From: Mishaan, Jessica

Sent: Thursday, October 01, 2015 8:15 AM
To: brianedubie@gmail.com

Subject: response to public records request

Mr. Dubie,
Please find the email below from Sarah London, Counsel to Governor Peter Shumlin.
Thank you,

Jessica Mishaan | Paralegal
Office of the Governor

109 State Street
Montpelier, VT 05609-0101
802.828.3333

October 1, 2015

Brian Dubie

P.O. Box 1075

St. Albans, VT 05478

Via email to: brianedubie@gmail.com

Re: Your public records act request

Dear Mr. Dubie,

Please find documents attached in response to your public records act request dated September 16,
2015. Please note that non-public contact information has been redacted pursuantto 1 V.S.A. §
317(c)(7) and certain executive privileged communications have been withheld pursuantto 1 V.S.A. §
317(c)(1) and (c)(4). In addition, one record of correspondence by the Department of Public Service to a
constituent has been withheld under 1 V.S.A. § 317(c)(27).

If you feel any information has been wrongfully withheld, you may appeal to Darren Springer.

We hope this information is helpful to you.

Sincerely,

Sarah London
Counsel to the Governor


mailto:brianedubie@gmail.com




From: "The Official Website of the Governor of Vermont" <vt-cms-support@egov.com>
Date: 7/22/2015 3:09:40 PM

To: "governorvt@state.vt.us" <governorvt@state.vt.us>

Cc:

Subject: Form submission from: Send a Message to Governor Peter Shumlin

Dear Governor Shumlin,

| would like to call your attention to a horrific wind project that is being
proposed just 2,300' from my house and around the same distance to many other
homes. The towers proposed for this project are up to 499’ tall — the

tallest in New England. These towers would be the largest and yet also the
closest to homes in Vermont.

Many people in other towns with these wind projects are having many health
issues. With these towers closer to people and taller, | can only imagine the
health issues that will come from this project.

You may not have heard about this project before now. It is being proposed by
Swanton Wind, LLC. How could that be when the developer is getting ready to
file his 45 day notice for his CPG for the project? Well, that is because he

put up his wind monitoring tower without filing for a CPG for that. He was
working with a group who has done this type of work before and obviously knew
that they should have applied for a permit. The only reasoning for not
applying would be that they didn’t want anyone to know what they were
doing. Therefore the town and all of the adjoining land owners lost years of
notification about this project. A monetary penalty is not enough for this
developer. He should be heavily fined, the Met tower should be removed
immediately and then he should start with filing for an application to put a
Met tower up. Then, the town would be notified along with the adjoining land
owners. Also, ANR could be involved in where is the best placement for the
Met tower on the ridge. As it is, it is located just in front of a large

beaver pond at the top of the ridge.

This ridge is a high habitat area and filled with wetlands and vernal pools.

The ridge is not very wide and yet he wants to cram seven industrial wind
turbines onto it. He is going to give that wildlife no way to move around. On
the other side of this ridge is a beautiful pond (Fairfield Pond) which has
many camps and year round homes. What will happen to the run-off if this
ridge is destroyed of its natural vegetation?

There is also only one way in and one way out of this project and that is
through the private road for our small development. That would be a safety
issue both during construction and after.

With all of the issues with wind projects in Vermont being built too close to
homes and causing health issues, noise pollution and diminution of property
values, | think it is time to take a step back and make sure that any wind



projects are built in appropriate locations. Not in high habitat areas, not

in wetlands and most certainly not so close to homes. Wind projects are being
given the green light to go in anywhere within Vermont that someone wants to
file an application. The towns and the people most affected by these projects
are not being given any say and that is simply not right. Just because the

wind blows on a ridgeline does not mean that it is the right place to put up
industrial wind turbines.

The lights are not going to go out in Vermont if this project does not go up.
Therefore there is no need to rush this until proper siting guidelines can be
set for the State of Vermont.

| would like to know that the State of Vermont cares about it citizens (all

of them and not just the ones with money) and | want to remain living in the
Green Mountain State. | have lived in Vermont all of my life and | expected

to remain here until the end of my life, but if | find that my state cares so

little about the health and well-being of its citizens, | may have to change

my plans.

Sincerely,
Christine Lang

Dear Christine,
Thank you for contacting me regarding a proposed wind project in Swanton.

As you know I believe we can deploy clean renewable energy for communities while also being
mindful of thoughtful community input. My understanding is that this proposed project is in its
early stages, and that it would still need to move through the Public Service Board process prior
to receiving approval for construction. I appreciate the concerns you have raised, and I encourage
you to be in touch directly with the Public Service Department, which will be involved in any
Board process on this project. [ am forwarding your letter to Commissioner Chris Recchia, and
will ask him to follow-up with you.

Again, thank you for your email. Please know I will keep your thoughts in mind, and don't
hesitate to reach out if I can be of assistance in the future.

Sincerely,

Peter Shumlin
Governor



109 State Street, Pavilion
Montpelier, Vermont 05609
802-828-3333

From: "The Official Website of the Governor of Vermont" <vt-cms-support@egov.com>
Date: 7/30/2015 8:44:25 PM

To: "governorvt@state.vt.us" <governorvt@state.vt.us>

Cc:

Subject: Form submission from: Send a Message to Governor Peter Shumlin

Dear Governor Shumlin:

| am an extremeley concerned citizen regarding the wind energy project being
proposed in Swanton (Rocky Ridge). | am not saying I’'m against wind or

solar energy, but my concern lies in that this is being proposed in a

recently developed residential area. Wouldn’t a project like this be

better placed in an area where there are no houses close by and notin a
place easily viewed by tourist and our citizens? Wouldn't it be better to

have this location be a solar farm? They have to cut the trees down in order
to make room for this project so why not a solar farm?

| have done research and see how wind turbines impacts the landowners close
to the site. Who is going to compensate the landowners within the close
vicinity whose land value will now decrease significantly? There’s too

much literature out there to suggest that these do not impact neighboring
land value. Is someone going to guarantee regular resale value on these
houses and if they are unable to obtain this value, are they going to be
compensated by this landowner putting up the windmills? Especially since
they were not aware of a “large” wind project prior to buying?

Everything | read states these should be placed in a rural area and not

around houses. Fairfield Pond is a haven for many and to have this

structural view appear at this site just breaks my heart. Why is this being
approved in this beautiful location? Let’s not irresponsibly place these

wind turbines but instead place them at a site location that is a win for the

state and its citizens. When | traveled through Kansas in 2013, there were

wind turbines upon wind turbines upon wind turbines on wind farms. They were
not placed near residential areas.

You are our governor. Please help us and these neighbors that are impacted.



It’s just way too close to homeowners. | am so sad and feel for these
individuals. It’s not right that these young families have to struggle
through this just because green power is being prioritized and with no
thought to the impact on these residents through irresponsible placement.
This view in a residential well traveled area will taint Vermont where it

will no longer be considered the beautiful Green Mountain State.

It is imperative that you assist the residential citizens of Vermont and
request movement of this project to a non-residential area.

With sincere respect for your assistance,

Jennie Boudreau

Dear Jennie,

Thank you for contacting me regarding a proposed wind project in Swanton.

As you know | believe we can deploy clean renewable energy for communities while also being mindful
of thoughtful community input. My understanding is that this proposed project is in its early stages, and
that it would still need to move through the Public Service Board process prior to receiving approval for
construction. | appreciate the concerns you have raised, and | encourage you to be in touch directly with
the Public Service Department, which will be involved in any Board process on this project. | am
forwarding your letter to Commissioner Chris Recchia, and will ask him to follow-up with you.

Again, thank you for your email. Please know | will keep your thoughts in mind as we move forward, and
don't hesitate to reach out if our office can be of assistance in the future.

Sincerely,

Peter Shumlin
Governor

From: "The Official Website of the Governor of Vermont™ <vt-cms-support@egov.com>
Date: 8/7/2015 11:36:38 AM

To: "governorvt@state.vt.us" <governorvt@state.vt.us>

Cc:

Subject: Form submission from: Send a Message to Governor Peter Shumlin

Hello Governor Shumlin.
There is going to be a "Swanton Wind Fair" on Rocky Ridge Road in Swanton off



of Rt 105 on August 22, 2015. This event is going to be 1pm to 4pm with
proposed wind energy, wildlife, water, and human health experts on site in
regards to consideration for "appropriate” sites for industrial wind

turbines. Additionally this is an opportunity for folks in the area to learn

what all vermonters, especially in the Town of Swanton should know. For more
information, please email our group at swantonridge@gmail.com, phone:
802-528-5242, or visit the www.swantonwindvt.org web site. I'm attempting to
include a flyer for this event in hopes that you might be interested in this

event or even provide us your thoughts on this very important concern for
many in the area. Thank you for your time. Have a wonderful weekend.

Sincerely,
Kevin Nichols

From: "The Official Website of the Governor of Vermont" <vt-cms-support@egov.com>
Date: 8/19/2015 12:27:43 AM

To: "governorvt@state.vt.us" <governorvt@state.vt.us>

Cc:

Subject: Form submission from: Send a Message to Governor Peter Shumlin

Hi Peter,

| really need to speak with you.....I live within a half mile of the Swanton
Wind Project. Every one is laying this in your lap. All of our discussions
and research with other Wind Project adjacent neighbors in VT, tell us not
to let this happen.

I have sent multiple emails to you via Shana Trombley, with no response.
Thank you in advance for getting back to me.....

Patricia Rainville

From: "marybusheyii " <marybusheyiEEN>

Date: 9/16/2015 1:14:01 PM

To: "Office of the Governor" <governorvt@state.vt.us>
Cc:

Subject: Re: 16,231 Jobs

Funny -- | receive my electricity from Swanton Village, a hydro plant -- clean energy and I've not seen a
decrease in my bill.

However, "clean energy" Swanton Wind project planned for a ridgeline nearby threatens to destroy the
peace, beautiful surroundings and property value of my cottage at Fairfield Pond. AND, the power will



not be helping out here in Franklin County as the developer has already contacted VEPI, in Manchester,
VT, to purchase any power generated by these 500 ft industrial wind turbines (7 of them!). How would
you like to view these dirty contributions to "clean energy" from your front window!

My husband and | are both in our seventies and have no interest in living with the "disco" lights -- some
red, some white -- which will be sending out beacons from these 500 ft industrial wind turbines, and
reflecting across the water because we are the unlucky people whose cottages are on the eastern side
of Fairfield Pond.

So we are going to be hit twice: Once from our Swanton home on Route 207 in view of the western
slope of Rocky Ridge and ALSO from our

cottage on the Eastern side of Fairfield Pond. We can look forward to disturbed sleep from the lights,
reflections off the water and sound waves affecting our health because we will be down wind of these
disgraceful "clean energy" machines. And the State of Vermont could not care less because there is a
clean energy goal for 2050.

Sincerely,
Mary H. Bushey
a sad senior citizen



From: Springer, Darren

Sent: Monday, September 14, 2015 12:48 PM
Te: buggan, Tim

Cc: Recchia, Chris

Subject: Re: Docket No, 8571 - Swanton Wind

Thanks Tim
Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 14, 2015, at 11:47 AM, Duggan, Tim <Tim.Duggan@vermont.gov> wrote:

Please see the attached links for the arders indicated,

Sept 4 Scheduling Order in Docket No. 8561 _
http:jiasb,vermoﬂt.gov/sitesz’psb/ﬁ%es/erdersfz{)l5;’2035@9/’8561%2(}?%{,:memo%ZﬁSchEdORD.pdf

August 7 Order Opening Investigation in Docket No, 8561
htip://psb.vermont.gov/sites/psh/files/orders/2015/2015-
08/8561%200rder%200pening%20InvestigationAndPHC pdf

From:: Recchia, Chris

Sent: Monday, September 14, 2015 11:39 AM
Fo: Duggan, Tim

Cc: Springer, Darren

Subject: Re: Docket Mo. 8571 - Swanton Wind

Thanks Tim - could you. also forward Darren the PSB scheduling order for Swanton met tower
issue. Thanks again,

CR

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 14, 2015, at'10:29 AM, Duggan, Tim <Tim.Dugean@vermont. cov> wrote:

Darren,

Attached is our response to Swanton Wind’s proposed Rule 4.100. As an aside, we filed similar
motions in response to two other Rule 4.100 contracts on the same day we filed this. Those two
contracts pertained to existing hydro facilities owned by North Hartland and Great Bay. The
filings are similar, though not identical because of the different issues presented by a proposed
facility (Swanton Wind) v existing facilities (the hydros). We have not heard back from the
Board or other parties on any of these. Let me know if you need anything further. Thanks,

Tim

<8571 - 2015.09.04 PSD Motion to Dismiss.pdf>






With that in mind, we have 4 major rivers in Vermont. Fully understanding that
no solution is perfect, the prospect of hydro power seems the least negative
choice, while giving the highest rate of return vs. cost. Also in Georgia, lovely
waterfront properties surround Arrow Head Lake.

Each of you, work and live the same selfless involvement. Thank you, in advance
for passing this email along to your peers, and, anyone else you see appropriate.

Years ago, someone in my circle, who moved here from a large metropolitan
area out of state, said it best...."I love the way we can have personal, genuine
contact, with those who are in a position to make significant decisions about our
lives."

I fully appreciate your contributions!

XOXOX0 patty



July 31, 2015

Dear Gerald, Travis, and Ashley Belisle,

We received your letter dated June 13, 2015 inviting us to tour your proposed industrial wind site
on Rocky Ridge. We regrettably were not able to attend your meeting. We acknowledge and
support vour mterest in providing clean and sustainable energy.

