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[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

(Wher eupon the hearing resuned after the

| unch break at 1:07 p.m)

MS. BAILEY: GCkay. W' re back
on the record and ready to proceed with
M. Quariglia.

MR. ROTH: Madam Chai r man, |
need to i ntroduce another exhibit. Soneone
clearly has been trying to influence nme and
has delivered this cookie nysteriously to ne.
Let the record reflect that --

MS. BAILEY: You've been

catered to.

3

ROTH: Thank you.

o

GEl GER:  You're very
wel cone.
MS. BAILEY: Ckay. Proceed.
(VHEREUPQON, JOHN W GUARI GLI A was/ wer e
duly sworn and cautioned by the Court
Reporter.)
JOHN W GUARI GLI A, SWORN
DI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY Ms. CEl GER

Q Yes. Good afternoon. Please state your nane
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[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

and address for the record.
John Quariglia. M business address is 109
South Warren Street, Suite 400, Syracuse, New
Yor k 13202.
M. CGuariglia, do you have your m crophone
on? Press it so that you can see the red
butt on.
Now | do.
Ckay. Thank you.

And when you answer questions, could you
pl ease speak into the m crophone.
Yes.
M. Quariglia, who are you enpl oyed by, and
In what capacity are you enpl oyed?
' menpl oyed by Saratoga Associates. |'ma
pri nci pal and | andscape architect.
Ckay. And could you pl ease give the
Commttee a very brief summary of your
qual i fications?
Sure. | have a degree in | andscape
architecture from SUNY Col | ege of
Envi ronnent al Sci ence and Forestry in
Syracuse. I'malso a |licensed | andscape

architect and have been practicing for close
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[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

to 20 years now. The last 10 to 12 years
have been focused on visual i npact
assessnments, and the past five to six years
nmore specifically on wi nd energy projects.

Q And M. Cuariglia, what is your role in the
Antrim W nd Project?

A | authored the report and oversaw t he
conpl etion of the exhibits.

Q And whi ch report would that be?

A The Vi sual | npact Assessnent and the Shadow
Fl i cker Anal ysis.

Q Ckay. Are you the same John Quariglia who
submtted prefiled testinony on January 31st,
2012 in this docket?

A Yes, | am

M5. GEIGER: And for the

Commttee's reference, M. Quariglia's
testinony is under Tab 4, Volunme 1, the
vol unme that's been marked as AWE 1.

BY M5, CElI GER

Q Did you al so submt suppl enental prefiled
testinony in this docket on Cctober 11, 20127

A Yes, | did.

M5. GEICGER: And for the
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[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

Commttee's reference, M. Quariglia's
suppl enental prefiled testinony is contained

in the binder marked AWE 9, Tab 4.

BY Ms. CElI CGER

Q

A
Q

Do you have any corrections or updates to
either your prefiled or supplenental prefiled
testi nony?

No, | do not.

Ckay. Now, turning to the issue of oral
rebuttal, 1'd like you to turn to the | ast
page of the supplenental testinony from

Ms. Vissering that was filed Cctober 11th
this year in this docket. | believe it's
been marked as Exhibit PC 4. Do you have

t hat ?

Yes, | do.

Ckay. GCkay. Now, Ms. Vissering states in
response to a question about the Applicant's
agreenent to use radar-activated |ighting,
that, quote, Even the tenporary use of night
lighting would result in unreasonabl e visual
impacts. Did |l read that correctly?

Yes, you did.

Woul d you like to respond to that statenent?
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[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

Yes. | think that statenent's unreasonabl e.
Antrim W nd cannot control the lights that
are on top of the turbines. This is

determ ned by the FAA. Al w nd projects
have to have these sort of lights, including
any of the projects here in New Hampshire.
So it's a standard itemthat's required for
safety.

AntrimWnd's commtnent to use their
radar-activation light I think is a wonderful
solution. Once approved, it'll essentially
elimnate all night lighting, except for when
an aircraft is in close vicinity. So Antrim
Wnd is mtigating as best as they can, and
it's quite essentially the only way they can.
Now, the last Q and A, or question and answer
of Ms. Vissering' s supplenental prefiled
testi nony deals with your Expanded 10-ml e
Vi ewshed Analysis. Do you have that?

Yes.

And there, Ms. Vissering says that she's not
been able to review the sites that you've
identified in that Expanded Vi ewshed

Anal ysi s, but that identification of the
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[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

addi tional resources affected by the project
within this expanded area supports her
concl usion that the project has an
unr easonabl e adverse i npact on aesthetics in
and around Antrinm is that correct?

A Yes.

Q Woul d you like to respond to these
statenments?

A. Yes. | think it's premature to cone to a
concl usi on based on this passage. It just
| ooks like it's nerely saying, Hey, there's
33 receptors; there's visibility; there nust
be inpact. Wthout going out and actually
| ooki ng at each i ndividual resource,
under st andi ng what the resource is about,
what's going on at the resource, | just think
it's premature to make that statenent. And
quite honestly, | think that rendering such a
statement without the facts is not supportive
of her original concl usion.

Q And why do you say that, "wi thout the facts"?
Did Ms. Vissering visit each of these
addi ti onal receptor |ocations?

A According to this testinony, no, she did not
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[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

visit each of these | ocations.

Ckay. Now turning your attention to

M. Block's supplenental prefiled testinony
dated October 11, 2012, which | believe has
been marked Exhibit NB 7. Do you have that?
Yes, | do.

On Page 1, M. Block states that he wants to
denonstrate the high i naccuracy of the
veget at ed vi ewshed maps subm tted by Sarat oga
Associates. And in support of this,

M. Block has submtted a visual sinulation
of an area called Blueberry Fields, where he
I ndicates that 8 to 10 turbi nes woul d be

vi si ble, but that the vegetated vi ewshed map
I ndi cates no turbines would be visible.

Wul d you care to conment on this testinony?
Yes. First off, in terns of the | ocation
call ed Bl ueberry Fields, we took a quick | ook
at that location. W have found out that
it's privately owned, with no conservati on
easenments, according to Granite. It is not a
dedi cated resource of statew de significance
or of inportance to the comunity. In fact,

we al so took a |l ook at his GPS | ocati on. And

10
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[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

on this map here, Blueberry Fields is right
over here. And his photo |ocation was
actually right there, right next to
visibility.

Q And M. Cuariglia, the court reporter
can't -- can only take down the words that
you speak. And when you say "right there,™
coul d you please state in words the area on

the map that you are pointing to.

A. Yes.

MR. | ACOPI NO. Al so, please
identify the exhibit nunber for that nap.
It's in the upper right-hand corner.

