




Alternate Route. See Tr. 4293-4295 . The Company's cost estimates were reviewed by 

Staff witness Proctor, who found them to be consistent with accepted utility industry 

design engineering and cost-estimating practices . Report at 140 . With particular 

reference to the Company's estimated cost of right-of-way acquisition by Dr. David 

Lennhoff, Mr. Proctor found that Dr . Lermhoff s detailed land appraisal assessments 

provided to the Company were based on "appropriate, detailed analyses of land 

acquisition costs that included both the value of perfecting the existing easements through 

the project area and the cost of project impacts on the remaining parcels ." Ex . 193 at 3 . 

The Report accurately summarizes the flaws in the testimony submitted by PLA 

witnesses Rufftier and Koch and PEC witness Harvey, which were refuted by the rebuttal 

testimonies of Dr. Lennhoff and Dr. Wolverton. Report at 160-161, 207. Dr. Lermhoff s 

right-of-way cost acquisition estimates, which have not been refuted by any credible 

evidence and were endorsed by the Staff s expert witness, are entirely appropriate for 

inclusion in the Company's estimated construction costs . 

Dominion Virginia Power agrees with the Report's finding (p . 214) that, because 

the state, federal, and local reviewing agencies based their recommendations on 

information that subsequently was updated substantially, little weight should be given to 

the overall routing recommendations reflected in the DEQ Report . This finding was also 

incorporated into Finding and Recommendation (9) as proposed by the Hearing 

Examiner. 

Dominion Virginia Power also agrees with the Report's finding (p . 216) that, in 

regard to the impact of environmental issues on the choice between the Proposed Route 

and the Alternate Route, an evaluation of the issues does not support the use of one route 



over the other . The Company notes that only the Company and the Staff performed a 

comprehensive analysis of the entire route and, as a result, both have recommended the 

Proposed Route. 

Dominion Virginia Power agrees with the Report's finding (p . 21 8), which is 

supported by the assessments of Dominion Virginia Power, Staff and DHR, that the 

Proposed Route has less of an impact on historic and cultural assets than the Alternate 

Route . 

The Report recommends (p . 214-216) that the Commission not adopt 

recommendations of the Virginia Department of Game and Inland Fisheries ("DGIF") 

that Dominion Virginia Power be required to (i) use clear-span bridges for all stream 

crossings, (ii) restrict tree-clearing activities to periods outside the songbird nesting 

season (roughly April 15-August 1) and (iii) be required to increase the size of its 100-

foot buffers along streams and active ditches . The Company asks the Commission to 

adopt these recommendations of the Report, which are reasonable and supported by the 

testimony of John Bailey of Dominion Virginia Power summarized in the Report (p . 214-

216) . As explained there, the DGIF recommendations would place unreasonable 

restrictions on Dominion Virginia Power's construction activities and conflict with 

recommendations of another agency . 

With respect to the Hearing Examiner's Finding and Recommendation (11), 

Dominion Virginia Power already has in place NERC-audited procedures in the 

Company's Forestry and Vegetation Management Manual that comply with NERC 

Mandatory Reliability Standard FAC-003-119 and address the Hearing Examiner's 

" The purpose of FAC-003-1 is to "improve the reliability of the electric transmission systems by 
preventing outages from vegetation located on transmission rights-of-way (ROW) and minimizing outages 
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concerns . Regarding Finding and Recommendation (1 2), Dominion Virginia Power will 

have either a Company forester or a contract forester on site to supervise the daily 

operations of the clearing contractor . 

111 . CONCLUSION 

WHEREFORE, for the reasons set forth herein, and subject to its limitled 

exceptions to the Report's recommendations, Dominion Virginia Power respectfully 

requests that the Commission approve the Application, including the need for the 

Meadow Brook - Loudoun Line, approve the Proposed Route as the appropriate route for 

the necessary transmission facilities . 
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from vegetation located adjacent to ROW, maintaining clearances between transmission lines and 
vegetation on and along transnrssion ROW, and reporting vegetation-related outages of the transmission 
systems to the respective Regional Reliability Organizations (RRO) and the North American Electric 
Reliability Council (NERC)." Standard FAC-003-1, Transmission Vegetation Management Program. 
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