jim DeMint, South Carolina, Commerce, Science, and Transportation Cominittee 
Senator David Vitter, Louisiana, Commerce, Science, and Transportation Committee 
Senator John Thune, South Dakota, Commerce, Science, and Transportation Committee 

Environment and Public Works Comrnittee 
Senator Max Baucus, Montana, Environment and Public Works Comrnittee 
Senator Joseph I. Lieberman, Connecticut, Environment and Public Works Committee 
Senator Thomas R. Carper, Delaware, Environment and Public Works Cornrnittee 
Senator Hillary Rodham Clinton, New York, Environment and Public Works Cornrnittee 
Senator Frank R. Lautenberg, New Jersey, Environment and Public Works Committee 
Senator Benjamin L. Cardin, Maryland, Environment and Public Works Committee 
Senator Bernard Sanders, Vermont, Enviroriment and Public Works Committee 
Senator Amy Klobuchar, Minnesota, Environment and Public Works Committee 
Senator Sheldon Whitehouse, Rhode Island, Environment and Public Works Committee 
Senator John Warner, Virginia, Environment and Public Works Cornmittee 
Senator George V. Voinovich, Ohio, Environment and Public Works Cornrnittee 
Senator Johnny Isakson, Georgia, Environment and Public Works Cornrnittee 
Senator David Vitter, Louisiana, Environment and Public Works Cornrnittee 
Senator Lamar Alexander, Tennessee, Environment and Public Works Committee 
Senator Larry E. Craig, Idaho, Environment and Public Works Committee 
Senator Craig Thomas, Wyoming, Environment and Public Works Committee 
Senator Christopher S. Bond, Missouri, Environment and Public Works Cornrnittee 

Energy and Natural Resources Committee 
Senator Daniel K. Akaka, Hawaii, Energy and Natural Resources Committee 
Senator Byron L. Dorgan, North Dakota, Energy and Natural Resources Committee 
Senator Ron Wyden, Oregon, Energy and Natural Resources Committee 
Senator Tim Johnson, South Dakota, Energy and Natural Resources Cornrnittee 
Senator Mary L. Landrieu, Louisiana, Energy and Natural Resources Committee 
Senator Maria Cantwell, Washington, Energy and Natural Resources Cornrnittee 
Senator Ken Salazar, Colorado, Energy and Natural Resources Committee 
Senator Robert Menendez, New Jersey, Energy and Natural Resources Committee 
Senator Blanche Lincoln, Arkansas, Energy and Natural Resources Cornmittee 
Senator Bernard Sanders, Vermont, Energy and Natural Resources Cornrnittee 
Senator Jon Tester, Montana, Energy and Natural Resources Committee 
Senator Larry E. Craig, Idaho, Energy and Natural Resources Committee 
Senator Craig Thomas, Wyoming, Energy and Natural Resources Committee 
Senator Lisa Murkowski, Alaska, Energy and Natural Resources Committee 
Senator Richard Burr, North Carolina, Energy and Natural Resources Cornrnittee 
Senator Jim DeMint, South Carolina, Energy and Natural Resources Cornrnittee 
Senator Bob Corker, Tennessee, Energy and Natural Resources Committee 
Senator Jeff Sessions, Alabama, Energy and Natural Resources Committee 
Senator Jim Bunning, Kentucky, Energy and Natural Resources Cornmittee 
Senator Gordon Smith, Oregon, Energy and Natural Resources Committee 
Senator Mel Martinez, Florida, Energy and Natural Resources Committee 

