
Letters Received as of February 21, 2025 Regarding Proposed Transmission 

Upgrades in Advance of the PJM Board of Managers February, 2025 Meeting 
 

The following emails and letters were submitted to the Secretary of the PJM Members 

Committee - David Anders - pursuant to the Board Communications process and are being 

posted pursuant to that process.  A response will be provided to these communications, which 

will be posted on the Board Communications page as well.  

 

 
From: Michelle Henry < >  
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2025 8:18 AM 
To: Anders, David < > 
Subject: Opposition to Project 262 2024 Window 1 – (708) 765kV 261-mile transmission line 

 

Attention: 

The PJM Board of Managers 

Mark Takahashi, Chairman and 

Manu Asthana, PJM President and CEO 

PJM Interconnection L.L.C. 

2750 Monroe Boulevard 

Audubon, Pennsylvania 19408 

 

I am strongly opposed to Project 262 of the 2024 Window 1 projects. For the reasons set forth 

below.  I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262.  

This project was not competitively bid or awarded. Incumbent utilities FirstEnergy, American 

Electric Power and Dominion made a joint proposal thwarting competition. The utilities did not 

have to compete with each other to propose aproject that was cost effective for ratepayers and the 

project bid did not include any cost caps! Additionally, the project is under bid as it is based on 

Guyed V-lattice tower construction. Not only won't this work across most of the terrain, Guyed 

V-lattice towers are possibly the foulest, most land use restrictive, intensive and invasive electric 

infrastructure available! 

The Constructability and Financial Analysis of the project was not performed as required. The 

process for the analysis listed on PJM RTEP 2024 Window 1 Constructability Analysis Pg.16, 

required a review of land use mapping that identified residences within both 100 feet and 250 

feet of the proposed line, along with identification of conservation easements, public land, and 

historic structures and districts in acres and the count as well as a Public Lands mapping review 

with types, acreage and counts (etc). PJM did not perform this analysis at all. The maps of the 

project indicate the project will be built on existing easements when PJM has stated that it will 

require a new easement 200' for its entire 261-mile length.  

The impacts of this proposal are being intentionally trivialized and glossed over. The proposed 

route crosses 15 miles of private property and conservation easements in Western Loudoun 

County that would be subject to eminent domain takings of 200' easements. Another @365 acres 

of private property to be taken to support data center expansion. Thisimpacts the same area in 

Western Loudoun County that is the target of the new 500kV transmission line that was 

approved by PJM’s Board of Managers in August of 2024 (Alternate MARL Re-Route) which is 

expected to take additional easements as well! 



Project 262 (similarly to Alternate MARL Re-Route) will cross Harpers Ferry National Park, the 

Appalachian Trail, andthe C&O Canal National Park and will destroy the scenic and historic 

value of these assets. 

This will be a third transmission tower even bigger than the other two - a 500kV plus a 500kV 

with a 138kV underbuild plus a 765kV Guyed V-lattice structure beside it! This will have a 

devastating effect on property owners all along the route and will render thousands of acres of 

property worthless! 

Project 262 was rated the most risky project for its In-Service Date of 2029 due to both schedule 

and constructability risks. Project 262 is NOT the only solution for transmission nor is 

transmission the only solution for the data center expansion / projected energy load in Loudoun 

County, Virginia. 

Once again, I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262 .  

Sincerely, 

Michelle Henry 

 

 
From: Corinne Pitts < >  
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2025 8:47 AM 
To: Anders, David < > 
Subject: Opposition to Project 262 / 7082024 Window 1 – 765kV 261-mile transmission line 

To PJM Board of Managers, 

Requesting you please consider the below factors and deny approval of Project 262.  

As a homeowner along the Potomac River in Loudoun County, this project would have serious 

impacts to the natural, scenic and historic areas along the river.  Harpers Ferry is a national 

treasure and is such a draw for outdoor enthusiasts around the world. Having this project cross 

through the park and obstruct views will destroy this beautiful and unique place.  

Additionally I am very concerned about the effects it will have on wildlife in this area. There are 

numerous Peregrine falcons, bald eagles, and the RARE Allegheny woodrats in the Harpers 

Ferry area whose habitats could be affected by this construction.  At my own home we have a 

bald eagle nest and they are very sensitive to sound and activity nearby, and this could disturb 

their nest and young eagles. The rare and diverse habitats along the Potomac need to be 

protected.  

Please see below additional reasons to deny this project: 

1) The project was not competitively bid or awarded. PJM utilities 

FirstEnergy, American Electric Power and Dominion made a joint proposal 

in order to thwart competition and fix prices. The utilities did not 

have to compete with each other to propose a project that was cost 

effective for ratepayers, and the project bid did not include any cost 

caps. Even then, project is under bid as it is based on "cheaper" Guyed 

V-lattice tower construction which will not work due to terrain. Guyed 

V-lattice towers are possibly the foulest, most land use restrictive, 

intensive and invasive electric infrastructure available! 

 

2) PJM’s Constructability and Financial Analysis of the project was 

not performed as required. PJM’s stated process for the analysis 

required a review of land use mapping that identified residences within 



both 100 feet and 250 feet of the proposed line, along with 

identification of conservation easements, public land, and historic 

structures and districts in acres and the count as well as a Public 

Lands mapping review with types, acreage and counts (etc). PJM did not 

perform this analysis at all. 

 

3) PJM’s maps of the project claim the project will be built on 

existing easements when PJM has stated that it will require a new 

easement for its entire 261-mile length. The proposed route crosses 15 

miles of private property and conservation easements in Western Loudoun 

County that would be subject to eminent domain taking for a new 200' 

easement. This is another @365 acres of private propert just in Loudoun 

to be taken to support data center expansion. This will have a 

devastating effect on property owners all along the route. 

 

4)The project will cross Harpers Ferry National Park, the Appalachian 

Trail, and the C&O Canal National Park, it will run parallel down the 

view shed of the Potomac River and will destroy the scenic and historic 

value of these assets. 

 

5) Project 262 was rated the most risky project for its In-Service Date 

of 2029 due to both schedule and constructability risks. PJM’s 

Reliability Report states that PJM is attempting to manage this risk by 

extending the In Service Date to 2032. 

 

6)The project is another extension cord to export coal-fired electric 

resources from West Virginia's aging coal generation plants (in this 

case John Amos built in 1971) into Virginia. 

 

  7) Project 262 is NOT the only solution for transmission nor is 

transmission the only solution for the data center expansion / projected 

energy load in Loudoun County, Virginia. 

 

Thank you for your consideration, 

Corinne Pitts 

 

 
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2025 9:16 AM 
To: Anders, David < > 
Subject: Opposition to Project 262 2024 Window 1-(708) 765k 261-mile transmission line 

 

I am strongly opposed to Project 262 of the 2024 Window 1 projects.  For the reasons set 

forth below, I urge the  PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 

262.  

  



This project was not competitively bid or awarded. Incumbent utilities FirstEnergy, 

American Electric Power and Dominion made a joint proposal thwarting competition. 

The utilities did not have to compete witheach other to propose a project that was cost 

effective for ratepayers and the project bid did not include any cost caps! 

Additionally, the project is under bid as it is based on Guyed V-lattice tower 

construction. Not only won't this work across most of the terrain, Guyed V-lattice 

towers are possibly the foulest, most land use restrictive, intensive and invasive 

electric infrastructure available! 

  
The Constructability and Financial Analysis of the project was not performed as 

required. The process for the analysis listed on PJM RTEP 2024 Window 1 

Constructability Analysis Pg.16, required a review of land use mapping 

thatidentified residences within both 100 feet and 250 feet of the proposed line, along 

with identification of conservation easements, public land, and historic structures and 

districts in acres and the count as well as a Public Lands mapping review with types, 

acreage and counts (etc). PJM did not perform this analysis at 

all. The maps of the project indicate the 

project will be built on existing easementswhen PJM has stated that it will require a new

 easement 200' for its entire 261-mile length.   

  
The impacts of this proposal are being intentionally trivialized and glossed 

over.  The proposed route crosses 15 miles of private property and conservation 

easements in Western Loudoun County that would be subject to eminent domain 

takings of 200' easements. Another @365 acres of private property to be taken to 

support data center expansion.  This impacts the same area in Western Loudoun County 

that is the target of the new 500kV transmission line that was approved by PJM’s Board 

of Managers in August of 2024 (Alternate MARL Re-Route) which is expected to take 

additional easements as well! 

  
Project 262 (similarly to Alternate MARL Re-

Route) will cross Harpers FerryNational Park, the Appalachian Trail, and the C&O 

Canal National Park and will destroy the scenic and historic value of these assets. 

  
This will be a third transmission tower even bigger than the other two - a 500kV plus a 

500kV with a 138kV underbuild plus a 765kV Guyed V-lattice structure beside it! This 

will have a devastating effect on property owners all along the route and will render 

thousands of acres of property worthless. 

 
I moved to rural Loudoun for the natural beauty of the area, and this project will destroy that. 

This project is in direct violation of the zoning of our properties.  

  



Project 262 was rated the most risky project for its In-Service Date of 2029 due 

to both schedule and constructability risks.   Project 262 is NOT the only solution for 

transmission nor is transmission the only solution for the data center expansion 

/ projected energy load in Loudoun County, Virginia. 
  

Once again,  I urge the  PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 

262 .  

  
Sincerely, 
Arva Estep 
Lovettsville, VA  
 

 

January 27, 2025 

 

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL 

 

The PJM Board of Managers 

Mark Takahashi, Chairman and 

Manu Asthana, PJM President and CEO 

PJM Interconnection L.L.C. 

2750 Monroe Boulevard 

Audubon, Pennsylvania 19408 

 

RE: Opposition to Project 262 2024 Window 1 – (708) 765kV 261-mile transmission line 

 

I am strongly opposed to Project 262 of the 2024 Window 1 projects. For the reasons set forth 

below, I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262. 

 

This project was not competitively bid or awarded. Incumbent utilities FirstEnergy, American 

Electric Power and Dominion made a joint proposal thwarting competition. The utilities did not 

have to compete with each other to propose a project that was cost effective for ratepayers and 

the project bid did not include any cost caps! Additionally, the project is under bid as it is based 

on Guyed V-lattice tower construction. Not only won't this work across most of the terrain, 

Guyed V-lattice towers are possibly the foulest, most land use restrictive, intensive and 

invasive electric infrastructure available! 

