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Minutes 
Welcome by Kerry Campbell – Kerry thanked the group for assembling in Harrisburg for this meeting.  He stated that the Governor’s initiative meant great prospects for wind growth in Pennsylvania. 

Maryanne gave an overview of the Wind Powering America program and what other states in the region are doing with their wind working groups.  She also talked about two funding opportunities:  1) State Energy Program (SEP) Special Projects Solicitation (Category 8-Tall Tower Assessments) (speak with Kerry Campbell and submit by March 8 if interested)   2) USDA Farm Bill Section 9006 to be released in March 2004.
Thurman Brendlinger led the introductions and noted the expertise and balance of the group present.  

Eugene DePasquale gave a quick overview of the Governor’s Growing Greener II initiative.  See attached.  

Kerry Campbell gave a more detailed explanation of the Growing Greener Initiative.  See attached presentation.  
John Quigley of Penn Future gave a good comparative analysis of the three RPS bills. See attached.  John notified individuals in the group that there will be a Lobby Day on May 11 the day before Penn Future’s Getting to 10% Conference on the 12th.  

Kyle Boudreaux, Senior Environmental Specialist of FPL gave a summary of the effort to investigate the bat kill during the fall migration season at the Backbone Wind Farm in West Virginia.   The following is his account of his comments: 
   A study was conducted at the Mountaineer Wind Project from April 4-

   November 11, 2003.

   West Virginia study is relevant to Pennsylvania because of similar

   geography.

   Searches were conducted at 44 turbines and 2 met towers.

   1002 individual searches were conducted for 30 minutes in a 60m radius

   from the structures.

   69 avian carcasses (mainly migratory songbirds) were found, 34 of these

   following the fog event (May 23) adjacent to turbines 22,23,24, and the

   substation.

   The combination of the fog and the sodium lights at the substation

   appear to have contributed to this multiple fatality event on May 23.

   It is estimated that the 69 carcasses equate to approximately 261

   fatalities when the number is multiplied using observer efficiency and

   carcass removal factors.

   Researchers believe this number (261) is inflated.  Avian mortality was

   analyzed after taking out fog/sodium lighting event.  Researchers feel

   that the resulting mortality estimate (132, or 3 birds /turbine/year) is

   more representative for the project.

   475 bat carcasses were found during the study.

   The majority were found between August 18 - September 30 (92.5%) which

   coincides with bat migrations.

   If avian extrapolation method is used, approximately 1798 bats were

   killed in 2003.

   Researchers feel this number is an over estimation because carcasses are

   generally closer to turbine, increasing observer efficiency and carcass

   removal by scavengers should be lower with bats.

   Experts re-affirmed that this number (bat mortality) could not have been

   anticipated prior to this study.

   A two day bat workshop sponsored by FPL and BCI (Bat Conservation

   Institute) was held in February, 2004.

   The results of the workshop will be published by the Department of

   Energy.

   FPL continues to be at the leading edge of research to prevent bat and

   avian fatality.

   Research is continuing and FPL welcomes any parties interested in

   participating.

   FPL feels it is imperative to involve USFW, state and local

   environmental groups/experts at early stages in development plans to

   minimize impacts of wind projects on wildlife.

Thurman Brendlinger informed the group that PA DEP and Clean Air Council have applied to the US DOE for a wind working group enhancement grant.  The grant would cover the cost of developing a specific PA Wind Working Group website, have a statewide wind working group workshop and prepare a report for the2005 All States Summit on the accomplishments of the group.  Thurm also reviewed the outline for the action plan that the Wind Working Group has been working on.  This discussion led to a breakdown into committees to work on the goals outlined in the plan.
Kerry Campbell described the three committees formed for Wind Working Groups to reach the goals described by the plan.  1) Wind outreach 2) Wind development- wind farm project development and economic development 3) Advisory and Policy
The following is a brief summary of the committee meetings:

1) Wind outreach-promotion and education

A. Examine what others have done successfully

B. Make sure dangers our avoided

1. Conflicting messages

2. Wrong messages

3. Hyped or misleading messages

C. Create community acceptance

D. Developers outreach

E. Purchasers outreach

F. Legislative outreach

2) Wind Development

A. Develop local municipal”tool kit” – arm local officials about issues to consider concerning permitting and zoning issues

B. Construct a developers “tool kit” – the aim is to obtain responsible development with a minimum of effort

1. Requirements in Pennsylvania to get permitted-who to contact

2. Interconnect process-standard design

      C.  Work to bring manufacturers of turbines to the state 

3) Policy

A. Waste coal-contentious issue but may consider if needed

B. HB 2250 is better

C. SB 1030-increase the % if we go longer out

D. Make sure penalty works

E. Make a good plan for R.E.C.s

1. Worried about administration

2. Regional market may help

3. Verification key

F. Ramp rate analysis was done on the plans

Wrap up and next actions
1) Encourage others not present at the meeting to assist in committee work

2) Committee chairs start email dialogue about their issues

3) Teleconference call arranged to get update on committee progress

4) Decide date and place (Philadelphia or Pittsburgh) of next regional meeting