In vour letter, vou asked for our thoughts and inputs. Because we are your neighbors and bive
very close to the proposed site, we have closely followed your industiial wind project. We
attended the Fairfield Select Board meeting on July 27 where the project was presented to the
Fairfield Select Board and to the approxamately thirty cifizens who were also in attendance.

A map was shown to the Select Board and the public. To underscore our interest in your
proposed project, as the Select Board was reviewing the map, a Select Beard member remarked,
"Wow, that is really close to Dubie's land."

The map of your proposed turbine project in the public record 1s:

hteps://swantonwind files. wordpress.com/201 5/07/swanton-wind-stantec-final-work-plan-
(041415 pdf, page 4. '

As part of our education process of your project, we also have listened to the testimony of Matt
Parisi to the Public Service Board (PSB) about the impact of the Georgia Mountam Wind
Project.

hitps://www.youtube.convwatch?v=5DTslhh62BMdé&teature=youtu.be

Matt Parisi lives 4,000 feet downwind from the Georgia Mountain project. We grew up with
Matt, and we have a lot of respect for him. After watching his testimony, we gave Matt a call,
Matt told us that the turbine noise has forced his son to move out of his house 10 another town.
Matt specifically noted that the noise i3 the most significant downwind of the turbines.
According to the Stantec map, we Hve approximately 4,000 feet downwind of your proposed
industrial trbines. Matt Parisi testified to the PSR that the turbine type, size, and location will
determine the noise impact of a wind project. We have been informed that vou are proposing the
largest industrial turbines ever proposed for any wind project in the State of Vermont. We are
very concerned about the selection of the turbine size, type, and location of your proposed
industrial wind project.

On any given night on Fairfield Pond, vou can hear cagual conversations from people on the
other side of the pond which can be almost a mile away. People who live near bodies of water
understand the strange ability of sound to travel on water. We are very concerned about the
acoustics effects of your proposed industrial turbines, All the citizen attendees of the Farfield
Select Board meeting were opposed to vour project because of the environmental, noise, and
health impacts of vour proposed mdusirial turbines.



Matt Parisi also told me that the Town of Georgia lowered the assessed value of land owners
who were near the Georgia wind turbines, which has established the fact that wind turbines lower
property vaiues, The fact that wind turbines loweér property values is now a legal precedent as
established by the Town of Georgia.

As a fellow Vermonter, we respect your freedom to manage your land. However, we are very
concerned about the noise pollution from your proposed industrial turbines. We are also
concerned by the fact that Town of Georgla has determined that proximity to wind wrbines
diminishes property values. From reading the information on your website, we understand that
vou hope to make a profit for the next 25 years on this project. From your neighbors' perspective,
your gain will mean our loss. We lose peace and quiet in our homes. We lose property values of
our homes and land. We lose by the light pollution from flashing beacons reflecting on Fairfield
Pond and the surrounding region every might.

In your letter, you asked for our thoughts and inputs. Thank vou for inviting us to share our
thoughts. We look forward to working with vou to address our concems.

We also have some questions for vou.

¢ Can you confirm the type of industrial turbines that you are considering?

e Are they larger and noisier than those currently operating in Georgia?

o  What are the locations and how many industrial turbines are you considering?

e How do you propose to respond to the fact that your neighbors' property values will be
negatively impacted as has been established by the Town of Georgia for a similar
project?

We look forward to hearing your answers to our questions.
sincerely,

Brian and Penny Dubie
‘Mark and Martanne Dubie
Mike and Amy Dubie
Jerry and Anne Dubie
Clark and Carolyn Palmer
Elaine Bolio


















It is the position of the NVDA that no further development of industrial-scale wind
turbines should take place in the Northeast Kingdom.

nd Study

The NVDA Wind Study Committee was formed in response to the
NVDA Board of Directors July 2012 adoption of a resolution
recommending a suspension of industrial-scale (height of 200 fi.
or greater) wind turbines for a 3-year period for further study. At
the March 26, 2015 meeting of the full Board of Directors,
members unanimously approved the committee's
recommendation that "no further development of industrial-scale
wind turbines should take place in the Northeast Kingdom.This
position will become an element in the NVDA regional energy
plan. The position may be revised for future plans if our
understanding of turbine impacts changes significantly.” (The final
Wind Study Report is available below)

Committee members include. Jim Greenwood (Chair), Mark
Whitworth, Farley Brown, Robert Croteau, and David Snedeker
(NVDA staff). The Committee meets at the Barton Town Office
approximately every three weeks. Please contact NVDA to check
on upcoming meetings. Meeting minutes will be posted soon.

Meeting schedule:

2/20/13, 6:00pm Barton Town Office Minutes

3/13/13, 6:00pm Barton Town Office Minuies

4/03/13, 6:30pm Barton Town Office (guest: Dave Hallquist,

VEC) Minutes

4/24/13, 6:30pm Barton Town Office (guest: Billy Coster,

ANR) Minutes

5/08/13, 6:30pm Barton Town Office (guest: Anne Margolis,

PSD) Minutes

5/29/13, 6:30pm Barton Village Community Center(guest: John

Soininen, Eolian) Minutes

colian Presentation

8/14/13 at 7:00pm at the Barton Town Office (quest: Kerrick

Johnson, VELCO) VELCO - Interconnecting Wind NVT VELCO

- System Reliability Renewable Generation Minutes

9/4/13 at 6:30 at the Barton Town Office. (guest Kevin Jones, VT

Law School and Steve Therrien) Minuies

9/26/13, 6:30pm at the Barton Town Office. (Guests: Robt. Dostis,

GMP; Jason Shafer, LSC) Health Effects - Peer Review

Lit KCW, KWC Fact Sheet, JShafer WindResource

Presentation, Minutes
’ 2



11/06/13, 6:30pm at the Barton Town Office. (Guest: Dr. David
Grass, VT Dept. of Health) Minutes, Health Reviewed

Lit, Infrasound report, Fall Testing Rpt., Winter Testing Rpt
1/6/14 (Guest: Gloria Bruce, NEKTTA) 9am at NVDA Office in St.
Johnsbury Minuies

1/29/14, 6:30pm, at the Barton Town Office. (Guest: Ben

Luce) Minutes

Antrim Wind Avoided Emissions Report, Renewable Energy
Opntions -

Wind Study - Draft Report August 21, 2014 (amended
January 22, 2015)

Wind Study - Final Report March 27, 20158



Mishaan, Jessica

s it
From: Springer, Darren
Sent: Thursday, September 17, 2015 12:40 PM
To: Mishaan, Jessica
Subject: Fwd: Docket No. 8571 - Swanton Wind
Attachments: 8571 - 2015.09.04 PSD Moticn to Dismiss.pdf; ATT00001.htm

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Duggan, Tim" <Tim.Duggan(@vermont.ocov>
To: "Springer, Darren" <Darren.Springer@vermont. sov>
Ce: "Recchia, Chris" <Chris, Recchia@vermont.oov>
Subject: Docket No. 8571 - Swanton Wind

Darren,

Attached is our response to Swanton Wind’s proposed Rule 4.100. As an aside, we filed similar
motions in response to two other Rule 4.100 contracts on the same day we filed this. Those two
contracts pertained to existing hydro facilities owned by North Hartland and Great Bay. The
filings are similar, though not identical because of the different issues presented by a proposed
facility (Swanton Wind} v existing facilities (the hydros). We have not heard back from the
Board or other parties on any of these. Let me know if you need anything further. Thanks,

Tim



# = VERMONT

State of Vermont
Department of Public Bervies [whons) Buz-828-081
112 State Street

. ) . {hn} Bow-8efogieds
Montpelier, VI 05620-2601 " T 34
frd] 800-734-8390

hitpe/ fpublicserdes. vermaont.gov

September 4, 2015

Wy, Susan M, Hudson, Clerk
YVermont Public Service Board
112 Siate Street - Drawer 20
Monipelier, VT 05620-2701
Re [ocket No, §571 = Swanton Wind, LLC
Desr Mrs, Hodson:
Enclosed for filing with the Public Service Board is the Depariment of Public
Service Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to Rules 2.208 & 4.104(H), or, in the 4 Hernaiive,
Request for Hearing in the above-referenced docket.

Sincerely,

T e -
;MW_ - T

Timothy M. Duggan
Special Counsel

Frcloswre

ce: Docket No. 8571 Servige List




STATE OF VERMONT
PUBLIC SERVICE BOARD

Petition of Swanton Wind, LLC for approval of Docket No. 8571
Rule 4.100 power purchuse agreement

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICE MOTION TO DISMISS
THE PROCEEDI
OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, REQUEST FOR HEARING

NG PURSUANT TO RULES 2.208 & 4.104(H),

On August 16, 2015, Swariton Wind, LLC (Swantonn Wind), Hiled a request for a power
purchase agreement with VEPPL. Swanton Wind requests o firm contract for a wind project with
an unspecified (though less than 208 W) nameplate capacity for an unspecified {though not fess

than 10 years) term at levelized rmaszagﬁm‘éveﬁ by the Board in Docket Ne, 8010.

On August 21, 2015, the Vermont Public Service Board (Board) issued notice of the
ahove-deseribed proposed contract pursuant to Rule 4.104{A). The Board stated that persons
wishing to request a hearing in this matier must file the request with the Board en or before
September 4, 2015, The Department respectiully submits the following comments, moves 1o
dismiss the petition pursuant to Board Rule 2.208 and 4.104(H), or, in the alternative, requests a

hearing.
DISCUSSION

The Board should dismiss the above-referenced petition because it ts substantially
ncomplete and does notprovide the basic information necessary to-evaluate the request. The
dismissal should be made pursuant to Board Rules 2.208 and 4.104(H}, and should be without
prejudice tothe petitioner ﬁiing a complete petition. Notwithstanding, the Department would
not oppose:a siay of the proceeding to allow petitioner an opportunity fo cure the deficiency and

provide all material information requited under Bosrd Rule 4.108:

Rule 2.208 allows the Board fo reject substantiafly defective or insufficient filings. “A

filing is substantislly insufficient if, inter alia, it falls to inclnde &ll material information required



Swanton Wind, LLC

Rule 4,100 Power Purchase Agreement
Dovker W, 8571

Page 3 of 5

September 4, 2015

by statwie of ruie.” Beard Bole 2208, The Board has previcusly exercised ity disoretion to
dismiss a Cooperative’s proposed rate increase (which went into effect invmediately upon filing)
and order refunds where the petitioning utility failed to provide the justification necessitated by
Board Rule 2402, Investiguiion of Vermon! Eleciric Covperative, Ing., Docket Nos. 5530 &
5531, Order of LI/12/91, at 3. Thie Board should similarly exercise its discretion to disimiss the

instant petition.

Here, the petition seeks approval of a Rule 4.100 contract containing a levelived rate fora
term of anywhere from 10 to 30 vears. Rule 4. 104(8) chavacterizes contracts with fermeof §
years and above as “lofg-term sales” Board Rule 4.104{EX2), (3). (This is i contrast to
“shori-term sales,” which are-defined as pertaining to terms of 1 vear. Board Rule 4. 104(EX 133
As aproposal fore levelized, long-term sales contract under Rule 4,100, the petition trigeers
Rule 410401, which requires that “Inlotwithstanding any other provision herein, long-térm
rates and levelized rates shall be available only to-gualifying facilities which have been found by

the Board, after due hearing, 1o satisfy the substantive coiteria of 30 V.8 AL §248(5).

This requirement to satisfy the substantive eriteria of section 248(b) is in addifion 1o, and
different from, the requirement for & generator to soek a certificate of public good pursuant to
sention 248 {or in the case of a hydro facility, & FERC Ticense). Petition of Winooski One
Parinership, Docket No. 5167, Order of 1T2/22/88 a1 25-26, 56-57 (Winoosii One): see alyo
Petition of Bio-Energy of Claremont, NH, Docket No. 5189, Order of 7/29/88 at 15-17 (Bio-
Energy). Indeed, section 248 and Rule 4. 104(H) each create an independent obligation for the
Board o apply the approval standerds in ssction 248(5). Perftion of Bast Georgia Cogeneration,
Biocket Wo. 3179, Order of 6/25/91 w1 69-70. The Board’s maiionale for the Rule 4. 10401
reguirement is as sunple as it is crifical for the protection of ratepayvers:

PURPA requives jurisdictional wiilities to purchase power from.
(IFs at the utility's shortterm avoided costs, but neither foderal nor
state law requires wtilities to offer Jong-term, levelized rates to
(GFs. Such rates involve substantial advances of funds from
ratepayers to producers and 2 shifling of visks fore producers o

ratepayers. For these reasons, they are preferential rates, offered on
a discretionary basis to cerlain producers under Board Rule 4.100




Swanton Wind, LL.C

Rule 4100 Power Purchase Agresment
Drocket Mo 8571

Page 3ol 5

September4, 2015

(Rule) in order to encourage development by facilities that mect
rigorous envirormmental, economic, and reliability eriteria, Bio-
Energy at 15,

Swanion Wind’s petition provides noneof the affivmative tﬁfﬁimaﬁy and cxhibits that
would be necessary 10 evaluate the contracts against the substantive criteria of section 248(bY, as
required by Rule 4. FO4(H). Inthis way, the petition fails to include the material nformation
required by Roard rule and is therefore substantially insufficient. To proceed in the absence of
significant material information would be unfair to the parties and to ratepayers in particular,
who will be asled to foot tHe preferential rates requested. The Board should therefore dismiss the
petition pursuant to Rule 2,208, without prej udice to the petitioner being allowed tofile a

complete application.