 

The Constructability and Financial Analysis of the project was not performed as required. The 

process for the analysis listed on PJM RTEP 2024 Window 1 Constructability Analysis 

Pg.16,  required a review of land use mapping that identified residences within both 100 feet and 

250 feet of the proposed line, along with identification of conservation easements, public land, 

and historic structures and districts in acres and the count as well as a Public Lands mapping 

review with types, acreage and counts (etc). PJM did not perform this analysis at all. The maps 

of the project indicate the project will be built on existing easements when PJM has stated that it 

will require a new easement 200' for its entire 261-mile length. 



 

The impacts of this proposal are being intentionally trivialized and glossed over. The proposed 

route crosses 15 miles of private property and conservation easements in Western Loudoun 

County that would be subject to eminent domain takings of 200' easements. Another 365 acres of 

private property to be taken to support data center expansion. This impacts the same area in 

Western Loudoun County that is the target of the new 500kV transmission line that was 

approved by PJM’s Board of Managers in August of 2024 (Alternate MARL Re-Route) which is 

expected to take additional easements as well! 

 

Project 262 (similarly to Alternate MARL Re-Route) will cross the Monongahela National 

Forest, Appalachian National Scenic Trail, Chesapeake & Ohio Canal National Historical 

Park, Harpers Ferry National Historical Park, Potomac Heritage National Scenic Trail and it 

will run parallel down the view shed of the Potomac River and will destroy the scenic and 

historic value of these assets.  

 

This will be a third transmission tower even bigger than the other two - a 500kV plus a 500kV 

with a 138kV underbuild plus a 765kV Guyed V-lattice structure beside it!  This will have a 

devastating effect on property owners all along the route and will render thousands of acres of 

property worthless! 

 

The proposed transmission line threatens to disrupt the natural beauty and ecosystems that 

define our rural town. Lovettsville is home to forests, wildlife, farmland, etc., which could 

be irreparably harmed by the construction and maintenance of such infrastructure. 

Clearing land for transmission towers and lines may lead to deforestation, soil erosion, and 

habitat destruction, endangering local wildlife and undermining efforts to preserve our 

natural heritage. 

 

High-voltage transmission lines have been associated with potential health risks due to 

prolonged exposure to electromagnetic fields (EMFs). While research on this subject is 

ongoing, the possibility of increased health risks for residents, particularly children and the 

elderly, is a matter of significant concern. Additionally, transmission lines pose safety risks, 

such as the potential for fires and accidents during severe weather events. 

 

The construction of a high-voltage transmission line could diminish property values in our 

town, as potential buyers may be deterred by the visual impact and perceived risks 

associated with living near such infrastructure. For many residents, their homes are their 

most significant investments, and a decrease in property value could cause undue financial 

hardship. Furthermore, the presence of transmission lines could deter tourism and other 

industries that rely on the town’s rural charm. 

 

I urge the power company to explore alternative solutions that do not require the 

construction of a high-voltage transmission line through our town. Options such as 

upgrading existing infrastructure, investing in underground lines, or pursuing renewable 

energy sources should be thoroughly evaluated. Moreover, the lack of transparent 

communication and genuine consultation with our community regarding this proposal is 



unacceptable. Residents deserve to have their voices heard and their concerns addressed 

before any decisions are made. 

 

Project 262 was rated the most risky project for its In-Service Date of 2029 due to both schedule 

and constructability risks.   Project 262 is NOT the only solution for transmission nor is 

transmission the only solution for the data center expansion / projected energy load in 

Loudoun County, Virginia. 

 

Once again, I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262.  

 

Sincerely,  

 

Emmett George 

Lovettsville, VA  

 

 
From: Desiree Peyman < >  
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2025 1:11 PM 
To: Anders, David < > 
Subject: Opposition to Project 262 2024 Window 1 – (708) 765kV 261-mile transmission line 

 
Attention: 

The PJM Board of Managers 

Mark Takahashi, Chairman and 

Manu Asthana, PJM President and CEO 

PJM Interconnection L.L.C. 

2750 Monroe Boulevard 

Audubon, Pennsylvania 19408 

I am strongly opposed to Project 262 of the 2024 Window 1 projects. For the reasons set forth below. 

I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262.  

This project was not competitively bid or awarded. Incumbent utilities FirstEnergy, American 

Electric Power and Dominion made a joint proposal thwarting competition. The utilities did not have 

to compete with each other to propose a project that was cost effective for ratepayers and the project 

bid did not include any cost caps! Additionally, the project is under bid as it is based on Guyed V-

lattice tower construction. Not only won't this work across most of the terrain, Guyed V-lattice 

towers are possibly the foulest, most land use restrictive, intensive and invasive electric infrastructure 

available! 

The Constructability and Financial Analysis of the project was not performed as required. The 

process for the analysis listed on PJM RTEP 2024 Window 1 Constructability Analysis Pg.16, 

required a review of land use mapping that identified residences within both 100 feet and 250 feet of 

the proposed line, along with identification of conservation easements, public land, and historic 

structures and districts in acres and the count as well as a Public Lands mapping review with types, 

acreage and counts (etc). PJM did not perform this analysis at all. The maps of the project indicate 

the project will be built on existing easements when PJM has stated that it will require a new 

easement 200' for its entire 261-mile length.  

The impacts of this proposal are being intentionally trivialized and glossed over. The proposed route 

crosses 15 miles of private property and conservation easements in Western Loudoun County that 



would be subject to eminent domain takings of 200' easements. Another @365 acres of private 

property to be taken to support data center expansion. This 

impacts the same area in Western Loudoun County that is the target of the new 500kV transmission 

line that was approved by PJM’s Board of Managers in August of 2024 (Alternate MARL Re-Route) 

which is expected to take additional easements as well! 

Project 262 (similarly to Alternate MARL Re-Route) will cross Harpers Ferry National Park, the 

Appalachian Trail, andthe C&O Canal National Park and will destroy the scenic and historic value of 

these assets. 

This will be a third transmission tower even bigger than the other two - a 500kV plus a 500kV with a 

138kV underbuild plus a 765kV Guyed V-lattice structure beside it! This will have a devastating 

effect on property owners all along the route and will render thousands of acres of property 

worthless! 

Project 262 was rated the most risky project for its In-Service Date of 2029 due to both schedule and 

constructability risks. Project 262 is NOT the only solution for transmission nor is transmission the 

only solution for the data center expansion / projected energy load in Loudoun County, Virginia. 

Once again, I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262 .  

Sincerely, 

Desiree Peyman 

 

 
From: Tara Ward < >  
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2025 2:29 PM 
To: Anders, David < > 
Subject: Opposition to Project 262 2024 Window 1 – (708) 765kV 261-mile transmission line 

 
Attention: The PJM Board of Managers Mark Takahashi, Chairman and Manu Asthana, PJM 
President and CEO PJM Interconnection L.L.C. 2750 Monroe Boulevard Audubon, 
Pennsylvania 19408 I am strongly opposed to Project 262 of the 2024 Window 1 projects. For 
the reasons set forth below. I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 
Project 262. This project was not competitively bid or awarded. Incumbent utilities FirstEnergy, 
American Electric Power and Dominion made a joint proposal thwarting competition. The utilities 
did not have to compete with each other to propose a project that was cost effective for 
ratepayers and the project bid did not include any cost caps! Additionally, the project is under bid 
as it is based on Guyed V-lattice tower construction. Not only won't this work across most of the 
terrain, Guyed V-lattice towers are possibly the foulest, most land use restrictive, intensive and 
invasive electric infrastructure available. The Constructability and Financial Analysis of the 
project was not performed as required. The process for the analysis listed on PJM RTEP 2024 
Window 1 Constructability Analysis Pg.16, required a review of land use mapping that identified 
residences within both 100 feet and 250 feet of the proposed line, along with identification of 
conservation easements, public land, and historic structures and districts in acres and the count 
as well as a Public Lands mapping review with types, acreage and counts (etc). PJM did not 
perform this analysis at all. The maps of the project indicate the project will be built on existing 
easements when PJM has stated that it will require a new easement 200' for its entire 261-mile 
length. The impacts of this proposal are being intentionally trivialized and glossed over. The 
proposed route crosses 15 miles of private property and conservation easements in Western 
Loudoun County that would be subject to eminent domain takings of 200' easements. Another 
@365 acres of private property to be taken to support data center expansion. This impacts the 
same area in Western Loudoun County that is the target of the new 500kV transmission line that 



was approved by PJM’s Board of Managers in August of 2024 (Alternate MARL Re-Route) 
which is expected to take additional easements as well. Project 262 (similarly to Alternate MARL 
Re-Route) will cross Harpers Ferry National Park, the Appalachian Trail, and the C&O; Canal 
National Park and will destroy the scenic and historic value of these assets. This will be a third 
transmission tower even bigger than the other two - a 500kV plus a 500kV with a 138kV 
underbuild plus a 765kV Guyed V-lattice structure beside it! This will have a devastating effect 
on property owners all along the route and will render thousands of acres of property worthless! 
Project 262 was rated the most risky project for its In-Service Date of 2029 due to both schedule 
and constructability risks. Project 262 is NOT the only solution for transmission nor is 
transmission the only solution for the data center expansion / projected energy load in Loudoun 
County, Virginia. Once again, I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 
Project 262 . Sincerely, 
 
Tara Ward 
Brunswick, MD 

 

 

January 27, 2025 

 

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL 

The PJM Board of Managers 

Mark Takahashi, Chairman and 

Manu Asthana, PJM President and CEO 

PJM Interconnection L.L.C. 

2750 Monroe Boulevard 

Audubon, Pennsylvania 19408 

RE: Opposition to Project 262 2024 Window 1 – (708) 765kV 261-mile transmission line 

I am strongly opposed to Project 262 of the 2024 Window 1 projects. For the reasons set forth 

below, I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262. 

This project was not competitively bid or awarded. Incumbent utilities FirstEnergy, American 

Electric Power and Dominion made a joint proposal thwarting competition. The utilities did not 

have to compete with each other to propose a project that was cost effective for ratepayers and 

the project bid did not include any cost caps! Additionally, the project is under bid as it is based 

on Guyed V-lattice tower construction. Not only won't this work across most of the terrain, 

Guyed V-lattice towers are possibly the foulest, most land use restrictive, intensive and invasive 

electric infrastructure available! 

The Constructability and Financial Analysis of the project was not performed as required. The 

process for the analysis listed on PJM RTEP 2024 Window 1 Constructability Analysis Pg.16, 

required a review of land use mapping that identified residences within both 100 feet and 250 

feet of the proposed line, along with identification of conservation easements, public land, and 

historic structures and districts in acres and the count as well as a Public Lands mapping review 

with types, acreage and counts (etc). PJM did not perform this analysis at all. The maps of the 

project indicate the project will be built on existing easements when PJM has stated that it will 

require a new easement 200' for its entire 261-mile length. 

