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	The Ethan Allen Institute’s Program

Energy Issues of 2009



Beginning in 2005 the Vermont legislature has exhibited an obsession with legislating to combat the supposed Menace of Global Warming. This is peculiar, inasmuch as the case for human-caused warming rests upon computer models that conspicuously to fail to match the known facts of the earth’s climate; and that global temperature, after two decades of slow increase, has over the past decade grown marginally warmer. Many astrophysicists expect that the marked decrease in sunspot activity in 2008 is likely to lead to decades of global cooling, with all the negative affects on human agriculture and health that that would bring about.


1. The legislature should give up trying to force Vermonters to counter global warming through more costly regulations, taxes and corporate welfare programs.


2. The Department of Public Service can properly encourage energy conservation by businesses, farms, schools and homeowners. This will reduce energy consumption and save money for Vermonters. Except for the impecunious poor, the state should recapture its financial assistance for energy conservation from the energy savings produced by the improvements.


3. Act 168 of 2006 requires the reduction of carbon dioxide emissions to 50% below 1990 levels by 2028. This is almost certainly impossible, but the existence of the mandated goal will encourage sweeping regulatory actions governing every kind of carbon combustion. It may also, as in California, be seized upon by an ambitious attorney general to intervene in land use regulation cases. Act 168 should be repealed before it does real damage to our economy.


4. Vermont already derives a higher percentage of its electrical energy from sources that emit no greenhouse gases than does any other state. Act 61 of 2005 set in motion a process to eventually require electric utilities to purchase increased amounts of higher-priced “renewable energy” (wind, small hydro, solar, biomass), but disqualified hydro facilities over 200 Mw and nuclear energy from the calculation. The Renewable Portfolio Standards sought by Act 61 will extract dollars from ratepayers to allow the state to subsidize favored energy producers. The RPS features of Act 61 should be repealed.


5. A central goal of the environmental lobby group VPIRG has been creation of an unaccountable energy supergovernment variously called a “climate cooperative” or “resource trust”, to enforce far-reaching rules controlling Vermonters’ energy consumption. The 2008 House ultimately rejected this proposal, and so should succeeding legislatures.


5. Similarly, the 2008 legislature ultimately rejected a CO2 emissions  “cap and trade” system that would have put all carbon-based energy use under stringent state regulation. This should again be rejected in future years.

6. The 2009 legislature will vote to approve or reject a federal Nuclear Regulatory Commission license extension for the Vermont Yankee nuclear plant. A rejection would result in markedly higher electric rates and unpredictable negative effects on the Vermont economy. Legislators should leave questions of safety to the NRC and questions of public good to the Public Service Board, and vote against killing Vermont Yankee.
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