Moreover, the Board’s precedent clearly establishes that “Rule 4.100 provides that {longs
term levelized] rates shall be granted only if they are needed in order to-make the project viable,.
and only if the project will be financially feasible if those rates ave granted.™ Winooski One 8t
§7-58 (emphasis in original). When and if the petitioner chooses to file 2 complete petition
setting forth a case for meeting the substantive criteria of secl on. 248, 1t woukd beappropriate to

address this threshold issue as well.

While the Department moves to dismiss thednstant filing, the Department would not
obiect to the Board staying the proceeding for a reasonable thme period o allow Swanton Wind
an opporunity to complete its petition. Rule 2.208 allows the Board to provide the party
sponsoting a substantially insufficient filing an opportunity-to cure the defect-upon findings that
doing so will not cause an uoreasonable delay io the procesding tof will # unveagonably
adversely affect the rights of any party. In the.above-oited Docket No. 5530 case, the petitioner
was afforded an opportunity to cure the deficient filing prior to dismigsal. The Department

wonid not oppose affording the petitioner a similar opportunity 10 core Jieve.

The Department further notes that in addition to providing affirmative

testimony/evidence pertaining to fhe substantive 248(k) criteria, any completed filing should also
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include other key pisces of information missing from the current filing. From the information

provided, the facility at issne{and therelore the potential oulput) is of an undetesmined size and
described simply ag “up to 20 MW.” Pre-filed Testimony of John Zinunerman at 1 . Proposed
Contract, Attachment A. So-too is the proposed contract of an undetermined length, ranging
from 10 to 30 vedrs o length. Jd at 4; Proposed Coniract, Attachment B. Ttis impossibleto
meaninglully review a proposed contract where its key terms are not vet known. It s also
impossible to evaluate whether the proposed contract will meet the substantive criteria of section

248(b) in its owreni state of ambiguity.

Swantog Wind attempis to address these deficiencies by arguing that there is no prejudice
to parties for the Board fo defer its review of the section 248(b) criteria and approve the contract
in s current state. Not so. Bowrd approval of the proposed confract would presumably bave the
effect of commitiing preferential though as vet undetermined long-term, levelized rates (funded
by Vermont ratepayers)to Swanton Wénd,. with the developer commitiing (o Tittle, Hanvibing, in
return, Moreover, it appears contrary to Board precedent te approve a Rulé 4,100 contract
comtaining long-term and/or tevelized raies prior to making the necessary findings.to be able to
make such approval. by Bio-Lnergy, the petitioner sought approval of apartially levelized.
Jong-term conttect. The Board siated that “Ruile 4.104(F) requires, as one prerequisite fo
aﬁ;ﬁfﬂﬂmﬂsﬁ of'a long-term power sales contract, that the project satishy the substantive oriteria of 20

§ 248(b)." Bio-Energy al 15 {emphasis added). Thus, the mieteguires fhat 2 petitioner

satisfy section 248(b) prior te contract approval, not after as Swanton Wind seeks to do here,

Bwanion Wind seeks fo aval fiselfof the -@;‘}timmf these preferential rates, and in dﬁ%aiﬁg
so cominit significant emounts of ratepayer money, without making any of the requived showings
up front. 1t is wofair  commit mtepayers 1o the possibility of sigrificant Jong term preferential
sayments to such an uncertain future to be used orabandoned at the sole discretion of a project
developer. What makes more sense {s to disiniss the petition, without prejudice to Swanton
Wind filing & proposal thar nmi es-a contract (of a specified length for @ speciied facility size)
and a reguest for section 24-%: approval (or, al mininum, comparable iformation sufflcient to

make the necessary section 248(b) Bndings.per Rule 4.104(H7. In this way, the Board and the
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parties can properly evaluate the proposal, in a manmer similar to how such proposats have been -
reviewed in the past. Fast Georgia Cogeneration, Docket Wo, 5179, at 2. Notwithstanding. the
Department again notes that it would not oppose a stay of the proceeding for some reasonable
pertad of time to allow Swanton Wind an opportunity to complete its petition. To thatend, the
Department notes that it is in receipt of a 43-day notice from Swanton Wind, indicating that its

certificate petition is expected 10 be filed by October §, 20135,

In the alternative, should the Board not dismiss or stay the above-referenced petitions
pursuani to Rule 2.208 for being substantially insufficient, the Department respectfully requests a
hearing on the proposal and incorporates the comments set forth above as a preliminary

justification for the Board fo hold such a hearing,

As.a fingl note, the Department emphasizes that its opposition to proceeding with the
petition at this time should in no way be taken as a position on the merits ol & completed Rule
4.100 contract pelition ov on the profect itself. There is simply insufficient information at this
time to draw any conclusions about the proposed contract and project. The Department believes
it is critical to evaluate the project and the contract as a whole, so that ratepayers, utilities, and
Swanton Wind have the benefit of a comprehensive review of the project, its mpacts and its

benelis.
Please let me know 1T can be of any further assistance,
Dated at Montpelier, Vermont, this 4% day of September, 2013,

VERMONT PUBLIC SERVICE DEPARTMENT
Geoffrey Commons, Director for Public Advecacy

ey )
B W e S

Timothy V. Duggan
Special Counsel
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Please waich this approximateiy 20 minute film clip. -

We, the neighbors and communities, Swanton, Fairfieid, St Albans Town, of the Swanton Wind
Project are iooking to make long term, educated decisions about energy. One of Swanton's local
officials, Chris Leach, has shared significant aiternative choices. Specifically, the simple
economics of Canadian Hydro Power vs, the destruction of our unique Green Mountain State,
under the guise of minimizing our carbon footprint.

This hydro power is renewable, inexpensive by far, in comparison with the government payments
to the builders of Wind Power. Not to mention Canadian Hydro has more electricity than they
need....why wouldn't this be a smarter option?

Swanton already gets its elecfricity from the Highgate Dam.....and , it is cheap, I've lived in
Swanton. In addition, Swanton has a dam, in piace, that hasn't been allowed to be used. Think
about the economic side, alone, of having a second, hydro power source within a few miles of .
Highgate.

The film ¢iip in this email, in addition to some sickening realities of Wind, also, refers to the
benefits of solar. In a careful way, it could be a selective choice.

t will only mention, at this time, the total lack of typical Vermont neighbor watching out for
neighbor, by the PSB, regarding those who have gone before us, Lowell, Sheffield and
Georgia. It goes without saying, the regulations in place, leave minimal input by the local
community officials.

At the very least, shouldn't we be learning from prolects in place......not destroying any more of
our state...until we are absolutely sure it is the best answer?

Thank you for your time and atiention. Each of you have the option of being a hero.

| welcome your thoughts.

Patty









July 24, 2015

The Reality of Wind Turbines.

Even when we contribute, and, pay attention to what is happening in our communities, we really don't
see the details as clearly as, when they are close by.

Our neighbors, Travis and Ashley Belisle, and, his father, Jerry Belisle are in the process of preparing to
install Wind Turbines along the ridge line that parallels Route 105, near the St Albans/Swanton line.
Travis says, “We want to do this to make a contribution 1o our community’s clean energy future and
help achieve the state’s renewable energy goals. Nothing gets better if we don’t do our part.”

Have they asked themselves, “Will the presence of this project make life better for the folks we sold
homes to, in the Rocky Ridge Development? Since research has proven undeniable health issues, loss of
property values, for individuals and the town tax base? What will be the overall wellbeing of our lives in
Franklin County? Are we considering the proven ineffectiveness of wind power? Power companies
require electricity on demand. it can’t be stored, no wind, no electricity, no contract. How can these
actual results prove this “solution” to be worth the impact?”

Another Travis, Ashiey and Jerry guestion, “How much of this project is guided by how much money we
can make, despite its cost to our neighbors and community?”

Logically thinking people understand the crisis of our environment. Likewise, the use of electricity isn’t
going away. Careful attention to the bigger picture of alternative energy has to be the priority. The
mistake of choosing wrong has unfixable consequences.

Patricia P. Rainville {who grew up riding horses on this ridge line)
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Tuly 31,2015

Dear Gerald, Travig, and Ashley Belisle,

We received your letter dated June 13, 2015 inviting us fo tour your proposed industrial wind site
on Rocky Ridge. We regrettably were not able to attend your meeting. We acknowledge and
support your interest in providing clean and sustainable enevgy,

In your letter, you asked for our thoughts and inputs. Because we are vour neighbors and live
very close to the proposed site, we have closely followed vour industrial wind project. We
attended the Fairficld Select Board meeting on July 27 where the project was presented to the
Fairfield Select Board and to the approximately thirty citizens who were also in attendance.

A map was shown to the Select Board and the public. To underscore our interest in your
proposed project, as the Select Board was reviewing the map, a Select Board member remarked,
"Wow, that is really close 1o Dubie's land.”

The map of your proposed turbine project in the public record is:

https://swantonwind. files.wordpress.con/201 5/07/swanton-wind-stantec-final-work-plan-
041415 pdf page 4.

As part of our education procéss of your project, we alse have listened to the testimony of Matt
Parisi to the Public Service Board (PSB) about the impact of the Georgia Mountain Wind
Project.

https://www . youtube. com/watch?v=3DTslhh62BM& feature=voutu.be

Matt Parisi lives 4,000 feet downwind from the Georgia Mountain project. We grew up with
Matt, and we have a lot of respect for ham. Afier watching his testimony, we gave Matt a call.
Matt told us that the furbine noise has forced his son to move out of his house to another town.
Matt specifically noted that the noise is the most significant downwind of the turbines,
According to the Stantec map, we live approximately 4,000 feet downwind of your proposed
industrial turbines. Matt Parisi testified to the PSB that the turbine type, size, and location will
determine the noise impact of a wind project. We have been informed that you are proposing the
largest mdustrial turbines ever proposed for any wind project in the State of Vermont, We are
very concerned about the selection of the furbine size, type, and location of your proposed
industrial wind project.

On any given night on Fairfield Pond, you can hear casual conversations rom people on the
other side of the pond which can be almost a mile away. People who live near bodies of water
understand the strange ability of sound to trave! on water, We are very concerned about the
acoustics effects of your proposed industnal turbines. All the citizen attendees of the Fairfield
Select Board meeting were opposed to your project because of the environmental, noise, and
hiealth impacts of your proposed industrial turbines.



MMate Parisi also told me that the Town of Georgia lowered the assessed value of land owners
who were near the Georgia wind turbines, which has established the fact that wind turbines lower
property values, The fact that wind turbines lower property values is now a legal precedent as
established by the Town of Georgia.

As a fellow Vermonter, we respect your freedom to manage vour land. However, we are very
concerned about the nolse pollution from vour proposed industrial turbines. We are also
concerned by the fact that Town of Georgia has determined that proximity to wind turbines
diminishes property values. From reading the information on your website, we understand that
you hope 10 make a profit for the next 25 years on this project. From vour neighbors' perspective,
your gain will mean our loss. We lose peace and quiet in our homes. We lose property values of

our homes and land. We lose by the hight pellution from flashing beacons reflecting on Fairfield
Pond and the surroundmg region every night.

In vour letter, you asked for our thoughts and inputs. Thank vou for inviting us to share our
thoughts. We look forward to working with you to address our concerns.

We also have some questions for you.

e Can you confirm the type of industrial torbines that you are considering?
e  Are they larger and noister than those currently operating in Georgia?
& What are the locations and how many industrial turbines are you considering?
¢ How do vou propose to respond to the fact that vour neighbors' property values will be
- negatively impacted as has been established by the Town of Georgia for a similar
project?

We look forward to hearing vour answers (¢ our guesiions.
Sincerely,

Brian and Penny Dubie
Mark and Marianne Dubie
Mike and Amy Dubie
Jerry and Anne Dubie
Clark and Carolyn Palmer
Elaine Bolio



Town of Swanion
OFFICE of the SELECTBOARD
P.O. Box 711, 1 Academy Street
Swanton, VT 05488

August 4, 2015

The Honorable Peter Shumlin, Governer
State of Vermont

109 State Street, Pavilion

Montpelier, VT 05609

L3
Dear Governor Shumlin;

Recent events regarding the proposed construction of an industrial wind farm project in the
Town of Swanton has brought to our attention the procedures followed by the Vermont Public
Service Board when reviewing and permitting such “green energy” projects.

We understand that Act 248 grants exclusive review and permitting power to the Public Service
Board and that no local regulation or permitting of wind turbines and solar panels is allowed.
Although the public hearing that is held by the Public Service Board for a particular wind or
solar project application allows a municipality to offer testimony, municipalities have no
authority to affect the final decision on a wind or solar project application. The same-is true for
those citizens whose properties ave most adversely affected by these projects.

As a Selectboard that places a high value on local control and public participation, we find it
unzacceptable that local legislative bodies have no statutory authority to enact regulations to
conirol industrial wind turbine and solar panel projects and that local land use boards have no
statutory authority to review them. The current review process Hmits municipal and public
participation and grants exclusive decision making to a three member Public Service Board.

Therefore, we are in favor of having the Vermont legislature adopt enabling legistation that
would grant municipalities the option to regulate industrial wind turbine and solar panel
projects within their borders with review by local land use boards. It is our hope that you will
support and perhaps recommend such legislation in a timely manner.

Local control is a hallmark of Vermont life. We thank you for your attention to this matter and
expect to hear from you soon.