The impacts of this proposal are being intentionally trivialized and glossed over. The proposed 

route crosses 15 miles of private property and conservation easements in Western Loudoun 

County that would be subject to eminent domain takings of 200' easements. Another 365 acres of 



private property to be taken to support data center expansion. This impacts the same area in 

Western Loudoun County that is the target of the new 500kV transmission line that was 

approved by PJM’s Board of Managers in August of 2024 (Alternate MARL Re-Route) which is 

expected to take additional easements as well! 

Project 262 (similarly to Alternate MARL Re-Route) will cross the Monongahela National 

Forest, Appalachian National Scenic Trail, Chesapeake & Ohio Canal National Historical Park, 

Harpers Ferry National Historical Park, Potomac Heritage National Scenic Trail and it will run 

parallel down the view shed of the Potomac River and will destroy the scenic and historic value 

of these assets.  

This will be a third transmission tower even bigger than the other two - a 500kV plus a 500kV 

with a 138kV underbuild plus a 765kV Guyed V-lattice structure beside it!  This will have a 

devastating effect on property owners all along the route and will render thousands of acres of 

property worthless! 

The proposed transmission line threatens to disrupt the natural beauty and ecosystems that define 

our rural town. Lovettsville is home to forests, wildlife, farmland, etc., which could be 

irreparably harmed by the construction and maintenance of such infrastructure. Clearing land for 

transmission towers and lines may lead to deforestation, soil erosion, and habitat destruction, 

endangering local wildlife and undermining efforts to preserve our natural heritage. 

High-voltage transmission lines have been associated with potential health risks due to prolonged 

exposure to electromagnetic fields (EMFs). While research on this subject is ongoing, the 

possibility of increased health risks for residents, particularly children and the elderly, is a matter 

of significant concern. Additionally, transmission lines pose safety risks, such as the potential for 

fires and accidents during severe weather events. 

The construction of a high-voltage transmission line could diminish property values in our town, 

as potential buyers may be deterred by the visual impact and perceived risks associated with 

living near such infrastructure. For many residents, their homes are their most significant 

investments, and a decrease in property value could cause undue financial hardship. 

Furthermore, the presence of transmission lines could deter tourism and other industries that rely 

on the town’s rural charm. 

I urge the power company to explore alternative solutions that do not require the construction of 

a high-voltage transmission line through our town. Options such as upgrading existing 

infrastructure, investing in underground lines, or pursuing renewable energy sources should be 

thoroughly evaluated. Moreover, the lack of transparent communication and genuine 

consultation with our community regarding this proposal is unacceptable. Residents deserve to 

have their voices heard and their concerns addressed before any decisions are made. 

Project 262 was rated the riskiest project for its In-Service Date of 2029 due to both schedule and 

constructability risks.   Project 262 is NOT the only solution for transmission nor is transmission 

the only solution for the data center expansion / projected energy load in Loudoun County, 

Virginia. 

Once again, I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262.  

 

Sincerely,  

Megan Rettew 

Lovettsville, VA 

 

 



January 27, 2025 

 

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL 

 

The PJM Board of Managers 

Mark Takahashi, Chairman and 

Manu Asthana, PJM President and CEO 

PJM Interconnection L.L.C. 

2750 Monroe Boulevard 

Audubon, Pennsylvania 19408 
 

RE: Opposition to Project 262 2024 Window 1 – (708) 765kV 261-mile transmission line 

 

I am strongly opposed to Project 262 of the 2024 Window 1 projects. For the reasons set forth below, I 

urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262. 

 

This project was not competitively bid or awarded. Incumbent utilities FirstEnergy, American Electric 

Power and Dominion made a joint proposal thwarting competition. The utilities did not have to compete 

with each other to propose a project that was cost effective for ratepayers and the project bid did not 

include any cost caps! Additionally, the project is under bid as it is based on Guyed V-lattice tower 

construction. Not only won't this work across most of the terrain, Guyed V-lattice towers are possibly the 

foulest, most land use restrictive, intensive and invasive electric infrastructure available! 

 

The Constructability and Financial Analysis of the project was not performed as required. The process for 

the analysis listed on PJM RTEP 2024 Window 1 Constructability Analysis Pg.16,  required a review 

of land use mapping that identified residences within both 100 feet and 250 feet of the proposed line, 

along with identification of conservation easements, public land, and historic structures and districts in 

acres and the count as well as a Public Lands mapping review with types, acreage and counts (etc). PJM 

did not perform this analysis at all. The maps of the project indicate the project will be built on existing 

easements when PJM has stated that it will require a new easement 200' for its entire 261-mile length. 

 

The impacts of this proposal are being intentionally trivialized and glossed over. The proposed route 

crosses 15 miles of private property and conservation easements in Western Loudoun County that 

would be subject to eminent domain takings of 200' easements. Another 365 acres of private property to be 

taken to support data center expansion. This impacts the same area in Western Loudoun County that is 

the target of the new 500kV transmission line that was approved by PJM’s Board of Managers in August 

of 2024 (Alternate MARL Re-Route) which is expected to take additional easements as well! 

 

Project 262 (similarly to Alternate MARL Re-Route) will cross the Monongahela National Forest, 

Appalachian National Scenic Trail, Chesapeake & Ohio Canal National Historical Park, Harpers 

Ferry National Historical Park, Potomac Heritage National Scenic Trail and it will run parallel down 

the view shed of the Potomac River and will destroy the scenic and historic value of these assets.  

 

This will be a third transmission tower even bigger than the other two - a 500kV plus a 500kV with a 

138kV underbuild plus a 765kV Guyed V-lattice structure beside it!  This will have a devastating effect on 

property owners all along the route and will render thousands of acres of property worthless! 

 

The proposed transmission line threatens to disrupt the natural beauty and ecosystems that define 

our rural town. Lovettsville is home to forests, wildlife, farmland, etc., which could be irreparably 

harmed by the construction and maintenance of such infrastructure. Clearing land for transmission 



towers and lines may lead to deforestation, soil erosion, and habitat destruction, endangering local 

wildlife and undermining efforts to preserve our natural heritage. 

 

High-voltage transmission lines have been associated with potential health risks due to prolonged 

exposure to electromagnetic fields (EMFs). While research on this subject is ongoing, the possibility 

of increased health risks for residents, particularly children and the elderly, is a matter of 

significant concern. Additionally, transmission lines pose safety risks, such as the potential for fires 

and accidents during severe weather events. 

 

The construction of a high-voltage transmission line could diminish property values in our town, as 

potential buyers may be deterred by the visual impact and perceived risks associated with living 

near such infrastructure. For many residents, their homes are their most significant investments, 

and a decrease in property value could cause undue financial hardship. Furthermore, the presence 

of transmission lines could deter tourism and other industries that rely on the town’s rural charm. 

 

I urge the power company to explore alternative solutions that do not require the construction of a 

high-voltage transmission line through our town. Options such as upgrading existing 

infrastructure, investing in underground lines, or pursuing renewable energy sources should be 

thoroughly evaluated. Moreover, the lack of transparent communication and genuine consultation 

with our community regarding this proposal is unacceptable. Residents deserve to have their voices 

heard and their concerns addressed before any decisions are made. 

 

Project 262 was rated the most risky project for its In-Service Date of 2029 due to both schedule and 

constructability risks.   Project 262 is NOT the only solution for transmission nor is transmission the 

only solution for the data center expansion / projected energy load in Loudoun County, Virginia. 

 

Once again, I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262.  

 

Sincerely,  

 

Terri Barnett 

Lovettsville, VA 

 

 

 
From: Charles Lathrop < >  
Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2025 7:58 AM 
To: Anders, David < > 
Subject: Subject: Opposition to Project 262 / 708 2024 Window 1 – 765kV 261-mile transmission line 

 

As a landowner adjacent to the current right of way that this line would expand, I'm opposed to 

this proposed project for the following reasons: 

 

1) The project was not competitively bid or awarded. PJM utilities FirstEnergy, American 

Electric Power and Dominion made a joint proposal in order to thwart competition and fix prices. 

The utilities did not have to compete with each other to propose a project that was "cost 

effective" for ratepayers, and the project bid did not include any cost caps. Even then,  the 

project is under bid as it is based on "cheaper" Guyed V-lattice tower construction which will not 

work due to terrain. Guyed V-lattice towers are possibly the foulest, most land use restrictive, 



intensive and invasive electric infrastructure available! 

 

2) PJM’s Constructability and Financial Analysis of the project was not performed as required. 

PJM’s stated process for the analysis required a review of land use mapping that identified 

residences within both 100 feet and 250 feet of the proposed line, along with identification of 

conservation easements, public land, and historic structures and districts in acres and the count as 

well as a Public Lands mapping review with types, acreage and counts (etc). PJM did not 

perform this analysis at all. 

 

3) PJM’s maps of the project claim the project will be built on existing easements when PJM has 

stated that it will require a new easement for its entire 261-mile length.  The proposed route 

crosses 15 miles of private property and conservation easements in Western Loudoun County 

that would be subject to eminent domain taking for a new 200' easement. This is another @365 

acres of private property just in Loudoun to be taken to support data center expansion. This will 

have a devastating effect on property owners all along the route. 

 

4)The project will cross  the Monongahela National Forest, Appalachian National Scenic Trail, 

Chesapeake & Ohio Canal National Historical Park, Harpers Ferry National Historical 

Park,Potomac Heritage National Scenic Trail and it will run parallel down the view shed of the 

Potomac River and will severely impact / destroy the scenic and historic value of these assets.  

 

5) Project 262 was rated the most risky project for its In-Service Date of 2029 due to both 

schedule and constructability risks. PJM’s Reliability Report states that PJM is attempting to 

manage this risk by extending the In Service Date to 2032. 

 

6)The project is another extension cord to export coal-fired electric resources from West 

Virginia's aging coal generation plants (in this case John Amos built in 1971) into Virginia. 

While I am not opposed to coal as a source of power generation, I'm furious that as Virginia 

citizens and property owners we're expected to shoulder the burden for the General Assembly's 

and Dominion's poor policy choices and lack of planning for the explosive growth of the data 

center industry as well as Federal and State goals for electrification and the grid capacity 

required to support it. 

 

7) Project 262 is NOT the only solution for transmission nor is transmission the only solution for 

the data center expansion / projected energy load in Loudoun County, Virginia. The focus should 

be on expanding Virginia's natural gas power generation, re-starting SW Virginia's coal plants 

and fast-tracking nuclear power generation rather than buying power from out of state because 

the pie-in-the sky "green" energy (solar/wind/battery) plans mandated under VCEA are 

pathetically inadequate for current and future power needs in Virginia and the region.  

