THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
SITE EVALUATION COMMITTEE

Docket No. 2011-2

Re: Antrim Wind Energy LLC

and

Board of Selectmen, Town of Antrim, New Hampshire

Attached is a petition addressed to the State of New Hampshire Site Evaluation Committee
in reference to the above matter.

The Supervisors of the Checklist of the Town of Antrim certify that the within contains 133
signatures of registered voters in the Town of Antrim, New Hampshire.

The signatures were verified by Supervisor of the Checklist Diane M. Chauncey and
Supervisor of the Checklist Catrina Young on April 14, 2011, by the following method: those
names appearing on the current checklist are indicated with a checkmark.; those names not
appearing on the checklist are indicated with a “No” before the name; and both Supervisors
have signed each page of the petition.
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PETITION

We, the undersigned registered voters in the Town of Antrim, New Hampshire, request that the State of New
Hampshire Site Evaluation Committee rule against the Petition for Jurisdiction Over Renewable Energy Facility
requested by Antrim Wind Energy LLC.

We request this ruling for the following reasons:

1. We assert the timing for this Petition for Jurisdiction is not ripe.

a.

2. We

The first request to the NH Site Evaluation Committee for jurisdiction oversight came from the Antrim
Board of Selectmen, in a letter received in your office Feb. 10, 2011. It requests State oversight “if
and when an application is made to construct this facility.”

Antrim Wind Energy LLC has not submitted an application (as defined under 162-H:7, Application for
Certificate) or even a preliminary site plan for this project to the Town of Antrim, the Antrim Planning
Board, or the NH Site Evaluation Committee. This project is not fully developed. Antrim Wind
Energy LLC’s own Petition reveals plans to conduct further studies and discussions before an
application will be ready, by current estimate at the end of 2011.

Thus, Antrim’s Wind Energy LLC’s petition for immediate jurisdiction determination is clearly not
within the terms of the original Antrim Board of Selectmen’s request. For this reason alone,
appropriateness of exercise, and perhaps further, the manner of any exercise of discretionary
jurisdiction is not ripe for determination.

In addition, the membership of the Antrim Board of Selectmen and the Antrim Planning Board
changed significantly after town elections on March 8, 2011, As a result, the majority of the Antrim
Planning Board no longer supports the Town’s request for State oversight, and only one Selectman
who supported the vote to request NH Site Evaluation Committee jurisdiction, if and/or when a site
plan for this project is submitted, is currently in office.

Given both of the points above, we are asking the NH Site Evaluation Committee to either deny the
Antrim Wind Energy LLC’s petition without prejudice to resubmit or that the issue be subject to
continuance under SEC procedural rule Site 202.17 until ripe.

assert that jurisdiction over the Antrim Wind Energy LLC project is a matter for local control.

The Town of Antrim has a fully developed Zoning Ordinance plus Subdivision Regulations, including
Site Plan Review. Planning and zoning regulations have been in effect in Antrim since 1974. As the
land use landscape changed over the decades, the Town’s lawfully elected or appointed land use
boards have properly and diligently overseen the development of new regulations, ordinances and
master plans in a timely and productive manner.

The Antrim Planning Board is currently developing local procedures, including possible zoning
ordinances or overlays, for wind energy projects consistent with RSA 672:1, IlI-a. That work, to be
assisted by an ad hoc advisory committee, is expected to be completed within six months and should
be ready for a Special Town Election vote in Fall 2011 or, at the latest, by March 2012. That schedule
will not cause undue delay to this developer. This important work will be rendered moot if jurisdiction
over Antrim Wind Energy LLC’s project is considered and ruled upon before the Antrim voters have
the opportunity to vote on any fully developed planning instruments proposed.

3. We assert that premature jurisdiction by the State of New Hampshire over this project might invite

litigation and unnecessary expense for the Town of Antrim, the State of New Hampshire, and/or the project

developer.

a.

Allowing this local renewable energy project, the extent of which is contained solely within the
borders of the Town of Antrim, to be subject to siting oversight from the State is not warranted.
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Acceptance of State jurisdiction is discretionary, and this iaroject is undersiZed and not clearly defined

for the burdens of the NH Site Evaluation Committee, especially when local controls and procedures
are in place.