Domestic Policy Subcommittee of Oversight and Government Reform Cornmittee 
Congressman Dennis J. Kucinich, Ohio, Chairman, Domestic Policy Subcominittee 
Congressman Tom Lantos, California, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 
Congressman Elijah E. Cummings, Maryland, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 
Congressman Diane E. Watson, California, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 
Congressman Christopher S. Murphy, Connecticut, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 
Congressman Danny K. Davis, Illinois, Domestic Policy Subcominittee 
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Congressman John F. Tierney, Massachusetts, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 
Congressman Brian Higgins, New York, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 
Congressman Bruce L. Braley, Iowa, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 
Congressinan Dai~ell  E. Issa, California, Ranking Member, Domestic Policy Subcoininittee 
Congressman Dan Burton, Indiana, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 
Congressman Christopher Shays, Connecticut, Domestic Policy Subcom~nittee 
Congressinan John L. Mica, Florida, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 
Congressman Mark E. Souder, Indiana, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 
Congressman Chris Cannon, Utah, Domestic Policy Subcommittee 
Congressman Brian Bilbray, California, Domestic Policy Subcominittee 

Oversight and Government Reform Committee 
Congressman Henry A. Waxman, California, Chairman, Oversight and Government Refonn Coinmittee 
Congressman Edolphus TOW~IS, New York, Oversight and Government Reform Committee 
Congressman Carolyn B. Maloney, New York, Oversight and Government Reform Committee 
Congressman Wm. Lacy Clay, Missouri, Oversight and Government Reform Committee 
Congressman Stephen F. Lynch, Massachusetts, Oversight and Government Reform Coimnittee 
Congressman John A. Yarmuth, Kentucky, Oversight and Government Reform Committee 
Congressman Eleanor Holmes Norton, District of Columbia, Oversight and Government Reforin Committee 
Congressman Betty McCollum, Minnesota, Oversight and Government Reform Committee 
Congressman Jim Cooper, Tennessee, Oversight and Government Reform Committee 
Congressman Chris Van Hollen, Maryland, Oversight and Goverilrnent Refonn Committee 
Congressman Paul W. Hodes, New Hampshire, Oversight and Government Reform Committee 
Congressman John P. Sarbanes, Maryland, Oversight and Government Reform Committee 
Congressman Peter Welch, Vermont, Oversight and Government Reform Coinmittee 
Congressman Tom Davis, Virginia, Ranking Minority Member, Oversight and Government Reform Committee 
Congressman John M. McHugh, New York, Oversight and Government Reform Committee 
Congressman John J. Duncan, Jr., Tennessee, Oversight and Government Reform Committee 
Congressman Michael Turner, Ohio, Oversight and Government Reforin Committee 
Congressman Kenny Marchant, Texas, Oversight and Government Reform Committee 
Congressman Lynn A. Westmoreland, Georgia, Oversight and Governinent Reform Committee 
Congressman Patrick T. McHenry, North Carolina, Oversight and Government Reforin Cominittee 
Congressman Virginia Foxx, North Carolina, Oversight and Government Reform Coininittee 
Congressman Bill Sali, Idaho, Oversight and Government Reform Committee 

