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Dear Honorable Chair James and Members of the House Committee on Energy and Digital 
Infrastructure. I share this submission in response to Jared Duval of Energy Action Network 
regarding his recent response to my written testimony. 
 
I respectfully request that you please post this on the committee website in the January 16 
folder along with my previous submission and Jared Duval’s response which was submitted on 
1/31/25 and was posted there as well.  
 
Alison Despathy, Danville, Vermont 
Written Testimony   
2/7/25 
 
Part 1 
 
It appears that Mr. Jared Duval misunderstood my previous key points, I hope to clarify and 
explain further as I believe this information is relevant to your decision making process and next 
steps on issues which greatly impact the future of Vermonters and our small businesses and 
local economy. 
 
Thank you for your time and the opportunity to express my findings. 
 
Understanding the origin and intention of Energy Action Network is critical as you consider the 
information that they provide to your committee. Energy Action Network was designed with a 
very specific goal in mind and is funded by those who hold this goal as their top priority above 
all else.  
 
The key question of course is:  Is the mission and goal of Energy Action Network the right goal 
and the right path for Vermont? Because  this is what they are aggressively pushing. Is it realistic 
and/or financially feasible at this time? I implore you to ask yourselves this question as their 
interpretation of the data and findings are presented to your committee in order to move their 
sole agenda.    
 
I will begin with the following background in order for you to consider their agenda.  Based on 
my research, to my knowledge, everything I have written here is correct and documented; 
however, I ask Mr. Duval to correct anything that I may have misunderstood.   Please note that 
this article I wrote is from July, 2023 and all is still relevant, true and prescient as you consider 
the next steps for Vermont.  
 
 

If you were wealthy and you wanted something, what would you do? You would most 
likely buy what you want. This summarizes the beginnings of the Energy Action 
Network of Vermont (EAN). Money can buy a lot these days, even a detailed, step by 
step, blueprint for the formation of a “Network” designed specifically to break down 
regulatory barriers and create policy to achieve the goals you desire. Even if your 
goals are based on coercion and result in collateral damage and discriminatory policy 

https://www.eanvt.org/
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that bypasses representative government, this “network” design and implementation 
plan can be utilized to achieve the goals that a well funded, select, exclusive private 
group has determined is the answer. Meet Vermont’s Energy Action Network–
designed and committed to completely altering the face of energy policy in Vermont 
without the consent or voice of the people. 

 
In 2009, Jennifer Berman, the Executive Director of the Maverick Lloyd 
Foundation became frustrated with the lack of coordination happening between the 
climate and energy organizations receiving grants from her foundation. This 
deficiency inhibited success and in order to have a greater impact, Berman sought 
“models of collaboration” to achieve the goals that the foundation, their grantees and 
strategic partners found worthy and believed should become policy in Vermont.  

This search led Berman to the Rockefeller Deloitte Social Impact Network design. A 
network playbook used to coordinate actors and create a guide to achieve the shared 
goals of the stakeholders. Stakeholders included those from industry, nonprofits and 
Non Governmental Organizations (NGOs) with specific goals, none of whom are 
bound to represent the people or ensure legal and ethical policy. These Networks are 
driven by the agendas of the organization, industries and their demand for sales of 
products and services, and ideology often to the point of zealotry in which dissenting 
voices are not welcome.  

In a case study report on the development of the Energy Action Network of VT, issued 
by the Rockefeller Foundation working in conjunction with the Monitor Institute, an 
offshoot of Deloitte Consulting LLC, Berman and her foundation determined their goal 
would be to shift Vermont to 100% renewable energy by 2030. The framework for this 
goal would be this pre-designed network, soon to become the Energy Action Network 
of Vermont. Berman specifically stated, 

“We were keenly aware of the many previous processes around climate and energy 
that had happened in Vermont, but we also saw that they had all been oriented 
towards putting out a report. Nothing had brought together a strategically chosen 
group of folks to think about where the state needed to go, mapped out how to get 
there, and created the capacity for that group to do work over time.”  

In other words, how do you force your agenda with regards to policy and legislation 
on the people? Well- you buy a blueprint and form a Network based on an intricately 
detailed, systems-thinking guidebook designed by Rockefeller and Deloitte- two highly 
successful consulting firms and leaders in the realm of manipulation of systems to 
achieve outcomes including legislative change. These players have long been at work 
successfully breaking down regulatory barriers to service their needs and their 
clients.   

