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Role of Office of the Attorney General’s Division of
Consumer Counsel
Va. Code § 2.2-517, Division of Consumer Counsel created; duties:
A. There is created in the Department of Law a Division of Consumer Counsel
that shall represent the interests of the people as consumers.
B. The duties of the Division shall be to:
1. Appear before governmental commissions, agencies and departments,
including the State Corporation Commission, to represent and be heard on
behalf of consumers' interests, and investigate such matters relating to such
appearance.
2. Make such studies related to enforcing consumer laws of the
Commonwealth as deemed necessary to protect the interests of the
consumer and recommend to the Governor and General Assembly the
enactment of such legislation deemed necessary to promote and protect the
interests of the people as consumers.
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SCC Rules of Practice and Procedure
§ 5 VAC 5-20-30:
In all appropriate proceedings before the Commission, the Division
of Consumer Counsel, Office of the Attorney General, may appear
and represent and be heard on behalf of consumers' interests, and
investigate matters relating to such appearance, and otherwise may
participate to the extent reasonably necessary to discharge its
statutory duties.
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SCC to Balance Interests
Va. Code § 56-585.1, Generation, distribution, and transmission rates:
D. The Commission may determine ... the reasonableness or prudence of any
cost incurred or projected to be incurred, by a utility .... In determining the
reasonableness or prudence of a utility providing energy and capacity to its
customers from renewable energy resources, the Commission shall consider the
extent to which such renewable energy resources ... further the objectives of
the Commonwealth Energy Policy set forth in §§ 67-101 and 67-102, and shall
also consider whether the costs of such resources is likely to result in
unreasonable increases in rates paid by consumers. (As amended by 2014 G.A.)
Va. Code § 56-585.2, Sale of electricity from renewable sources through a
renewable energy portfolio standard program:
F. [After using renewable energy from its existing sources] a participating utility
shall be required to fulfill any remaining deficit needed to fulfill its RPS Goals at
reasonable cost and in a prudent manner to be determined by the Commission
....
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Consumer Counsel Expert Testimony, APCo 2012 Amos &
Mitchell Coal Plants:
“The Generating Assets would provide certain cost and schedule advantages
over new generation resource alternatives, and are likely to offer lower fuel
costs and reduced fuel price volatility for the foreseeable future. However, the
Generating Assets also have certain disadvantages for APCo and its customers.
Of particular concern, the proposed asset transfers would significantly reduce
the fuel diversity of APCo's system and leave the Company heavily dependent
on older coal-fired units to supply the vast majority of its energy needs at a
time of great uncertainty regarding future environmental regulations.”
“Due to ... my concerns regarding the ownership risks associated with older coal
plants ... I do not recommend approval of APCo's request for approval of the
Generating Asset transfers.”
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Consumer Counsel Expert Testimony, APCo 2007 IGCC
Carbon Capture Coal Plant:
“Due to the high initial capital cost of the proposed IGCC unit, uncertainty
regarding the timing and cost of future C02 regulations, uncertainty
regarding the performance of the proposed unit, questions which exist
regarding the need for new coal-fueled baseload capacity on the AEP East
system in 2012, and the availability of lower cost and less risky alternatives,
it would be imprudent for Appalachian to proceed with the construction of
its proposed IGCC unit at this time. Therefore, the Commission ought not
approve the application.”
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Consumer Counsel Expert Testimony, APCo 2009 Fuel
Factor:
“Although wind generation presently enjoys growing popularity among the
public and policymakers, and can be economically competitive with other
forms of energy under certain circumstances, wind energy purchases are
presently one of the most expensive sources of energy on Appalachian's
system. For example, ... the forecasted cost of wind purchases ($62.14/MWh)
is more than double the forecasted Appalachian system average Net Energy
Cost ($26.69/MWh) presented by the Company in this case. Based on this
forecasted differential between wind energy and system average energy costs,
the estimated cost increase attributed to Appalachian's forecasted wind energy
purchases is approximately $27 million per year.”

SCC’s Final Order, APCo 2009 Fuel Factor:
“The Commission is concerned about the significant increase in APCo’s fuel
factor and its ultimate impact on customers’ bills, especially at this time of
economic hardship for many people and businesses in APCo’s service territory.”
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Integrated Resource Plans
Va. Code § 56-597, Definition:
"Integrated resource plan" or "IRP" means a document developed by an
electric utility that provides a forecast of its load obligations and a plan to
meet those obligations by supply side and demand side resources over the
ensuing 15 years to promote reasonable prices, reliable service, energy
independence, and environmental responsibility.
Va. Code § 56-599, IRP required:
E. The Commission shall analyze and review an integrated resource plan
and ... the Commission shall make a determination as to whether an IRP is
reasonable and is in the public interest.

SCC’s IRP Final Orders:
“The IRP is a planning document, not a document that will control future
decisions on specific resources.”
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SCC’s Final Order, APCo 2011 IRP:
“In future IRP filings, APCo’s IRP ... should be more focused on cost reduction
measures and planning for APCo individually.”

SCC’s Final Order, Dominion 2011 IRP:
Considerations of fuel diversity “do not warrant limiting the IRP as presented
by Dominion.”
“Both coal and nuclear options should be considered against the full panoply
of conventional, renewable, and other resource alternatives.”
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