Susitna Position Call
October 26, 2011

Call Attendees: 

Russ Maddox, RBCA

Matt Rafferty, ACF

Trish Rolfe, Trustees

Ruth Wood, ACF

Louisa Yanes, ACE

Valerie Connor, ACE

Mark Masteller, Cascadia

Lissa Hughes, NC

Jessie Peterson, NC

Karen Max Kelly, NC
Peg Tileston, Alliance
Why the Alliance organized the call: 
Having a more formal position, even if it’s just internally, would help in lobbying in Juneau. It doesn’t need to be ‘yes’ or ‘no’- just a formal policy or position. We want to identify the common ground and bring that to the AGM in November. We struggled last session on telling legislators where we are at, let’s get this defined. 

What is the lay of the land?:
Legislatively:

-Likely appropriation of $30 million for Susitna studies will be asked for.  

-The first annual presentation by AEA to legislature will occur. This will probably be one hour long, presented to numerous committees. 
AEA:
- AEA will submit PAD Document by December 2011 

- AEA will continue study scoping in the first quarter of the year

- Agencies with be given comment period. 

- October is when they hope to submit the study lists for 2013 and 2014
- Issue list and studies for 2012 can be found on the website

- Workgroups are being formed around issue topics

Mark: Will they look at alternative with EE or RE?

Dave: no, the assumption is to move forward with Susitna. Don’t know if they are looking at expandable options. 

Dave: Does it make sense for us to make a policy position at this point? 

Valerie: are there any groups that support Susitna? 

Dave: People may be concerned about opposing Susitna because we advocated for the RE goal. A handful of people are concerned with that, so they might not support the project but may not want to oppose it either. 

Valerie: What about not saying no, but saying here are the alternatives to the dam, we can reach the RE goal in other ways. We are currently looking for other alternatives so we can rally around those alternatives. 
Mark: I don’t think Su-Hydro is a good idea. The Alliance could lay groundwork on how to present data on other alternatives. We can ask the question, why are all of our eggs in one basket? 
Karen: We second that. We are weary of opposing it because it’s not in our geographic region. But we see that there is a prospect to put together a campaign around the alternatives. 
Dave: We should have a robust set of alternatives to offer on where we can go and still meet the 50% goal. We need to have a credible slate of alternatives. Brian Hirsch may be currently working on a study like this. Does anyone oppose the idea of promoting an aggressive RE and EE as a way to meet Alaskans energy needs?

Group: no. 

Dave: Can we move forward to bring something to AGM? 
Trish: yes

Dave: We need a draft policy or position statement. We need it to be amendable at the AGM. And then we can vote up or down on that. 

Louisa: Val and I can take this on. 

Mark: CCHRC has put together value on AHFC programs that might be helpful or fit into draft statement. 

Trish: Keep me in the loop! 

Mark: Ruth- does Talkeetna have a community council ‘resolution’ we can see? 
Ruth: Yes, I can get something. The alternative coalition is actively opposing the dam. 
Lissa: I’m very busy, but I would like to be kept in the email chain. 

Dave: Pat Lavin will also be in the email chain, he would like us to work more aggressively in the building as well. 

Ruth: I’m getting concerned that there are a lot of big projects out there and we don’t want to be the naysayers. At some point, we need to actively take a position on things and come up with projects of our own. 
Dave: Yes, the state has $15 billion, and there are a lot of projects on our slates in the conservation community. Yes, it’s beyond the call but we need to be thinking in general about these large scale projects. 