THE W TNESS: GOkay. The
exhi bit nunber is 39B. The area that he took
t he phot ograph is east of Loveren MII| Road,
and it |ooks |like west of Liberty Farm Road,

t hat wraps around near the town border. It's
on the high point of this nountain ridge.
And right on the high point there is sone
coated visibility right where he took the
phot ogr aph.

BY Ms. CEl GER

Q When you say "coated visibility," what do you

11
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[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

mean by that?

A What it does is it shows -- quite frankly, he

found the one area along that ridge that we
did identify as having visibility to the

pr oj ect .

Q And when you say you did identify it, do you

nmean that because there's a purple mark up
there that neans that there's visibility from

that | ocati on?

A Yes, because this right here is telling ne

that there is visibility fromthis |ocation

of the project.

Q Ckay. Do you have any ot her comments about

M. Block's testinony?

A VWell, we had reviewed the sinmulation and the

cross-sections and the docunents that he
provi ded, and just kind of wanted to go

t hrough sonme of the itens that we had

noti ced. Qbviously, we didn't have any of
the files to test the accuracy or anything

li ke that. But there were sone basic
comments that we had identified, and |I' mjust
going to go through themreal quick.

The cross-sections that he devel oped,
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[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

13

there was no record of how he determ ned the
el evations to do those cross-sections.

That's a pretty basic thing when doing a

| i ne-of -sight profile, saying I got themfrom
USGS or sone ot her source, that way we can
verify the accuracy of the data.

The cross-sections didn't include any
vegetation. He didn't map any vegetat ed
areas. So what that does is it maxim zes
visibility. And it's alittle -- it's not a
realistic scenario, because this area is
quite vegetated. And because of that, he
al so, on a nunber of |ocations, showed that
fromthe very base of the turbine to the tip
woul d be visible. And because he didn't
i ncl ude that vegetation, we know that that's
not going to be a hundred percent accurate.

Let's see. The profile, again, in the
simul ati ons don't show any tree cl earing.
Based on the project, | know that has been
rai sed before. The simulations, when we --
t he turbi nes, when we | ooked at the
simul ati ons, we did sonme quick review of it.

And it appears as though nmany of the turbines
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[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

14

are approximately 50 to 70 feet tall, which
woul d exaggerate the visibility. And the
turbi nes do not appear to be based on 3D
nodel s. They appear to be all the sane. And
it seenms nore like -- kind of like a

cut - and- paste sort of scenario versus what we
do when we create an actual 3D nodel of each
turbine and include things like |ight
characteristics; that way we can get the
proper shade and shadow on the turbines.

And then the last itemis M. Block in
the past has said or nmade reference that
basing a sinmulation on a 50-mllineter
phot ograph may not be appropriate; however,
that's exactly what he did for his
simul ations. So, you know, he kind of
contradicted hinself in terns of what m ght
be appropriate. And this all kind of goes
back to his statenent of saying he believes
this is an accurate representation. There's
just too many flaws or questions that could
support that statenent.

Thank you.
M5. GEIGER: The witness is
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[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

15

avai | abl e for cross-exam nati on.

MS. BAILEY: Thank you.

Before we begin with the cross, I'd like to
pol | everybody and get a best estinmate of how
| ong your cross is going to take so that the
Applicant can plan whether to bring their

next witness in. |I'mnot going to hold you
toit, but if you double it, I'mgoing to say
sonmething. So | really want this to be as

cl ose to accurate as possible, please.

M. Froling?

MR. FROLING No questions.

MS. BAI LEY: s M. Bebl owski
here?

(No verbal response)

MS. BAILEY: Well, can | just
have a show of hands of who's going to have
Cross?

(Show of hands from nenbers of audi ence)

MS. BAI LEY: Okay. So,

M. Reiners?
MR. REI MERS. Yeah.
MS. BAILEY: How long is your

Cross going to be?
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[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

MR REIMERS: | would estimate
one and a half to two hours.

MS. BAILEY: Ckay. M. Block?

MR. BLOCK: | actually think
"1l only go maybe 20 minutes to a half an
hour .

MS. BAI LEY: M. Roth?

MR ROTH. It wll depend to a
| arge extent on what those who go before ne
do. | estimated, | think, half an hour to 40
m nutes before. That nmy be probably on the
hi gh side. So 15, 20 m nutes.

MS. BAILEY: Okay. So it
| ooks |i ke three hours, plus Commttee
questions, which, | nean, it could be -- so
t hat doesn't help. Yeah, maybe we'l|l be done
around 5: 00 or so.

MR. RElI MERS: For what it's
worth, I'Il try not to go the full two hours.

MS. BAILEY: Okay. Good.
Thank you.

All right. M. Reiners, why

don't we start with you, see how it goes.

16
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[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

CRCSS- EXAM NATI ON

BY MR REI MERS:

Q
A

Q

A
Q

Good afternoon, M. Cuariglia.

Good afternoon.

My nanme is Jason Reiners. | represent the

New Hanpshi re Audubon. |'m going to be

focusing mainly on your visual assessnent --

the VIA Visual Inpact Analysis, your

prefiled testinony and your suppl enent al

prefiled testinony. And |I'll be asking you

questions nainly based on those docunents.
To begin with, your VIA as |I'IIl refer

toit, Visual |Inpact Analysis, which is

Attachnent 9A to the Application, it doesn't

assess the visual inpact after the turbines

are renoved, does it?

No.

Assune that easenents allow for three

ri dgeli ne houses after the turbines are

renoved. Your report doesn't address the

vi sual inpact of those hones on the

ridgeline, does it?

No.

Your VIA -- actually, in your supplenental

17
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[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

prefiled testinony, you were asked about --
on Page 14, you were asked -- sorry. Let ne
just get mny bearings on this.

You were asked about Ms. Vissering's VIA
bei ng subjective. The question was: Wy do
you believe the Vissering VIA conclusion that
certain vantage points are highly sensitive
and subj ective and does not consider all
rel evant factors?

Your response, you refer to WIllard Pond
and Bald Mountain. Wth regard to WIllard
Pond, you stated that project views from
Wl ard Pond woul d be significant because of
the existing condition, whichis -- I'm
sorry. Let ne back up.

You are characterizing the Vissering
VI A, and you state that the Vissering VIA
concl udes that project views fromWI | ard
Pond woul d be significant because of the
existing condition, which is entirely
natural, with no devel opnent currently
visible fromthe pond, and because this is a
wi I dlife sanctuary and Audubon preserve,

there's an expectation that one w ||
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[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

Q

19

experience a natural setting.