Numerous Antrim voters have clearly indicated at public meetings that they wish this matter to be
handled by the local boards and by the local ordinances they have supported over the Town’s 37-year
history with planning and zoning. Premature assertion of control by the State will invite litigation
against the Town, Antrim Wind Energy LLC, and the State from stakeholders who would be excluded
from the local process they have enjoyed for decades. Exemption consideration under RSA 162-H:4,
IV would be improperly foreclosed.

In addition, future litigants may construe such a request for State oversight as an effort to avoid local
control over a locally controllable land use dispute. If the State accepts jurisdiction here, and most
especially if done precipitously, it sets a bad precedent for other small renewable energy projects
which could be subject to State siting simply because the developer wants to avoid local control.
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3. We assert that premature jurisdiction by the State of New Ham shlre over this project might invite
litigation and unnecessary expense for the Town of Antrim, the State of New Hampshire and the
project developer.

a. Allowing this local renewable energy project, the extent of which is contained solely within
the borders of the Town of Antrim, to be subject to siting oversight from the State is not
warranted. Acceptance of State jurisdiction is discretionary, and this project is undersized and
not clearly defined for the burdens of the NH Site Evaluation Committee, especially when
local controls and procedures are in place.

b.  Numerous Antrim voters have clearly indicated at public meetings that they wish this matter
to be handled by the local boards and by the local ordinances they have supported over the
Town’s 37-year history with planning and zoning. Premature assertion of control by the State
will invite litigation against the Town, Antrim Wind Energy LLC, and the State from
stakeholders who would be excluded from the local process they have enjoyed for decades.
Exemption consideration under RSA 162-H:4, IV would be improperly foreclosed.

¢. Inaddition, future litigants may construe such a request for State oversight as an effort to
avoid local control over a locally controllable land use dispute. If the State accepts
Jjurisdiction here, and most especially if done precipitously, it sets a bad precedent for other
small renewable energy projects which could be subject to State siting simply because the
developer wants to avoid local control.
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3. We assert that premature jurisdiction by the State of New Hampshire over this project might invite

litigation and unnecessary expense for the Town of Antrim, the State of New Hampshire and the
project developer.,

a. Allowing this local renewable energy project, the extent of which is contained solely within
the borders of the Town of Antrim, to be subject to siting oversight from the State is not
warranted. Acceptance of State jurisdiction is discretionary, and this project is undersized and
not clearly defined for the burdens of the NH Site Evaluation Committee, especially when
local controls and procedures are in place.

b. Numerous Antrim voters have clearly indicated at public meetings that they wish this matter
to be handled by the local boards and by the local ordinances they have supported over the
Town’s 37-year history with planning and zoning. Premature assertion of control by the State
will invite litigation against the Town, Antrim Wind Energy L1.C, and the State from
stakeholders who would be excluded from the local process they have enjoyed for decades.
Exemption consideration under RSA 162-H:4, IV would be improperly foreclosed.

c. In addition, future litigants may construe such a request for State oversight as an effort to
avoid local control over a locally controllable land use dispute. If the State accepts
jurisdiction here, and most especially if done precipitously, it sets a bad precedent for other
small renewable energy projects which could be subject to State siting simply because the
developer wants to avoid local control.
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Acceptance of State jurisdiction is discretionary, and this prOJect is under51zed and not clearly defined
for the burdens of the NH Site Evaluation Committee, especially when local controls and procedures
are in place.

b.  Numerous Antrim voters have clearly indicated at public meetings that they wish this matter to be
handled by the local boards and by the local ordinances they have supported over the Town’s 37-year
history with planning and zoning. Premature assertion of control by the State will invite litigation
against the Town, Antrim Wind Energy LLC, and the State from stakeholders who would be excluded
from the local process they have enjoyed for decades. Exemption consideration under RSA 162-H:4,
IV would be improperly foreclosed.

¢. Inaddition, future litigants may construe such a request for State oversight as an effort to avoid local
control over a locally controllable land use dispute. If the State accepts jurisdiction here, and most
especially if done precipitously, it sets a bad precedent for other small renewable energy projects
which could be subject to State siting simply because the developer wants to avoid local control.
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Acceptance of State jurisdiction is discretionary, and this project is undersized and not ¢ early defined
for the burdens of the NH Site Evaluation Committee, especially when local controls and procedures
are in place.

b.  Numerous Antrim voters have clearly indicated at public meetings that they wish this matter to be
handled by the local boards and by the local ordinances they have supported over the Town’s 37-year
history with planning and zoning. Premature assertion of control by the State will invite litigation
against the Town, Antrim Wind Energy LLC, and the State from stakeholders who would be excluded
from the local process they have enjoyed for decades. Exemption consideration under RSA 162-H:4,
IV would be improperly foreclosed.

