
Transcript from a phone recording at SEPTA’s November 17, 
2016 Board Meeting, where SEPTA board member Robert Fox 
begins… 
“So I appreciate all of your opinions. I have listened very carefully 
to what you have to say. And I want to start by saying that with 
respect to a project like this, there’s never just 2 sides. That 
there’s many stakeholders, and even within a particular  
stakeholder group there’s often multiple opinions and viewpoints.
 
Everybody is entitled to their opinion, nobody is entitled to their 
own facts. 

And so I want to look at this by looking at the facts of this project.

In my professional life, when you have a project that has potential 
community impacts, I ask myself 4 questions with respect to 
whether the project should proceed.

The first is whether the process has been fair and transparent.

The second is whether alternatives have been adequately 
considered.”

People say “Nope.”

Robert Fox continues… 
“The third with respect to environmental projects, is whether the 
project meets all applicable and relevant environmental protection 
statutes which have been passed specifically to address impacts, 
or potential impacts, to health and the environment. 

And the fourth is whether the project is economically viable. 

So I’d like to go thru each of those four questions. Because if the 



answer to those four questions is yes, then the project should 
proceed.

So lets go thru each of the four. 
So the first is with respect to the project.”

Someone asks “Are you done listening to comments?”

Robert Fox continues… 
“I’m just giving my comment. OK? And I appreciate you listening 
‘cause I listened patiently to everybody else’s comments. 

So the first is with respect to the process. 
Let me just give you some facts about this process. 

There were four separate meetings that were either specifically 
held for 350 Philly or which they attended. 

There were 3 separate community meetings. 

There were 3 meetings with the elected officials who are 
interested in this project.

There were innumerable correspondences and responses to 
questions and exchanges of information. 

And so when I look at that process and look at other public 
process, there’s no question in my mind that the process was fair 
and transparent, and robust. So that’s number one. 

The second is alternatives. I’ve heard somebody say that the 
alternatives analysis was not accurately done. 

That’s not factual. 



There were several alternatives that were analyzed, including the 
one’s that you care about the most, which is renewable energy 
alternatives. 

So let me address this. 

The first was whether this could be achieved with wind power. It 
could not. Because of siting constraints and also because of 
permitting requirements for the size of wind turbines. 
So that alternative just cannot exist.

Solar. Solar was evaluated. Let me give you the facts on solar. 
So, at 90% of the cost of this project, so essentially for the same 
price, 90%, the same price, this would provide 15% of energy. 
15% for 90% of the cost. 

That fact should show you all that that is a not viable alternative. 
In addition to which it is not a resilient energy source, 
which is a main objective of this project, 
to have resiliency, 
which I think everybody is in favor of.. 

So that’s alternatives. 

In addition to that, let’s be fair to what SEPTA has done with 
respect to sustainability 
and the greenness of SEPTA.

Over and above that SEPTA has put out recently, an RFP for a 
solar project that would provide 10MW of solar energy on rooftops 
of their maintenance buildings. 

So unrelated to this project, SEPTA is pursuing the exact type of 



renewable energy projects that the community is looking for. 

So that’s the alternatives. 

The answer to that question, based upon the facts, is yes.  

Let’s go to the third one, with respect to whether it’s compliant 
with environmental protection statutes. 

So the first is… 
Let’s talk about facts. 
What’s the standard under the law for emissions control?
to employ best avail technologies
It’s a legal term of art? 
It’s embedded in the clean air act
in the clean air act regulations
Will satisfy best available technologies
 
In addition to that, SEPTA employed Mondre Energy 
to do an assessment of compliance of all regulations. 

A stack at optimal height, to achieve that, 50’ high in stack.. 

And they evaluated under the clean air act whether the emissions 
from this project would satisfy all the applicable standards for 
nitrogen oxides, sulfur dioxides, particulate matter and carbon 
monoxide. 

And it satisfies every standard. 

In addition to that, they did monitoring to look at whether any 
ground level, at the property level detection, and they found that
it’s virtually non-detectable at the property boundary. All of that 
info has been provided. 



That is a fact. 

One other fact when you talk about not being sustainable, will 
result in a 41% reduction in greenhouse gases. OK, so if you care 
about reducing fossil fuel consumption…”

Public: “Not true. That’s not true. Methane…”

Robert Fox continues…
“I didn’t interrupt anybody when they spoke. You can have your 
opinion. I’m giving you my opinion based upon the facts.”

Public: “Not a fact. Your facts. Scientists have researched these 
facts. I will interrupt.” 

Robert Fox continues… 
“No you will not interrupt.
 
The last one is economics. You always look at whether a project 
is economically feasible. Two facts with respect to that. This 
project is completely economically neutral in terms of the costs of 
this project in terms of the existing cost. If I look at baseline costs, 
and if I look at capital costs of this project, including using the cost 
savings from this project and applying them to both the long term 
rental and leasing of equipmentand as well as the operational and 
maintenance costs, it is slightly actually economical beneficial. 
But I’ll call it economically neutral. 

In addition to that, 
with request to your request for an extension, 
a further extension of time for us not to take action on this, 
I will tell you that that will have 
significant financial consequences to SEPTA, 
millions of dollars



by delaying this process”

Public: “What about lives? What about more kids getting 
asthma?”

Robert Fox continues… “Excuse me. I’m speaking. You’re being 
rude. I listened to everybody.”

Public: “We know who’s rude.”

Robert Fox continues… “This is being rude. 
Now, I wanted to say those are the facts. 
And when I answer those four questions, the answer is yes to 
every one of those questions. 
So in my opinion, this project should be approved for those 
reasons.”

Public: “And your name sir? “

Robert Fox: “It’s right here.”

Public: “It’s not legible. It’s too small.” 

Robert Fox: “Robert Fox”

Public: “Thank you.”

Pat Deon, SEPTA Board President: “Motion to adopt to this 
resolution? Do we have a motion guys?” 

Public: “No.. No.. No vote.. Let us speak… No Vote… Let us 
speak…The fix is in”

[Board exits] Deon, Fox, and others. 


