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April 19, 2009

Mr. Fred Hiatt

Editorial Page Editor

The Washington Post

1150 15th Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20071
Mr. Jackson Diehl

Deputy Editorial Page Editor

The Washington Post

1150 15th Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20071

Mr. Raju Narisetti

Managing Editor
The Washington Post
1150 15th Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20071
Ms. Elizabeth Spayd

Managing Editor
The Washington Post

1150 15th Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20071

Mr. Milton Coleman 

Deputy Managing Editor
The Washington Post

1150 15th Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20071

Dear Mr. Hiatt, Mr. Diehl, Mr. Narisetti, Ms. Spayd, and Mr. Coleman:
Frustration necessitates writing this letter to your attention as The Washington Post failed to cover an important story with both regional and potentially nationwide implications and then your editorial department wrote an editorial supporting a topic without obtaining all the facts.  I understand that errors occur and thus, I attempted to reach the writer of this editorial, Jonathan Capehart this past Monday and Friday; however, he failed to return my calls.   

This letter is written to your attention, since a letter to the editor on a related subject was printed recently and thus it was unlikely another letter would be published.  Further, it is my hope that you will reconsider the papers’ position and cover this story in order that your readers can be informed on both sides of an important issue.

The editorial titled “Down to the Wires” starts and ends with statements that the PATH project is about renewable sources of energy and thus, you support a bill giving FERC jurisdiction over all projects of 345 kilovolts or higher.  The PATH transmission line will start at the John Amos generating plant in West Virginia and end in Kemptown, Maryland.  This plant is a coal-fired plant, one of the dirtiest plants in the United States and thus, the PATH project, has nothing to do with renewable sources of energy.

If dirty coal-fired energy is required to be delivered from the Amos power plant to New Jersey and the neighboring states, this can be accomplished with less environmental impact than the current proposal for 765 kilovolt alternating current line.  Sugarloaf Conservancy has been asking Allegheny Energy to conduct an independent cost analysis study on the merits of using a different technology other than the one proposed.  High Voltage Direct Current (HVDC) underground technology is used all around the world and will be used to cross the Chesapeake Bay (MAPP project).  We have the unanimous support of the Frederick County Commissioners, our State Delegates and The Frederick News Post.  This support occurred after they listened to our position and understood the merits of HVDC underground technology.  It is unfortunate that the Washington Post has not taken the time to do its homework on this issue.

It is puzzling to me why The Washington Post who is supportive of protecting the Chesapeake Bay, in favor of energy conservation and wind power, is not interested in learning about HVDC technology.  This technology is far more efficient (less energy loss) than the traditional alternating current and can be easily buried underground; thus, reducing the environmental impacts such as the further fragmentation of forests and the destruction of wildlife habitat with its 200 foot right-of-way, as the construction and subsequent erosion dump sediment into Bennett Creek which feeds into the Chesapeake Bay. The very quality of life for all southern Frederick County citizens and the visitors who come from miles away to visit will be scarred forever.  HVDC technology also eliminates the potential health concerns from EMF.
Further, your editorial fails to mention that the best source for wind power is not in the Midwest, but just off the eastern shore (Department of Energy).  Wind turbines off the eastern shore with HVDC submarine cable to bring the power onshore would be far more efficient and cause substantially less damage to the environment than creating massive wind farms in the Midwest and necessitating thousands of miles of overhead transmission lines. 

In addition, your editorial could not even get simple facts correct.  The editorial stated: “PATH is still awaiting approval in Virginia”.  How can an approval be pending when no application has even been filed?  In fact, it will be weeks to months before Allegheny Energy and AEP file with the appropriate authorities in Maryland, Virginia and West Virginia. 

After the paper failed to cover numerous events, I wrote your paper (Lisa Bolton) on January 25th.  She promised to forward my letter to the appropriate person.  In my letter to the Editor, published on March 2nd, I questioned why the Post was not covering this story.  After this letter was published, I again called Lisa Bolton and requested she send our request for coverage on PATH project; however, no reporter every contacted our group. 

On April 16th, your paper published a balanced article entitled “Renewable Energy’s Environmental Paradox”.  Although this article was well written, due to insufficient knowledge, the authors also failed to mention the wind power off the eastern shore or HVDC underground technology.  I left messages last Thursday for both authors, Juliet Eilperin and Steven Mufson, to call me and hope one will return my phone calls.
In an attempt to have The Washington Post cover this story, I spoke to your ombudsman, Andy Alexander, this past Friday.  Our conversation was enlightening and if I do not hear from your reporters, I will send him the relevant information, which he promised to hand carry to your reporters.  It is my hope that the current lack of coverage and misinformation presented in the editorial is an oversight and you will take the necessary corrective actions.
Thank you for your consideration and it is my hope I will be contacted. 
Sincerely,


Doug Kaplan
President
Sugarloaf Conservancy
doug.kaplan@sugarloafconservancy.org

www.sugarloafconservancy.org
www.nomoretowers.org
cc:  Mr. Andy Alexander, Ombudsman
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