
Major	
  Issues:	
  IRP	
  
•  Funding,	
  costs,	
  accessibility,	
  independence	
  
•  Scope	
  –	
  	
  

–  Reconcilia<on	
  of	
  expert	
  panel	
  conclusions	
  
–  “fundamentally	
  irra<onal”	
  decision	
  
–  Community/single	
  member	
  accountability	
  

•  Standard	
  –	
  abuse	
  of	
  discre<on	
  vs.	
  de	
  novo	
  
•  Standing:	
  

–  Prospec<ve	
  harm	
  (governmental	
  confusion)	
  
–  Individual	
  cons<tuencies	
  without	
  community	
  support;	
  

“community”	
  IRPs	
  where	
  minority	
  does	
  not	
  support	
  (IPC)	
  
–  “Permissive”	
  approach	
  vs.	
  abuse	
  preven<on	
  

•  Abuse:	
  
–  Require	
  par<cipa<on	
  in	
  PDP	
  for	
  standing	
  
–  Fee	
  shiNing	
  for	
  frivolous	
  ac<ons	
  
–  Other	
  abuse	
  mi<ga<on?	
  

•  Board:	
  “roll	
  back	
  to	
  2013	
  standard”	
  
•  Prompt	
  ac<on	
  to	
  establish	
  CCWG	
  sub-­‐group	
  to	
  work	
  on	
  details	
  


