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e MDIFW response to Sixth Procedural Order and rebuttal to FBM
e BM rebuttal to MDIFW response to Sixth Procedural Order
e Commission’s Land Use Districts and Standards, Section 10.25,P, wetland alterations

VII. FIR'HEART-LEAVED BIRCH SUBALPINE FOREST AND BICKNELL’S

THRUSH
At end of section - Maps showing extent of Subalpine Fir Forest natural community and

Bicknell’s thrush habitat (also on CD #2)

CD #1
e Maine Natural Areas Program (MNAP) review comments
e TransCanada response to MNAP review comments
e MDIFW review comments
* TransCanada response to MDIFW review comments

CD #2
e Maps showing extent of Subalpine Fir Forest natural community and Bicknell’s
thrush habitat
e BRI 2009 Bicknell’s thrush/Breeding Bird survey report

VIII. OTHER WILDLIFE ISSUES
A. Avian and bat surveys /Wind Energy Act exhibit]
B. State and federally listed species — Golden and bald eagle, Canada lynx, Northern bog

lemming, Roaring Brook mayfly and spring salamander
C. Effects of noise on wildlife

CD #2 [Note: All CD files for this section are contained in other sections, as noted.
Therefore, CD #2 does not include a separate folder for Section VIII.]
e BRI 2009 Bicknell’s thrush/Breeding Bird survey report (see Section VII)
e MDEP/MDIFW guidance memo on avian and bat monitoring (see Section I,
application checklist, pp 20-23)
e MDIFW response to Sixth Procedural Order (May 24"™), and rebuttal to FBM
comments (June 1) (see Section VI)
e FBM response to Sixth Procedural Order, and May 30" rebuttal to MDIFW May 24"
comments (see Section VI)

IX. SOIL SUITABILITY
Soils mapping, erosion and storm water control, phosphorus export, acidic rock testing and

management plan

CD #1
e State Soil Scientist (SSS) review comments
e Applicant response to SSS’ review comments
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CD #2

Revised engineered plans, submitted May 24, 2010 (see Section I)

Revised acid rock management plan, submitted May 24, 2010

SSS” response to Sixth Procedural Order, and response to FBM

FBM response to SSS oral testimony at May 120 hearing

FBM rebuttal to SSS’ response to Sixth Procedural Order

SSS’ guidance on soils mapping for wind energy development (see Section I,
application checklist, pp 27-28)

X. OTHER EXHIBITS REQUIRED BY THE WIND ENERGY ACT

Assessment of sound impacts in accordance with MDEP’s rules, assessment of shadow

flicker,

At end

public safety-related setbacks, decommissioning

of subsection
Sound assessment maps from application (also on CD #2)
Shadow flicker assessment map from application (also on CD #2)

CD #1 - Warren Brown’s (LURC third party peer reviewer) report on sound assessment

CD #2
®
L]
L]

Sound assessment maps from application

Shadow flicker assessment map from application

MDEP’s Control of Noise rules, 06-096, Chapter 375.10

MDEP guidance on noise and shadow flicker (pp 18-20), public safety related
setbacks (p 23), decommissioning (pp 26-27) (see Section I, application checklist)

XI. PUBLIC COMMENTS

CD #2

- Scanned letters, emails, and written materials submitted at the hearing; with

legislators’ letters broken out separately

GENERAL: MISCELLANEOUS MATERIALS ON CD #2 NOT LISTED IN THE

SECTIONS ABOVE - Post-hearing and supporting materials

1. Transcript from May 11 to 12, 2010 public hearing

2. Sixth Procedural Order (relevant to Sections VI, VIII and IX), issued May 19, 2010

(98]

. Seventh Procedural Order and Amendment, issued June 11" and June 14[“, respectively

.

