




































































Page 2 of 2

Please find attached the written testimony in support5 of my sorn testimony

in Augusta on December 16, 2009.
Please thank the borad for their time and work they do for the State of Maine.

Best Regards, and Happy Holidays
Carolyn R. Dodge

————— Original Message-----

From: "Spencer-Famous, Marcia" [Marcia.Spencer-Famous@maine.gov]

Date: 11/25/2009 10:31 AM

To: "Spencer-Famous, Marcia" <Marcia.Spencer-Famous@maine.gov>

CC: "Mills, Amy" <Amy.Mills@maine.govs, "Horn-Olsen, Samantha" <Samantha.Horn-
Olsen@maine.govs>, "Carroll, Catherine M." <Catherine.M.Carroll@maine.govs>,
"Rollins, Scott" <Scott.Reollins@maine.gov>

Subject: Re: Notice of Agency Rulemaking, TransCanada proposal

To all Interested Persons:

The Notice of Agency Rule-making for the TransCanada Maine Wind Development, Inc.
proposal to expand the windpower expedited permitting area has been posted on the

Secretary of State’s website:
http://www.maine.gov/sos/cec/rules/notices/2009/112509.htm, and on LURC’s website:
http://www.maine.gov/tools/whatsnew/index.php?topic=lurcnews&id=85212&v=tplevent

Additional information on TransCanada’'s propcsal can be found by going to LURC's
website at:

http://www.maine.gov/doc/lurc/projects/Transcanada/Transcanada.shtml

Please feel free to contact me if you have questions, or if I may be of assistance.
Marcia Spencer Famous, Senior Planner

Maine Land Use Regulation Commission
207-287-4933

5/7/2010
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Spencer-Famous, Marcia

From: pbellita@aol.com

Sent: Monday, December 28, 2009 12:14 PM
To: LURC

Subject: Trans Canada

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Red

Dear LURC,

When approving or rejecting Trans Canada's objective of expanding their operations in Maine,
LURC should be mindful of the state and federal subsidies required to make wind power
economically feasible. In other words wind power cannot stand on its own. Firms such as Trans
Canada are pushing for rapid approval of wind projects before the subsidies run out. Do not be
influenced by these firms--and the legislators that support them--when they pressure LURC to act on
their behalf. As with Plum Creek, it appears LURC is unprepared, perhaps not authorized, to make
such decisions. If we don't halt these big corporations from taking advantage of Maine's naivete and
lack of leadership and forethought in protecting and preserving our natural resources we won't have
anything left to protect.

Pamela Bell
1096 Main Road
Milford, ME 04461

4/30/2010
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Spencer-Famous, Marcia

From: Spencer-Famous, Marcia

Sent: Tuesday, March 30, 2010 8:28 AM

To: '‘Browne, Juliet’; Chris Cinnamon; nick_didomenico@transcanada.com; 'Valleau, Dana
(Augusta,ME-US)'

Cc: Spencer-Famous, Marcia

Subject: Fv'ai: S\érz l;orce Comments on Proposed TransCanada Project - Rule Numbers 2009-P328
an

Importance: High

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Red

Attachments: AF Comments Maria Spencer Famous. pdf

Just received this — Looks like they are commenting on the rule change, but clearly this applies to dp4680 as well.

From: Lapointe, Jeannine On Behalf Of LURC
Sent: Tuesday, March 30, 2010 8:25 AM

To: Spencer-Famous, Marcia
Subject: FW: Air Force Comments on Proposed TransCanada Project - Rule Numbers 2009-P328 and P329

From: Ficquette, Bobby Civ USAF AFCEE AFCEE/CCR-A [mailto:Bobby.Ficquette@brooks.af.mil]

Sent: Monday, March 29, 2010 3:58 PM

To: LURC

Cc: Thompson, Gary E Civ USAF AFCEE AFCEE/CCR-A; Brentzel, David R Civ USAF AFCEE AFCEE/CCR-A; Jabbur,
Munther T CIV USAF ANG NGB/A7AN; Chambers, Randy Mr CIV NG NGB ARNG; Pfaltzgraff, Patrick J Maj USAF

AFCEE AFCEE/CCR-A
Subject: Air Force Comments on Proposed TransCanada Project - Rule Numbers 2009-P328 and P329

Ms Famous on behalf of the United States Air Force we submit the attached letter with comments on the
Proposed TransCanada Rule Numbers 2009-P328 and P329. It appears that this proposed project could
impact our Military Training Route IR-800 a continuously operated route used by the Eastern Air
Defense Sector (EADS) that operates 4 nautical miles either side of line described by N 45 35.00; W70
08.00 and N45 03.00; W70 58.00. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this proposed project.
Please contact Gary E. Thompson at (404) 562-4209 or toll-free 888-610-7419 for addition information.