 

Charles Lathrop 

Lovettsville, VA 

 

 

 



From: Helen Lightner < >  
Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2025 9:11 AM 
To: Anders, David < > 
Subject: Opposition to Project 262 2024 Window 1 – (708) 765kV 261-mile transmission line 

 

 
Attention: The PJM Board of Managers Mark Takahashi, Chairman and Manu Asthana, PJM 
President and CEO PJM Interconnection L.L.C. 2750 Monroe Boulevard Audubon, 
Pennsylvania 19408 I am strongly opposed to Project 262 of the 2024 Window 1 projects. For 
the reasons set forth below. I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 
Project 262. This project was not competitively bid or awarded. Incumbent utilities FirstEnergy, 
American Electric Power and Dominion made a joint proposal thwarting competition. The utilities 
did not have to compete with each other to propose a project that was cost effective for 
ratepayers and the project bid did not include any cost caps! Additionally, the project is under bid 
as it is based on Guyed V-lattice tower construction. Not only won't this work across most of the 
terrain, Guyed V-lattice towers are possibly the foulest, most land use restrictive, intensive and 
invasive electric infrastructure available! The Constructability and Financial Analysis of the 
project was not performed as required. The process for the analysis listed on PJM RTEP 2024 
Window 1 Constructability Analysis Pg.16, required a review of land use mapping that identified 
residences within both 100 feet and 250 feet of the proposed line, along with identification of 
conservation easements, public land, and historic structures and districts in acres and the count 
as well as a Public Lands mapping review with types, acreage and counts (etc). PJM did not 
perform this analysis at all. The maps of the project indicate the project will be built on existing 
easements when PJM has stated that it will require a new easement 200' for its entire 261-mile 
length. The impacts of this proposal are being intentionally trivialized and glossed over. The 
proposed route crosses 15 miles of private property and conservation easements in Western 
Loudoun County that would be subject to eminent domain takings of 200' easements. Another 
@365 acres of private property to be taken to support data center expansion. This impacts the 
same area in Western Loudoun County that is the target of the new 500kV transmission line that 
was approved by PJM’s Board of Managers in August of 2024 (Alternate MARL Re-Route) 
which is expected to take additional easements as well! Project 262 (similarly to Alternate MARL 
Re-Route) will cross Harpers Ferry National Park, the Appalachian Trail, andthe C&O; Canal 
National Park and will destroy the scenic and historic value of these assets. This will be a third 
transmission tower even bigger than the other two - a 500kV plus a 500kV with a 138kV 
underbuild plus a 765kV Guyed V-lattice structure beside it! This will have a devastating effect 
on property owners all along the route and will render thousands of acres of property worthless! 
Project 262 was rated the most risky project for its In-Service Date of 2029 due to both schedule 
and constructability risks. Project 262 is NOT the only solution for transmission nor is 
transmission the only solution for the data center expansion / projected energy load in Loudoun 
County, Virginia. Once again, I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 
Project 262 . Sincerely, 
 

Helen Lightner 

 

 

 

 



From: KATHLEEN NUNES < >  
Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2025 12:42 PM 
To: Anders, David < > 
Subject: Opposition to Project 262 2024 Window 1 – (708) 765kV 261-mile transmission line 

 

 Attention: The PJM Board of Managers Mark Takahashi, Chairman and Manu Asthana, 

PJM President and CEO PJM Interconnection L.L.C. 2750 Monroe Boulevard Audubon, 
Pennsylvania 19408  

   
I am strongly opposed to Project 262 of the 2024 Window 1 projects. For the reasons 
set forth below.  
   
I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262. This 
project was not competitively bid or awarded. Incumbent utilities FirstEnergy, American 
Electric Power and Dominion made a joint proposal thwarting competition. The utilities 
did not have to compete with each other to propose a project that was cost effective for 
ratepayers and the project bid did not include any cost caps! Additionally, the project is 
under bid as it is based on Guyed V-lattice tower construction. Not only won't this work 
across most of the terrain, Guyed V-lattice towers are possibly the foulest, most land 
use restrictive, intensive and invasive electric infrastructure available! The 
Constructability and Financial Analysis of the project was not performed as required. 
The process for the analysis listed on PJM RTEP 2024 Window 1 Constructability 
Analysis Pg.16, required a review of land use mapping that identified residences within 
both 100 feet and 250 feet of the proposed line, along with identification of 
conservation easements, public land, and historic structures and districts in acres and 
the count as well as a Public Lands mapping review with types, acreage and counts 
(etc). PJM did not perform this analysis at all. The maps of the project indicate the 
project will be built on existing easements when PJM has stated that it will require a 
new easement 200' for its entire 261-mile length. The impacts of this proposal are 
being intentionally trivialized and glossed over. The proposed route crosses 15 miles of 
private property and conservation easements in Western Loudoun County that would be 
subject to eminent domain takings of 200' easements. Another @365 acres of private 
property to be taken to support data center expansion. This impacts the same area in 
Western Loudoun County that is the target of the new 500kV transmission line that was 
approved by PJM’s Board of Managers in August of 2024 (Alternate MARL Re-Route) 
which is expected to take additional easements as well! Project 262 (similarly to 
Alternate MARL Re-Route) will cross Harpers Ferry National Park, the Appalachian Trail, 
andthe C&O; Canal National Park and will destroy the scenic and historic value of these 
assets. This will be a third transmission tower even bigger than the other two - a 500kV 
plus a 500kV with a 138kV underbuild plus a 765kV Guyed V-lattice structure beside it! 
This will have a devastating effect on property owners all along the route and will 
render thousands of acres of property worthless! Project 262 was rated the most risky 
project for its In-Service Date of 2029 due to both schedule and constructability risks. 



Project 262 is NOT the only solution for transmission nor is transmission the only 
solution for the data center expansion / projected energy load in Loudoun County, 
Virginia. Once again, I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 
Project 262 .  
   
Sincerely,  
   
Kathleen Nunes  
 

 

 

 
From: Brian Wallace < >  
Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2025 6:47 PM 
To: Anders, David < > 
Subject: Opposition to Project 262 2024 Window 1 – (708) 765kV 261-mile transmission line 

 
Attention: The PJM Board of Managers Mark Takahashi, Chairman and Manu Asthana, PJM 
President and CEO PJM Interconnection L.L.C. 2750 Monroe Boulevard Audubon, 
Pennsylvania 19408 I am strongly opposed to Project 262 of the 2024 Window 1 projects. For 
the reasons set forth below. I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 
Project 262. This project was not competitively bid or awarded. Incumbent utilities FirstEnergy, 
American Electric Power and Dominion made a joint proposal thwarting competition. The utilities 
did not have to compete with each other to propose a project that was cost effective for 
ratepayers and the project bid did not include any cost caps! Additionally, the project is under bid 
as it is based on Guyed V-lattice tower construction. Not only won't this work across most of the 
terrain, Guyed V-lattice towers are possibly the foulest, most land use restrictive, intensive and 
invasive electric infrastructure available! The Constructability and Financial Analysis of the 
project was not performed as required. The process for the analysis listed on PJM RTEP 2024 
Window 1 Constructability Analysis Pg.16, required a review of land use mapping that identified 
residences within both 100 feet and 250 feet of the proposed line, along with identification of 
conservation easements, public land, and historic structures and districts in acres and the count 
as well as a Public Lands mapping review with types, acreage and counts (etc). PJM did not 
perform this analysis at all. The maps of the project indicate the project will be built on existing 
easements when PJM has stated that it will require a new easement 200' for its entire 261-mile 
length. The impacts of this proposal are being intentionally trivialized and glossed over. The 
proposed route crosses 15 miles of private property and conservation easements in Western 
Loudoun County that would be subject to eminent domain takings of 200' easements. Another 
@365 acres of private property to be taken to support data center expansion. This impacts the 
same area in Western Loudoun County that is the target of the new 500kV transmission line that 
was approved by PJM’s Board of Managers in August of 2024 (Alternate MARL Re-Route) 
which is expected to take additional easements as well! Project 262 (similarly to Alternate MARL 
Re-Route) will cross Harpers Ferry National Park, the Appalachian Trail, and the C&O; Canal 
National Park and will destroy the scenic and historic value of these assets. This will be a third 
transmission tower even bigger than the other two - a 500kV plus a 500kV with a 138kV 
underbuild plus a 765kV Guyed V-lattice structure beside it! This will have a devastating effect 
on property owners all along the route and will render thousands of acres of property worthless! 



Project 262 was rated the most risky project for its In-Service Date of 2029 due to both schedule 
and constructability risks. Project 262 is NOT the only solution for transmission nor is 
transmission the only solution for the data center expansion / projected energy load in Loudoun 
County, Virginia. Once again, I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 
Project 262 . Sincerely, 
Brian Wallace 
Resident of Loudoun County, Virginia 
 

 

 

 
From: Andy < >  
Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2025 7:29 PM 
To: Anders, David < > 
Subject: Opposition to Project 262 2024 Window 1 – (708) 765kV 261-mile transmission line 

 

 
Attention: The PJM Board of Managers Mark Takahashi, Chairman and Manu Asthana, PJM 
President and CEO PJM Interconnection L.L.C. 2750 Monroe Boulevard Audubon, 
Pennsylvania 19408 I am strongly opposed to Project 262 of the 2024 Window 1 projects. For 
the reasons set forth below. I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 
Project 262. This project was not competitively bid or awarded. Incumbent utilities FirstEnergy, 
American Electric Power and Dominion made a joint proposal thwarting competition. The utilities 
did not have to compete with each other to propose a project that was cost effective for 
ratepayers and the project bid did not include any cost caps! Additionally, the project is under bid 
as it is based on Guyed V-lattice tower construction. Not only won't this work across most of the 
terrain, Guyed V-lattice towers are possibly the foulest, most land use restrictive, intensive and 
invasive electric infrastructure available! The Constructability and Financial Analysis of the 
project was not performed as required. The process for the analysis listed on PJM RTEP 2024 
Window 1 Constructability Analysis Pg.16, required a review of land use mapping that identified 
residences within both 100 feet and 250 feet of the proposed line, along with identification of 
conservation easements, public land, and historic structures and districts in acres and the count 
as well as a Public Lands mapping review with types, acreage and counts (etc). PJM did not 
perform this analysis at all. The maps of the project indicate the project will be built on existing 
easements when PJM has stated that it will require a new easement 200' for its entire 261-mile 
length. The impacts of this proposal are being intentionally trivialized and glossed over. The 
proposed route crosses 15 miles of private property and conservation easements in Western 
Loudoun County that would be subject to eminent domain takings of 200' easements. Another 
@365 acres of private property to be taken to support data center expansion. This impacts the 
same area in Western Loudoun County that is the target of the new 500kV transmission line that 
was approved by PJM’s Board of Managers in August of 2024 (Alternate MARL Re-Route) 
which is expected to take additional easements as well! Project 262 (similarly to Alternate MARL 
Re-Route) will cross Harpers Ferry National Park, the Appalachian Trail, andthe C&O; Canal 
National Park and will destroy the scenic and historic value of these assets. This will be a third 
transmission tower even bigger than the other two - a 500kV plus a 500kV with a 138kV 
underbuild plus a 765kV Guyed V-lattice structure beside it! This will have a devastating effect 
on property owners all along the route and will render thousands of acres of property worthless! 
Project 262 was rated the most risky project for its In-Service Date of 2029 due to both schedule 



and constructability risks. Project 262 is NOT the only solution for transmission nor is 
transmission the only solution for the data center expansion / projected energy load in Loudoun 
County, Virginia. Once again, I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 
Project 262 . Sincerely, 
 