¢. Inaddition, future litigants may construe such a request for State oversight as an effort to avoid local
control over a locally controllable land use dispute. If the State accepts jurisdiction here, and most
especially if done precipitously, it sets a bad precedent for other small renewable energy projects
which could be subject to State siting simply because the developer wants to avoid local control.
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Acceptance of State jurisdiction is discretionary, and this project is undersized and not clearly defined
for the burdens of the NH Site Evaluation Committee, especially when local controls and procedures
are in place.

b.  Numerous Antrim voters have clearly indicated at public meetings that they wish this matter to be
handled by the local boards and by the local ordinances they have supported over the Town’s 37-year
history with planning and zoning. Premature assertion of control by the State will invite litigation
against the Town, Antrim Wind Energy LLC, and the State from stakeholders who would be excluded
from the local process they have enjoyed for decades. Exemption consideration under RSA 162-H:4,
IV would be improperly foreclosed.

¢. Inaddition, future litigants may construe such a request for State oversight as an effort to avoid local
control over a locally controllable land use dispute. If the State accepts jurisdiction here, and most
especially if done precipitously, it sets a bad precedent for other small renewable energy projects
which could be subject to State siting simply because the developer wants to avoid local control.
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Acceptance of State jurisdiction is discretionary, and this project is undersized and not clearly defined
for the burdens of the NH Site Evaluation Committee, especially when local controls and procedures
are in place.

b.  Numerous Antrim voters have clearly indicated at public meetings that they wish this matter to be
handled by the local boards and by the local ordinances they have supported over the Town’s 37-year
history with planning and zoning. Premature assertion of control by the State will invite litigation
against the Town, Antrim Wind Energy LLC, and the State from stakeholders who would be excluded
from the local process they have enjoyed for decades. Exemption consideration under RSA 162-H:4,
IV would be improperly foreclosed.

¢. Inaddition, future litigants may construe such a request for State oversight as an effort to avoid local
control over a locally controllable land use dispute. If the State accepts jurisdiction here, and most
especially if done precipitously, it sets a bad precedent for other small renewable energy projects
which could be subject to State siting simply because the developer wants to avoid local control.
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Acceptance of State jurisdiction is discretionary, and this project is undersized and not cléarly defined
for the burdens of the NH Site Evaluation Committee, especially when local controls and procedures
are in place.

Numerous Antrim voters have clearly indicated at public meetings that they wish this matter to be
handled by the local boards and by the local ordinances they have supported over the Town’s 37-year
history with planning and zoning. Premature assertion of control by the State will invite litigation
against the Town, Antrim Wind Energy LLC, and the State from stakeholders who would be excluded
from the local process they have enjoyed for decades. Exemption consideration under RSA 162-H:4,
IV would be improperly foreclosed.

In addition, future litigants may construe such a request for State oversight as an effort to avoid local
control over a locally controllable land use dispute. If the State accepts jurisdiction here, and most
especially if done precipitously, it sets a bad precedent for other small renewable energy projects
which could be subject to State siting simply because the developer wants to avoid local control.
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Acceptance of State jurisdiction is discretionary, and this project is undersized and not clearly defined
for the burdens of the NH Site Evaluation Committee, especially when local controls and procedures
are in place.

Numerous Antrim verers have clearly indicated at public meetings that they wish this matter to be
handled by the local ‘soards and by the local ordinances they have supported over the Town’s 37-year
history with planning and zoning. Premature assertion of control by the State will invite litigation
against the Town, Antrim Wind Energy LLC, and the State from stakeholders who would be excluded
from the local process they have enjoyed for decades. Exemption consideration under RSA 162-H:4,
IV would be improperly foreclosed.

In addition, fiture litigants may construe such a request for State oversight as an effort to avoid local
control over 2 locally controllable land use dispute. If the State accepts jurisdiction here, and most
especially ‘f done precipitously, it sets a bad precedent for other small renewable energy projects
which could be subject to State siting simply because the developer wants to avoid local control.
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Acceptance of State jurisdiction is discretionary, and this proj&ct is undersized arfd not clearly defined
for the burdens of the NH Site Evaluation Committee, especially when local controls and procedures
are in place.

b.  Numerous Antrim voters have clearly indicated at public meetings that they wish this matter to be
handled by the local boards and by the local ordinances they have supported over the Town’s 37-year
history with planning and zoning. Premature assertion of control by the State will invite litigation
against the Town, Antrim Wind Energy LLC, and the State from stakeholders who would be excluded
from the local process they have enjoyed for decades. Exemption consideration under RSA 162-H:4,
IV would be improperly foreclosed.