PA Counties in NIET Proposed Mid-Atlantic Area, NIET Corridor Designees 
County Commissioner Dan Donatella, Chair, Beaver County 
County Commissioner Angela Ziinmerlink, Chair, Fayette County 
County Commissioner James Marker, Chair, Somerset County 
County Commissioner Steven K. Howsare, Chair, Bedford County 
County Commissioner Tom Balya, Chair, Westmoreland County 
County Commissioner Rodney D. Ruddock, Chair, Indiana County 
County Commissioner Paul Corbin, Chair, Jefferson County 
County Commissioner P.J. Stevens, Chair, Cambria County 
County Commissioner Scott Lowe, Chair, Butler County 
County Commissioner Patricia Kirkpatrick, Chair, Armstrong County 
County Coinmissioner Barry W. Wright, Chair, Blair County 
County Commissioner R. Dean Fluke, Chair, Huntington County 
County Commissioner C. Chris Exarchos, Chair, Centre County 
County Cominissioner Mark McCracken, Chair, Clearfield County 
County Commissioner William G. Bill Carpenter, Chair, Lebanon County 
County Cominissioner Susan McCartney, Chair, Mifflin County 
County Commissioner Teresa O'Neal, Chair, Juniata County 
County Commissioner John J. Asler, Chair, Perry County 
County Commissioner Jeff Haste, Chair, Dauphin County 
County Commissioner G. Warren Elliott, Chair, Franklin County 
County Coinmissioner Bonnie Mellott Keefer, Chair, Fulton County 
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County Commissioner Glenn Snyder, Chair, Adams County 
County Commissioner Lori Mitrick, Chair, York County 
County Commissioner Pete Shaub, Chair, Lancaster County 
County Commissioner Bud Yost, Jr., Chair, Clinton County 
County Commissioner Samuel S. Deitrick, Chair, Northumberland County 
County Commissioner Chris Young, Chair, Columbia County 
County Commissioner Harold H. Young, Chair, Montour County 
County Commissioner Preston R. Boop, Chair, Union County 
County Commissioner Steven D. Bilger, Chair, Snyder County 
County Commissioner Frank Staudenmeier, Chair, Schuylkill County 
County Commissioner Michael Dowd, Chair, Northampton County 
County Commissioner Jim Kelly, Chair, Lehigh County 
County Commissioner Harry Forbes, Chair, Pike County 
County Commissioner Donna M. Asure, Chair, Monroe County 
County Commissioner Anthony V. Herzog, Chair, Wayne County 
County Commissioner Robert C. Cordaro, Chair, Lackawanna County 
County Commissioner Anthony P. Litwin, Chair, Wyoming County 
County Commissioner Gregory Skrepenak, Chair, Luzerne County 
County Commissioner Roberta Kelly, Chair, Susquehanna County 
County Commissioner Nancy Schrader, Chair, Bradford County 
County Commissioner Charles H. Martin, Chair, Bucks County 
County Commissioner Andrew J. Reilly, Chair, Delaware County 
County Commissioner Carol Aichele, Chair, Chester County 
County Commissioner Jim Matthews, Chair, Montgomery County 
County Commissioner Judy Schwank, Chair, Berks County 
County Commissioner Rich Fitzgerald, Vice President, Allegheny County 
City Commissioner Margaret Tartaglione, City of Philadelphia 

PA Counties Not Designated - NIET Corridors 
County Commissioner Anthony Moscato, Chair, Cameron County 
County Commissioner June Heigel Sorg, Chair, Elk County 
County Commissioner Dan Vogler, Chair, Lawrence County 
County Commissioner Brian Breader, Chair, Mercer County 
County Commissioner David Cyphert, Chair, Clarion County 
County Commissioner Susan Smith, Chair, Venango County 
County Commissioner Morris W. Waid, Chair, Crawford County 
County Commissioner Basil D. Huffman, Chair, Forest County 
County Commissioner John Bortz, Chair, Warren County 
County Commissioner Joseph Giles, Chair, Erie County 
County Commissioner Bruce Burdick, Chair, McKean County 
County Commissioner Mark Hamilton, Chair, Tioga County 
County Commissioner Kenneth Wingo, Chair, Potter County 
County Commissioner Bruce Barclay, Chair, Cumberland County 
County Commissioner William O'Gurek, Chair, Carbon County 
County Commissioner Wayne Gavitt, Chair, Sullivan County 
County Commissioner Rebecca Burke, Chair, Lycoming County 

PA Regional Planning Organizations 
Executive Director, Denise McCloskey, Northwest Pennsylvania Regional Planning & Developinent 
Commission 
Executive Director, James R. Hassinger, Southwestern Pennsylvania Commission 
Executive Director, Eric Bridges, North Central Pennsylvania Regional Planning & Development Commission 
Executive Director, Edward M. Silvetti, Southern Alleghenies Planning & Development Commission 
Executive Director, Kevin D. Abrams, Northern Tier Regional Planning & Development Commission 
Executive Director, Dennis E. Robinson, SEDA-COG 
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Vice PresidentICOO, Jeffrey Box, Northeastern Pennsylvania Alliance 

