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Heather Weed
1400 Tennessee no. 2
Lawrence, Kansas 66044

Liz Brosius

Kansas Energy Council
1500 SW Arrowhead Rd.
Topeka, Kansas 66604-4027

October 15, 2007
Dr. Ms. Brosius,

I am writing concerning the Kansas Energy Council’s recommendations for updated
energy policies in Kansas. As an Environmental Studies student and member of the club
Environs at the University of Kansas I support these proposals because they address the
issue of energy conservation in creative ways.

Concerning the adoption of energy efficiency standards for all new publicly funded
structures: Governor Sebelius made this an important issue by including it in her
Executive Directive 07-373. It is incumbent upon the state government to spend
taxpayers’ dollars wisely. Because publicly funded buildings are not built to last just ten
years, and the average payback time on energy efficiency improvements in LEED or
IECC certified buildings is now ten years or less, there are benefits to be gained from
including energy efficiency in the design stage of publicly funded buildings. Because
upfront costs are often times the focus of cost comparisons when deciding on a project,
and long term operation costs are only a tertiary consideration, it is necessary to make
sure long term cost comparisons are necessary for all new publicly funded buildings.

Concerning the expansion of existing low-interest revolving loan programs to facilitate
adoption of energy conservation improvements by all Kansans: The intention of the
KEEP program to provide low interest loans to low and middle income families to
improve the quality and efficiency of their homes is very important to maintaining a
quality housing stock in the state, and discourage overgrowth in the new housing sector.
The state was willing to provide their portions of loans with no interest, contingent upon
the bank accepting the loan, and charging a small interest rate. Because the state was
willing to provide loans to low and middle income families with no interest, there is no
logical reason why they wouldn’t offer loans to higher income families with modest
interest rates. Theoretically, these families would be less risky debtors and the state
would gain a revenue stream.

Concerning the development of programs to promote voluntary adoption of residential
energy efficiency codes by local units of government, I believe that this is one of the
most effective means of improving residential energy efficiency. By building efficiency
into the local codes for buildings, the source point for a lot of potential energy reduction
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is addressed directly. At the local level, building efficiency standards would be able to
be enforced with relative ease compared to addressing it at the state or even county level.
Because homes use so much of the electricity produced in this state, we could see
substantial decreases in the negative externalities created by fossil fuel-produced energy
by enforcing building codes that include efficiency.

Sincerely,
Heather Weed
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INCENTIVES FOR RESIDENTIAL RENEWABLE ENERGY

Currently, Kansas has no incentives or tax credits to offer residential customers
who want to invest in renewable energy sources such as wind and solar. If we are to
move forward and be a leader in the quest for renewable energy production, then the
State must act now to initiate tax credits, grants, rebates, or net metering for residential
applications. Kansas residents who want to install small wind and solar to their homes or
farms need help to offset the costs incurred.

New technology has allowed the small systems to be grid-connected and therefore
be co-generators to the bid electrical companies. The big banks of batteries are
eliminated, as are the issues of high maintenance. These systems are UL approved and
safe. The wind generators contain their own inverters, with no parts to replace or
maintain.

The State needs to encourage its’ residents to “go green” by helping them by
providing incentives. For example: (taken from The California Energy Commission)
California has adopted the Emerging Renewables Program, to reduce the net cost of on-
site renewable energy systems to end-use customers, to stimulate demand and increase
for small wind and solar. These systems may not be owned by an electrical corporation
or public utility. They must be grid connected and comply with all electrical codes and
interconnection requirements. All systems must carry a 5 year manufacturers warranty.
Equipment sellers must be licensed contractors in good standing. The rebates for small
wind are $2.50 per watt for first 7.5kw and $1.50 per watt from 7.5kw to <30kw.