Respectfully,

The Swevnlion Selectboord,

Cc: Town Administrator, Village Trustees & Manager

PEIONE: 802-868-7418 FAX: BI2-868-4557

EMAIL: TOWNADMIN@SWANTONVERMONT . org o






With that in mind, we have 4 major rivers in Vermont. Fully understanding that
no solution is perfect, the prospect of hydro power seems the least negative
choice, while giving the highest rate of return vs. cost. Also in Georgia, lovely
waterfront properties surround Arrow Head Lake.

Each of you, work and live the same selfless involvement. Thank you, in advance
for passing this email along to your peers, and, anyone else you see appropriate.

Years ago, someone in my circle, who moved here from a large metropolitan

area out of state, said it best...."| love the way we can have personal, genuine
contact, with those who are in a position to-make significant decisions about our
fives." '

I fully appreciate your contributions!
XOXOX0 patty

<Letter to Gerald, Travis, and Ashley Belisle.pdf>
<Swanton Select Board letter to Gov Shumlin re Rocky Ridge Proj 001.jpg>









One of the most comforting aspects of this process, is the selfless involvement of
the folks on Georgia Mountain. Despite the hopeless prospects they face, the
connection to others in their State community, is front and center. We are beyond
fortunate to live in this state, where we genuinely live, with care for each other.

"Logically thinking people understand the crisis of our environment. Likewise,
the use of electricity isn’t going away. Careful attention to the bigger picture of
alternative energy has to be the priority. The mistake of choosing wrong has
unfixable consequences.”

With that in mind, we have 4 major rivers in Vermont. Fully understanding that
no solution is perfect, the prospect of hydro power seems the least negative
choice, while giving the highest rate of return vs. cost. Also in Georgia, lovely
waterfront properties surround Arrow Head Lake.

Each of you, work and live the same selfless involvement. Thank you, in advance
for passing this email along to your peers, and, anyone else you see appropriate.

Years ago, someone in my circle, who moved here from a large metropolitan area
out of state, said it best...."I love the way we can have personal, genuine contact,
with those who are in a position to make significant decisions about our lives.”

1 fully appreciate your contributions!

XOX0X0 patty

<[ etter to Gerald, Travis, and Ashley Belisle.pdf>

<Swanton Select Board letter to Gov Shumlin re Rocky Ridge Proj 001.jpg>






feet of forest from the turbines, or are they open to the project? How many reaitors were those
properties listed with before they were sold, and how leng for each one?

We live on Georgia Mountain and are approximately 3,700 feet from the turbines. The following
are some very specific examples of circumstances of home sales by neighbors close to us:

<image.gif>
- The farm up the road is approximately 3,820 feet from the project. It is located to the sast,
closest in elevation of all the neighbors and it's a wide-apen shot to the turbines.

it was on the market for five years {much of that while the wind project was in the permitting
process) and they had four different realtors trying to seit it. Over the course of those five years
they had severa! interested buyers who backed out when they found out about the proposed
project. They told us thai they finaily ended up selling o the wind developer for about half of the
appraised value.

- The neighbor down the hill next to us is approximately 3,880 feet from the project. Their home is
focated {o the northeast of the project, downhill and downwind. The house is somewhat shieided
by forest, but their barn and much of their property opens to the turbines. The town of Georgia
dropped their property assessment by 8%, specifically stating the noise from the turbines as the
reason for the drop in vaiue. They had their home on the market for two years off and on and had
two realtors trying to sell it for them. '

- Another neighbor down the hill is approximately 4,390 feet from the project. Their home is
located to the northeast of the project, downhili and downwind. The house and all of the property
is shielded by forest. This house was on the market off and on for fwo years and at least two
realtors tried to sell it.

- We are approximately 3700 from the turbines. Our home is iocated to the northeast of the
turbines, slightly downhill and downwind. We have an open shot to the turbines. The town of

Georgia has dropped our assessment by 12%, specifically stating the noise from the turbines for
the reason of drop in value.

- Our neighbor across the road is approximately 3,400 feet from the turbines. His home is located
more northerly of the turbines, slightly downrhill and downwind. He has an open shot to the
turbines. The town of Georgia has dropped his assessment by 15%, specifically stating the noise
from the turbines for the reason of drop in vaiue.

The neighbors in Swanton will be just over 2,000 feet to the proposed turbines, which is more
than 1,000’ closer to the project than any homes on Georgia Mountain. The proposed turbines in
Swanton are also nearly 80 {aller than the ones here. So | think it's safe to say that they have a
very valid reason to be werried about their property values.

Melodie Mclane, neighbor of Georgia Mountain Wind project

And today's by Tyrell:

Swanton Wind turbine’s impact requires serious
consideration

This is in response to Paul Martin's letter to the editor.

You are right that no agent can advise at this point the effect of property values but seem to have
’ 2



left out one major point, no real estate agent in this area can.

| have found numerous articles in other papers in regards to loss in property values of houses
near turbines. '

Cne wind turbine company bought out four homes near furbines and iost over half a million
dollars when selling the homes. They also made the buyers sign an agreement that living near
the turbines could affect their health and that the turbine company wasn't responsible. Many of
the people who do get bought out also have to sign a gag crder meaning they can't talk out about
the turbines or risk legal action.

| tike 'your information on home and property sales on Georgia Mouniain road. How far are the
properties!/ homes from the turbines? [ know for a fact that some of the closest properties to the
Georgia turbines have had their property values drop due to the noise of said turbines, the
highest depreciation being 15%. The houses on Rocky Ridge will be almost three times closer
than the closast on Georgia Mountain. | have also found an article of a woman who had to sell
her home for half its value in part of its proximity to furbines and the fact that no one wanted to
buy it. It ended up being soid to an individual who just wanted to grow medical marijuana.

You are also right about Vermont being one of the worst states to do business and having a
problem keeping its younger demographic, however Vermont is a pretty forward thinking state.
We already receive more than 30% of our energy from renewable resources. Burlington is the
first city in the country to be powered 100% by renewable energy. We were the first to introduce
civil unions and the first state to legalize gay marriage with a statute, meaning the marriage
doesn't have to be approved by a court decision. | believe the reason that Vermont is one of the
worst states to do business has more o do with taxes. We are ranked third worst in the nation for
taxes based on percentage of income. Vermont is not a tax friendly state and as | understand we
are set fo be worst the worst taxed state before long. Most businesses would rather conduct their
business in a fax friendiy state. No competitive, high paying iobs means the younger, educated
demographic moves elsewhere {o find jobs.

The initial construction phase of instaliing the turbines will create jobs, people will be needed to
clear the land, blast for the turbine bases and building of the road, landscape and install the
turbines. Once the wind turbines our up and running, how many jobs will be created? I've found
that only one person is needed to run a facility of the proposed size. In fact it's been found only
one person is needed to maintain up to 21 turbines. ‘

As far as the comment that there is very little credible evidence suggesting that turbines effect the
health of people nearby, you couidn’t be more wrong. | have in my current possession more than
40 peer reviewed scientific papers/ articies stating the opposite. 'm sure | can find more easily
but am in the process of reviewing all the information | already have. Does anyone know that
most scientific papers in favor of wind turbines are paid for, or are conducted by people who work
for wind turbine companies or their umbrella companies? V'll ileave you with an ethics question. is
it right to put an additive into our water supply that will benefit 90% of the population but make the
other 10% ili? Now insert wind turbines into that question.

Tyreli Boudreau, Swanton

Chiigting






Wi that be possible?

xo Patty









SWANTON PLANNING COMMISSION
One Academy St., P.0. Box 711
Swanton, Vermont 05488-0711
Tel. (802) 868-3325, Fax. (802) 868-4957
Email: swanza@swantonvermont.org

August 12, 2015

PUBLIC MEETING
SWANTON PLANNING COMMISSION

The Swanton Planning Commission held a public hearing and meeting at 7:00 PM on Wednesday,
August 12, 2015 at the Swanton Town Offices, 1 Academy Street.

Planning Commission members present:
Jim Hubbard
Ed Daniel
Andy Larocque
Ross Lavoie
Ron Kilburn, Zoning Administrator
Yaasha Wheeler, Secretary

Others present:
Taylor Newton, Northwest Regional Planning Commission (arrived at 8:06 p.m.)
Marianna Gamache, Swanton Representative
Melody Bodette, Vermont Public Radio
Chris Leach and Adam Paxman, Swanton Village Trustees
Mary Anne Dueli
Ricky Doe
Tyrell Boudreau
Gil & Marie Tremblay
Danielle Garrant
David Butterfield
Dustin & Christine Lang
Annette Smith
justin Lindholm
John A. Smith
Patricia Rainville
Pat Messier

Swanton Planning Commission August 12, 2015 Page lofé
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1. To hold a public hearing to consider adoption of the 2015 Swanton Town and
Village Municipal Plan pursuant to Chapter 117 of Title 24, Section 4387 and 4384,
Vermont Statutes Annotated. The plan will focus on the following: updating data and
information to be as current as possible, incorporating strategies to make Swanton a
more flood resilient community and to incorporate public input gathered from the
Swanton Community Visit done in conjunction with the Vermont Council on Rural
Development. The purpose of this hearing is to receive public comment on the
adoption of the draft Swanton Town and Village municipal Pian. The notice of the
public hearing is available on the Swanton Town Website at
www. TownOfSwantonVermont.weebly.com.

Mr. Jim Hubbard called the meeting to order at 7:08 p.m. He explained that this was the final public
hearing of the Planning Commission for the Town Plan revision, prior to presenting the revised plan
to the Joint Legislative Body. He summarized the plan changes, noting that the Swanton Planning
Commission had been working with the Northwest Regional Planning Commission to revise the
plan to be more in compliance with recommended federal and state standards regarding
floadplains, water quality, and more. Compliance resulted in access to FEMA funding and grants.
Mr. Hubbard added that the Planning Commission incorporated information resulting from the
Swanton Community Visit in the plan, to highlight goals and objectives for Swanton's future.

Mr. Hubbard explained the importance of remaining within the schedule for the town plan's
adoptionn by Regional Planning Commission, since timely adoption allowed Swanton to remain
eligible for grant money. The presentations before the joint Legisiative Body would take place on
September 16% and 23,

Mr. Ed Daniel added that one of the objectives was to remember and support the homeless, since
the plan included information identifying 178 households in Swanton with less than $10,000 in
income annually. Mr. Hubbard added that the Swanton Economic Development Council would
benefit the community as well.

Mr. Chris Leach stated that he saw the plan not so much as a plan, but as an almanac of what
Swanton is and plans to be, which could be used as a conduit to get more industry into Swantorn. He
encouraged everyone to be familiar with and to use the plan. '

The Planning Commission summarized that there were four main priorities for the next few
months:
1} Main Corridor: Should the downtown and service area be one business district?
2). Culverts: Create an inventory of culverts in the town.
3) Town Road & Bridge Standards: Ensure that these standards have been accepted by the
Selectboard.
4} Flood corridors: Review flood corridors and how they should affect development.

Swanton Planning Commission August 12, 2015 Page2of6
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The conversation then turned to renewable energy siting. Mr. Leach stated that, as Village Trustee,
one of his responsibilities was power, and noted that Vermont had the 8% highest average power
price, at 17.5 cents. In order to attract energy, that price needed to be reduced.

2. Presentation on Wind Power, facilitated by Representative Marianna Gamache

Rep. Marianna Gamache stated that she had first been made aware of the proposed Swanton Wind
Project by Christine Lang, who was a neighbor to the proposed project. The developer was
currently in violation due to his failure to receive a Certificate of Public Good for the meteorological
tower placed on the ridge to measure wind speed. She introduced Annette Smith, who had testified
before the state Energy Committee, on which Rep. Gamache sat. She stated that Annette Smith was
very knowledgeable about wind power and had been consulting with her in relation to the
proposed project. ' ' '

Ms. Smith introduced herself, explaining that she served in numerous functions, both for her town
of Danby and for the Regional Planning Commission, and she lived “off the grid” on solar. She had 6
years of experience working on wind issues. She noted that wind projects tended either to be
divisive within towns, or to unify the townspeople in opposition to a project.

The Town Plan was the community’s voice to the Public Service Board, but, unfortunately, the
plan’s language in relation to renewable energy would be cherry-picked by the developer when
presenting the application for a project. The plan must therefore be specific and consistent.
Statements could not contradict one another (e.g. general support of renewable energy vet desire to
preserve natural beauty). Specificity involved naming specific areas to exclude from siting, or
specific areas allowed for such siting. She was very concerned that if the revised Swanton Town
Plan went before the Joint Legislative Body without specific language, the town’s (unstated) desires
would be disregarded. She added that the strongest message that the town could send to the Pubiic
Service Board would be for the public to vote in support of the Town Plan.

Ms. Smith explained that her Regional Planning Commission had formed an energy committee with
the following goals:

1} To develop language for guidance and regulation -

2} To provide information and guidance to towns

3) Todrafta bylaw on solar energy
Ms. Smith read sections from her regional plan, which gave specific guidelines. For example, the
minimum setback from wind turbines shall be 1.5 times the total height of the turbine; a 500 foot
turbine would therefore require a 750 foot setback from the property line of the nearest

neighboring property. The tower base shail also be set back from the nearest home by one mile per
megawatt,

She detailed a list of known health impacts caused by wind turbines: sleep disruption, heart issues,
higher blood pressure, and more. Credible sources and experts had provided testimony before the
Public Service Board regarding these health complaints, but the PSB had gone entirely with the
information presented by one source. She explained that the motion of wind turbines produce
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barometric pressure waves that can be channeled by topography toward homes and cause heaith
problems. Infrasound could cause pressure inside the head, especially since it was often louder
indoors than outdoors.