¢. Inaddition, future litigants may construe such a request for State oversight as an effort to avoid local
control over a locally controllable land use dispute. If the State accepts jurisdiction here, and most
especially if done precipitously, it sets a bad precedent for other small renewable energy projects
which could be subject to State siting simply because the developer wants to avoid local control.

/71“‘4-«/ Wesd T‘/\@’&Se_ Wt 36 Elm Frse. A'(A’V"[H K)g

Signature Print name Address
S e fobont hothied 85 mstond fl Aihom wH
1gnature Print name Address
?AMELA\/I:ENSY'/% T4 Stacy Hefl Ry AW‘ ™
Prmt name Address
/%1/4 {’% //%7/?' /A/ o STey A R
Signature Print name Address AN oy (N,

v/ééuMA 720, 7D L5, Mar7Tya N OARTIN _/Zﬁ"ﬁs.};#ﬂ_t-g;@ﬁm;'ws N
Address ]

Slgnature Print name
ﬁﬁé@?é Tour Gilbac Bl Faywet R Autroc uhom
Slgnatm e Print name Address F
V/(_h/\j/\ QQM JOHN ROCKwsLL 3 o mw(t’aaﬂ le AW}WW\ Nz
i Print name Address 032440
B émm/w A f?%/ /7///4
Print name Address ////){»77 77 y
Jan O{N Uit LS A\ Bt wi-
Print name ; Address DB4de)

{ ’4;2 f;jg EM / /@)/ /77;’/‘»7 ﬁ/%
Print name Address %

Sig natu1 e




e ¢ o

s b [y

Acceptance of State jurisdiction is discretionary, and this project is undersized and not clearly defined
for the burdens of the NH Site Evaluation Committee, especially when local controls and procedures
are in place.

b. Numerous Antrim voters have clearly indicated at public meetings that they wish this matter to be
handled by the local boards and by the local ordinances they have supported over the Town’s 37-year
history with planning and zoning. Premature assertion of control by the State will invite litigation
against the Town, Antrim Wind Energy LLC, and the State from stakeholders who would be excluded
from the local process they have enjoyed for decades. Exemption consideration under RSA 162-H:4,
IV would be improperly foreclosed.

c. In addition, future litigants may construe such a request for State oversight as an effort to avoid local
control over a locally controllable land use dispute. If the State accepts jurisdiction here, and most
especially if done precipitously, it sets a bad precedent for other small renewable energy projects
which could be subject to State siting simply because the developer wants to avoid local control.

/ _ Lyw o HLueberz /7{/&/7%9 fiea 2o A OK

ighature Print name Address
/S' t % Q;;Q;W)C/zf/[/%f/o)( if/mfé;/}m /@(//%//ﬂfwﬁé/
jghature rint name ress

««««« 71y, S S , YA -y
Yy O vt (2T Fbee’ N CHefe /‘%ﬁ - /g//y‘i@:«’ wa ?7/ Lt éf’if [ Har77 Cs

A
T . U Iy H
Signature Print name Address Sy -

W Shela Mchols 50 SMMI o A Spboon Mo
LN Wl BRI D Lo, v Bl Ao

lgnatu Print name Address
Slonature Print name Address

\/(/{9 GW Witkaw A- NEwsap \e M&/ Mo Re ijrnmu«

Slcnature Print name Address
/WL/ W elenel . '\Lew!oobcL |6 W%vku Awﬁ«%«\ Uik

. Signature Print name Address
/ R RICHAD Blockk 3 Loveren MLl €D, Aurnen
Signature Print name Address

O irts Lo we@m@m 63 Lod ey ol X, /hﬁv%m/

Print name Address




(o 1 e %

Acceptance of State jurisdiction is discretionary, and this project is undersized and not ¢learly defined
for the burdens of the NH Site Evaluation Committee, especially when local controls and procedures

are in place.

b.  Numerous Antrim voters have clearly indicated at public meetings that they wish this matter to be
handled by the local boards and by the local ordinances they have supported over the Town’s 37-year
history with planning and zoning. Premature assertion of control by the State will invite litigation
against the Town, Antrim Wind Energy LLC, and the State from stakeholders who would be excluded
from the local process they have enjoyed for decades. Exemption consideration under RSA 162-H:4,
IV would be improperly foreclosed.