Now, there being no visible devel opnent
fromWIIlard Pond, isn't that an objective
st at enent ?

(Wtness revi ews docunent.)
Yes.
And the property being a wldlife sanctuary
and Audubon preserve, those are objective
facts as well, aren't they?
Yes.
And peopl e expect a natural setting. Wuld
t hat be an objective statenent as wel | ?
| believe that's probably nore of a
subj ecti ve statenent.
If the property is currently a natural
setting, you're saying that it's a --
nevert hel ess a subjective expectation that
they will encounter a natural setting?
Well, you had said that they would be
expecting. Not having been there before,
that's maki ng an assunption that it's a
natural preserve, that they woul d expect
t hat .

Ckay. Wuld it be an unreasonabl e
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[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

20

expectation for people to expect a natural
setting if they visited there?
I think they woul d expect that the preserve
itself would be natural. Private properties
beyond the natural preserve, that's
quest i onabl e.
Ckay. |If people had visited there before and
encountered a natural setting and | ooked out
beyond the preserve, would it be reasonable
for themto, when they visited again,
encounter a natural setting?
Based on past history, yes.
You al so nentioned Bald Mountain in your
response to the question about whet her
Ms. Vissering's VIAis highly sensitive --
subjective. Wth regard to Bal d Munt ai n,
you characterized Ms. Vissering' s VIA as
"views from Bald Mountain woul d be
signi ficant because of Bald Mountain's
| ocation within the dePierrefeu-WII|ard Pond
Wl dlife Sanctuary, and therefore would have
t he expectation of a natural setting."”

I f people now | ook toward the project,

t he proposed project area, and see a natural
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[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

setting w thout devel opnent, wouldn't you
obj ectively expect those people to have an
expectation of a natural setting?

A. Wll, I'd expect the folks would think there
woul d be a natural setting on Bald Muntain.
Agai n, kind of repeating the sanme questions
as before.

Q It is.

So ny statenents would probably be the sane.

>

Q Ckay. Do you know that one of the primary
reasons people visit the Wllard -- Wllard
Pond Sanctuary is to escape the devel oped
wor | d?

A That could be part of it, yes.

Q I mean, you woul dn't expect people to go to
Wl ard Pond | ooking for devel opnent, woul d
you?

A Well, again, going to WIllard Pond and the
w ldlife sanctuary, there wouldn't be any
devel opnent there. So, again, controlling
off-site private land, that's a different
situati on.

Q Wul d a view of wind turbines fromthe pond

be part of an uninterrupted natural view?
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[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

> O >» O >

o >» O > O »

22

| believe that there would be nmany | ocati ons
within the wildlife sanctuary that would not
be affected.

But would a view of the wi nd turbines be part
of an uninterrupted natural view?

Of site?

The wind turbines off site.

Yeah.

What if you're | ooking --

So, yeah. Again, if youre at WIllard Pond,
the WIllard Pond and the sanctuary woul d not
be i npacted, directly inpacted. Again, it's
that view off site, and is there a realistic
expectation that that would stay inits
current formforever.

Are you saying that Wllard Pond is not

i npact ed because the turbines are not
actually placed on that property?

The property itself would not be inpacted.
But the view fromthe property --

Wul d be.

-- woul d be i npact ed.

Wul d have visibility.

Say t hat again.
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[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

o >» O >

Q

o > O >

Woul d have visibility.
O the wi nd turbine.
The wi nd turbines, yeah.
But you're testifying that that is not an
i mpact on the visibility?
We did not -- inpact and visibility are two
different things. Visibility does not
necessarily nean inpact. W did not anal yze
the level of inpact fromWII|ard Pond or the
sanctuary.
Ckay. In your first supplenental prefiled
testi nony, you contrasted a privately --
these are your terms -- "a privately owned
w ldlife sanctuary versus a publicly
designated recreation area."
l'"msorry. \Were is that?
' msorry. Page 14 of your suppl enental.
Sur e.
Down on the bottom |I'm |l ooking around Line
21.

(Wtness revi ews docunent.)
Yes. The VIA referencing Ms. Vissering's
st udy.

You're aware, aren't you, that WIllard Pond

23
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Is open to the public?
Yes.
And you stated, just on the next page, the --
let's see. I'msorry. Strike that.
Now, why didn't you anal yze the visual

I mpact to the WIllard Pond area?
Well, you could say that we anal yzed the
visibility. Qur report was geared towards
providing the informati on, so that way the
siting commttee can make a determ nati on of
I npact .
In your VIA on Pages 8 and 9, you discuss --
you have two maps. One is Figure 1, which is
on Page 8, is a topographic viewshed map, and
Page 9 has Figure 2, a vegetated vi ewshed
map.

MR. | ACOPI NO ' msorry.
Whi ch exhibit are you in, sir?

MR REIMERS: OCh, it's
Attachnent 9A to the Application, which is
M. CGuariglia' s -- or Saratoga Associ ates'’
Vi sual | npact Anal ysis.

MR | ACOPI NO It's AWE 3.

MR. RElI MERS: ' m sorry.

24
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Which is it?
MR. | ACOPI NO Just for the

Committee that's trying to find the exhibit,
it's AWE 3. In the electronic version of the
exhibit, it's Docunment No. 9, Appendi x 9A

BY MR RElI MERS:

Q You just nentioned that you anal yzed t he
i mpact in order to provide that infornmation
to the Commttee?

A. The visibility.

Q The visibility. Are you talking -- the
visibility of who?

A The visibility of the project.

Q Ckay. Going back to your maps in your VIA,
you state that -- your map shows that 9 to 10
t urbi nes woul d be seen fromWI1|ard Pond?

A Yes.

Q And did you consider if the vegetation was
renoved between the sanctuary and the
t ur bi nes?

A l'"msorry. What's that?

Q Did you consider what the visibility woul d be
if there was no vegetati on between -- that 9

to 10 fromWIllard Pond, that's wth
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veget ati on.

Yes. That's correct.

Did you consider what it would be -- how nmany
woul d be visible fromthe sanctuary if the
veget ati on was renoved between the sanctuary
and the turbines?

Well, that would be Figure 1.

Ckay.

The topo-only viewshed map.

And that shows that in that event, 9 to 10
turbi nes would be visible from al nost all of
t he sanctuary?

Sur e.

Do you know whet her tinber harvesting is
prohi bited or permtted on the land in

bet ween the sanctuary and the turbi nes?

| do not know for sure, no.

Do you know that tinber harvesting is
permtted on sanctuary | and?

No.

And your study didn't address those itens,
didit?

No. But ny understanding, in ternms of tinber

harvesting, is usually it's done in swaths.