The PSB decided on DBA (A-weighted decibels) standards of 45 DBA measured from the exterior of
a home averaged over one hour, and 30 DBA, measured in the interior of a home averaged over one
hour. She stated that many reports regarding the standards and the impact on neighbors had been
filed with the PSB, but had been ignored. '

Mr. Dustin Lang remarked that cigarettes’ known link to health problerms had been denied; now the
health risks of wind energy were similarly denied.

Ms. Smith explained that the Public Service Board would give the community’s stated preference
due consideration. However, there was no public process in the PSB process. She recommended
that when the town received the 45-day notice regarding the Swanton Wind Project application, the
town should hold a public hearing to gather input and should provide comments to the developer.
When the application was filed, the Planning Commission and Selectboard should offer comments
to the Public Service Board. These comments were not included in the record, but were Considered:
The town plan would be cited in the record.

Intervention as a town involved a lawyer. In Swanton’s case, Ms. Smith recommended that the town
intervene if an application was filed, since it was very hard to intervene at the citizen level. She
explained that the process would invelve a “discovery” prior to ruling on the motien fo intervene.
She further noted that the SPB had its own version of the Queechee analysis (for aesthetics) in
which citizen intervention was not given as much standing as town intervention because neighbors
were considered more likely to be concerned. This matter was currently before the Supreme Court.

Mr. Hubbard asked if wind projects were actually cost effective. Ms. Smith replied that, due to the
lack of transparency, no one knew. The experts hired by the PSB to study the effect of sound, or the
impact on hirds and bats, were always from the same company. The system was not democratic and
was harmful to communities. She doubted that they would “save the planet” with the current
technology.

It was noted that the proposed Swanton Wind Project would involve geing through a critical
habitat, recognized by the Northwest Regional Planning Commission. Mr. Hubbard asked whether
there was an movement to gather support from NRPC. Ms. Smith replied that a pilot program was
being developed in NRPC to address the lack of renewable energy siting language in area town
plans. The program was currently cataloguing energy, to make a map of the area for solar. Some of
the mapped areas included forest; Vermont did not currently have a policy on removing forest for
solar. She noted that some communities experienced significant floeding due to stormwater runoff
from construction. There was massive pressure to move forward on Vermont's goal for 90%
renewable energy by 2050, so much so that she had seen many crganizations “roll over and violate
their missions [in order} to support wind energy.”
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Mrs. Doe noted that she and ber neighbors had first learned of the project in june 2015, so a lot of
people still did not know of it. Pat Messier suggested. asking the town’s citizens: “Would you like
this in your area? Would you like to live near a wind project?” Mrs. Marie Trembiay said that she
lived a third of a mile away, and was very concerned for the health of her grandchildren. Mr. Doe
added that if the developer had abided by the rules, the neighbors would have known over 4 years
ago of the proposed project; there had to be some 11% hour language that the Town could put in the
plan to "hit the pause button” so that the situation could be investigated more thoroughly.

Ms. Smith informed the board that some towns had raised and spent up to $700,000 to intervene in
the PSB process, whereas specific language in the town plan could provide better support in
intervention and reduce costs significantly. She noted that the main issue was time, since the
question of the meteorological tower did not necessarily slow down the application for the rest of
the project.

Mr. Ross Lavoie stated that his parents had some wind turbines on their land, but they did not seem
disruptive. Did topography influence the effects? Ms. Smith replied that topography absolutely
influenced the effects, and suggested that the board members research “acoustic ecology.” She
emphasized that this was the highest concentration of population around wind power and that the
actions that the Planning Commission might take did matter. She gave information on 17 towns
who had language regarding wind siting in their town plans.

Mr. Hubbard informed the attendees that the Swanton Selectboard would meet with the
Selectboards of Fairfield and St. Albans on September 15t to discuss the project.

Rep. Marianna Gamache reminded the board that, when representatives at the state level
- considered a bill, they did not hear from every constituent that they represented, only from those
with definitive thoughts. Also, the representatives had access to information not available to the
general public and therefore had to make decisions in the constituents’ best interests. The Swanton
Planning Commission should insert a simple measure of protection for the good of its citizens.

The Planning Commission hearing recessed at 8:50 p.m.

The recess ended at 9:00 p.m. Mr. Taylor Newton of NRPC informed the Planning Commission that
there was still time to put in an insubstantial change before presenting to the Joint Legislative Body.
NRPC had adopted a new plan, which would go into effect January 2016 and had strong criteria in
terms of environmental protection and policy. Chris Leach sat on the Policy Recommendation
Committee, which reviewed applications, all of which were treated on a case-by-case basis. The
committee then reviewed the applications in terms of goals and policy, brought their findings to the
full board, and asked any questions they wanted. There were usually several rounds of “discovery.”
Without strong standards in a town’s plan, the plan was weaker in the PSB process. The PSB did not
have to give deference to the Regional Plan, only “consideration.” The pilot project mentioned by
Annette Smith would amend the plan in some way in the future and would project out to 2050.
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The Selectboard could make changes to the plan as long as it was more than 15 days before the final
hearing on September 23r. The Swanton Town Plan expired on August 31%t, and getting approved
by the Regional Planning Commission would allow Swanton access to one Municipal Planning
Grant, at a maximum of $20,000. Mr. Leach and Mr. Paxman, Village Trustees, stated their support
for a minor amendment in the plan regarding wind energy siting.

After discussion, the Planning Commission and Village Trustees agreed to hold a joint meeting
amongst the Planning Commission, Village Trustees, and Selectboard on Tuesday, the 18% of
August, to discuss specific language for the Town Plan. Mr. Newton added that the NRPC committee
would hopefully approve the Swanton town plan on September 30%, A grant application should
have been submitted by that time.

3. Public Comment - None.
4. Any Other Necessary Business
Mr. Lavoie made a motion, seconded by Mr. Daniel, to approve the Town Plan as written. Motion

carried unanimously.

Mr. Lavoie made a motion, seconded by Mr. Daniel, to approve the Swanton Planning Commission
meeting minutes of July 8, 2015, Motion carried.

Mr. Lavoie made a motion, seconded by Mr. Daniel, to adjourn at 9:43 p.m. Motion carried.

NOTE: Appendices I through VI are part of this record. These are the documents that Annette Smith
provided to the Planning Commission regarding renewable energy siting language adopted by other
towns in Vermont.

Respectfully Submitted,

Yaasha Wheeler
Swanton Planning Commission Secretary

Jim Hubbard Ed Daniel
Ross Lavoie Andy Larocque
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Miodel Munlcipal Plan Language for In-State Commercial and Municipal Solar
Electricity Generation and Transmission Siting

The (town) Planning Commission, in consultation with the Rutiand Regional Planning Commission, will
identlfy and map those areas of the municipality that are most suitable for commercial and miunicipal

solar electriclty generation and transmission facllity development based on faciiity siing reguirements
and munlcipal energy, conservation and development policles and objectives,

The {town] Planning Commission, In consultation with the Energy Coordinator {Committes), will prepare
coramunity standards and siting standards for the development of solar electricity generation,
transmission and substation facilities, for reference by facility developers and loca! property owners and
for consideration in Section 248 proceedings {30 VSA §248),

Under this iaw, prior to the construction of 3 solar electricity generation facllity, the VT Public Service
Board (PSB) must issue a Certificate of Public Good., A Sectlon 248 review addresses envirgremenial,
economic, and soclal impacts assoclated with & particular project, similar to Act 250, in making s
determination, the PSB rmust give due considaraiion to the recommendations of raunicipat pianning
commissions snd Hs respective plan, Accordingly, it s appropriate that (town's) Municipa! Plan address
these land uses and provide guidance to town officials, regulators, and facility devalopers,

The municipality will participate In the Public Service Board’s review of new and expanded gansration
facllities as necessary to ensure that local energy, resource conservation and development objectives
are dentified and consldered in proposed utility development. This may include joint participation in
colighoration with other affected municipalities and the Rutland Regiona Planning Commission far
projects that may have significant regional impact. H.40, passed in 2015, glves the host mu nicioality
automatic party status in the PSB permitting process. It s scknowledged that the PSE's prime focus is on
atiministering state public policy and regulating actions that are directed at ensuring that wtility services
promote the general good of the state.

The Planning Commission, in consultation with the Uegisiative body), will develop guidelines to diregt
local participation in Section 248 proceedings for the review of solar slectricity projects located in {fown)
or in neighboring communities which may affect the town. The guidelines shouid reflect laveis of
participation or formal intervention in relation to the typs, location, scale, and magnitude of 3 oroposed
project, and its potential benefits and Impacts to the community.




Community Stendards

The following community standards are to be considered in undertaking municipal solar electricity

" projects and programs, in ypndating the {town's] bylaws to sddress conmpeschsl solar eleciricity
generation and transmission development subiect to local regulstion, and in the review of new or
upgraded comumercial solar electricity peneration faciliities and systems by fown) and the Public Service
Board (Section 248 review).

Plan Conformance: New commercial, utility-scale sofar electricity generation fachiities and proposed
system upgrades, should be identifed in or be consistent with the Vermont Comprehensive Enorgy Plan,
the Vermont Long-Range Transmission Plan, and utilities” Integreted Respurce Planning {IRP). A new
facility should be considered only after potential alieratives, including increased energy efficiency,
distributed energy systems, and existing facility ungrades are svalusted sad found o be nsuflicient o
meet system reliability needs or projected demand.

Benefits: A demonstrated public need that outweighs sdverse impects to locs! residents and resources
must be documented for municips! support of new solar slectricity projects located within or which may
otharwise affect the {Townl. Facility developraent must benefit town residents, businesses, and groperty
owners in direct relation and proportion to the Impacts of the proposed development.

bypacts: New generation, transmission and distribution faciiities must be evaluated for consistency with
cornmunity gnd regiongt development oblectives and (o avold undue adverse impacts to sighificant
cubtural, natural and scenic resources dentified by the community.

eormnissioning: Al facllty certificates or ﬁmmzﬁ:ﬁ shall specify conditions for system abandonment
and decommissioning, inclading required suretles for facility rarmaoval and site rectoration to e safe,
useful, snd environmeniatly stable condition. All harardous meterial and struchures, inchading
foundatinns, peds and scosssory structures, must be vemoved from the site,




Solar Electriclty Facility Skin

{Town} supports responsibly sited and developed solar electricity profects within its boundaries. it
recognizes that financlal considerstions reguive projacts to be located in ciose prosimity to electric
power lines canable of transmitting the load proposed to be generatet and susy access from major
transportation setworks for construction. However, i desires to malntain the open ladscape and soenls
rursl views important to 48 tourism econamy and rural cultural aesthetic, Not all commarcial or
communily stale solsr slectricity prolects propoesed can meet this stendard. Projects most rmeet the
following criteria in order to be supported by this plan

Preferred Siroas: New generation and transmission facilities shall be sited in locations that reinforce the
community’straditionat and planned pattermns of growth, of compact [downtown/fillags) centers
surrounsded by 2 rural countryside, ingluding working farm and Torest laned,

The fllowing avess have been identified 25 sultable for the development of larger, utiiiy-scale solar
alectricity generation and fransmission facilities (150 W or greater], consistent with this pattern of
develomment, based on the municipal review of stote energy plans, municipal participation In state
energy plan developmant, an analysis of avaitable renewabie energy resources, technival Tacility
reguirements, and municipal resource conservetion and development goals and objectives:

ldentify and map those areas sultable for solar electricity development, as identified from the review of

. planned facility upgrades, to be referenced in the municipal plan, and/or froma comwmunity-wide
s inventory and mapping project, This could also Include specifying suitable zoning districts, as
| appropriste.

The following sreas are identified as sultable for the deveéwmwt of alt sizes of soler electriciy
generation and transmission faciiiies:
¢ Roof-mounted systems;
¢ Systems located in close proxdimity to existing larger sedle, commercial, industrial or agricultural
buildings;
¢ Proximity to exbsting hedgarows or other topographical Teatures that naturally soreen the
proposed aney;
v HAeuse of former brownfiskds;
#  Facilities that are sited andfor clusterad at the sdge of timber stands and core forest habitar,
 glong progerty bounderies, and In otherwise disturbed areas, such as gravelbpits, closed landfills,
or former quarries,
o Inagricuitursl areas, solar facilities zre to be located and/or clustered on the least productive
portion of the site, in nonagricuitural areas, along fleld and forest edges, or on otherwise
disturbed arsas;



o £ location that accorumodates (town's) sethack end screening requirements aod encouragss the
yse of existing natursl vegeiation.
Under H.40, passed In 2015, mirimum setbacks requirements for in-state, ground-mounted
solar generation facilities approved under Section 248 are:

Sdinimum Sethacks

[ 106 feet for o facility with a plart capacity exteeting
L LED idtowatts (v
L 40 feut Tor a faoility with o plant caparity between 15

| From & state o manicipsl highway
" and 150 k.