Sincerely,
Bobby Ficquette

//SIGNED//

Bobby Ficquette, P.E.,YF-83, DAF

Deputy Director

USAF Regional Environmental Office - Eastern Region
404-562-4202 Toll Free: 1-888-610-7419

4/30/2010



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
AIR FORCE CENTER FOR ENGINEERING AND THE ENVIRONMENT
REGIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL OFFICE, EASTERN REGION
60 FORSYTH STREET, SW, SUITE 8M80
ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30303-8810

29 March 2010

Air Force Regional Environmental Office — Eastern Region

Ms Maria Spencer Famous

Land Use Regulation Commission
Department of Conservation

22 State House Station

Augusta, ME 04333-0022

RE: Comments Regarding Proposed Rule Numbers 2009-P328 and P329

Dear Ms Famous,

Regarding Proposed Rule Numbers 2009-P328 and P329, the Air Force Regional
Environmental Office in Atlanta is pleased to submit comments regarding the proposed projects.
Thank you for your willingness to work with the United States Air Force to address our concerns
about potential impacts to our activities resulting from wind energy development in Maine.
Further, our office wishes to be kept informed of any future initiatives that involve the
construction and/or siting of wind turbines.

After review of the proposed rule, the legal description of the Maine Wind Energy
proposal appears to be located within the vicinity of (Instrument Rules) IR-800. IR-800 is a
continuously operated route used by the Eastern Air Defense Sector (EADS) and operates 4
nautical miles either side of line described by N 45 35.00; W70 08.00 and N45 03.00; W70
58.00. This is a terrain following and visual contour (TF/VC) route and it appears that some de-
confliction may be necessary. The proposed project may affect operations located within this
route and wind turbines may potentially interfere with radar operation and flight operations as
well as approaches to military training areas depending on the location and height of the turbines.
Any potential impacts to radar and flight operations could be mitigated through coordination
with the Department of Defense regarding the siting of proposed wind facilities. Information on
potentially adverse impact of such projects on DoD activities can be found in the Report to
Congressional Defense Committees, “The Effect of Windmill Farms on Military Readiness,”
available at http://www.defenselink.mil/pubs/pdfs/WindFarmReport.pdf.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact Gary E.
Thompson at (404) 562-4209 or toll-free 888-610-7419. Additional points of contact also
include Mr. Gerald Lee, Airspace Manager with the Eastern Air Defense Sector (EADS). Mr.
Lee’s organization operates the route in which the proposed project is located. He may be
reached at 315-334-6302 or gerald.lee. 1(@ang.af.mil. The Department of Defense Regional




Environmental Coordinator for Region 1. which includes Maine, is Ms Christine Porter and she
may be reached at 757-445-6493. Thank you for providing the opportunity to comment on these
regulations.

Sincerely,

P DTS

HOMAS D. SIMS, Director
egional Environmental Office
astern Region

cc:

Christine Porter — Region 1 DoD REC
Gerald Lee - ANG EADS

Randy Chambers - NGB



Spencer-Famous, Marcia

From: Tannenbaum, Mitchell

Sent: Friday, April 16, 2010 4:53 PM

To: Horn-Olsen, Samantha

Cc: Spencer-Famous, Marcia

Subject: RE: The TransCanada petition for expansion
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Red

Attachments: MPUC Review Comments TransCanada Petition. pdf

Samantha and Marcia

Attached are the MPUC’s review comments. Please let me know if we can be of further assistance.

Mitch

MPUC Review
ymments TransCana

From: Horn-Olsen, Samantha

Sent: Thursday, April 01, 2010 4:08 PM

To: Tannenbaum, Mitchell

Cc: Spencer-Famous, Marcia

Subject: The TransCanada petition for expansion

Mitch,

As promised here 1s my suggestion as to some portions of TransCanada’s filings that might be particularly
helpful to you. I note that in your previous email you singled out the two bullets below, plus transmission costs
and availability as the areas that the PUC could comment on.

e The primary factor will be the progress the state has made in achieving the goals set forth in § 3404 also
e The project’s potential for energy generation; and ...