Rebates are one idea. Tax credits or grants are other incentives. The other hot
topic is net metering. If net metering were administered in a fair trade value, this would
give the residential co-generator an incentive. For example: A 5 cent buy-back rate on a
retail rate of 7 cents. As utility rates go up, then the buy-back rate should go up
accordingly. Residents who install these systems need to be given a fair market value for
the electricity that they produce. Remember, residential electrical customers have been
paying the utlility companies for transmission lines in their electric bills. To keep costs
down, there should only be one meter socket and no charge for meter change-outs.

Private residential customers will generate on a completely different level than
those of the mega wind farms. Please consider these differences when making legislative
decisions this coming year. If enough families are able to co-generate, it will reduce the
need for new coal fired plants, which means less pollution, less fossil fuel consumption,
and less waste of precious water. This could be a win-win situation if addressed

properly.
Smalley Heating & Cooling

Renewable Wind & Solar Energy

Bill Smalley
785-246-2327 6849 NW Rochester Rd.
bsmalley@smalleyenergy.com Topeka, KS. 66617
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Kansas Energy Council Hearing
October 10, 2007

My name is Jennifer Byer. I was born and raised in Kansas. I am proud to
say that my roots here run deep. My great-grandfather, grandfather, and uncle
all made their living farming and raising cattle in Elk County. Farming must not
have kept my grandfather busy enough, though, because he also served as a
Republican member of the Kansas House, and later of the Senate.

I am a K-State graduate, a teacher, and most important, I am the mother of
two boys. As parents, my husband and I have the obligation and the privilege of
working to safeguard the environment that our children will inherit from our
generation. It is a responsibility shared by our elected leaders, whom we entrust
with the power to enact environmental and related energy policies that will
protect, not jeopardize, the well-being of future generations.

By now, it is clear that the long-term health of the environment is
inextricably tied to energy production and consumption. Polluting, non-
renewable energy sources such as coal, while perhaps once seen as tried-and-
true, can no longer serve as the foundation of our energy policy. This approach
neglects the changing environmental and economic realities with which our
children will contend. We can do better, and for our children, we must do

better.

12



KEC - 2007 Mailed and Emailed Public Comment

It is well-known that Kansas” environment will benefit from expanded
development of our abundant wind resources. It is equally clear that the
economic benefits accompanying such development will provide the economic
boost needed in many rural communities.

Today, my uncle lives on the family farm, and he and my mother share
ownership of some of the original acreage. A couple of years ago, financial
concerns forced them to consider selling some of this land. Today, a stretch of
pasture is being developed as a wind farm. The lease agreement reached with a
wind energy developer allowed my mother and uncle to keep their land and
reap ongoing financial benefits. With a state energy policy to encourage such
development, farmers and ranchers across wind-rich western Kansas can do the
same.

The economic advantages of wind can ripple through entire regions.
Abilene, Texas, and surrounding communities are experiencing huge economic
gains from new wind energy development. The rise of this industry is
revitalizing small businesses and creating new industry-related employment in
construction, manufacturing and distribution of goods. Wind is not only a
sustainable source of energy; it’s a sustainable source of income. Kansas” energy
policy must encourage community-level and large-scale development of this

abundant resource.
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Finally, comprehensive, long-term energy policy in this state must
highlight energy conservation and energy efficiency incentives. Energy not
produced and consumed and money not spent on the purchase of energy should
be a key focus of a state energy plan. There is no simpler, more cost-effective,
more environmentally sound measure that we can take.

For better or for worse, the repercussions of energy policy decisions will
be felt for generations. Our children count on the wisdom of the decisions we
make on their behalf. The right choice isn’t necessarily the easy choice. But
we’re Kansans; we are up to the challenge. I urge you to make renewable
energy, and energy conservation and efficiency key elements of a comprehensive

state energy policy.

Jennifer Byer
8308 Juniper

Prairie Village, KS
66207
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January 29, 2007

Energy and Utilities Committee
Rep. Carl Holmes, Chair

Hearing regarding HB 2219

Comments submitted by:
Jennifer Byer
Co-Chair, Environment Committee

True Blue Women
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