50 fest for 8 faciiity with 2 plent cepacity sxceeding 150

| Fromm sach property boundary that lsnota state or kW
municipal bighway i 2% foet for a facility with a capacily betwesn 15 and 150

e,

The PSE may reguire 2 larger setback or with agreement of the applicant, Jocal legislative body and
adjoining owners, a smaller setback. No sethack is reguired for facilities with plant capacitles of less than
1% 0N, '

prohibited Exclusion) Aress: Because of thelr distinctive natural, historic or scenko value, and special
significance to the community, solar electricity facility development shall be excluded from {prohibited
within}, or shall not be supported by the town s the following iocations {as mapped by the mundcipaiity
or ather official ently):

s Certain zoning districts {specify)

s Flosdways shown on Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FifMs))

e Fluvial erssion hazard areas shown on River Corridor Maps developed by the Vermont Agancy of
Natural Resources (ANR}; ' '

e Clase |, I ang [ wetiands;

» #&location that requires dear cutting or fragmentation of the (fown’shworking landscape,
inciuding undeveloosd forestiand, cpen farm land and primaery agriculiurst solls {as mapped by
the U.8, Natural Resource Conservation Service); _

« Rare, threstened, or endangered species habltat or communities 25 mapped or identified
thraugh site investigation, and cove habitat areas, migratory routes and travel corridors;

e Ridgelines: {st); ‘

& Steen slopes (=259}

o Surface weters sod riparian buffer areas (exeept for stream crossings);

w  {Other zs identified and mapped by the municipalityl. \




Topography that causes s fackity to be visible against the shyline fram common vantage points
from public and private vantage points such as roads, homes and neighborhoods;

& site in proximity to and interfering with a significant viewshed (significant viewsheds within
{rown) include; . N

& Ipeation where 2 “good neighbor policey® cannot be pradilced. For example, whare a site
cannot be screened from the visw of neighbors and thus prohibits them from exercising the
peaceiul enjovment of their property;

A site that does not aliow for (fown’s} preseribed screening standards;

A site that causes significant advarse impacts to historical or cultural resources, including state
ar federal designated historic districts, sites and structures, and locally significent cultural

inghude:

w  rermoval or demolithon;

s physical or structural damage, significant visual intrusion, or threat to the use;

»  significant Intrusion in a rural historic district or historic landscape with @ high degree of
intagrity;

w ghmificant visual intrusion into a hillside that serves as s backdrop to 2 historic site or
siruriure;

s creating a foced point that would disrupt or distract from elements of 2 historic landscape;

& asignificant intrusion In @ rural historlc district or historic landscape that hay o high degree
of integrity;

s impairing a vista or viewshed from » historic resource that s a significant component of its
historic character and history of use;

»  visually overwhelming & historic setting, or by being dramaticafly out of scale;

& igoleting 3 historic resource from i3 historic setting, o introduce Incongruous or
incampatible uses, or new visual, sudible or atmosphieric slements.

respurees wentifed in the municipal plan. Probhibied impacis of Mstoricel and cultural resourzes

A



fither Recommendations

Size selection shoubd not be Umited to generation facilities alone; other slements of the faclity need to
be considered as well. Thase include access roads, site clearing, onsite power lines, substations, lghting,
invertor shads, ang off-site power lines. Developrment of these elements shall be done in such a way a5
o minimize any negative impacts. Site clearing and roadways car have graater visual impacts than the
enetgy generation Facility itself. in planning for faciiities, deslgners should tare steps to mitigate the
projzct’s impact on natursl, scenic and historis resources and improve s harmony with the
surroundings,

Heow solar generation and transmission faciities that include multiple instalistions shall be sitedw
nelude equipment of snifonn deslgn.,

bfmen mud Sople fto Hmilt large projects)

Selor faciities should be beited in mass and scale, or have thelr mass snd scale broken up by 5&?’%&%&&;’1@,‘,
1o it i with the (own's) andscape. Projects rger than ——- cannot be sdequasiety soreensd or
miitipated 1o blend nto the municipelity’s kaindscape and are therefore prohibited,
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to oppose Sheffieid Wind

to oppose Sheffield Wind

io oppose wind turbines on Giehs Mountain

not to support wind turbines on Little Equinox Mow
t0 oppose the Searsburg expansion, also known as £
to support town plan that prohibits wind turbines o
to support town plen that opposes wind turbines or
to oppose commercial ridgeline wind development
against the Seneca Mountain wind project

against the BNE wind project

against SMW




Reglona! Plan that Addresses Repewable Ensrgy

Study

The NVDA Wind Studly Commiliee was formed in rgsponse 1o the NVDA Board of Direciors July 2012
sdoption of g resclulion recommending & suspension of industriabecale (height of 200 #. or greater)
wirid turbines for a 3-vear period for further study. At the March 28, 2018 meeting of the full Board of
Dhrectors, members unanimously approvad the commities's recommendation that "ne further
development of Industrizl-scate wind lurbines should take place In the Northeast Kingdom. This posiiion
will become an element in the NVDA regiona! energy plan. The position may ba revised for fulure plans
i o understanding of turbine Impacts changes sipnificardly.” (The finel Wind Sludy Report is availsble
belores} :

Committes members include: Jim Greenwood (Chairy, Maric Whitworth, Farley Brown, Robert Croteay,
ardd David Snedeker (NWDA stal), The Commities meets al the Barton Town Office approwimately
avery three wesks, Pleass contact NWVDEA to check on upcoming meatings. Meeting minutas will be
nosted soon.

Meeling scheduls:

2{20/13, &:00pm Barton Town Office Minutes

IM3ME, &:00om Barton Town Office Minuls

4H03M3, 6:30pm Barton Town Office (guest Dave Hallguist, VEC) Binules
412413, 6:300pm Barton Town Office (guest: Billy Coster, ANR) Mibudes
508113, 6:30pm Barton Town Office (guest: Anne Margolis, PSD) Minutes .
B/26/1% 8:30pm Barton Village Community Certter{guest: John Soininen, Eolian) Minutss

P
et S )

41!065'%3 & 3&;};@ at éhe Barwr@ Tornm Office, (Guest Dr. Davxgﬁ Grags V‘"f” Depz of
Health) &in P e £ ., Yine
118114 (Guest Glorig Bruce, NEKTTA) Sam af NVDA Office in 3& J(}hnshury
1294, 8 Bﬁpm &t ihe Barton Town Qﬁace {Guest %@ﬂ Luca} 5




August 2
(A5 prepared by the NVDA Wind Study Committes]
&

{With edits and recommendation approved by NVDA Executive Commitice)

adopted by t

h 26, 2015,

B
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WIND STUDY REPORT — Final

Exscutive Surnmary

Policy Statement {from the NVDA Regionel Fian] ~ “This region has & responsibiiity to plan for adeguate
supply of energy to mest local energy demand. Planning activities may incluge the production, storage,
siting, and distribution of energy. Individuals, businesses, organizations, snd communities are
encouraged to explore emerging ensrgy supply, efficlency, and net-metering opportunities that meet
accepted environmental standards In order to setisly thelr power demand,

Mew industrialfutility enargy development shail meet the highest standards recuired by faw, Permitting
authorities shall first consider current and historical land use and the culture of the region, community
opinion, etonomic benafit, as well as the land owner's rights. Any development shall to the extent
possible be done so as to mitigate adverse Impacts to the region. Ary utility-scale energy generation
project deemed acceptable by the Public Service Beard shall include a plan for distributing benefits to
the towns In the region proportional to the adverse effects experienced by thet town. Long term
rraintenance, safety fssues, decommisdioning, and land reclamation procedures required at the end of
the energy project’s [ife must aiso be included In the project plan. '

The plan aims to balance environments! guality and important natural resources with energy
production. Significant locsl and regional support and clesrly demonstrated benefits should exist in any
energy provposal.”

Wind a5 s Renewable Generation Resource - Wind energy has recently been on the forefront of the
ranswable energy movement. The LLS. Department of Energy has announced a gosl of obtaining 5% of
U.S. electricity from wind by 2020, 2 goal consistent with the current rete of growth of wind energy
nafionwide. Vermont is currently ranked 34th out of the lower 48 states for wind energy potential,

Status/Recent History of Indusivial Wind Development In the NEK - Projects that have been
constructed or proposed in the Northéast Kingdom include: UPC/First Wind Project {16 turbines over
400" tall and constructed in Sheffleld); GMB/ingdom Community Wind {the region’s second utifity -
scals wind farm and VT's largest wind facility, utilizing 3 miles of ridgeline with 21 turbines over 408 tall
constructed in Lowell); Eolian/Seneca Mountain Wind initially proposed for Ferdinand, Newark, &
Brighton, but scaled down to only include Ferdinana); Bast Mountaln - d-turbine demonstration prolect
foroposal for East Haven); Grandview Farm L-turbine {Derbyvl; and Smugglers Hill Farm I-turbine
{Moland). lop, 21-22 of NVDA Eneroy Mo

The First Wind facility, located in Sheffield, Vermont came online in October 2011 and contributed
another 25,548 MWhs to regional generation. The wind farm was only operating for a portion of 2013,
but was projected to contribute s total 112,000 Mwhs annually, Another utiity-scale wind farm in the
region, Kingdom Community Wind {Lowell, Vermont), received s Cartificate of Public Good and bagen



genearating electricity In Movember 2012, The Kingdom Community Wind Project was projected to
contribute another 180,000 Mitvhs annually, '

Public lssnes zud Concverns over Industrial-zople Wind Development - The siting of wind turbines has
raised public concerns aboul sesthetic impacts, erasion, water guality impacts, noise, land scarring, and
affects on wildiife, property values, public health, and Impacts on local economic drivers, sugh as
tourisen. Concern has also beew expressed by rasidents within the Northeast Kingdom thet our region
has been targeted for indusiriai-scale wind development due 1o the reglon’s rursl nature, low
population densities, and ower overall socio-sconamis stetus, When one considers the number of
projects proposed for this (the NEK reglon in somparison to the rest of VT, percentions may sesem validh
To address these many unknown impacts and for other reasons, including the state’s permitting Drocess
for energy generation facilities, the NVDA Board of Directors, at its July 2012 mesting, overwhaimingly
pussed & rasolution recarmmending & suspension of industrislscale wind in the Mortheast Kingdom fora
three-yesr period for further study. Leter, broad public concerns at 2 statewide level over the siting of
energy generstion faclities and complaints around the state’s permitting process for these facilities
resuited in Governor Shumiin appointing an officlal Siting Commission 1o examine the VT Public Sarvice
Board's permitting process and 1o come up with recommendations for improvement.

Purpose
Boerd Resolytion for Industriab-Scate Wind 3tedy — A5 recommanded by NYDA Board of Directors
Resolution of hidy 2042, the NVDA formed a commities to conduct “a thorough evaluation of the Impact
of wind towers on the Northeast %:‘!ngﬁiam"’ o include:
o The cost versus the benefit of industrial size wind turbines in the MNortheast Kingdowm
o Whet does objective data and science show concerning measurable health impacts? What
doss national and internationa! research show?
o Are transmmission requirements being sdeguetely addressed with these profects?
o Do statutes, regulations and the review procsss provide ample environmenia! protections
~for the development of higher elevation ridge-lings?
o What is the impact of industrial wing turbines on property velues and tourism in the
Northeast Kingdom? :
o What impact do industrial wind turbines have on greenhouse gas emissions in the
Mortheast Kingdom?

Methodology - The NVDA Executive Boerd approved a Study Committes of volunteer members from the
WYDA Board of Directors, Members of the study commitiee are locs! and regions! stakebolders
representing different backgrounds with differing areas of expertise. Some of the appointed comimitias
members were just completing & 2012 comprehensive update of the Energy Section of the NVDA
Regional Plan™, and others members were recruited based on thelr ability 1o sddress areas of study
progossd by the MVDA Bosrd resolution, The Study Committes began e work In Jenuary 2018, s

LR T
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Study Committes members included: James Greenwood, Chair {retired NVDA Economic Development
Specialist, VT Dept, of Labor official, State Senator, Citizens Utilities], Farley Brown (NVDA Board of
Directors, Sterling College, Town of Craftsbury Planning Commizsion and Conservation Commission),
Bobert Crotesu INVDA Bxecutive Board, Town of Barton Selectboard, Business Owner), Marlk Whitworth
(MDA, Exacutive Board, Town of Newark Planming Commission, Energize Vermont], and David Snedeker
INVDA Executive Director, Town of Barton Planning Commission}.  Cther NVDA Board members that
participated in commities meetings over the study period include: Peter Rodin (LG Planning
Commissionar and retired VT Eleciric Cooperative emplovee), Steve Amos {Town of Wheetock
Selectboard), Marths Feltus [State Representative, Town of Lyndon Selectboard), and John Morley
{Fresident, NVDA Board of Directors, Orleans Village Supervisor, former Director VPPSA]L

Following upon the study recommendations of the NVDA Board's resolution, the Study Commitiee
developed a format of bwiting gusst speakers with experience and/or sxpertise in specified toplcal
aress. The selected guest speakers were chosan based on thair percelvad knowledge of the subject srea
the committes wes interested inlearning. Asthe study svolved and additiona) information was desired,
other guest speakers were invited to participate. Guest speskers appearing before the study committes
wers:

s April 3, 2013 David Haliguist, VT Electric Cooperative {spealing on generation, transmission,
and distribution)

s April 24, 2013: Billy Coster, ANR (speaking on ANR's role and responsibilities in the PSB process)

e May B, 2003; Ann Margolis and Asron Kisickl, PSD (speaking on PSDY's roles and responsibliities
in PSB process)

s May 29, 2013: John Spinenen and Travis Bullare, Eclien Renawable Energy {speaking on dimate
change, wind industry, and role as a renewable energy developer]

e August 14, 2013 Kerrck lohnson, VT Electric Trangmission Company (VELCO), [spealing on VT's
Flectric Transmission Company and its role and responsibiiities, transmission system in northem
YT, interconnecting wind resources, efc.}

o September 4, 2013 Kevin lones, VT Law School (speaking on VT's renewable energy policy and
its impacts on Vermont}

o Sazpmmbﬁ% &, 2013 Steve Therrien, adjoining property owner to First Wind (speaking
compiaining of health impacts and Impacts to property value based on inability to resell,

e« September 26, 201%: Robert Dostis, Green Mountain Power {speaking on the Kingdorm
Community Wind Project in Lowslil}

e September 26, 2015 lason Shafter, Professor of Atmospheric Sclences st LSC {speaking on
climatology, wind resources, and local data)



e Movember &, 2012; Dr. David Grass, VT Dept. of Health (spealdng on health impacts and studies
related o indusirial-scale wind)

& January 8, 2014; Glorls Bruce, Northeast Kingdom Trave! and Tolrism Association
freleconference speaking on impacts to businesses in the travel and tourism industry)

e lanusry 28, 2004 Dr. Ben Luce, Lyndon Stete College (speaking on renewsble energy options
for VT and the NEK region)

Stucly Committee meetings notices were posted on the NVDA website, along with meeating minutes and
materizis www.nvda net. Local newspaper reporter(s) ware invited 1o each of the committes meelings,
as well. Over the months of March — June 2014, the study committee hald 5-8 working meetings to
assess and discuss information that had been coversd over preceding months and develop
recommendations {proposition statements} for the commitiee’s report.