If you look at LURC’s web site for TransCanada’s filings:
http://www.maine.gov/doc/lurc/projects/Transcanada/Transcanada.shtml you will see their original petition at the
bottom of the list of items. In that document, you may find sections A.1, A.2, A.5, and B.2 particularly relevant. If
you look further up in the table at the line that says “project revision” you will see the “supplemental narrative™ and
you may find section 2 of that narrative helpful as well. Please look at any of the materials that seem useful and
relevant, but these are areas that seem to me to be related to the points you previously referenced.

[ should also note that in describing the revised petition area that is detailed in the supplemental materials, a
TransCanada representative stated on the record that this area would host at most about 6 turbines.

Please let me know if you have questions, and note that the Commissioners voted to extend the comment period for
this matter to April 28.

Thanks,
Samantha



Samantha Horn Olsen

Manager, Planning Division

Land Use Regulation Commission

Maine Department of Conservation

18 Elkins Lane / Harlow Building, 4™ floor
State House Station 22

Augusta, ME 04333-0022

Phone 287-4932

Fax 287-7439

Email samantha.horn-olsen@maine.gov



STATE OF MAINE
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
101 Second Street, Hallowell, Maine 04347
18 State House Station
Augusta, Maine 04333-0018

VENDEAN V., VAFIADES
JACK CASHMAN
COMMISSIONERS

SHARON M. REISHUS
CHAIRIMAN

April 16, 2010

Samantha Horm Olsen

Manager, Planning Division

Land Use Regulation Commission

Maine Department of Conservation

18 Elkins Lane / Harlow Building, 4™ floor
State House Station 22

Augusta, ME 04333-0022

Re: Maine Public Utilities Commission Review Comments on TransCanada Maine Wind
Development Inc.’s Petition for Rulemaking to Add to the Windpower Expedited Permitting

Area
Dear Samantha:

On July 1, 2009, TransCanada Maine Wind Development Inc. (“TransCanada”} submitted to the
Land Use Regulation Commission (“LURC") a Petition to Initiate Commission Rulernaking to Add to the
Windpower Expedited Permitting Area. In its Guidelines for the Review of Petitions for the Addition of
Lands to the Expedited Permitting Area for Wind Energy Development (adopted March 3, 2010), LURC
states that it will seek the expert opinion of the Maine Public Utilities Commission (*MPUC") on approval
criteria that are within the MPUC's expertise. These approval criteria are:

* The progress the State has made in achieving the wind power goals established in 35-A
M.R.S.A. § 3404;

* The project’s potential for energy generation: and

* The viability of the proposed project, including the availability of transmission lines to transfer the
generated electricity.

The MPUC is pleased to provide review comments in its area of expertise.

State Wind Power Goals

Title 35-A, section 3404(2) establishes the following goals for wind energy development in the
State:

e Atleast 2000 MW of installed capacity by 2015; and
» Atleast 3000 MW of installed capacity by 2020.

At the current time, the amount of installed and planned wind power capacity in the State is substantially
below the Legislatively-established goals.

LOCATION: 101 Second Street, Hallowell, ME 04347 MAIL: 18 State House Station, Augusta, ME 043330018

PHONE: (207)287-3831 (VOICE) TTY: 1-800-437-1220 FAX:(207)287-1039
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When TransCanada's Kibby Wind Power Project (“Kibby Project”) is in full operation, Maine will
have in the range of 238 MW of wind power in commercial operation. In addition, there are projects
representing approximately 227 MW of wind power that have either been permitted or are in the
permitting process. Clearly, Maine is far short from reaching its statutory wind power goals.

TransCanada has proposed a rule change to expand to the expedited permitting area to
facilitate the development of approximately 45 MW of additional wind power in a location near its Kibby
Project. Forty-five megawatts of wind power alone may not have a huge impact on the State meeting its
wind power goals. However, if the State is to meet its goals, it will have to permit a relatively large
number of projects of varying sizes throughout the State.

Thus, in the MPUC'’s view, the expansion of the expedited permitting area to accommodate 45
MW of wind power should be considered as important for meeting the State’s goals for wind power
development.

Potential for Energy Generation

Grid scale wind project are generally considered to have a “capacity factor” in the range of 30%.
A capacity factor generally refers to the amount of electricity that is generated by a particular plant
relative to the amount of electricity that would be generated if the facility continuously operated at its full
capacity. A 45 MW wind facility operating at a 30% capacity factor would generate in the range of
118,000 MWhs per year. Although this generation output is much lower than a typically larger natural
gas or coal plant (e.g., in the 500 MW range), it is not insignificant in that 118,000 MWhs is enough
energy to serve the electricity needs of approximately 20,000 residential households. In addition, the
energy is from a renewable resource and, when operating, would tend to displace fossil fuel generation.