¢. Inaddition, future litigants may construe such a request for State oversight as an effort to avoid local
control over a locally controllable land use dispute. If the State accepts jurisdiction here, and most
especially if done precipitously, it sets a bad precedent for other small renewable energy projects
which could be subject to State siting simply because the developer wants to avoid local control.
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Acceptance of State jurisdiction is discretionary, and this project is undersized and hot clearly defined
for the burdens of the NH Site Evaluation Committee, especially when local controls and procedures
are in place.

L

Numerous Antrim voters have clearly indicated at public meetings that they wish this matter to be
handled by the local boards and by the local ordinances they have supported over the Town’s 37-year
history with planning and zoning. Premature assertion of control by the State will invite litigation
against the Town, Antrim Wind Energy LLC, and the State from stakeholders who would be excluded
from the local process they have enjoyed for decades. Exemption consideration under RSA 162-H:4,
IV would be improperly foreclosed.

In addition, future litigants may construe such a request for State oversight as an effort to avoid local
control over a locally controllable land use dispute. If the State accepts jurisdiction here, and most
especially if done precipitously, it sets a bad precedent for other small renewable energy projects
which could be subject to State siting simply because the developer wants to avoid local control.
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Acceptance of State jurisdiction is discretionary, and this project is undersized and not clearly defined
for the burdens of the NH Site Evaluation Committee, especially when local controls and procedures
are in place.

Numerous Antrim voters have clearly indicated at public meetings that they wish this matter to be
handled by the local boards and by the local ordinances they have supported over the Town’s 37-year
history with planning and zoning. Premature assertion of control by the State will invite litigation
against the Town, Antrim Wind Energy LLC, and the State from stakeholders who would be excluded
from the local process they have enjoyed for decades. Exemption consideration under RSA 162-H:4,
IV would be improperly foreclosed.

In addition, future litigants may construe such a request for State oversight as an effort to avoid local
control over a locally controllable land use dispute. If the State accepts jurisdiction here, and most
especially if done precipitously, it sets a bad precedent for other small renewable energy projects
which could be subject to State siting simply because the developer wants to avoid local control.
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Acceptance of State jurisdiction is discretionary, and this project is undersized and nbt clearly dsfined
for the burdens of the NH Site Evaluation Committee, especially when local controls and procedures

are in place.

b. Numerous Antrim voters have clearly indicated at public meetings that they wish this matter to be
handled by the local boards and by the local ordinances they have supported over the Town’s 37-year

history with planning and zoning. Premature assertion of control by the State will invite litigation
against the Town, Antrim Wind Energy LLC, and the State from stakeholders who would be excluded

from the local process they have enjoyed for decades. Exemption consideration under RSA 162-H:4,

IV would be improperly foreclosed.

c. In addition, future litigants may construe such a request for State oversight as an effort to avoid local
control over a locally controllable land use dispute. If the State accepts jurisdiction here, and most
especially if done precipitously, it sets a bad precedent for other small renewable energy projects
which could be subject to State siting simply because the developer wants to avoid local control.
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Acceptance of State jurisdiction is discretionary, and this project is undersized and not clearly defined
for the burdens of the NH Site Evaluation Committee, especially when local controls and procedures
are in place.

e e

b. Numerous Antrim voters have clearly indicated at public meetings that they wish this matter to be
handled by the local boards and by the local ordinances they have supported over the Town’s 37-year
history with planning and zoning. Premature assertion of control by the State will invite litigation
against the Town, Antrim Wind Energy LLC, and the State from stakeholders who would be excluded
from the local process they have enjoyed for decades. Exemption consideration under RSA 162-H:4,
IV would be improperly foreclosed.

¢. Inaddition, future litigants may construe such a request for State oversight as an effort to avoid local
control over a locally controllable land use dispute. If the State accepts jurisdiction here, and most
especially if done precipitously, it sets a bad precedent for other small renewable energy projects
which could be subject to State siting simply because the developer wants to avoid local control.
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Acceptance of State jurisdiction is discretionary, and this project'i§ undersized and not clearly“defined

for the burdens of the NH Site Evaluation Committee, especially when local controls and procedures
are in place. :

Numerous Antrim voters have clearly indicated at public meetings that they wish this matter to be
handled by the local boards and by the local ordinances they have supported over the Town’s 37-year
history with planning and zoning. Premature assertion of control by the State will invite litigation
against the Town, Antrim Wind Energy LLC, and the State from stakeholders who would be excluded
from the local process they have enjoyed for decades. Exemption consideration under RSA 162-H:4,
IV would be improperly foreclosed.