The proposition statements are prasented in no specific order and must be understood within the
context in which they wers developed, For 2 complete understanding, it is important that they should
he read slong with the full report, minutes from each meesting, and supplementary materials thet were
oraserted {and reviewed! by each of the invited presenters and/or study commitiae members,

General assertions regarding Industrial wingd development in Vermont snd the Mortheast
Kingrom:

& The State of Vermont, through its adooted Comprehensive Energy Plan, has set progressive and i
ambitious renewable anergy generation goals to achieve by the yvear 2050, 20% of elactricity needs !

by 2007 and 20% of energy needs across all sectors by 2080, ‘

o The development of industrial-scale wind generation facilities Is contributing to mesting the State’s
renswable enerpy generstion goals. There are two projects in the NEK region ~ Sheffield and Lowell,
Oiher projects have been proposed, but not developed ~ East Haven, Sensca Mountalin (Ferdinand),
and Derby,

» The siting and development of industrial-scale wind facilities in the NEK region has not been without
controversy, whather in towns where projects have been constructed or in towns whare projects
have been developad, proposed, tabled, or withdrawn from consideration, ‘

le  Industrial-scaie wind turbines have created significant local, regional, snd state land use planping

issues,

Mealth lmpact Propositions

The NVDA Wind Study Commities concludes™:

‘s We are concerned that our neighbars have health complaints that they sttribute to turbine
pperations,
¢ The relationship between turbine operation and health is not well understood.




There may well be a direct link from turbines to il health that has yet to be discoverad,

I turbine nolse will disturh sleep only i it exceeds nolse guldelines, then assuring the health of
nelghbors may reguire continuous nolse monitoring and rigorous enforcement of nolse
stendards,

Do should actively investigate the heaith clalms made by turbine neighbors In Vermaont.

There is not encugh known about: the potential health impacts {direct or indirect} of turbines;
tha distances over which those impacts might be felt; or, the effectivenass of possible mitigation
rnensyres 1o allow the NVDA to recommend further turbine development in the Northesst |
Kingdom,

*as developed by the Study Committes baved upon the testimony and evidence presented. For o ful
assessment of findings, see Attachment &: Fropositions on Mealth 5.0

Transmisslon Propositions:

The MVDA Wind Study Commitiee concludes™:

o We acknowledge that VELCO, through its long-range pian and presentation, has identified |
rmost of the NEK region as & constrained zone due to transmission grid congestion, This ‘
[irviits the system’s abiiity to accept additions! generation resouress. o i

5 We scknovwledge the VT Blectric Cooperative’s recormmendation for a moratorium on ,
implementing renewable mandates because of transmission constraints and grid integration E
issues associated with renewabls gensration resourees. '

e Agcenting VELCO s assertions that new generation sdded over the last five vears now malkes
our region an exporter of powar to other regions of VT and New England; our regional 1
constraint isstes; and, that the forecasted annual losd growth Tor VT i3 less than 1% {and
degreasing) golng forward, there seems to be little nead for new large-scale generation
faciiities in the NEK region.

e improving transmission reliability within the existing system is preferable to adding new
genergtion and transmission facilities that may exacerbate curtaiiment issues or destebilize

the sxisting transmission grid,

#ag developed by the Study Committes based upon the testimony and evidence presented. Foro full
assessment of findings, see Aftachment B: Propositions on Transmission 4.

Wirlldlife snd Water Resource Propositions:

The NVDA Study Committee concludes™

e Regional environmental impacts of industrial wind development are not well understoad,
such az high elevation storrmwater runoff, bied and bat fataliiles, wildife habitat destruction,
and loss of connectivity across the Northeast Kingdom landscape. Studies are angoing and
further research should be conduciad, |




Alternative storrmwater technologies, such as level spreaders, need to be proven for their
effectivenass.

Hecause there is limited dets on the impacts of wind projects in the Northsast Kingdom on
birds and bats, it s recommended that GMP continue to monltor bet fatalities bevond the
one vear pust construction survey and foliow methods used in the $heffield Bird and Bat
Post-Construction Study.

The sheffield 8ird and Bat Post-Construction Study Final Report is due in December 2014
and the Vermont Department of Fish and Wildlife determination of future methods of
mitigation based on this information will need 1o be followed.

Agency of Natural Resources wind development guidelines from 2006 need to be updated,
This i consistent with the Energy Gensration Siting Policy Commission Recommendations
2018 ANR shall provide detalled guidslines on assessment and “undue” mpact,

*hs developed by the Studv Committes hased upon the evidence presented, For o full ossessment of
findings, see Attachment & Wildlilfe and Water Besources Propositions {8/5/14}

Property Value Impact Proposttions:

The NVDA Wind Study Committes concludes™;

&

Establishing property values is a subjective as well as an cbjsctive exercise.

Barcaptions {negative and positive) drive the decision making and valuation process,
Property volues and gesthetics gre intertwined,

Vihile the property value impact studies that wers prasented 1o the Committes showsd
mixed conclusions, the Commities gives greater consideration to the studies from the
professions! appraisa! consultants given thelr experience In estabiishing velues, including zn
aceounting for subjectivity.

The nearer 8 residential property is to an industrial wind project, the grester the likslihood
of negatively impacting its velue,

With & number of existing industrist wind facilities in the reglon and Vermont, the Public
Service Department, working with the VT Tax Department, should consider tracking
groperty values and sales within z defined range of distances {e.g. 1/2-mile, 1-mile, Z-miles,
ete.} to ald in determining the impacts of turbines on properiy values.

*4e developed by the Study Committee based upon the testimony and evidence presented, For ¢ full
assessment of findings, see Attochment I Property Volue Propositions« (6/17/14]

Green House Gas Propositions:

The NVDA Wind Study Committes concludes®:

&

Focusing onthe generation of electricity is not the most sffective wav of reducing the
state’s GHE emissions

it is unclear if industrial wind turbines in Vermont can bring about reductions in the reglon’s
GHEG emissions,

%
|




& i the reduction of GHE emissions 1s & goal, its clear that significant reductions may be
achievable by sddressing the stete’s larger contributors: transportation and heating,

& The impacts of Vermont turbine operations upon GHE amissions are dapendent upor: The
GHG lifenyole costs and banefits of the turbine project under considerstion; and, the energy
policies of Vermeont and nelghboring states

o The analysis of these lifecycle and policy effects is bevond the scope of this report.

®as developed by the Study Committee based upon the testirmony and evidence b}ésenmaﬁ For a fuft
assessment of findings, see Attockument E: Greenhouse Gas Propositlons 2.0

Bropositions on Aesthetics:
The NVYDA Wind Study Committee condludes™;

® Due to thelr enormous size, industrial wind turbines have an gdverse impact on aesthetics. |
NVDA agrees with PSB comments in its KCW (Lowell} decision that edverse impacts on
aesthetics exist,
& The musicipal plans excerpted here constitute dear, written comimunity standards
intended o preserve the aesthetics or scenie, natural besuty of the ares,
e - industrial wind turbines violate the clear, written commurnity standards estabilished in the
gxcerpted municips! plans.
® Since industrial wind turbines viclate these clear, written community stendards, under
Wermont law they would constitute an undus adverse impact to these communitiss,
e The clesr, written community standards expressed in the region’s munkipsi plans reflect =
. high fevel of education and experience refating to industrial wind trbines,
X Clegrly written community stondards in regional and municipal plans should be used by the
P3B asthey evalugte gesthetizs,
@ The P58 should use the full Quechee Test to evaluote project cesthetivs.

“4s developed by the Study Committes based upon the testimony und evidence preserted. Fora full
assessment of findings; see Attochment F: Aesthetics Propositions 3.0 '

Conclusion
The Morthesst Kingdom, theregion that the MVDA serves, has considerable experience with
industrial wind turbines, Caledoniz County is home to First Wind's Sheffield turbines. Green
dountain Power's Kingdom Community Wind turbines are located in Lowell {Ureans County),
Three additions! projects were proposed, but not carried out: the East Haven Wind Farm {Essex
County), Senece Mauntalin Wind {Caledonta and Essex Counties), the Encore Redevelopment
project in Derby {Orleans Countyl it follows that the NVDA's Board of Directors has become
quite Tarniliar with srguments both for and agsinst industrial wind complexes.

The NI 2005 regional plan stated, “As a statamant of policy, NVDA supports the
construction of wind towers.,” The plan also said, “Wind Towars should be seen a5 beneficlal to
the region.”




The NYDA has first-hand experience with the divisiveness thaf accompanies wind projects and
the damagea that the projects visit upon cammunities. This sxperiehce resulted in g re-
avalustion of the NVDA's 2005 pasition on wind energy. in 2012, the NVDA Board of Directors
voted 35 to 3 Infavor of & resolution calliing for & suspension of develonment of new industrial
wind projects in the region. The Board called for the formation of & committes to study
industrial wind energy in the reglon angd develop findings and recommendations. The
committee’s findings and recommendations would be reviewed by the NVDA's Executive
Cormmittee and then by the full Board of Directors.

As & result of this effort, the NVDA has developed the following position on ndustrial wind
BNergy:

“The NVDA sees one clear benefit to industrial wind energy, one dlear problem, and g host of
troubling questions. The clear benefit is the tax relief that industrial-scale wind turbines bring to
thelr iost towns. The clear problem is the bitter divisions that wind brings to aur communities.
The troubling questions involve the unreliability of wind energy, the amount of energy produced
versus the sucial and environmental disruption, the costliness of the electricity, and the
dubiousness of the claims of environmental benefit. We are even more troubled by the potential
impacts on humaen heaith, essential wildlife habitat, water quality, aesthetics, property volues,
and our tourism industry, We are also troubled by the stote’s energy policies, the state’s
permitting process, and the ease with which the public good as expressed in our municipal and
regional plans can be overridden by people who may never have even visited our region.

it is the position of the NVDA that no further development of industrizb-ccnle wing turbines
shouwld tuke place in the Northeast Kingdom,

This position will become an element in the regional energy plar, The pasition rmay be revised
far future plans if our understanding of turbine impacts changes significartiy.”




Enciliies thot burn woody biomass ‘o generate eleciriciy shall be designed, constructed, and operated such that:
1. Biomass inputs fuell are sourced in accordance with o wriffen g}mmﬁawem standard approved by the Vermont Agency of Mok
reil Resources. B a standord is not available, o maforily of fuel sholl be sourced from lends manoged under the Use Volue As

£

sessmant progrom; or from horvests moniiored by ¢ professional forester,

ot heating of mulliple buildings;

& woste heat for an infegral purpose, such o i

2. The iocility s designed and cperoted o uil
manutacturing or processing; or agriculiural production.

Td

3. The feciliy sholl be designed to avold traffic through residential oreas, nrovide sofe cocess onte local or stote highwoys, and not
comribute to unrensonable congestion on area highways,
4. The focility shell use the least amount possible of water withdrawal and discharge by using iotest fechnology, such g dry cooling.

5. The water thai is discharged by the focifity shalf not increase the nutrient load on walerbodies in the orea.

& The use of wood waoste shall be encouraged provided it does not contain toxic matericls.
Wing Facilffies
Eacilifies that generote eleciricily using the force of wind and designed with genergtion cupadity of 100 kW or greuter sh
designed, consiructed, and operated such that:
1. Fociliy components, including wowers, shall be jocated fo minimize component sxissibiiiw from heyond profect boundaries
7. The distance from o tower nase o the nearest property line shall be of least 1.5 fimaes the total height of the furbine structure
measured from mean ground level of the base o the fop of ity highest blade.
3, Any tower buse sholl be sef back of lecst one mile per megowatt from any hobftoble structure (ot the fime of petiton) thal is nod

s

reictec 1o the fociliy, T*ﬁ owner of ¢ structure within th s'fe%b sck dtsionce ﬂmy’ waive reguirements Torithelr property In writin

el

#. . Since wind "%iuff:::é“ a5 have ¢ unique seund proﬁze thatis more annoying of EGW@“ idecibel Eeveu, fncilities f;m% notesceed 35 di
i o F _ ‘ _ :..
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Lrrax Ga:w%wr;e/ 30 8'~L= xmightiime meosy iredd fr’w‘: the p ;3 iy ling,
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iaciricol "i“mﬂsm‘tcﬁ?m Facilifias

Elecirical fransmission focilities in axcess of 30 KV and reloted substotions sholl be designed, constructed, and operated such

isters

| Existing rights-of-way shail bes s&ecﬁ by new fociiites. The need for o new focility bf-xy dihese cordorns sholl be bosed on the
Fublic Service Boord's review of system need, reflability, and economic benefit.