Project Viability

The MPUC has not conducted an analysis of the viability of TransCanada’s proposed project.
However, the proposed project is in a location proximate to TransCanada’s Kibby Project. As such, it
will be able to utilize the transmission line that has been constructed to connect the Kibby Project to the
regional grid. Finally, as indicated by TransCanada's financial and technical ability to develop the Kibby
Project (as well as thousands of megawatts of generation assets in various locations), it is reasonably
likely that the proposed project is viable.

Please let me know if the MPUC can provide further assistance as the LURC considers
TransCanada's request for an expansion of the expedited wind permitting area.

Sincerely,

Mitchell M. Tannenbaum

Deputy General Counsel
MMT/lip
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Spencer-Famous, Marcia

From: Demers, Sarah

Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 2:02 PM

To: Spencer-Famous, Marcia

Cc: Docherty, Molly

Subject: MNAP comments on TransCanada petition to expand expedited windpower permitting area

in Chain of Ponds and Kibby Twp
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Red
Attachments: MNAP_petition to expand expedited windpwer area_04282010.pdf

Marcia,

Attached you will find an electronic copy of the comments prepared by the Maine Natural Areas Program in
response to TransCanada's petition to add to the windpower expedited permitting area.

| will hand deliver the initialed paper copy later today.

Thanks,
Sarah

Sarah Demers

Environmental Review Coordinator
Maine Natural Areas Program

93 SHS

Augusta, Maine 04333
207.287.8670

4/30/2010



Maine Natural Areas Program

17 Elkins Lane
State House Station #93
Augusta, Maine 04333

Date: April 27, 2010
To: Marcia Spencer-Famous, Senior Planner, LURC
From: Sarah Demers, Environmental Review Coordinator, MNAP S\b

Re: Petition by TransCanada to Add 156 acres to the Windpower Expedited Permitting Area
in Kibby and Chain of Ponds Townships, Maine

The Maine Natural Areas Program is providing these comments to the Land Use Regulation
Commission as part of the fact finding necessary for making a determination on TransCanada’s
petition for the 156 acre expansion of the expedited windpower permitting area. Our comments
provide context for determining whether the proposed expansion compromises the principal
values and goals identified in the comprehensive land use plan adopted by the Maine Land Use
Regulation Commission. Specifically, we address the principal value of Diverse, abundant and
unique high-value natural resources and features as stated in the CLUP.

Approximately ninety-seven (97) acres, or 62%, of the one-hundred fifty-six (156) acres
TransCanada has proposed to add to the expedited windpower permitting area is comprised of
a Fir — Heart-leaved Birch Sub-alpine Forest natural community mapped by the Maine Natural
Areas Program. This Fir — Heart-leaved Birch Sub-alpine Forest community consists of 358
acres in total and is the same natural community that is located within the applicant’s proposed
windpower site on Sisk Mountain.

! Scientific Name Common Name State rank Element Occurrence Rank }
i Fir-heart-leaved birch Subalpine Fir S3 B - Good J
| subalpine forest Forest |

The Fir — Heart-leaved Birch Sub-alpine Forest natural community is ranked S3 in Maine which
means that it is considered a rare community type with between 20 — 100 occurrences
documented in the state. The Fir- Heart-leaved Birch Subalpine Forest natural community at
Sisk Mountain is considered a good quality example of the type with an element occurrence
rank of B. The element occurrence rank is derived from a system used to rank the overall
quality (i.e. size, condition and landscape context) of a natural community or rare plant
occurrence.

Because of the rarity, and the limited landscape in which these features occur, we believe this
community should be considered a unique high value natural resource that contributes to the
diversity and defines the character of the LURC jurisdiction.

Whether the LURC Commission decides to include this area as expedited for windpower
permitting, or maintains the current zoning as a LURC P-MA, any proposed development or
change in zoning within this area will have to be done in a manner that ensures it creates no un-



due adverse impact to the Fir- Heart-leaved Birch Subalpine Forest natural community mapped
at this site and that the development is appropriately sited and designed to ensure the CLUP’s
various goals of resource utilization and conservation are adequately balanced. Proposed
development and associated impacts in this area should be viewed in light of any existing or
proposed impacts to the community as a result of activities previously permitted by LURC.