26
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A
Q

So in order to really have sone sort of
change in visibility, you'd have to cl ear
probably the tops of the nopuntains, which
isn't always done. It's usually the sides of
t he nountains, at |east from ny experience.
Your experience in New Hanmpshire?

My experience in many states, not in New
Hanmpshi re.

Looki ng at your prefiled -- in your prefiled
testi nony, you stated that the |evel of

vi sual inpact will depend on each

i ndividual -- I"'msorry. |It's on Page 17 of
the prefiled testinony.

You stated the | evel of visual inpact
wi || depend on each individual view, but over
time the wind turbines will be nore accepted
as they becone an integral part of the
| andscape.

So in your view, people sitting on a
rock on Wllard Pond or hiking to the top of
Bal d Mountain, they would grow to accept the
w nd turbines over tine?

We have seen that happen, yes.

If sonething is already built, what option

27

{ SEC 2012- 01} [ AFTERNCON SESSI ON ONLY] {11-02-12}




© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

NN NN R R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O © 0 ~N O O M W N B O

[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

O

>

Q

o >» O >» O P

28

does soneone have other than to accept its
exi stence?

Well, they can choose not to like it.
Assuning a person is at WIllard Pond at
night, are there currently any lights

vi si bl e?

No.

And the radar-activated light, that will only
be -- that would be the only visible |light
fromWIIlard Pond; is that right?

The lights, yes.

And t hese cone on when a plane is nearby?
If they're radar-activated, yes.

How near by?

That, | do not know.

Ckay. Does your report -- did you | ook at
the flight paths going into Manchester?

No, that's not part of our anal ysis.

So you don't know how often the |ights would
be acti vat ed?

No, but it would be a short tine in
conparison to having themall night |ike al
t he ot her projects.

Provi ded that planes aren't constantly flying
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by.

Even then, you know, airports close at what
time? Manchester Airport doesn't work 24/7.
So. ..

Per haps m dni ght ?

Are you aware of any -- currently, are
you aware of any lights -- flashing red
lights visible from G egg Lake?

G egg Lake, no.

So if this project -- if these lights are
used, these would be the only visible
flashing red lights from Gregg Lake?

Yes.

Are you aware of any other lights visible
from G egg Lake besides flashing red |ights?
Any |ights?

Yeah.

Around Gregg Lake? Al the houses, cars.

I n your supplenental testinony on Page 8, you
wer e asked about potential visual inpact to
Wl ard Pond.

Page 8 of ny suppl enental ?

l'"msorry. Page -- yes. |Is that wong? The

question was: |If there is a potential visual

29
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i mpact to a receptor such as Wl lard Pond,
why have you concl uded that the project would
not have an unreasonabl e adverse inpact? Are
you t here?

A Yes.

Q Part of your statenent was, "The project wll
have sonme inpacts on a |limted nunber of
resources. However, given the relatively
smal | affected viewshed... [sic], the
coll ective inpact on the study area will be
| ow. Taking into account the entire study
area, the project will not result in an

unr easonabl e adverse inpact to the aesthetics

of the Antrimregion."” That was your answer?
A Yes.
Q Part of your answer.
A Hhm hmm
Q You were not saying -- you did not say that

the effect on Wllard Pond, in particul ar,
was | ow, did you?

A The vi sual inpact?

Q Correct.

A Again, we didn't study the visual inpact.

The statenent is saying that we understand
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that sone fol ks would feel that there's

vi sual inpact. However, we | ooked at a nuch
w der area than one or two resources. W

| ooked at the entire study area. W

recogni zed, based on the vegetated vi ewshed
map, that 95 percent woul d have screening.
We understand that WIllard Pond and the
surrounding area is not a statew de or

desi gnated resource. W understand that the
views fromWIIlard Pond and Bald Mountain is

not preserved in any pl anni ng docunents.

Q Ckay. GCetting --

A So there was a |lot of different things that

went into that statenent.

Q Ckay. But you were asked about WI Il ard Pond.

I n your answer, you weren't saying, as | read
this, that there was a small inpact to
Wllard Pond in particul ar.

MS. GEIGER |I'mgoing to
object to that question. | think the
question and the answer in the prefiled
testi nony speak for thensel ves.

MR RElI MERS: | would differ

on t hat. He was asked about WI Il ard Pond

31
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and -- or individual receptors. But his
answer didn't really answer that and speaks
about collective inpacts. And | would like
hi s opi nion on the visual inpact on,
specifically, WIllard Pond.

MR ROTH. If | may? It seens
to me Attorney Ceiger is conplaining about
the very nature of cross-exam nation, and |
don't think that's a legitinate objection.

MS. BAILEY: Could you,

M. Reiners, try to rephrase the question? |
mean, the question and the testinony is if
there is a potential visual inpact to a
receptor such as Wl Il ard Pond.

MR REIMERS: Right. 1'1ll

try.

BY MR RElI MERS:

Q

In your answer that we're tal king about, did
you specifically say whether there was a
small -- did you quantify the inpact on

Wl lard Pond?

No, we did no inpact ratings.

| nst ead you spoke about there not being a

coll ective inmpact, didn't you?
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(Wtness revi ews docunent.)

A | believe what this was making reference to
is referring to Ms. Vissering's. | agree
it's not clear. But |I know Ms. Vissering

came out tal king about inpacts on | ocations,
on particular resources. And what this is
saying is, yes, sone people nay feel that
there are potential inpacts. And

Ms. Vissering pointed out a few | ocati ons and
tal king about it collectively. So I think it

was nore referring back to Ms. Vissering' s

report.
Q So you didn't analyze the visual inmpact on
specific -- specifically for WIllard Pond?
M5. GEIGER: |I'mgoing to
object to this question. | think it's been

asked a couple of tines, and | believe it's
been answer ed.
MS. BAI LEY: I think it has,
t 0o.
BY MR RElI MERS:
Q Ckay. Wiy didn't you study the visual
I mpact ?

A That was al ready answered. | said in the

33
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begi nni ng the basis of our report.
I renmenber you saying that you studied the
visibility. But why not study the visual
impact? O if you could point nme to your
pri or answer.