Berman came to the right place and found the right tool to achieve her goals related to 
fundamentally altering energy policy in Vermont. The questions of course are: At 
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what cost to Vermont and Vermonters? Should Berman and her Network consisting of 
industry and non governmental organizations design energy policy and make these 
decisions for Vermont? Why are so many legislators under the spell and captivated by 
their campaign, shiny reports, champion awards and “expert knowledge”?  

In 2009, Berman brought in Growing Edge Partners and Jim Ritchie-Dunham, author 
of Ecosynomics to aid the process of interviewing and engaging stakeholders to build 
their envisioned network and achieve their climate and energy goals. After 
comprehensive interviews, Berman and her team created a map and realized that 
achieving their goals involved putting “simultaneous pressure on four ‘leverage 
points’ that represented the greatest opportunities for change- public engagement, 
regulatory reform, technological innovation and capital mobilization.” Essentially 
with money and targeted campaigns, the government could be used to alter policy 
and ensure achievement of the network’s goals.  

After this process, in 2010 the Energy Action Network was officially born and 
consisted of 70 leaders stepping out in a unified front to transform policy in Vermont. 
Regardless of the fact that they were not elected officials and there was not a 
transparent public process incorporated into the development of this network, their 
mission was clear- Vermont would be 100% renewable by 2030.  

In fact, this was their first significant policy win at the statehouse, as described on the 
Rockefeller website: 

“In the fall of 2011, the State of Vermont’s Comprehensive Energy Plan featured a bold 
new goal: moving the state to 90% reliance on renewable energy by 2050. To many 
Americans scanning the headlines, that announcement may have sounded like a 
logical extension of the state’s reputation for progressive politics; but the advocates 
involved in securing the victory knew that it was not only hard-won, but reflected a 
radical transformation of the dialogue on the energy policy at the state level. This 
story sketch details how that transformation was enabled by a new social impact 
network, the Energy Action Network of Vermont, catalyzed and developed through 
three years of hands-on engagement by a small, local family foundation.”  

This network excludes the voice of the people who would be directly impacted by this 
altered policy and legislation. This network is not the will of people but they are 
heavily coordinated, highly funded, loud enough and have positioned themselves as 
“experts”. 

The rise of pre-made, step by step social impact network models and campaigns such 
as that utilized in the creation of Energy Action Network is a fast growing industry in 
high demand as NGOs, nonprofits and industry work to create space for the success of 
their products, services, agendas, and ideology. Breaking though regulatory barriers 
brings in big money as it is often necessary to force paths. There are multiple tools 
and companies dedicated to this work for their high paying clients.  



Vermont is in the thick of this network campaign wave at this time. In addition to 
EAN, Hunger Free Vermont funded by venture capitalist Bradley Tusk and the Let’s 
Grow Kids Action Network have a similar design base including significant funding. 
All of these causes are worthy but the bottom line questions of economic impacts, 
risks, and burdens to Vermonters must be addressed by legislators while creating 
policy. These causes are fiercely lobbied by well-funded campaign networks. Often the 
campaign is so intensely coordinated, every base is covered and it seems difficult for 
legislators to say No even if the details do not add up or serve. Often in this situation 
what appears to be a people’s movement is the result of this corporate formulated 
network design, essentially guaranteed for success.  

_______________________________________________________________ 

Vermont has experienced the force of corporate designed, Network campaigns first 
hand since the Energy Action Network (EAN) started in on their work in 2010. 
Vermont is in the midst of this vision catalyzed by EAN’s involvement in creating 
highly controversial, destructive legislation including the Global Warming Solutions 
Act and S.5 the Unaffordable Heat Act. Both are unpopular and received significant 
opposition from Vermonters. These bring high risk and burden to Vermonters yet the 
majority of legislators ignored their constituents and voted in favor.  

As a result, the current climate goals and energy policy within Vermont are a product 
of a long term, manipulative process that utilized the development of this pre-
designed network. It is not the result of elected officials working with their 
constituents to solve problems with an unbiased eye and goals directed at a successful 
future for Vermont. This network is not the will of the people, in fact in direct 
contrast, it is the will of industry, organizations and philanthropic foundations buying 
a playbook to ensure the success of their goals and agendas regardless of the 
ramifications to the people and the state. 

In essence, the Energy Action Network facilitated and provided the space for 
nonprofits, non governmental organizations, and industry with stake in the game to 
develop legislation, dictate policy and essentially transform and regulate entire 
industries within Vermont such as the heating sector. The transportation sector is 
next in line to come under attack due to the Global Warming Solutions Act and its 
legal requirements to reduce carbon emissions which has led to impulsive, 
destructive and high risk legislation.  