 
Andy Rider 
Resident of Loudoun County 
 

 

 

 
From: Jeff Chapman < >  
Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2025 11:31 AM 
To: Anders, David < > 
Subject: Opposition to Project 262 2024 Window 1 – (708) 765kV 261-mile transmission line 

 

Attention: The PJM Board of Managers Mark Takahashi, Chairman and Manu Asthana, PJM 

President and CEO PJM Interconnection L.L.C. 2750 Monroe Boulevard Audubon, 

Pennsylvania 19408 I am strongly opposed to Project 262 of the 2024 Window 1 projects. For 

the reasons set forth below. I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 

Project 262. This project was not competitively bid or awarded. Incumbent utilities FirstEnergy, 

American Electric Power and Dominion made a joint proposal thwarting competition. The 

utilities did not have to compete with each other to propose a project that was cost effective for 

ratepayers and the project bid did not include any cost caps! Additionally, the project is under 

bid as it is based on Guyed V-lattice tower construction. Not only won't this work across most of 

the terrain, Guyed V-lattice towers are possibly the foulest, most land use restrictive, intensive 

and invasive electric infrastructure available! The Constructability and Financial Analysis of the 

project was not performed as required. The process for the analysis listed on PJM RTEP 2024 

Window 1 Constructability Analysis Pg.16, required a review of land use mapping that identified 

residences within both 100 feet and 250 feet of the proposed line, along with identification of 

conservation easements, public land, and historic structures and districts in acres and the count as 

well as a Public Lands mapping review with types, acreage and counts (etc). PJM did not 

perform this analysis at all. The maps of the project indicate the project will be built on existing 

easements when PJM has stated that it will require a new easement 200' for its entire 261-mile 

length. The impacts of this proposal are being intentionally trivialized and glossed over. The 

proposed route crosses 15 miles of private property and conservation easements in Western 

Loudoun County that would be subject to eminent domain takings of 200' easements. Another 

@365 acres of private property to be taken to support data center expansion. This impacts the 

same area in Western Loudoun County that is the target of the new 500kV transmission line that 

was approved by PJM’s Board of Managers in August of 2024 (Alternate MARL Re-Route) 

which is expected to take additional easements as well! Project 262 (similarly to Alternate 

MARL Re-Route) will cross Harpers Ferry National Park, the Appalachian Trail, and the C&O; 

Canal National Park and will destroy the scenic and historic value of these assets. This will be a 

third transmission tower even bigger than the other two - a 500kV plus a 500kV with a 138kV 

underbuild plus a 765kV Guyed V-lattice structure beside it! This will have a devastating effect 

on property owners all along the route and will render thousands of acres of property worthless! 



Project 262 was rated the most risky project for its In-Service Date of 2029 due to both schedule 

and constructability risks. Project 262 is NOT the only solution for transmission nor is 

transmission the only solution for the data center expansion / projected energy load in Loudoun 

County, Virginia. Once again, I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 

Project 262 . Sincerely, 

 

Jeff Chapman 

 

 

 

 
From: Laurie Jackman < >  
Sent: Thursday, January 30, 2025 10:24 AM 
To: Anders, David < > 
Subject: Opposition to Project 262 2024 Window 1 – (708) 765kV 261-mile transmission line 
 
  
To the PJM Board of Managers; 
Mark Takahashi, Chairman and 
Manu Asthana, PJM President and CEO 
PJM Interconnection L.L.C. 
2750 Monroe Boulevard 
Audubon, Pennsylvania 19408 
 
I am strongly opposed to Project 262 of the 2024 Window 1 projects. For the reasons set forth below.  I 
urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262.  
 
This project was not competitively bid or awarded. Incumbent utilities FirstEnergy, American Electric 
Power and Dominion made a joint proposal thwarting competition. The utilities did not have to compete 
with each other to propose a project that was cost effective for ratepayers and the project bid did not 
include any cost caps! Additionally, the project is under bid as it is based on Guyed V-lattice tower 
construction. Not only won't this work across most of the terrain, Guyed V-lattice towers are possibly 
the foulest, most land use restrictive, intensive and invasive electric infrastructure available! 
 
The Constructability and Financial Analysis of the project was not performed as required. The process 
for the analysis listed on PJM RTEP 2024 Window 1 Constructability Analysis Pg.16, required a review of 
land use mapping that identified residences within both 100 feet and 250 feet of the proposed line, 
along with identification of conservation easements, public land, and historic structures and districts in 
acres and the count as well as a Public Lands mapping review with types, acreage and counts (etc). PJM 
did not perform this analysis at all. The maps of the project indicate the project will be built on existing 
easements when PJM has stated that it will require a new easement 200' for its entire 261-mile length.  
 
The impacts of this proposal are being intentionally trivialized and glossed over. The proposed route 
crosses 15 miles of private property and conservation easements in Western Loudoun County that 
would be subject to eminent domain takings of 200' easements. Another @365 acres of private property 
to be taken to support data center expansion. This impacts the same area in Western Loudoun County 



that is the target of the new 500kV transmission line that was approved by PJM’s Board of Managers in 
August of 2024 (Alternate MARL Re-Route) which is expected to take additional easements as well! 
 
Project 262 (similarly to Alternate MARL Re-Route) will cross Harpers Ferry National Park, the 
Appalachian Trail, andthe C&O Canal National Park and will destroy the scenic and historic value of 
these assets. 
 
This will be a third transmission tower even bigger than the other two - a 500kV plus a 500kV with a 
138kV underbuild plus a 765kV Guyed V-lattice structure beside it! This will have a devastating effect on 
property owners all along the route and will render thousands of acres of property worthless! 
 
Project 262 was rated the most risky project for its In-Service Date of 2029 due to both schedule and 
constructability risks. Project 262 is NOT the only solution for transmission nor is transmission the only 
solution for the data center expansion / projected energy load in Loudoun County, Virginia. 
 
Once again, I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262 .  
 
Sincerely, 
 
L. Jackman 
Lovettsville, VA 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 
Nicholas Potts  
Charles Town, WV  
 

February 8, 2025  
 
The PJM Board of Managers  
Mark Takahashi, Chairman and  
Manu Asthana, PJM President and CEO  
PJM Interconnection L.L.C.  
2750 Monroe Boulevard  
Audubon, Pennsylvania 19408  
Dear Mr. Takahashi & Mr. Asthana,  



 
I am writing to you to speak out against the hastily and poorly planned Project 262. This is a 261 
mile long 765kV transmission line project across West Virginia that has been put into motion 
without an understanding of the impact it will have on the populations of the areas that the line 
goes through. The maps that were used to have the project be approved are over fifteen years 
old from the first ‘PATH’ project. The areas that were rural farmland and woods in 2010 are now 
developments where people have purchased homes to settle down, and this project would 
cause devastating disruption to their lives.  
 
Specifically, the areas that the route plans to run through Jefferson County, WV, are much more 
developed and it will be difficult to mitigate the property damage to run a transmission line 
through the currently identified route. It would be much easier to run the route to the data 
centers in Loudoun County by keeping the route in Virginia by building the transmission line 
along Route 7 in Virginia where it is less developed. If this additional electricity is being used to 
fuel the growth of the data center businesses in Virginia then Virginia needs to be the primary 
state the route is run through.  
 
Yes, I am aware that PJM does not handle the exact determination of the location of the 
transmission line, but the project was approved with the general idea of the route laid out by 
PJM to follow the previously abandoned project. I would like to close with a question. If the 
previous project failed, largely due to people pushing back against it, why would you try to 
renew the project with the same route? I implore you to please reject Project 262, and find 
another solution that does not destroy Jefferson County.  
 
Sincerely,  
Nicholas Potts 
 
 

 
 

 
 February 11, 2024  

 

The PJM Board of Managers  

Mark Takahashi, Chairman and  

Manu Asthana, PJM President and CEO  

PJM Interconnection L.L.C.  

2750 Monroe Boulevard  

Audubon, Pennsylvania 19408  
 

RE: Opposition to Project 262 2024 Window 1 – (#708) 765kV 261-mile transmission line  

 

I am strongly opposed to Project 262 of the 2024 Window 1 projects and urge the PJM Board of 

Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262.  

 

The impacts of this proposal are intentionally understated.  

 

The 200ft easement for the 765kv line is a new greenfield easement for the entire 261 miles. The 

maps of the project indicate that segments of the project will be built on existing easements when the 

redacted proposal states that it will require a new 200' easement for its entire 261-mile length . 



A new 765kV Transmission line will not fit in the existing ROW anywhere along its length. The map 

should show a "green" line for the entire length marking half "pink" is a gross misrepresentation of 

the land acquisition and property impact!  

 

The Constructability and Financial Analysis of the project was not performed. The process for the 

analysis listed on PJM RTEP 2024 Window 1 Constructability Analysis Pg.16, required a review of 

land use mapping that identified the count of residences within 100 feet and 250 feet of the proposed 

line, along with identification of conservation easements (acres) , public land (acres and count) , and 

historic structures and districts and archeological sites as well as a Public Lands mapping review with 

types, acreage and counts (etc). PJM did not perform the required "desktop" analysis at all. 

Project 262(Proposal 708) will take at least 6,352 acres of land from rural property owners across 

14 West Virginia counties, 3 Virginia counties and 1 Maryland county. Homes and farms will be 

taken and lives destroyed. Project 262 (Proposal 708) will also impact 32 conservation easements. It 

crosses the Monongahela National Forest, Appalachian National Scenic Trail, Chesapeake & Ohio 

Canal National Historical Park, Harpers Ferry National Historical Park, Potomac Heritage National 

Scenic Trail and it will run parallel down the view shed of the Potomac River. Project 262 will 

destroy the scenic and historic value of these parks - all of which are also impacted by the 500kv line 

that was approved in August of 2024.  

