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about this idea when it first came about back in 2002, and why here, unbelievably seven years later it keeps 
passing every conceivable economic criticism and feasibility test that we can throw at it.  So far, so good.  
If all goes according to plan, in about three months we’ll be able to sign a contract and go live to bring 
some of you in, uh, this summer.  Perhaps more of you come in when I go in, in about a year’s time as we 
get into Phase II and bring people, uh, as participants in Marin Clean Energy Program.     
 
        
 
 
 
 
Part Two (Public Q&A) TRT: 1:39:00 
McGlashan 
Time 11:15   
If I may, I’d like to add something about the policy that the MEA Board, uh, developed regarding nuclear 
and coal… and also just address the large hydro issue.  The way the California Energy Commission counts 
its, count renewable power sources is any large hydro project over 30 Mw actually does not count as 
renewable electricity generation assets – they don’t count it in the Renewable Portfolio Standard 
regulations, and part of the reason for that – philosophically – is that large hydro projects are habitat killers.  
They flood entire ecosystems.  You can’t really call that a renewable energy source when you destroy an 
entire ecosystem with large hydro.  And it’s also, in the literature, uh, possible to look up a range of articles 
that actually claim it’s also a carbon loser from a life-cycle carbon analysis standpoint.  So, large hydro is 
very controversial.  For the sake of arguing with PG&E as we’ve been doing for the last two years on an 
apples-to-apples, ignoring the life-cycle of the carbon emissions caused by large hydro, you can call it 
carbon-free, and that’s what they’re doing, and the response that we have is that it is cheap and it can be 
discussed as if it’s a carbon-free energy source, hence it will end up as part of our grid mix (system power) 
in this early contract.  But frankly, I personally have major reservations about large hydro as a habit to get 
into for the reasons I’ve mentioned, which are the reasons the CEC doesn’t count it as qualifying 
renewable. 
 
The story gets even worse when you talk about nuclear power.   There’s a lot of literature in the press….        
 
 
 
 
Dawn Weisz 
Time 46:14 
… and  one of the legal firms that was discussed for doing some additional legal peer review… once they 
heard that um, Milbank, Tweed, Hadley, McCloy was working on it they said ‘Oh, it’s gonn’a be fabulous.  
I, I wouldn’t even want to…  take a second look at it.   
 
Questioner 
So, Dawn, did you get an opinion letter from Milbank, Tweed ?  And is that on your website – could I see a 
copy of it please? 
 
Dawn Weisz 
You’re asking for an opinion letter?   
 
Questioner 
Yes. 
 