Assemblyman Paul D. Tonko, Committee on Energy, New York State Assembly 
Chris Miller, President Piedmont Environmental Council 
Kurt Adams, Chairman, Maine Public Utilities Commission 
Elizabeth Merritt, Deputy General Counsel, National Trust for Historic Preservation 
F. Michael Langley, Chief Executive Officer, Allegheny Conference 
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ClCongrc55 of tf)e WnLteb ~tate5

allgbinlttotl, j9\t 205\5

May 15,2007

The I-Ionorable Samuel Bodman
Secretary, Department of Energy
1000 Tndependence Ave 'l:)W
Washington DC 20585

Dear Secretary Bodman:

We write today to express our concerns about the proposed schedule of the public
comment meetings with respect to the recently issued draft National Interest Electric
Transmission Corridors pursuant to Section 1221 of the Energy Policy Actof2005. 111e draft
Mid-Atlantic corridors alone affect the homes of almost 50 million Americans and over 116,627
square miles. 'l'he Department of Energy's mtent was to hold just three public meetings, now
thcrc are seven, but this is still unacceptable.

Federal action oftbis magnitude absolutely must allow adequate input by interested
homeowners, community groups, utilities commi.ssi.ons lmd government officials at all. levels.
Holdingjust seven public meetings in the middle of the work week simply docs not
accommodate the rights of American citizens to have their voice heard by federal officials.

Our constituents will be directly affccted by this federal dccision, Yet some would he
required to drive up to 6 hours to attend a hearing being held In the midd.le of the week with only
two weeks notice.

As the members of Congress representing the affected constituents, we feel the
Department of Energy shQlllrl !101cl (l rnhlic meeting in every congressional district during
evening hours when our constituents will be able to attend. Our constituents must have a full and
adequate opportunity to be heard.

Due to the constricted time frame ofthe comment period, we urge you to extend the
comment pcriod for at least an additional 30 days to allow the department to conduct an adequate
number of public meetings. Additionally, notice of these public meetings should be published in
the m;;w~p(;f.jJel \tf record in each affected county at least two WCCk3 prior to the meeting date,

Thank you for taking steps to assure that the voices of our constituents wi.11 be, he;lrci.

Best wishes.

Sincerely,

-27~ C1)~

--'~!.M!H~..gt.l&&Id::L_-~~_~'..'""~~M~ ~C)"I_"'__"",,"~



dht- ~jJ\,

~ / · {2Ju-J-s~



~~

.LM~{J

:U~.~
I

"