 

Also not mentioned in the risk analysis is the complexities of simultaneously siting and building 

a 500kv line with an in-service date of 2032 and the proposed 765kv of Project 262 (Proposal 

708) with an in-service date of 2029 in the same corridor through Jefferson County, WVA and 

Loudoun County, Virginia.  

 

Project 262 (708) is being proposed to go through the exact same area in Jefferson County, WVA 

and Loudoun County, Virginia where PJM approved a 500kv line just in August of 2024. This will 

be a third transmission tower even bigger than the other two - a 500kV plus a the new 500kV 

that has not been constructed with a 138kV under built plus a 765kV Guyed V-lattice structure 

beside it! Even worse is the use of guyed V-lattice tower construction - this takes up the most 

land and is the most land use restrictive structure that could possibly be used. 

 

Project 262 will have a devastating effect on property owners all along the route. Homes that are not 

demolished outright will be seriously devalued and thousands of acres of property will be made 

worthless! In Loudoun alone 365 acres is impacted by just Project 262.  

I grew up in western Loudoun County, my parents home is in the path of this transmission line. It's 

not just their home that could be taken, this is a rural family subdivision. My grandparents 

subdivided their property for their children and grandchildren and my great-aunt has an adjacent lot. 

There are multiple family homes, my Aunt and Uncle's house as well as my Grandparent's home 

already exist and there are lots for my generation. This is three generations, no matter whose property 

is taken by eminent domain and forced to host these lines we will all be devastated.  

Neither First Energy, Dominion nor Transource have any experience building a 765kV transmission 

line. The ONLY utility with any experience building a 765kV line is AEP (American Electric Power) 

the parent company of Transource.  

 

Even with all the missing analysis and understated risk. Project 262 was rated the most risky project 

for its In-Service Date of 2029 due to both schedule and constructability risks.  

Project 262 is NOT the only solution for transmission nor is transmission the only solution for the 

data center expansion / projected energy load in Loudoun County, Virginia.  



Once again, I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262 . Do NOT 

approve Project 262.  

Sincerely,  

Jaime Ghiorzi  

Philidelphia, PA  

 

 

 

 



 



 



 



 



 
 

 

 



 
 February 5, 2024  

The PJM Board of Managers  

Mark Takahashi, Chairman and  

Manu Asthana, PJM President and CEO  

PJM Interconnection L.L.C.  

2750 Monroe Boulevard  

Audubon, Pennsylvania 19408  
 

RE: Opposition to Project 262 2024 Window 1 – (#708) 765kV 261-mile transmission line  

 

I am strongly opposed to Project 262 of the 2024 Window 1 projects and urge the PJM Board of 

Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262.  

 

Project 262 (708) will have a major destructive impact on my family and my home. My home is in 

western Loudoun County, Virginia. This area is rural, much of it is farms. There are conservation and 

open space easements along the Potomac River. My grandparents subdivided their land for their 

children and grandchildren. There are multiple family homes already and lots for my generation. 

Three generations will be impacted. These are our homes, orchards, berry patches, mature trees, 

landscaping, barns and sheds. No matter whose property is taken by eminent domain and forced to 

host these lines this will be devastating for us all.  

 

The impact of Project 262's 765kV 261 miles of guyed V-lattice towers is grossly understated and 

intentionally misleading. The redacted proposal states that Proposal 708 of Project 262 will 

require a new 200' easement for its entire 261-mile length. The maps of the project indicate that 

segments of the project will be built on existing easements. A new 765kv Transmission line will not 

fit in the existing ROW. The map is a gross misrepresentation of the land acquisition and property 

impact. Nowhere in the constructability analysis does it clearly state that a new 200' easement is 

required.  

 

PJM RTEP 2024 Window 1 Constructability Analysis, identifies the process for the analysis on 

Pg.16 . It required a review of land use mapping that identified the count of residences within 100 

feet and 250 feet of the proposed line, along with identification of conservation easements (acres) , 

public land (acres and count) , and historic structures and districts and archeological sites as well as a 

Public Lands mapping review with types, acreage and counts (etc). PJM did not perform the 

required "desktop" analysis. Proposal 708 of Project 262 will take least 6,352 acres of land for 

its easements - across 14 West Virginia counties, 3 Virginia counties and 1 Maryland county. This is 

going to destroy hundreds of acres of private property as well as taking homes, this will be 'life' 

destroying for many families. Project 262 will also impact 32 conservation easements. It crosses the 

Monongahela National Forest, Appalachian National Scenic Trail, Chesapeake & Ohio Canal 

National Historical Park, Harpers Ferry National Historical Park, Potomac Heritage National Scenic 

Trail and it will run parallel down the view shed of the Potomac River.  

 

This project will destroy homes and seriously devalue properties all along the route. The construction 

will destroy thousands of acres of property, much of it farmland will be worthless. How do you farm 

around guyed wires, how do you place a house or outbuildings? Who wants to live under or beside 

two 500kv lines a 138kV transmission line and a 765kV transmission line? The cumulative health 

effects of living near and under these lines has never been studied. In Loudoun alone 365 acres is 

impacted by just Project 262.  



 

The risk analysis does not mention that Project 262 (708) is being proposed to go along the exact 

same corridor in Jefferson County, WVA and Loudoun County, Virginia where PJM approved a 

500kv line just in August of 2024. Has any transmission company simultaneously sited and built 

a 500kv line and a 765kV guyed-wire line along the same corridor? 

 

The not yet built 500kv has an in-service date of 2032 and the proposed 765kv of Project 262 has an 

in-service date of 2029. How can a 765kV transmission line in the same corridor through Jefferson 

County, WVA and Loudoun County, Virginia be built three years earlier than the 500kV 

transmission line whose schedule slipped from 2029 to 2032 in August of 2024?  

 

This will be a third transmission tower even bigger than the other two - a 500kV plus a the new 

500kV that has not been constructed with a 138kV under built plus a 765kV Guyed V-lattice 

structure beside it! Even worse is the use of guyed V-lattice tower construction - this takes up 

the most land and is the most land use restrictive structure that could possibly be used.  
 

Neither First Energy, Dominion nor Transource have any experience building a 765kV transmission 

line. The ONLY utility with any experience building a 765kV line is AEP (American Electric Power) 

the parent company of Transource.  

 

Even with all the missing analysis and understated risk. Project 262 was rated the most risky project 

for its In-Service Date of 2029 due to both schedule and constructability risks.  

Project 262 is NOT the only solution for transmission nor is transmission the only solution for the 

data center expansion / projected energy load in Loudoun County, Virginia.  
 

Once again, I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262 . Do NOT 

approve Project 262.  

 

Sincerely,  

Julianne Ghiorzi 

Norfolk, VA 

 

 

 

 



 



 



 



 



 
 

 

 



 



 



 



 
 

 



 
 

 

 

February 28, 2025 

 

The PJM Board of Managers 

Mark Takahashi, Chairman and 

Manu Asthana, PJM President & CEO 

PJM Interconnection LLC 

2750 Monroe Boulevard 



Audubon, Pennsylvania 19408 

 

RE: 2024 Window 1, Project 262, 765kV 261-mile transmission line 

 

Dear Board Members,  

 

We write to respectfully request you to reconsider and reject the TEAC’s recommendation of 

Project 262 (also known as Project 708).  

 

The proposal for a two hundred and sixty-one (261) mile overhead 765kV line, with an 

accompanying two hundred (200) foot easement will have a dramatic effect on the environment 

and residents of Jefferson County, WV. Please see below a summary of the reasons you should 

reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262: 

 

1. There was no competitive bid on the project, but rather the “win” was granted to the three 

incumbent transmission owners (Dominion, FirstEnergy and American Electric Power). The bid 

amount was $343.98M and 17% less than the independent cost estimate determined.  

 

Additionally, the project has an in-service date of December 2029, which is already projected to 

be extended three years (to 2032) due to the lack of a proper analysis as required in accordance 

with PJM Manual 14F 8.1.2.  

 

Project 262 proposes expansion of the existing right-of-way, more than doubling the current 

right-of-way. The maps of the project state the project will “use” the existing right-of-way, 

incorrectly disregarding the additional land that would be required to include this new project. 

The current right-of-way is already surrounded by homes, schools, parks, solar farms and other 

developments. To expand, many families risk the loss of their homes, often times a family’s 

greatest investment. 

 

2. Neither Dominion nor FirstEnergy have any experience building a 765kV transmission 

line. Though AEP (American Electric Power) has experience, the risk assessment specifically 

lists that FirstEnergy has significant experience and the risk is low. However, this is completely 

inaccurate. 

 

3. The risk analysis also fails to mention that the exact same communities are already 

impacted by a new 500kV transmission line on top of the existing line. This parallel siting has a 

definite risk of destroying existing communities. Choosing an alternate path in pure greenfield 

would be able to avoid existing homes and other obstacles. Additionally, a more direct alternate 

route would parallel Route 7, completely avoiding crossing through Harpers Ferry National Park 

and the C&O Canal. 

 

It is unethical to play political favors in the construction of new transmission lines, and PJM 

should rather take every effort to avoid the current damage proposed.  

 

4. In the mid-2000s a nearly identical project was proposed and approved, known as the 

Potomac-Appalachian Transmission Highline (PATH) Project. However, after immense 



opposition, the project was suspended in 2011 and cancelled in 2012. The PATH project is 

widely known for its negative reputation, and renaming the project does not sever the connection 

this project has with such a horrible reputation. Since then, there are only more residents and 

opponents to Project 262. 

 

Given these facts and the impact Project 262 will have on the existing community of Jefferson 

County, WV we strongly request you to reject this project.  

 

Sincerely,  

 

 

Delaney Ivins-O’Keefe & John Dudley Jr. 

 

 

 

 
From: O'Brien, Mike < >  
Sent: Saturday, February 15, 2025 10:47 AM 
To: Anders, David < > 
Subject: Opposition to Project 262 / 708 2024 Window 1 – 765kV 261-mile transmission line 

 

February 15, 2025 

  

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL 

  

The PJM Board of Managers 

Mark Takahashi, Chairman and 

Manu Asthana, PJM President and CEO 

PJM Interconnection L.L.C. 

2750 Monroe Boulevard 

Audubon, Pennsylvania 19403 
  
RE: Opposition to Project 262 2024 Window 1 – (708) 765kV 261-mile transmission line 
  
I am strongly opposed to Project 262 of the 2024 Window 1 projects.  For the reasons set forth below, I 

urge the  PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262.  
  