2. Any transmission line, subsiotion ar other siruciure is located away from special flocd hozar o areasond wellonds
& "Ahy--upgmde i B-Phase rénuires o permit. Fram the Public Service Board.

4 Whens 3@’“?{ ‘cal tronsmission fines are less than 50 feet from residences, they shall be recrouted or'butied,

'Nofurai Gas Tronsmission Focllities

Fixed natural gas fronsmission focilities sholl be designed, constructed, Cand eperaied such thal:

1. New or sxpanded focilties sholl use existing ufitity or fransportation rights-of-way.
2. MNewor exponded focilitiss sholl serve existing davelopment within 2.0 miles of the fronsmission routeincluding ail downtowrs
’ ond villnge centers as designated by the Agency of Commerce and Communily Development.
3,7 ‘Any gate siotion, compressor facility, or other above-ground structure shali comply with the slon and bylows of the moenicipolit,
4 e

. Any ?’C&FSW&I‘S“?GW v“furzéc lin {mmws ag the pipeling) shall be set back of least 150 feet from ony hobifable structure (of ne fime of
T he siruciure within this setback distonce may waive ;’equsremﬁrm for their
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re Rutiand Regional Plan reguires foci!
Al focilities shall conform o locel, state and fe
o
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form to all policies sioted throughout the Plan,
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3. Bvery fociliy obove 10 RW shall specily an oclion plon and gua c:zrwfsed wnding source for decommissioning o encure the site is

Pt :

serfe, stable, and free of struciuras and harordous molerials,

cess o the faciity shall not contibute o unsate condifions for the general pubstic

on s minimized fo every exient posaible. Non-critical outdeor lighting is activaled by mo ?PE}?‘w<G“’1‘”CE’” or on-site per
L Light fixtures wre shislded down o minimize light respuss ond upward ghore o glow,
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“public safety communication systemns, : S .
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and the Varmond Division for Historic Preservation. I
10 Any proposed tocility shall comply with the ;;nzm and byiaws of the municipalily where it s fo beflocoted.
11 Any afﬂpased fociiity shell consider the cumuletive impact of lond use sesthetics, property values, am’ fondowner compansaton
tor muliiple energy gererction and ransmission facilities. :
hyﬁf@poww Facilities A
Hydropower faciiities used 1o generate electricity shall be designed, canstruct
1. The fociiity makes use-of on exisfing impoundment or watercourse struciure o g Wbl ohonging the weiter
Guality, woler tfemperoture, upsiream ond downstrearn habiiot of the facility. Vermont Agency of I‘\iw\f"& Hesources reguictions for
streom flow sholl apply. The Plor recognizes the v ﬁuzif*y and imparance of uiifizing exisiing doms, ingluding pgrading ouidated
snuipment to maximize generation, ; R
2. The lagility doss noting recse flood hazard fo public or private structures or p;;béir: infrostractyre,
3, The focility doss not impair or inconveniznce recrectional sers. Any poﬁa s well marked, o8 short ds passil Fomiures

i
stoble shoreline aress for land g anc chicunching:

Swlar Hlectricity Faciliies
Photovoliolc and other solor glectridity foe
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Swanton Planning Commission
August 12, 2015

Town Plans and Renewable Energy

L

@

The Town Plan is the Town's Voice to the PSB

Town Plans Must be Specific and Consistent in order to be considered in the
regulatory process

Town Plan Update for Renewable Energy Should Seek Maximum Public Engagement.
“Get As Much Input from Residents as Possible”

Town Plans Supported by a Vote sends the clearest message to the PSB

The Report Matters {see recent decision in lawsuit against Newark], which discusses
the issue of changing land designation.

Recent decision clarifies that town plans mav contain strong langaage prohibiting
specific technologies

The Town Flanning process has multiple benefits especially when it is being updated
to address specific proposals. Public engagement increases, the document itself
incorporates the cormmunity’s vision, a follow-up vote in support of the town plan
sends the clearest message to developers and regulators.

The PSR Process

&

Receipt of 45 day notice is opportunity for the towrn PC and SB to hold public hearings
and take input to provide to the developer

Receipt of filing is a second opportunity for the PC and 5B to comment to the PSB
Town PC and SB can intervene at the PSE by filing a Motion to Intervens, Certificate of
Service, Cover Letter. Intervenors can represent themselves pro se without attorney.
Towns usually an attorney. Residents usually cannot afford to participate with a
lawyer,

Resgurces
Town Plans that Address Industrial Wind

W RGP D g

Brighton - http:/ /www nvdanet/towns.php?town=21

Castieton -~ hitp:/ /rutlandrpe.org/tphpTown_id=14

Charleston - http:/ fwww.nvda.net/towns. phpftown=40
Clarendon - hitp/ /rutiandrpe.org/tphpftown id=19
Hubbardton - htip:/ /rutlandrpeorg/tphpttown_id=6

Ira - hitp:/ /rutlandrpeorg/tphpftown_id=18

Kirby - http:/ fwwwavdanet/townsphptown=6

Londonderry - htip:/ fwindhamregional org/towns/iondonderry
Newark - http:/ /www . nvda net/towns.php?own=8

Eé’} Bittsford - hitp://rutlandrpeorg/tohp?town_id=7

11, Poultney - hitp:/ frutlandrpe.org/tphpftowrn_id=17

12, Stannard - http:/ /www.nvda.net/towns.phpftown=13

13. Sutton - http:/ /www.avdanet/towns phpltown=14

14. Waitsfield - http:/ /www.waltsfisidvius/townplan/index.cfm
15. West Rutland - hitp:/ /rutlandrpeorg/tphpftown_ld=13

16, Westmore - htip:/ /www.nvdanet/townsphpfown=54
17, Windham - http:/ /windharmregional.org/towns /windham



Mishaan, Jessica

" N
From: Trombley, Shana
Sent: Wednesday, September 23, 2015 916 AM
To: London, Sarah; Mishaan, Jessica
Subject: ' FW: Swanion Proposed Wind Turbine Project

From Sprmger, Darren

Sent: Tuesday, August 25, 2015 8:54 PM

To: Trombley, Shana

Subject: Fwd: Swanton Proposed Wind Turbine Project

Just keeping this on radar for scheduling mtg when we sit down, she came by to visit today, but I wasn't
available.

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:
From: Marianna Gamache <MGamache@lep state. vius>
Date: August 20, 2015 at 11:48:35 AM EDT

To: "darren.springer@vermont.gov" <darren.springer@vermont.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Swanton Proposed Wind Turbine Project

Thanks for such a speedy reply Darren. I will alert my constituents of your 1epiy and look
forward to a timely positive response from the Governor.

Marianna

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Springer, Darren" <Darren.Springer@vermont.gov>
Date: August 20, 2015 at 11:03:20 AM EDT

To: Marianna Gamache <MGamache@leg.state. vi.us>
Subject: Re: Swanton Proposed Wind Turbine Project

1 will share with the Governor's scheduler and we will get back to you. Thanks
Marianna.
Darren

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 20, 2015, at 11:00 AM, Marianna Gamache
<MGQGamache@ler state.vius> wrote:




Sent from my 1Pad

Begin forwarded message:

From: Marianna Gamache
<MGamache(@leg.state.vi.us>

Date: August 19, 2015 at 9:44:41 PM EDT
To: "darren.springer@vt.gov”
<darren.springerf@vt.gov>

Subject: Swanton Proposed Wind Turbine
Project

Darren Springer,

As per our
conversation last
week, I am writing at
the request of my
constituents, many of
whom have had
contact and
conversations with
Commissioner
Recchia regarding this
project.

Although no
application has been
filed with the Public
Service Department
as of this date, the
Belisle family
illegally erected a
MET tower in 2011
on their property on
Rt. 105, Swanton,
without first applying
for and being granted
an CPG. This
violation has been
confirmed by the
department.



My constituents
whose homes and
property will be
directly effected by
this project,
respectfully request a
meeting with Gov.
Shumlin in order to
address their concerns
directly with him.
Given the nature, size
of turbines and
number of adjoining
communities that will
be effected by this
industrial wind
turbine project, as
their State
Representative, I urge
the Governor to meet
with them at his
carliest convenience.

On behalf of my
constifuents, thank
you in advance for
~forwarding this
request to Gov.
Shumlin.

Very truly yours,

Rep. Marianna
Gamache,

Sheldon / Swanton

Sent from my iPad



Trombley, Shana

From: Trombiey, Shana

Sent: Tuesday, September 22, 2015 10:05 AM
To: Trombley, Shana

Subject: Fwd: email

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Green, Geoff" <Geoff.Green@vermont.gov>
Date: August 26, 2015 at 10:26:57 AM EDT

To: "Trombley, Shana" <Shana.Trombley@vermont.gov>
Subject: email

We got this email, wanted to check with you before doing anything in response.
Hi Peter,

| really need to speak with you.....l live within a half mile of the Swanton
Wind Project. Every one is laying this in your lap. All of our discussions
and research with other Wind Project adjacent neighbors in VT, tell us not
to let this happen.

I have sent multiple emails to you via Shana Trombley, with no response.
Thank you in advance for getting back to me.....
Patricia Rainville

Geoff Green

birector of Constituent Services
Office of the Governor

109 State Street

Montpelier, VT 05609
802-828-3333
geoff.green@vermont.gov













-——Forwarded Message———

>From: "Patricia P. Rainville”

=Sent: Aug 31, 2015 3.09 PM

>To: "Trombley, Shana™

>Subject: Re: | will be at the Statehouse August 25, 9:15a - 11-15a...
>

>Hello Shanas,
=

>Thank you for getting back to me.

>

>Yes, | am deeply involved with Rep Gamache, and, the neighbors of the Swanton Wind
Project. .| am, aiso, a neighbor.

=

>In addition, | spoke ai the PSB preliminary hearing on Aug 25, along with Rep Gamache
and Christine Lang....who is the person who requested the Hearing.

- ‘

>t is my grave concern, thaf the process fo find aiternative, renewable energy has
reached critical mass, in our extraordinary State. lrrevocable decisions are being made,
with an obvious lack of public input, seemingly to us, by design.

=

>| look forward to continual contact, with the sincere hope that, using the "wisdom of
crowds", we can make thoughtful choices,

>

>Patty

-3

-

>

>

»--—-0riginal Message-—--

>>From; "Trombley, Shana”

>>Sent: Aug 31, 2015 2:26 PM

>>To: "Patricia P. Rainville"

>>Subject: Re: 1 will be at the Statehouse August 25, 9:15a - 11-15a...

>>

>>Hello Patricia,

>

>>Thank you for contacting cur office. | have been sharing your messages with Comm.
Recchia and Sec. Markowitz. 1 atso understand that you met with Sec. Markowitz's
deputy the other week. Gov Shumlin is being kept appraised of these conversations. Gov
Shumlin also has been in touch with Rep. Gamache regarding this topic and she is
helping to organize a small group of constituents to meet with the Governor on Thursday,
Sept. 10th at 10am. Are you in touch with her and the home owners association?

e

>>Thank you,

==

>>Shana

>>

>

>

>>3ent from my iPad

= '

>>> 0On Aug 18, 2015, at 4.08 PM, Patricia P. Rainville wrote:

e

>>> Hi Deb -

=

e

=g

>>> Yes.... it would be very helpful to speak with your deputy. ..

o>






>>>> | will be at the Statehouse, in Montpelier, next week, Aug 25, 2:15-14:15....would
very much like to have a short meeting with you.

P

>>>>Will that be possible?

> '

»»>> X0 Patty

>>> <2015 0812 PC Minutes - Complete with Appendices. pdf=



Trombley, Shana

From: marianna Gamache <mariannagamache@gmail.com=>
Sent: Wednesday, September 09, 2015 4:46 PM

To: Trombiey, Shana -

Subject: Fwd: meeting with Gov. Shumlin 9/10/2015

—————————— Forwarded message ~---------

From: marianna Gamache <mariannagamache(@gmail.con>
Date: Wednesday, September 9, 2015

Subject: meeting with Gov. Shumlin 9/10/2015

To: shanatrombly/@vt.gov

Shana,

Thank you for your assistance in scheduling this meeting with Governor Shumlin. The names of the people who
will be attending this meeting are as follows:

Rep. Brian Savage

Rep. Marianna Gamache
Christine Lang

Patricia Rainville

Penny Dubie

Mary Anne Duell

'The homeowners of the Rock Ridge residential community fook forward to meeting with Governor Shumlin at
his office on Thursday, September 10th at 10 a.m., to discuss their concerns regarding the proposed Swanton
Industrial Wind Turbine project. If approved, the turbines will be located above the homeowners property on
the ridge line between Rt 1035, Swanton and above Fairfield Pond, Fairfield. It would also be approximately 1/2
mi from St. Albans Town,

Regards,

Rep. Marianna Gamache
Sheldon / Swanton, Franklin 4 Distr.