. TransCanada post-hearing written comments

e Terry Bennett, Jean Vissering, and Dana Valleau

e List of references used by Peter Vickery in his pre-filed testimony
e Summary of studies on residential real estate values

e PL 2007 Ch 661 and PL 2009 Ch. 642
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Governor’s Task Force Report, February 2008

Vermont Center for Ecostudies letter to TransCanada re Bicknell’s thrush
Flagstaff Region Management Plan, BPL, June 12, 2007

PUC comments on TransCanada petition for rulemaking, April 16, 2010

5. Consolidated Parties rebuttal to post-hearing written comments
e Comments by Maine Audubon Society (MAS), Appalachian Mountain Club
(AMC), and Natural Resources Council of Maine (NRCM)
e Attachments - Studies on New England forests and climate change, high elevation
vegetation in New Hampshire, and climate change

6. Closing Briefs
TransCanada
Consolidated Parties (MAS, AMC, NRCM)
Friends of Boundary Mountains

MATERIALS ON CD #1 - Pre-hearing materials: CD #1 is a copy of the CD that was
supplied to you in advance of the May 11-12, 2010 public hearing. This CD contains the
following materials submitted the file prior to the hearing:

1. Application - accepted for processing December 23, 2009

2. Agency review comments and communications (State Soil Scientist, MDIFW, MNAP,
BPL, PUC, SPO/DOL, MHPC)

Applicant’s response to agency review comments (MDIFW, MNAP, State Soil Scientist,
BPL)

4. Pre-filed testimony (TransCanada, Consolidated Parties, FBM)

LURC third party reviewers’ scenic and sound reports

6. Procedural Orders #1 through #5

(%]
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I. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Tabbed at end of section
Site plans showing project location and revised layout with turbine #11 relocated

CD #2
e Revised engineered plans, submitted May 24, 2010
e Expedited wind energy development application checklist; and guidance prepared
by MDEP and others

On December 23, 2009, the application submitted by TransCanada Maine Wind Development,
Inc. (hereinafter “the applicant™) for Development Permit DP 4680 was accepted for processing.
The proposed Kibby Expansion Project (KEP) is a grid-scale 45 MW wind energy development
that would be sited within the expedited permitting area for wind energy development along the
ridgeline north of Sisk Mtn. The project would be located in Kibby Twp. and Chain of Ponds
Twp., Franklin County, in a P-MA Subdistrict; P-SL2 Subdistrict; P-WL1, 2 and 3 Subdistricts;
and M-GN Subdistrict. The KEP would expand upon the Kibby Wind Project (reference
Development Permit DP 4794) and would use the 115 kV generator lead line, Operations &
Maintenance building/construction control center, and certain lay-down areas constructed for the

Kibby Wind Project.

The proposed KEP would consist of fifteen 3 MW wind turbines each within a cleared turbine
pad area, 3.6 miles of new 34 ft wide ridgeline road, 1.1 miles of new 20 ft wide access road, 2.2
miles of upgraded existing access roads, 8.9 miles of 34.5 KV collector and communication line,
a new substation, and a 325 foot (ft) long segment of 115 KV transmission line to connect the
new substation to the existing Kibby Substation. The turbines towers would be 263 ft tall, and
total 410 ft tall when the upward turned blade is included. The collector line would be placed
adjacent to the new ridgeline road and existing roads to the extent possible, to minimize the
clearing needed for the power line corridor. During construction, several new lay-down and
storage areas would be used. After construction, the lay-down areas, ridgeline road edges, and a
portion of each turbine pad would be mulched with erosion control mix and allowed to re-
vegetate. The total new cleared area during construction would be 140.2 acres, reduced to 54.1
acres after construction.

The proposed KEP would be located at elevations ranging from 1,720 ft mean sea level (msl)
near the new substation to 3,420 ft msl near Turbine 15. All 15 turbines would be located above
2,700 ft msl. For comparison, the elevation at the existing Kibby O&M building located at the
intersection of Gold Brook Road and Route 27 is 1,400 ft msl.

The applicant submitted with its application the required exhibits in accordance with the Wind
Energy Act (PL 2007, Ch. 661), as well as the other materials required by LURC’s application
checklist for wind energy development. Many of these exhibits, but not all, are discussed in the
sections of this notebook. The Table of Contents details the layout of the notebook and the
enclosed CDs. LURC’s “Wind Power Permitting Checklist and Guidance” is included on CD #2
for reference. The revised engineered plans, submitted May 24, 2010, are also included on CD
#2 for reference.
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