This project was not competitively bid or awarded. Incumbent utilities FirstEnergy, American Electric 

Power and Dominion made a joint proposal thwarting competition. The utilities did not have to compete 

with each other to propose a project that was cost effective for ratepayers and the project bid did not 

include any cost caps! Additionally, the project is under bid as it is based on Guyed V-lattice tower 

construction. Not only won't this work across most of the terrain, Guyed V-lattice towers are possibly the 

foulest, most land use restrictive, intensive and invasive electric infrastructure available! 

  

The Constructability and Financial Analysis of the project was not performed as required. The process for 

the analysis listed on PJM RTEP 2024 Window 1 Constructability Analysis Pg.16,  required a review 

of land use mapping that identified residences within both 100 feet and 250 feet of the proposed line, 

along with identification of conservation easements, public land, and historic structures and districts in 



acres and the count as well as a Public Lands mapping review with types, acreage and counts (etc). PJM 

did not perform this analysis at all. The  maps of the project indicate the project will be built on existing 

easements when PJM has stated that it will require a new easement 200' for its entire 261-mile length.   
  

The impacts of this proposal are being intentionally trivialized and glossed over.  The proposed route 

crosses 15 miles of private property and conservation easements in Western Loudoun County that 

would be subject to eminent domain takings of 200' easements. Another @365 acres of private property to 

be taken to support data center expansion.  This impacts  the same area in Western Loudoun County that 

is the target of the new 500kV transmission line that was approved by PJM’s Board of Managers in 

August of 2024 (Alternate MARL Re-Route) which is expected to take additional easements as well! 

  

Project 262 (similarly to Alternate MARL Re-Route) will cross the Monongahela National 

Forest, Appalachian National Scenic Trail, Chesapeake & Ohio Canal National Historical 

Park, Harpers Ferry National Historical Park, Potomac Heritage National Scenic Trail and it 

will run parallel down the view shed of the Potomac River and will destroy the scenic and 

historic value of these assets.  
  

  

This will be a third transmission tower even bigger than the other two - a 500kV plus a 500kV with a 

138kV underbuild plus a 765kV Guyed V-lattice structure beside it!  This will have a devastating effect on 

property owners all along the route and will render thousands of acres of property worthless! 
  

As a 30 year resident of western Loudoun County, I object to our land and our scenic views being 

further destroyed for the benefit of businesses that value profits over people. The impact on parks 

and historic areas is completely unacceptable, not to mention private property owners. It’s pretty 

clear that there is some deception and manipulation going on here. Please put a stop to this. 

  

Project 262 was rated the most risky project for its In-Service Date of 2029 due to both schedule and 

constructability risks.   Project 262 is NOT the only solution for transmission nor is transmission the 

only solution for the data center expansion / projected energy load in Loudoun County, Virginia. 
  

Once again,  I urge the  PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262 .  
  
Sincerely,  
  
Michael and Tessa O’Brien 
Lovettsville, VA 

 

 

 

 

February 17, 2025 
 
The PJM Board of Managers 
Mark Takahashi, Chairman and 
Manu Asthana, PJM President and CEO 
PJM Interconnection L.L.C. 
2750 Monroe Boulevard 
Audubon, Pennsylvania 19408 



RE: Transource Project 9-A 
 
Dear Board Members, 
 
The Coalition To Protect Franklin County (CTPFC previously known as 
Stop Transource Franklin County) has a mission statement of, Endeavoring to 
protect, preserve and procure Franklin County. It is our goal to forever preserve 
and protect the richest, most beautiful and highly productive farmlands of 
Franklin County. Keeping a healthy environment and long term sustainable 
agricultural economy procuring our rich agricultural heritage free from 
unnecessary harmful impacts to our landowners, the environment and 
waterways. Endeavoring to protect agriculture and help to educate the public on 
good farming practices and land use, and food production and or distribution for 
those Franklin County Residents in need. 
 
Projects like 9A cause unduly burden for residents of Pennsylvania already 
in a financially stressed and turbulent environment, not to mention all the 
irreparable damage to landowners and the community. 
 
It's time to cut the FAT! For Nine years PJM has assisted Transource in 
continually wasting rate payers money, all on a guarantee from Ferc to garner 
10.4% of all of its expenditures. I am hard pressed to feel that PJM is reliable in 
making good decisions after this debacle known as project 9A. 
It's a fact, we all know the project 9A does not currently meet the cost benefit 
ratio to be built and has never met the ratio and never will unless falsely 
represented by PJM. It's absurd that this project has spent over 100 million 
dollars, paying land owners, buying components, and endless legal fees even 
before a project has ever been approved by the state. It's no wonder that FERC 
and more elected officials are now watching closely. It's hard to hide all the 
intentional wasteful spending that has happened on a project that was never 
approved by the state of Pennsylvania. PJM looks really bad as it continues to be 
the enabler. This is so clearly a fleecing of the rate payer. 
 
In the TEAC meetings that I attend, the PJM representatives continually act like 
they have no idea there are steps and processes in place, of which they have to 
comply. PJM is not only making a mockery of its own processes, but It is very 
clear that they will try to revive a dead project and do as they wish with no regard 
to the facts and the competitive process. 
 
PJM has not followed its own rules, specifically section 1.5.7(f) of Schedule 6 in 
the Operating Agreement. A suspended project must be reviewed annually and 
if there are changes in costs and benefits, PJM must review the changes and 
make a recommendation to PJM’s Board of Managers on whether the project 



should be retained. Retention of the project should be an act of the Board of 
Managers, not PJM’s TEAC. The TEAC is asking the Board of Managers to give 
them another chance to create a need for Project 9A. However, the Board of 
Managers must independently evaluate the TEAC’s treatment of Project 9A over 
the past several years and cancel this project once and for all. 
 
It is up to the Board of managers to do what is right and abandon project 9A! 
However if the project remains on the suspended list I will have no other 
recourse than to turn FERC. 
 
I respectfully request that the board give clear direction to abandon this project to 
save the integrity of the process and the possibility to start to restore the faith of 
the rate payer in PJM. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
Coalition To Protect Franklin County. 
President, Board of Directors 
Lori Rice 
Chambersburg PA 
 
 

 
 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 
 

 

      February 15, 2025 

 



The PJM Board of Managers 

Mark Takahashi, Chairman and 

Manu Asthana, PJM President and CEO 

PJM Interconnection L.L.C. 

2750 Monroe Boulevard 

Audubon, PA 19408 

 

Gentlemen: 

 

 I am writing to oppose the Project 262 that is being proposed to cross through Jefferson 

County, WV to give power to the data centers in Loudoun County, VA. 

  

 This project was not competitively bid or awarded.  PJM uti8lities First Energy, 

American Electric Power and Dominion made a joint proposal in order to thwart competition and 

fix prices.  The utilities did not have to compete with each other to propose a project that was 

cost effective for ratepayers and the project bid did not include any cost caps. 

 

 PJM’s maps of the project incorrectly claim that the project will be built on existing 

easements when PJM has stated that it will require a new easement for its entire 261-mile length. 

 

 PJM’s Constructability and Financial Analysis of the project was not performed as 

required.  PJM’s stated process for the analysis required a review of land use mapping that 

identified residences within both 100 feet and 250 feet of the proposed line, along with 

identification of conservation easements, public land, and historic structures and districts.  PJM 

did not perform this analysis at all. 

 

 Project 262’s proposed route crosses through a dense development corridor in Jefferson 

County and is surrounded by hundreds of homes that would be in jeopar4dy of condemnation 

and taking using eminent domain.  Our house is one of them. 

 

 There is no reason to route this project through Jefferson County when it would be easier 

and cheaper to route it directly to its ultimate connection point in Loudoun County’s data center 

alley. 

 

 This project will cross Harpers Ferry National Park, the Appalachian Trail, and the C&O 

Canal National Park and will destroy the scenic and historic value of these assets.  The project 

could be routed alongside existing highways such as Virginia’s Route 7 instead of through 

residential and park properties in Jefferson County. 

 

 Virginia has clean energy laws and by running an extension cord to export West 

Virginia’s coal-fired electric resources to Virginia will cause more pollution and higher electric 

rates on West Virginians who struggle now to pay their high electric bills. 

 

 This project has no benefit at all for West Virginia but we will be asked to foot the cost to 

build these lines.  Many homes will be taken or will have unsightly and large power lines on 

their properties which will cause the property to devalue and hard to sell.  We wanted to sell our 



home on our own terms and get the money we wanted, not money dictated by eminent domain.  I 

certainly don’t want to live near these huge power lines as they are unsightly and who knows if 

they could cause health issues.  Power companies say no but can we really trust them. 

 

 I am asking you not approve this project. 

 

       Respectfully, 

 

       Pamela J. Gearhart 

        

       Harpers Ferry, WV 

 

 

 
From: Susan Chudovan < >  
Sent: Sunday, February 16, 2025 4:03 PM 
To: Anders, David < > 
Subject: Opposition to Project 262 2024 Window 1 – (708) 765kV 261-mile transmission line 
 
 
Attention: 
The PJM Board of Managers 
Mark Takahashi, Chairman and 
Manu Asthana, PJM President and CEO 
PJM Interconnection L.L.C. 
2750 Monroe Boulevard 
Audubon, Pennsylvania 19408 
 
I am strongly opposed to Project 262 of the 2024 Window 1 projects. For the reasons set forth below.  I 
urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262.  
 
This project was not competitively bid or awarded. Incumbent utilities FirstEnergy, American Electric 
Power and Dominion made a joint proposal thwarting competition. The utilities did not have to compete 
with each other to propose a project that was cost effective for ratepayers and the project bid did not 
include any cost caps! Additionally, the project is under bid as it is based on Guyed V-lattice tower 
construction. Not only won't this work across most of the terrain, Guyed V-lattice towers are possibly 
the foulest, most land use restrictive, intensive and invasive electric infrastructure available! 
 
The Constructability and Financial Analysis of the project was not performed as required. The process 
for the analysis listed on PJM RTEP 2024 Window 1 Constructability Analysis Pg.16, required a review of 
land use mapping that identified residences within both 100 feet and 250 feet of the proposed line, 
along with identification of conservation easements, public land, and historic structures and districts in 
acres and the count as well as a Public Lands mapping review with types, acreage and counts (etc). PJM 
did not perform this analysis at all. The maps of the project indicate the project will be built on existing 
easements when PJM has stated that it will require a new easement 200' for its entire 261-mile length.  
 



The impacts of this proposal are being intentionally trivialized and glossed over. The proposed route 
crosses 15 miles of private property and conservation easements in Western Loudoun County that 
would be subject to eminent domain takings of 200' easements. Another @365 acres of private property 
to be taken to support data center expansion. This impacts the same area in Western Loudoun County 
that is the target of the new 500kV transmission line that was approved by PJM’s Board of Managers in 
August of 2024 (Alternate MARL Re-Route) which is expected to take additional easements as well! 
 