In addition, future litigants may construe such a request for State oversight as an effort to avoid local

control over a locally controtlable land use dispute. If the State accepts jurisdiction here, and most
especially if done precipitously, it sets a bad precedent for other small renewable energy projects
which could be subject to State siting simply because the developer wants to avoid local control.
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Acceptance of State jurisdiction is discretionary, and this project is undersized and not clea’rly defined
for the burdens of the NH Site Evaluation Committee, especially when local controls and procedures
are in place.

b. Numerous Antrim voters have clearly indicated at public meetings that they wish this matter to be
handled by the local boards and by the local ordiniances they have supported over the Town’s 37-year
history with planning and zoning. Premature assertion of control by the State will invite litigation
against the Town, Antrim Wind Energy LLC, and the State from stakeholders who would be excluded
from the local process they have enjoyed for decades. Exemption consideration under RSA 162-H:4,
IV would be improperly forecldsed.

¢. Inaddition, future litigants may construe such a request for State oversight as an effort to avoid local
control over a locally conirollable land use dispute. If the State accepts jurisdiction here, and most
especially if done precipitously, it sets a bad precedent for other small renewable energy projects
which could be subject to State siting simply because the developer wants to avoid local control.

f/Mf’Zﬁ”‘/ Annie Jud) 43 famstad B, %z/m WH

Signature Prmt name Address 034
ﬂ UM }\),/_mmf L0 Lig WesT shreet, prbam A/H
Signature rint name ress
/ O@/M/W o MGy Qe L Lo 0. perrrilh
1gnature Print name Address

sﬂ%‘/LMWpM 2l Chvdon qu%mfﬂMNH

‘@Mw FloVhelcker - 9701 nd Bl b

gnatule Print narme Addres
& %WPQWL@\ Bockd| 32 Clirton & Akt
ignature rint name , ross
/lg(i Mﬂw Pr%; gn%\« Corman :ﬁdif Betne Rd. Antrin MH
SlgnaW &aQ—i rm?s seald Q&QAG%Z&SS(@ Keene \2&, ‘@r‘% e
Fﬁ%{gm@z (LTAZENC RO Iy NH

Jule Klinger  skoose AL /Jw/r/m/

Print name \j Address

ig natu1 (2



t Lo |

Acceptance of State jurisdiction is discretionary, and this project is undersized and nof‘clearly defined
for the burdens of the NH Site Evaluation Committee, especially when local controls and procedures
are in place.

b. Numerous Antrim voters have clearly indicated at public meetings that they wish this matter to be
handled by the local boards and by the local ordinances they have supported over the Town’s 37-year
history with planning and zoning. Premature assertion of control by the State will invite litigation
against the Town, Antrim Wind Energy LLC, and the State from stakeholders who would be excluded
from the local process they have enjoyed for decades. Exemption consideration under RSA 162-H:4,
IV would be improperly foreclosed.

c. In addition, future litigants may construe such a request for State oversight as an effort to avoid local
: control over a locally controllable land use dispute. If the State accepts jurisdiction here, and most
especially if done precipitously, it sets a bad precedent for other small renewable energy projects
which could be subject to State siting simply because the developer wants to avoid local control.
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Acceptance of State jurisdiction is discretionary, and this project is undersized and not clearly &f
for the burdens of the NH Site Evaluation Committee, especially when local controls and procedures
are in place.

b. Numerous Antrim voters have clearly indicated at public meetings that they wish this matter to be
handled by the local boards and by the local ordinances they have supported over the Town’s 37-year
history with planning and zoning. Premature assertion of control by the State will invite litigation
against the Town, Antrim Wind Energy LLC, and the State from stakeholders who would be excluded
from the local process they have enjoyed for decades. Exemption consideration under RSA 162-H:4,
IV would be improperly foreclosed.

c. In addition, future litigants may construe such a request for State oversight as an effort to avoid local
control over a locally controllable land use dispute. If the State accepts jurisdiction here, and most
especially if done precipitously, it sets a bad precedent for other small renewable energy projects
which could be subject to State siting simply because the developer wants to avoid local control.
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