Currently there are over 200 EAN members consisting of business and finance, 
utilities, nonprofits, higher education and local, state and federal public sector 
partners. This highly coordinated network works in lockstep to alter policy in 
Vermont based on the wishes and goals of their private members.   

What’s ironic is that on their website, EAN states: 
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 “EANs systems work started with a core team and using a ‘concentric circle’ approach 
has continued to engage an increasingly wider circle of people at each point in the 
process. This approach encourages the development of effective working 
relationships and high levels of trust across sectors and organizations and has 
ensured that divergent points of view are heard and considered.” 

On June 1 2023, EAN held a meeting for legislators and members only. Several 
dedicated Vermonters who hold “divergent points of view” regarding energy and 
environmental policy concerns were told they were not welcome when they 
attempted to register for the meeting. Yet here we have a “network” of players 
including elected officials heavily influencing energy and environmental policy and 
creating legislation in Vermont with large scale impacts and the public is not welcome 
and dissenting voices are discouraged, ignored and excluded.  

Energy Action Network is not a grassroots Vermont movement. EAN is a highly 
coordinated, top down, corporate network framework bought and installed to force 
change determined acceptable by industry, non profits, and NGOs who align and are 
favored by the network and their mission. Vermonters deserve to know where 
Vermont’s extreme and destructive energy and environmental policy came from. 
Vermonters deserve to know why Energy Action Network holds tremendous influence 
in the statehouse. They need to know that many legislators work closely with EAN and 
that conversations to consider alternative approaches that are supportive not coercive 
are near impossible. It is time to hear from the people, the voice of Vermonters, not 
the Networks who know how to work the system and have the money and blueprint 
to do so.  

PART 2 

Mr. Duval seems to have misunderstood my previous statement regarding per capita 
emissions reporting.  Based on his data which he says is "apples to apples", Vermont is 
made to look as if we are just not doing our part when in fact, Vermotn had already 
made tremendoud strides in our electric sector and is way out ahead of the curve with 
the transition to clean energy.   We deserve credit and this must be factored into the 
current moment with “grading” states on their action.   

We must also consider the fact that we are a rural and cold climate state - which at 
this time demands fossil fuel use.   Emphasis and work on reductions and efficiency is 
key snd it must be done with an eye on affordability, reality and respect for 
Vermonters unique situations   

I live in the Northeast Kingdom of Vermont, at any point I can drive into a grocery 
store parking lot and there are work trucks because many people here are involved in 
the trades:welders, builders, plumbers, electricians, property management, snow 
plows etc. This is how people make a living here,  Communities, households and 
businesses would cease to function without these trucks, machines and workers   



I have never owned a car newer than 2009  I could never drive an electric Chevy Bolt 
as Mr  Duval had suggested to me once. I live on a mountain that is rarely plowed and 
during mud season is a deep trenched disaster. So, first I could never afford a car 
payment and second at this time an electric vehicle could barely make it up there and 
be functional, especially one I can afford   

Second, I have zero desire to buy a car that has lithium and cobalt batteries mined 
with child labor and massive ecological devastation in the global south. This is 
unacceptable and must be rectified   

Also- the Northeast Kingdom has a higher level of poverty and many houses need 
weatherization or electric upgrades before any additional transition could happen. 
The clean heat standard will only result in increased costs without impact for so 
many. There are also fiercely independent people who will not want help, they will 
stuff their walls with newspapers, jeans or blankets as is currently the case   

Increasing costs on heating fuel - an essential commodity- at this time only brings 
burden and great economic struggle for many families  This was clearly the case as 
explained in the testimony you heard from the Public Utilities Commission at  the 
Joint committee meeting at the pavilion   

Please remember how much Vermonters do, how hard we try, how connected and 
caring we are with our environments.  We buy local, homestead, carpool, supports 
local farmers, and  many are light consumers. We are doing good work and yes 
weatherization and efficiencies will help and we must focus on this without 
economically crushing Vermonters and our economy in the process   

I implore you to take Mr. Duval’s data interpretation and testimony as one tiny slice of 
the whole pie.  His presentation is designed to support the long time agenda of his 
Network funders and the network’s mission. Although to some, it may seem a worthy 
mission, Vermonters are fortunate to have you at the statehouse to temper the 
zealotry and extremism with awareness and concern for the reality that Vermonters 
face today.  

Finally, let’s keep in mind how data can be helpful yet also very open to interpretation 
and molding.  This is evident in the numerous numbers and models presented in the 
realm of climate which differ greatly from each other. Data wars are real as people 
fight for the dominant narrative.   

Thank you for your time and work   

Gratefully  

Alison Despathy 

Danville, VT 
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