(Wtness revi ews docunent.)
It's actually on Page 1 of the Visual
Resource Assessnent -- under Met hodol ogy for
t he Visual |npact Assessnent. That states,
in part, "This process provides a practi cal
gui de so deci sion-nakers can understand the
potential visual inpact and render a
supportabl e determ nati on of vi sual
significance.” The aimof our report was to
provide the information, so that way the
siting commttee can nake that determ nati on.
And you gave no opinion on inpact?
We did not rate the inpact, no.
Looki ng at Page 11 of your supplenental -- |
believe I1'"'mgoing to Page 11 -- you nentioned

that it needs to be considered how t he

resource is used by an individual. And this
Is -- you are differing with Ms. Vissering' s
st udy.
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Yes.
And | believe that you were faulting her
study because she didn't consider how the
resource is used by an individual. You state
t hat peopl e, quote, may be focused on their
activity and, therefore, may not be affected
by views of the turbines. And you cited
snownobi | i ng, running, hiking, cross-country
ski i ng.

Have you ever been to the top of a
nmount ai n?
Yes, | have.
And when you got there, did you | ook around?
Sur e.
And isn't that what nost people do when they
get to the top of a nountain, such as Bald
Mount ai n?
Sone people do that. Sone peopl e cel ebrate
that they actually nade it up, have picnics.
Have a picnic, have a snack, | ook around;
ri ght?
Sure.
Isn'"t the view an integral part of hiking?

Il think it's part of it.
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An integral part. That was ny question.
No, not necessarily.
Ckay.
Because, you know, there are sone nountain
tops that don't have vi ews.
That's true.

Is the view an inportant part of
cross-country skiing?
Wl |, having cross-country skied before, w nd
turbi nes woul d not affect me personally, as,
you know, sonetines people cross-country past
ot her buil dings or, you know, other
transm ssion lines, a lot of different sort
of industrial uses as well.
But if you were in a wildlife sanctuary,
woul dn't the view be an inportant part of
that activity?
Not knowi ng where they actually cross-country
ski at WIllard Pond Sanctuary, if that's the
question, | can't answer that.
If they're cross-countrying across Wllard
Pond in the winter as it's frozen over, would
t hat be an inportant part of that experience?

Well, | think |Iike any sort of running or

36
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bi ki ng, you do run into different things. |
think it's part of it. | don't think seeing
t ur bi nes woul d make sonebody not
cross-country on a frozen pond.

Ckay. That wasn't ny question. But thank
you.

Where in your report do you take these
activities and the view during these
activities into consideration?

(Wtness revi ews docunent.)
Tabl e 2 of Page 15 of the visual study, we do
I nclude factors affecting visibility, and
that includes, |ike, |andscape unit, viewer
group, view duration, and then scattered
t hroughout the report there are descriptions
of these different factors.
Ckay. And in the View Duration colum, you
ei ther have "noving" or "stationary." That's
tal ki ng about what the person visiting there,
whet her they are noving or stationary?
Yes.
So Wllard Pond visitors are stationary?
Yes, that's how it is in here. But I'Il al so

say that they are noving as well with the
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hi ki ng and the boating and stuff |ike that.

Q And except for the boating, the hiking, that
woul d be true for Bald Mountain as well?

A ' msorry?

Q And what about for Bald Muntain? You |ist
them as stationary; is that right?

(Wtness revi ews docunent.)

A Probably because of the sunmmt that -- you
know, getting up to the summt, you'd
probably be stationary.

Q You' d be stationary getting up to the summt?

A No, at the summt. You know, obvi ously going
up Bald Mountain, you're in trees. Views to
t he outside, unless there's discrete views or
filtered views through the trees, hikers nmay
not see. The orientation towards the turbine
may be incorrect as well

Q Does your report provide any nore of a
detail ed anal ysis other than stationary or
novi ng?

(Wtness revi ews docunent.)

A In terns of each location or --
Q In terns of people' s use of these |ocations.
A No.
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Have you -- well, | know you have. You've
reviewed Ms. Vissering's --

Yes.

-- VI A?

Yes.

And does she give a nore detail ed
description --

Yes.

-- of places such as WIlIlard Pond?

Wll, let's see. She gives a description.
However, the -- yes, she does.

And |"'msure that wll be tal ked about nore
in Ms. Vissering' s exam nation.

But you woul d agree that she gives a
nmuch nore detail ed description of the use of
Wl lard Pond than you do in your VIA?

Yes. However, there is a difference. She is
trying to substantiate a rating. | did not.
And ny point, in terns of the prefiled, is if
you're going to do a rating, there should be
nmore to it than just a few factors,

under standi ng, as | have outlined in the
suppl enental testinony, factors |like that

shoul d be considered as wel |l .

39

{ SEC 2012- 01} [ AFTERNCON SESSI ON ONLY] {11-02-12}




© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

NN NN R R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O © 0 ~N O O M W N B O

[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

Q Ckay. But in both of your reports, you're

assessing the visual -- visible inpact on
these sites -- or of this project.
A. We're assessing visibility. M. Vissering is

nor e assessi ng i npact.

Q "' m now on page -- back to your suppl enenta

testi nony on Page 11 to 12. Another thing --
we just tal ked about your critique of

Ms. Vissering's report about how is the
resource used by an individual. You also
stated that she should have consi dered when

Is the resource used; is that right?

A Yup.
Q And at Line 22 on Page 11 you state, for

instance, if a resource, e.g., WIllard Pond,
islimted to daytine activities and access
is not available during winter nonths, it
woul d receive fewer visitors during the
course of a year

Is Wllard Pond -- is the WIllard Pond

area |limted to daytine activities?

A. Cenerally, fromthe research that |'ve seen,

that is nost -- nost of that's highlighted.

I do understand just now there may be sone
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cross-country skiing on the pond that was not
in any of the information | had. But then I
woul d al so say, how many people are actually
cross-country skiing on the pond versus the
summer use? So you have the nunber of
visitors. You also have the issue of, are
those fol ks actually going to be

cross-country skiing at night?

Q Do you know that WIlard Pond and G egg Lake

are not -- do you know whet her they are used

in wwnter for recreational activities?

A I'"'msorry. Repeat that again.

Q Do you know -- do you know that WIIlard Pond

and G egg Lake are not used in winter -- it's

an awkwardly worded question. Strike that.
You do know, don't you, that WIlard

Pond and Gregg Lake are used in the w nter

for recreational activities, don't you?

A Wll, WIllard Pond, | just based on what you

had said. Again, all the literature that |
had read didn't refer to any sort of
W ntertinme activities.

G egg Lake, | understand there nay be

sone ice fishing.

41
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Ckay. Well, in your supplenental testinony,
you indicated that Wllard Pond is -- access
is not available to WIlard Pond during

W nt er nont hs.

Wiat line is that, please?