Project 262 (similarly to Alternate MARL Re-Route) will cross Harpers Ferry National Park, the 
Appalachian Trail, andthe C&O Canal National Park and will destroy the scenic and historic value of 
these assets. 
 
This will be a third transmission tower even bigger than the other two - a 500kV plus a 500kV with a 
138kV underbuild plus a 765kV Guyed V-lattice structure beside it! This will have a devastating effect on 
property owners all along the route and will render thousands of acres of property worthless! 
 
Project 262 was rated the most risky project for its In-Service Date of 2029 due to both schedule and 
constructability risks. Project 262 is NOT the only solution for transmission nor is transmission the only 
solution for the data center expansion / projected energy load in Loudoun County, Virginia. 
 
Once again, I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262 .  
 
Sincerely, 
Susan Chudovan  

 

 

 
From: Jack Chudovan < >  
Sent: Sunday, February 16, 2025 4:07 PM 
To: Anders, David < > 
Subject: Opposition to Project 262 2024 Window 1 – (708) 765kV 261-mile transmission line 
 
 
>> Attention: 
>> The PJM Board of Managers 
>> Mark Takahashi, Chairman and 
>> Manu Asthana, PJM President and CEO 
>> PJM Interconnection L.L.C. 
>> 2750 Monroe Boulevard 
>> Audubon, Pennsylvania 19408 
>>  
>> I am strongly opposed to Project 262 of the 2024 Window 1 projects. For the reasons set forth below.  
I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262.  
>>  
>> This project was not competitively bid or awarded. Incumbent utilities FirstEnergy, American Electric 
Power and Dominion made a joint proposal thwarting competition. The utilities did not have to compete 
with each other to propose a project that was cost effective for ratepayers and the project bid did not 
include any cost caps! Additionally, the project is under bid as it is based on Guyed V-lattice tower 



construction. Not only won't this work across most of the terrain, Guyed V-lattice towers are possibly 
the foulest, most land use restrictive, intensive and invasive electric infrastructure available! 
>>  
>> The Constructability and Financial Analysis of the project was not performed as required. The process 
for the analysis listed on PJM RTEP 2024 Window 1 Constructability Analysis Pg.16, required a review of 
land use mapping that identified residences within both 100 feet and 250 feet of the proposed line, 
along with identification of conservation easements, public land, and historic structures and districts in 
acres and the count as well as a Public Lands mapping review with types, acreage and counts (etc). PJM 
did not perform this analysis at all. The maps of the project indicate the project will be built on existing 
easements when PJM has stated that it will require a new easement 200' for its entire 261-mile length.  
>>  
>> The impacts of this proposal are being intentionally trivialized and  
>> glossed over. The proposed route crosses 15 miles of private property and conservation easements in 
Western Loudoun County that would be subject to eminent domain takings of 200' easements. Another 
@365 acres of private property to be taken to support data center expansion. This impacts the same 
area in Western Loudoun County that is the target of the new 500kV transmission line that was 
approved by PJM’s Board of Managers in August of 2024 (Alternate MARL Re-Route) which is expected 
to take additional easements as well! 
>>  
>> Project 262 (similarly to Alternate MARL Re-Route) will cross Harpers Ferry National Park, the 
Appalachian Trail, andthe C&O Canal National Park and will destroy the scenic and historic value of 
these assets. 
>>  
>> This will be a third transmission tower even bigger than the other two - a 500kV plus a 500kV with a 
138kV underbuild plus a 765kV Guyed V-lattice structure beside it! This will have a devastating effect on 
property owners all along the route and will render thousands of acres of property worthless! 
>>  
>> Project 262 was rated the most risky project for its In-Service Date of 2029 due to both schedule and 
constructability risks. Project 262 is NOT the only solution for transmission nor is transmission the only 
solution for the data center expansion / projected energy load in Loudoun County, Virginia. 
>>  
>> Once again, I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262 .  
>>  
>> Sincerely, 
>> John Chudovan III 

 

 

 

 



 



 



 
 

 



 



 



 
 

 



 



 



 
 

 

 



February 16, 2025 

The PJM Board of Managers  

Mark Takahashi, Chairman and  

Manu Asthana, PJM President and CEO  

PJM Interconnection L.L.C.  

2750 Monroe Boulevard  

Audubon, Pennsylvania 19408  

 

RE: Opposition to Project 262 2024 Window 1 – (#708) 765kV 261-mile transmission line  

 

I am strongly opposed to Project 262 in the recommended 2024 Window 1 Projects and urge the 

PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262 for the reasons stated below:  

 

I. FERC Order 1000 requires competitive bidding: 

Project 262 was not competitively bid or awarded.  The project is a joint proposal by PJM 

utilities First Energy, American Electric Power and Dominion developed to bypass competition 

and control prices. Competition by the utility companies to propose a project that was cost 

effective for rate payers and include any cost caps was bypassed through a joint project scenario. 

 

2. Brownfield vs. Greenfield:  PJM maps incorrectly code the route of the 765kV PATH line as 

Brownfield utilizing existing easements with paralleling the existing 500kV Dominion Electric 

line.   

PJM has stated this will be a new easement/ROW possibly 200 ft. in width paralleling the 

existing 500Kv line for the entire 261 Ft. length of the project. The maps need to correctly 

represent the route as Greenfield. 

 

3. The demand for the power is uncontrolled data center expansion in the State of Virginia, 

specifically Loudoun County with ratepayers outside of Virginia within the PJM grid system 

responsible for paying for the construction of this High Transmission Line.  State of WV 

receives no taxes from the Data Centers.  In addition the power source is the coal fired John 

Amos Power Plant in WV which has exceeded the average lifespan for coal fired power plants 

slated to be retired. 

 

4. PJM’s Constructability and Financial Analysis of the project is incomplete with omission of 

an analysis required for review of land use mapping identifying residences within  

100 – 250 feet of the proposed line, conservation easements, public land and historic structures 

and districts.    

 

5.  The landscape through which the line is proposed to be sited has changed dramatically with 

expansion of existing, buildout of existing, new or platted and approved subdivisions, 

commercial or industrial sites.  The proposed siting at this time follows the PATH 765 kV 

project that was terminated in 2012 due to strong opposition and tri state coalition between WV, 

VA and MD. 

6.  Within Jefferson County in the Eastern Panhandle of WV, since termination of the PATH 

project, between the Village of Summit Point and Rt. 115 and Mechanicsville the landscape has 

changed dramatically with loss of farmland resulting in the following: 



 

• Spruce Hill and Spruce Hill North are sister communities comprised of more than 100 

homes.  The existing 138kV and 500kV goes right through Spruce Hill with houses built right up 

to the easements. 

• Cloverdale – 138 Single Family Homes 

• Norborne Glebe – 156 Townhouses, 78 Single Family Homes – Building is right up to 

the easements. 

• Kings Crossing – 71 Townhouses, 35 Single Family Homes 

• Blake Wholesale Generation Solar Facility – 80MW; 516 Acres, New Substation 

connects to the existing 138kV Transmission Line 

 

Additionally Communities, historic properties and commercial along the way will be impacted, 

to include houses along Summit Point Rd., two historical properties along Summit Point Rd and 

a thriving destination Commercial property. From Mechanicsville the rebuild of the 138kV line 

and the new build of the 765kV Transmission Line will continue up the mountain crossing the 

Appalachian Trail into Virginia. 

By paralleling the existing 500kV Transmission line and the rebuild of the 138kV Transmission 

Line, impacted landowners stand to lose another 300 ft. of width   required for new easements.   

In total an impacted landowner with the Dominion Electric Power Line could end up with a total 

of 550 ft. width of easement.     

 

The siting of  Project 262 Transmission Line recommended in the 2024 Window 1 Projects will 

cross Harpers Ferry National Park, the Appalachian Trail and the C&O Canal National Park. 

 

7.  Project 262 was rated the most risky project for both schedule and constructability risks. 

During the TEAC meeting this project was considered as they stated they would get More Bang 

for the Buck!  PJM is trying to manage the risk by extending the service date to 2032.   

 

• The in-service date specified for the 2024 Window 1 Projects is 2029. Project 262 (#708) 

has no chance of meeting a 2029 or 2032 in-service date. 

• Neither FirstEnergy, Dominion nor Transource have ever built a 765kv transmission line. 

• Guyed wire and V-Lattice towers require a much larger area. Structures of this type are 

not suitable through the mountains and will not be permitted through agricultural areas or 

residential areas.   

• For all impacted communities in Jefferson County, West Virginia and western Loudoun 

County, Virginia,  construction Project 262 with Guyed wire and V-Lattice Towers parallel to an 

existing 500 kV High Transmission Line and a third approved new 500kv with a 138kV 

underbuilt High Transmission Line is nothing short of creating a Toxic Industrial Corridor dead 

zone that would be unusable by land owners, unsafe with three times the amount of EMF, and 

void of a minimum 550 ft width of any tree canopy.  

I write this as an impacted Landowner who was instrumental in being part of the StopPath  

Opposition 2009 – 2011/12.   

 

I know the impact to property housing High Transmission Power Lines. 

 

I know the loss of use of deeded acreage of my property 



 

I know the intrusion and loss of usage during power line construction or vegetation management. 

 

I know what it is like to be around High Transmission Power Lines and the resulting EMF and 

noise.   

 

My primary Doctor, without even knowing I had a power line on my property told me to stay 

clear of them in that he did not trust the data on power lines. 

 

How do you expect me to consider my land useable and healthy enough to continue my equine 

farm with three (3) parallel High Transmission Lines on my property to include: 

• Existing Dominion Electric 500kV High Transmission Line 

• Approved Western Extension of MARL 500kV High Transmission line with 138kV 

underbuilt line 

• Proposed 765 kV High Transmission Line with proposed Guyed wire and V-Lattice 

Towers 

 

At this time with all the PJM strategizing and approving High Transmission Lines through West 

Virginia to Loudoun County for uncontrolled Data Center growth, I am in a holding pattern 

losing  the ability to sell my property at Market Value should I chose.   

   

High Transmission power lines from coal fired power plants that were slated to be retired is not 

the best or only solution to meet the projected energy load in Loudoun County.  

 

We should be spending time on power generated at the site of the Data Centers where the 

demand is and the County benefits from the Data Center Taxes.  

 

 

I urge the PJM Board of Managers to reject PJM 2024 Window 1 Project 262 .  

 

Regards, 

 

Robin Huyett Thomas 

Charles Town, WV   

 

 

 



 



 
 

 

 



 



 



 
 

 

 



 



 
 



 
 

 



 



 
 

 

 



 



 



 



 
 

 

 



 



 



 



 
 

 

 