.. tJ ...~9PM~

tt~~

~'"8~
~~~



~1,~

c~~
~~

~f~
.

~7Ut

~a~7

~~

C}tk- ()~





April 25, 2007

Susan H. Witt
26 Hunter Zane Road
Fairmont. WV 26554

The Honorable Samuel Bodman
Secretary
United States Department of Energy
1000 Independence Ave., SW
Washington, DC 20585

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I protest the Trans-Allegheny Interstate Line (Case No. 07-050B-E-CN) as
I am concerned with the possible impact on a family member's health. My
spouse is a cancer survivor. We recently moved away from the city to the
country to get away from carcinogens and pollution. This power line may
compromise his health. I am also concerned that the herbicides used on the
power line right of way will damage the land held by my family and destroy the
abundant wildlife habitat we have in our area.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter. I can be reached
at the address provided above or by telephone: (304) 292-5026.

Regards,

~U,fU~' ?'/'iiC~dc
Susan H. Witt



April 25, 2007

D. Byron Witt
26 Hunter Zane Road
Fairmont. WV 26554

The Honorable Samuel Bodman
Secretary
United States Department of Energy
1000 Independence Ave., SW
Washington, DC 20585

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I protest the Trans-Allegheny Interstate Line (Case No. 07-0508-E-CN)as
I am concerned with possible impact on my health. I am a cancer survivor. I
moved away from the city to the country to get away from carcinogens and
pollution. This power line may compromise my health. I am also concerned that
the herbicides used on the power line right of way will damage the land held by
my family and destroy the abundant wildlife habitat we have in our area.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter. I can be reached
at the address provided above or by telephone: (304) 292-5026.

Regards,

C;) (3,o,-·1Il.:.t~)
D. Byron Witt
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Loudoun County, Virginia
www.loudoun.gov

Board of Supervisors
I Harrison Street, S.E.,5th Floor, P.O. Box 7000, Leesburg, VA 20177-7000 MS I
Telephone (703) 777-0204. Fax (703) 777-0421 • email: bos@loudoun.gov

May 10,2007

The Honorable Samuel Brodman
Secretary of Energy
United States Department of Energy
\ 00 Independence Avenue, SW
Washington, D.C. 20585

Dear Secretary Brodman,

We were recently made aware of public hearings being held to potentially designate National
Interest Electrical Transmission Comdors (NIETC) throughout much of the Mid-Atlantic States.
Only one public hearing is scheduled for Virginia on May 15th in Arlington. This one hearing, in
a largely unaffected locality, is insufficient to adequately hear the anger and frustration of the
hundreds of thousands of Virginians who will be affected by designating national interest
comdors without clear regard of all the ramifications of this action.

Loudoun County shares the concerns of all in the Commonwealth of Virginia who would be
affected by these designated comdors. Potential NElTC designation could unravel years of
carefully developed local zoning and land use practices. A national designation could in fact be
seen as being undemocratic as it would strip local and state decision-making authority from us
and hand it to un-elected, profit-driven corporations who would then have the ability to
circumvent our master plans and local zoning requirements.

This designation is also disturbing in that the primary effort is not focused on enforcing air
quality standards nor using other efficiency maximizing technologies such as demand-side
management programs and integration of demand response technologies. We need to first de1iver
the message to our citizens that electric power is to be used wisely and efficiently rather than
disrupt many thousands of lives for the sake of easier decision making for power companies.

The designation of any part of Virginia as a National Interest Electric Transmission Comdor is
not in the best interest of the residents of Loudoun County.

Scott K. York
Chaimlan
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February 4, 2007

The Honorable Secretary Samuel Bodman
United States DepartmenlofEnergy
1000 Independence Avenue, S,W.
Washington, D. C. 20585

Dear Secretary Bodman,

I am retired andjusl recently moved to the Regency at Dominion Valley. I looked forward to
moving to this area and enjoying this beauliful environment. [have invested much to be able to
live in this conununity and now I am deeply concerned because my home stands to be directly
impacted by Dominion Power's proposed plan to build a 40·mile, 500,OOQ-voh line through parts
of rrederick, Warren, Fauquier, Prince William and Loudon counties. This proposed
transmission line, which would be alarming enough were it nOI for the stark implications of the
negative impacts to local tax revenues, the dramatic enviromnental impacts to the region nor the
unprecedented implications of empowering a private entity to seize my private property utilizing
Federal fM}wers of eminent domain.

The project has been proposed on the premise of"need" with Dominion Power contending a
transmission line through this region must be built to meet Northern Virginia's rapidly growing
demand for electricity. To date, the basis of the study indicating "need", as defined by Dominion
Power, has remained a closely held secret for the utility company. Further, Dominion Power
maintains that no viable alternative exists and that it would be impractical to bul)' a high-voltage
line, but again the detaiJs for this assessment has not been shared with the public.

The impact of this proposal is already being felt. This opposition has grown out of concern
regarding compromised property values and quality of life, decimated historic and
environmentally sensitive areas and potential for undennining the economic viability ofan area
struggling to provide for its citizens.

Resolutions opposing the transmission lines have been unanimously passed by organizations
ranging from the Prince William County Board of Supervisors and the Prince William County
School Board to my Dominion Valley Homeowner's Association. Thcse resolutions are not
posturing of a few concerned citizens, rather the beginning of a large-scale movement to stand
firm against the Dominion Power proposal. For this reason, I ask your support in opposing this
line. I respectfully request a response to this query.

Respectfully,

p;' to 1 2.-t..: 4 ......... <t k."",-
....IIL ..., ....~ -J

Barbara Zblewski
5481 Rodriquez Lane
Haymarket, VA 20169
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