It's bottom of Page 11, going on to Page 12,
where you state, for instance, if a resource,
such as Wllard Pond is limted to daytinme
activities and access is not avail able during
w nter nonths -- what did you base its
unavail ability on?

| think you stunbled upon a typo. W took a
| ook at WIllard Pond and Bal d Mount ai n.
We've cone to the conclusion that there was
no -- and now significant winter sort of
activities. So therefore, the anount of
peopl e visiting the park or the pond or the
sanctuary would be | esser than it woul d be
during the summertime, which would then

af fect the nunber of viewers that could see
t he project.

So you were not -- you didn't nean to

i ndicate that Wllard Pond was cl osed in the

W nter?

42
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A Ri ght.
Q Do you know whet her peopl e hi ke up Bal d

Mountain in the winter?

A | imagi ne that there nay be sone cadets that

li ke to hike up there. But it's not the
norm fromeverything that |1've seen or
tal ked to fol ks about. There's a severe

safety issue.

Q Do you know i f that -- whether people hike up

Goodhue H Il in winters?
A. | would say the sane thing.
Q Do you know whet her ice fishing occurs at

WIllard Pond?

A No, | do not. Again, if it does, nunbers

would be limted. They have huts. They

woul dn't be seeing the project, anyway.

Q Goi ng back to your prefiled testinony at

Pages 11 and 12, you nentioned -- you seemto
contrast Wllard Pond with a canpground. |'m
| ooki ng at Line 6 on Page 12 where you stat e,
"None of the resources identified by

Ms. Vissering as having significant inpacts
are public canpgrounds or other resource

types that woul d have views of the project
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during the course of an entire year or tine
of day."

Are you referring to Geenfield State
Park as the canpground?
No, not necessarily.
Are there ot her public canpgrounds that you
| ooked at?

No. We didn't | ook at many canpgrounds.

It's just a general statenment in conparison.

Did you visit Geenfield State Park as part
of this -- as part of your study?

(Wtness revi ews docunent.)
Yes.
Ckay. And you -- Lines 6, 7 and 8 on that
page indicate that -- you're saying the
publ i ¢ canmpgrounds woul d have vi ews and, |
guess, therefore, be used by the public
during the course of an entire year?
Again, we didn't make that reference to a
particular park in New Hanpshire. It was a
conparison. | do know sone public
canpgrounds, even in parks, do have canpi ng

avai | abl e year-round. This |line was not

necessarily nmeant towards a particul ar park.
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It was just --

Q A generi c?

A -- a conparison.

Q Sorry to interrupt.

A Yeah.

Q A generic conparison that in maybe sonme parts
of the country it would be applicable. In
New Hanpshire, it wouldn't.

A. Not necessarily.

Q Looking at -- still at Page 12 of your
suppl enental testinony, you state that the
nunber of annual visitors to -- I'Il just
read it.

Li ne 16, "The nunber of annual visitors

to the resources that Ms. Vissering believes
w || have a significant inpact fromthe
proj ect appears to be low " Do you have a
nunber ?

A No. | had researched that. Couldn't find a
nunber. It's based on observations. And
it's also -- continuing on, | even said here,

"Whil e specific visitation nunbers from
Wl ard Pond and Bal d Mountai n are not

avai l abl e, the nunber of visitations to each
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siteis likely to be limted and may be far
| ess than the nunber of visitations to sites
such as state parks and ot her resources
desi gnated as having state or nati onal
si gni fi cance.

Q Ckay. So you're not sure how nmany peopl e use
it in the wnter?

A No.

O

Now, Greenfield State Park that | just
nmentioned, that's a recreational state park

that you visited; is that right?

A One of ny guys did, yes.

Q And Greenfield State Park has a canpground?

A To ny under st andi ng, yes.

Q To your understandi ng, does it have sw nm ng?

A ' massum ng, since there's a pond there.

Q Does it have paved roads?

A That, | do not know.

Q Do you have any i dea?

A No. Like I said, | was not there. | had one
of ny guys go.

Q I's any of that information from your guy

i ncl uded in your report?

(Wtness revi ews docunent.)
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Actually, I'"'msorry, you don't need to scour
your report for references to Geenfield
State Park, unless there's a specific part

t hat you are going to.

Well, there is a section that describes

Geenfield State Park based on the sinul ati on

that was conpleted. It doesn't give the
| evel that you're tal king about, in terns of
paved roads or non-paved roads. In ny

experi ence, paved roads and non-paved roads
are in nunmerous state parks. So --

So, assuming that G eenfield State Park has
paved roads, out-buil dings, canping, an
establ i shed canpground, would you expect that
sone people would prefer to visit an

undevel oped pl ace such as WIllard Pond or the
Wl ard Pond Sanctuary?

l'msorry. Repeat that.

Assuming that Geenfield State Park --

Yeah.

-- has paved roads, established canpground,
out - bui | di ngs, perhaps a beach area, woul d
you expect that sone people would choose to

go to an undevel oped pl ace such as Wllard
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Pond?

A I can't make that opinion on many people. |
know for nyself it wouldn't natter.

Q Sonme people mght prefer to go to Wllard
Pond. Whuld you agree with that?

A And sone people may prefer to go to
G eenfield State Park.

Q Agreed. Are you aware that the WIllard Pond
Sanctuary i s Audubon's | argest preserve?

A Yes.

Q That WIlard Pond and Bal d Mountain are
featured in nany books and gui des on hi ki ng
and boating in New Hampshire?

A | have seen a few. | wouldn't characterize

what | have seen as "nmany," though.

But you've seen it referenced?

| ve seen sone, yes.

How many books have you | ooked at?

Onli ne books, just a handful, two or three.
In two or three you' ve seen it?

|'ve seen themreferenced, yeah.

o >» O > O > 0

Have you read the testinony of Francie Von
Mertens?

A I don't think | have.
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A

(Wtness revi ews docunent.)
No, | have not.
So you have not read Francie Von Mertens?
M5. GEIGER. |I'mgoing to
object to that. He just answered the
questi on.
MS. BAILEY: D d you not hear
t he answer?
MR RElI MERS: | did not.
MS. BAILEY: You can tell him
what you sai d.

No, | have not.

BY MR REI MERS:

Q

Thank you.

Wul d you agree that the WIllard Pond
Sanctuary offers a nunber of trails as well
as both boating and hi ki ng?

It offers a variety of hiking trails,
non- not ori zed boati ng, yes.

Woul d you agree that a pond that provides

t hese recreational opportunities and is
surrounded by entirely undevel oped land is a
uni que experience? Visiting this is a unique

experience?
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In sone settings, yes. However, in the state
of New Hanpshire and the northeast, |'ve seen
many.

Many what ?

Simlar |ocations.

Goi ng back to your supplenental testinony --
I*"msorry. Hold on.

