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REGIONAL ENERGY COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES 1 

 2 

MONDAY, February 22, 2016 3 

 4 

The meeting of the Regional Energy Committee was held at Northwest Regional Planning Commission 5 

in St. Albans, VT.  At 5:45 PM, B. Buermann opened the meeting.   6 

 7 

ATTENDANCE: 8 

Commission:  Buermann, Bob ; Bilodeau, George ; Bothwick-Leslie, David ; DeBevec, Dennis 9 

; Leach, Christopher ; Irwin, William ; Voegele, Albin ; Speer, Neal ;  Larocque, Alisha ;  10 

Scangas, Laz ; Garrett, Harold ; Raley, Mike .  11 

 12 

Staff:  T. Newton 13 

Guests: N. Garland  14 

 15 

Welcome and Introductions 16 

 17 

Changes to Additions to the Agenda:  18 

T. Newton asked to add an agenda item to review a new draft of the PSB net metering rules.   19 

 20 

Review of November 2015 and January 2016 Minutes 21 

B. Buermann stated that the Committee technically didn’t have a meeting in January and therefore 22 

could not motion to adjourn.  23 

 24 

W. Irwin motioned to accept the November 2015 and the January 2016 minutes as amended. G. 25 

Bilodeau seconded.  All in favor.   26 

 27 

Review of Regional Energy Generation Maps 28 

 29 

Review Conservation Districts and Buffer 30 

T. Newton reviewed the Committee’s previous conversations about the local Conservation Districts 31 

maps. L. Scangas and A. Larocque asked about how the conservations districts had been included in the 32 

maps.  T. Newton reiterated that the local conservation districts had not been included in any of the 33 

other maps created by NRPC because it was difficult to compare conservations districts across 34 

municipalities.  The Committee discussed how to move forward and agreed that it would be best to 35 

have municipalities directly comment, after the release of the first draft of the plan, about how their 36 

conservation districts should or should not be included in any of the renewable energy generation 37 

maps created by NRPC.   38 

 39 

T. Newton then outlined the process used to create a new residential buffer map.  He stated that ½ 40 

mile, 1 kilometer, and 1 mile buffers created from each residence in the region.  This was done to 41 

replicate an exercise used by Bennington County Regional Commission to help site wind energy.  T. 42 

Newton noted that the buffer maps left very little of the region outside of a buffer.  L. Scangas asked to 43 

see just the ½ mile buffer and noted that it did create a little more area within the region outside of a 44 
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buffer area.  The Committee discussed how to use the buffer information.  W. Irwin noted that a single 1 

home located ½ mile or a mile from any other home would have the same weight on the maps as 2 

several homes buffered close together.  T. Newton noted that it may be difficult to develop an 3 

alternative methodology to factor in density.  W. Irwin noted that the Public Service Board has 4 

commented on buffers in some decisions for wind facilities in the past.  He said he thought that the 5 

buffer map should be included in the plan to show that the buffers were considered by the 6 

Commission, but were not incorporated because they covered almost the entire region.   7 

 8 

Regional Energy Plan 9 

B. Buermann explained that the current contract with the Public Service Department requires that a 10 

rough first draft of the Regional Energy Plan be submitted by May 31, 2016, yet that much of the 11 

project funding to be paid to NRPC will be distributed in after July 1, 2017.  Therefore, he noted that 12 

staff will devote the remainder of the spring to developing a first draft of the plan and the Committee 13 

will begin to meet again after May 31st.   14 

 15 

T. Newton asked for comments on the Regional Plan’s “Introduction” section.  C. Leach stated that 16 

there needed to be more about considerations of impacts and costs within the introduction.  L. 17 

Scangas agreed.  T. Newton asked how specific such considerations needed to be.  The Committee 18 

agreed that it would be difficult to provide accurate information regarding cost and advised that 19 

considerations of impacts and costs should stay general.  The Committee also advised that an Executive 20 

Summary is needed before the introduction.   21 

 22 

Draft Net-Metering Rules 23 

T. Newton briefly outlined the proposed changes in the draft net-metering rule to be used by the 24 

Public Service Board.  Changes include: how systems are categorized and potentially sited, how rates 25 

are determined, a new grid service fee for net-metering systems, and inclusion of the Quechee Test 26 

within the rules. 27 
 28 

C. Leach asked that the draft rules could be sent to the entire committee and Reg Beliveau in Swanton.   29 

 30 

Adjourn 31 

C. Leach motioned to adjourn.  A. Larocque seconded.  The motion passed.  The meeting adjourned at 32 

approximately 7:01 PM.  33 