Actual |y, staying on Page 14, where you
were -- | spoke to you about this question
earlier on, where you were asked whet her
Ms. Vissering's VIA conclusion, that certain
vant age points are highly sensitive, is
subj ecti ve and does not consider all rel evant
factors. You critiqued Ms. Vissering' s VIA
on Wllard Pond -- her description on WIllard
Pond and Bal d Mountain, and then you stated
on Line 16, "In drawi ng these concl usi ons,
the Vissering VI A nmakes a personal judgnent
based on perceived quality of the view"

If there is a natural setting -- if
there is a natural setting, isn't concl uding
that a visitor has an expectation of a
natural setting -- is that a persona

j udgnent ?
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MS. GEIGER |I'mgoing to
object to the question. He didn't read the
whol e sentence, and | think it's unfair to
ask this witness to give a response to a
question that doesn't contain a whole
sentence of the phrase or the excerpt that
he's referring to.

MS. BAILEY: Al right.

MR REIMERS: | will nove on.

MS. BAILEY: Ckay. Thank you.

BY MR RElI MERS:

Q Going to Page 15 of your suppl enenta
testinony, on Line 3 you start a sentence,
"Resources of statew de significance are of
greater aesthetic significance by virtue of
their preservation by a governnental agency
for benefit of the State's citizens."

So, categorically, if a resource is
preserved by a governnment agency, it has a

greater aesthetic significance?

A. Yes.

Q It is inpossible for a resource owned by a
conservati on organi zati on, non-gover nnment al

agency, to have a statew de significance
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aesthetical ly?

A "Statewi de significance,"” there's a different
definition for that. Statew de significant
is protected by law or a | egislative body for
t he i nportance of the state's residents. So,
yes, it does -- in ternms of a hierarchy, is
nore than a not-for-profit organi zation
owni ng a parcel of |and or sanctuary.

Q Are you aware that Wllard Pond is a G eat

Lake owned by the State?

For fishing, yes.

That the pond is owned by the State?

Yes, for fishing. Yes.

o > O >

Are you aware that the State, neaning Fish

and Ganme, nmintains public water access at

Wl lard Pond?

A. So that way they can get their trout and
other fish in there, yes.

Q Are you aware that the State invests federa
noney to conserve land in the WIllard Pond
area?

A They al so subnmit federal noney to keep up the

r oadways, too.

Q Are you aware that the Departnent of
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A
Q
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Envi ronnental Services in New Hanpshire
ranked WIllard Pond as one of the clearest
| akes in New Hanpshire in 2011?
It's not owned by that state agency, though.
I didn't ask about ownership. | asked
whet her you knew that they had ranked it.
Ranking it, no, | did not.
I just wanted to clarify. Wen | asked you
whet her you're aware that Fish and Gane
mai ntai ns public water access at Wl Il ard
Pond, you do understand that it's public
access, not just for Fish and Gane?
Yeah.

My apologies if I cough into the
m crophone. Just let ne know if | blow out
your eardruns.
Looki ng at your report, your VIA, which is
Attachnent 9A to the Application, on Page 19
you di scuss conpatibility wth regi ona
| andscape patterns. And | just want to draw
your attention to the bottom one on that
page, which is Texture.
Hhm hmm

And you state, "Tubul ar-style nonopole towers
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have been specifically selected, instead of
skeletal or lattice frane towers, to mnimze
textural contrast and provide a nore sinple,
visually appealing form So the tubul ar
style selection was an aesthetic deci sion?
(Wtness revi ews docunent.)

A The tubul ar styl e had becone the preferred
because of its sinplistic forminstead of a
| attice tower.

Q Did the Applicant consider lattice towers, as
far as you know?

A. Not that | know.

Q I n your supplenental testinony, | believe
it's Pages 5 and 6, you state that you had
gone back and | ooked at the effects on

Pi t cher Mbount ai n.

A. What page was that again? |'msorry.
Q | believe it's Page 5 and 6 --
A Sur e.
Q -- of your suppl enent al
(Wtness revi ews docunent.)
Q Are you there?

A Al nost. Ckay.

Q Actually on Page 6, Line 2, you state, "In
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addition, an existing wnd farmis clearly
visible to the north fromthe Pitcher

Mountain sunmt."” Do you know what wi nd farm
that is?

I think it's Lenpster.

Ckay. Do you know the di stance from Pitcher
Mountain to the wind farmin Lenpster?

No, | do not. It is clearly visible, though,
so it can't be all too far.

Wul d you believe that it's about 10 m | es?
Coul d be.

But it's clearly visible.

Ckay.

Well, I'"masking you that. It is clearly

vi si bl e?

Ckay.

Your VIA used only a 5-ml e viewshed.

Yes.

But a wwnd farm10 mles away is still
clearly visible froma nountai ntop?

Coul d be.

You al so say on Page 6 of your suppl enental,
that since there are -- since they are not

seen in the sane view, neaning the Lenpster
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wi nd project and the AntrimWnd project,

that there would be no cumul ati ve i npacts.
Yes, that's what's in there.

Ckay. Is this your definition of "cunul ative
i npacts,” if you can't see them both in the
sane vi ew?

Typically, cunul ative inpacts, you woul dn't
have to turn 180 degrees in order to see the
other project. Usually they're nmuch closer
or within one angle or view So if there was
two projects to the north, that may end up
bei ng nore of a cunulative issue than if you
have to turn 180 around.

Your panoramc vision is generally about

180 degrees. Wuld you agree with that?

More or |less, 120 to 150-i sh.

More or less. So if you're standing on the
top of Pitcher Mountain, and both w nd

farms -- you know, the Antrim Wnd Farm
exists -- it sounds to ne like you can't turn
in any direction and not have a wind farmin
your panoram c vision. |Is that correct?
Vell, let's put it this way: |[If you're

| ooking to the east and you've got a w nd
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farmto your inmediate right, and i medi ate
tothe left you're seeing it out of the side
of your eyes, you probably aren't going to
conpr ehend what you're seeing. Because |I'm
hol di ng up ny fingers right now, and, you
know, not -- | see sonething. But 10 mles
away, you probably wouldn't perceive what it
I'S.

But 10 mles away -- 10 mles away was for

t he Lenpster one.

No. One over here could be 6 mles. This
one over here is going to be 10. You're
still going to have that issue.

So you woul dn't agree that seeing a wnd farm
in two out of four conpass directions
constitutes cumul ati ve i npact?

I would not consider this project and the
Lenpster project to have a cunul ati ve i npact.
I n your supplenental on Page 6, you discuss
Powder M Il Pond. And you note that the
turbines wll appear, quote, small in size;
yet, you just stated that the wind farm

10 mles away is clearly visible.

|l think it could still be small in size.
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Q

And clearly visible?

Well, there's two factors. To get into it a
little bit nmore here, clearly visible -- if
you're | ooking at a white turbine agai nst a
white sky, it's not going to be as visible.
It all depends on the contrast between the
turbi ne and t he background.

Up at Pitcher H Il there was a contrast
where they were clearly visible. So it
really depends on tinme of day, atnospheric
condi tions, et cetera.

On Page 8, getting back to WIllard Pond, the
question was whether -- well, I'll read it in
its entirety.

"If there is a potential visual inpact
to a receptor such as WIllard Pond, why have
you concl uded that the project would not have
an unr easonabl e adverse i npact ?"

I think your response was that, overall

there is alimted visibility within the

entire study area. |s that your concl usion?
That was one of the itens that | had
ment i oned.

Ckay. And so, because there was, in general,
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alimted visibility within the study area,
you concl uded that there was not an

unr easonabl e adverse inpact; is that right?
To the project area.

Right. Couldn't one nake the sane argunent
for nost of New Engl and, wi th New Engl and
bei ng as wooded as it is?

| haven't anal yzed such a thing, so | can't
make a comment on that.

If you are assessing visual inpacts, isn't
the | ocati on where people gather to recreate
pl aces that becone inportant to examne in
nore detail ?

Yes. The visual study did focus on pl aces
wher e peopl e woul d gat her.

And can you show me in your report where you
| ooked in detail at WIllard Pond and the
specific attri butes of the pond?

Again, that table that had been nentioned did
doit. W did not analyze any specific

i mpacts. That's the difference between

| ooki ng at the project as a whole and al so
trying to determne inpact to a resource.

Ckay. I n your supplenental testinony on
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Page 11, you state that determ ning what
constitutes an unreasonabl e adverse inpact is
nmore than a sinple nunbers gane. Isn't your
concl usi on based nostly on the fact that the
proj ect would not be visible for 95 percent

of the surroundi ng area?

A No, that was only one of the criteria | had
nment i oned.
Q On Page 9 of your supplenental testinony, you

stated that Ms. Vissering enphasized a

i mted nunmber of places where the project
woul d be visible and ignore -- |I'msorry.
Strike that.

The question was put to you: Please
expl ain the basis for your disagreenent with
Ms. Vissering's findings. |'mon Page 9 at
Line 20 -- well, that was 18. You said,
"There are several reasons for ny opinion.
These i nclude the Vissering VIA places
enphasis on a limted nunber of places where
t he project would be visible and ignores the
vast nmajority of the study area where the
project will not be visible."

The nore forest in an area, wouldn't
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t hat nake open areas with a view to be nore
hi ghly val ued?

Not necessarily. |If you're valuing the
forested | and, you have the opposite
consi der ati ons.

You woul dn't agree that the open areas --
that open areas in a generally forested area
aren't nore visually sensitive?

M ght not be.

Wul d you agree that in a generally forested
area, places that have open views are pl aces
that are visited by people to get away, to
enjoy the view, to spend sone tine?

People do like to go and take a | ook, yes.
And if it's a generally forested area, aren't
t hose open spaces -- you don't believe that
t hose are nore highly val ued?

No, not necessarily. For instance, |1'd |like
to see a nice waterfall that's off in a
vegetated area. So there are different
aspects that peopl e enjoy.

On Page 10 of your supplenental testinony,
you state that the Vissering VIA categorizes

views as being mninmal, noderate or
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significant without an objective basis. Wat
do you consider an objective basis?
Where's that?
That is Page 10, Lines 1 and 2.

(Wtness revi ews docunent.)
Page 10... based on the readi ng of
Vissering's VIA it sounded nore like it's a
subj ecti ve descri ption.

An obj ective opinion would include many
ot her things: How nmany people conme, what are
t he uses. There's a whole laundry list in
order, so that way that nethodol ogy coul d be
r epeat ed.

| couldn't repeat Ms. Vissering' s
nmet hodol ogy, in terns of trying to get a
significant, noderate or mninmal inmpact to
test her theories.

On the next page of your suppl enent al
testinony, you state that determ ning an

unr easonabl e adverse inpact is nore than a

si npl e nunbers gane. So what objective basis
do you use for determning the inpacts to
areas such as WIllard Pond?

Now, where's that?
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That is on Page 11, on Lines 5 and 6.

MS. GEIGER I'mgoing to
object to this question. | think we've
covered this ground before. And even if we
haven't, | think that the answer to the
question is in the prefiled testinony at the
bottomor m ddle of Page 11, onto the next
page, several bulleted itens there.

So, | nean, we could have the
witness read that into the record, if that --
but I just think that we are coveri ng ground
we' ve covered before, and this is unduly
repetitious infornmation that is excludabl e
under 541-A.

MR REIMERS: W're trying to
find out -- I"'mtrying to find out what his
obj ective basis is. He says that
Ms. Vissering's use of "mnimal," "noderate"
or "significant” is w thout objective basis.
And he also -- but he al so says that making
this determnation is nore than a sinple
nunbers gane. So |'m wondering what his
obj ective basis is.

MS. GEl GER: And | think the
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answer to that question starts at line 9 on
Page 11 of the supplenental testinony, and it
says, "Exanples of additional questions that
shoul d be considered in further understandi ng
t he resource and defining or determ ning

I mpact are the followng..." and the answer
continues to the bottom of that page and onto
the entire next page.

So | think the answer has been
provided in witing. | don't know what nore
we can gain by having this wtness tal k about
it again here on the record. | think if
there's a cross-examnm nati on questi on about
what he said in the testinony, that's fair
gane. But at this rate, we could be here for
a long tine.

MR REIMERS. 1'Il nove on. |
just have one rel ated questi on.

BY MR REI MERS:

Q So the objective -- or the factors in your
answer -- you know, how the resource is used
by an individual, when the resource is used,
how many and how rmuch of the turbine is

visible -- all of those that you gave in your

{ SEC 2012- 01} [ AFTERNCON SESSI ON ONLY] {11-02-12}




© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

NN NN R R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O © 0 ~N O O M W N B O

[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

testi nony, those are all objective bases?
It's all factual sort of information, yes.
None of it's subjective?
How i s the resource used? There's studies on
that. Wen is the resource used? There's --
that information could be gained. How
many -- how nuch of the turbine is visible?
That can be determ ned, too.

(Court reporter interjects.)
How often is the resource visited, nunber of
users? It's all factual infornation.
Ckay. |It's an objective. | understand your
answer .

On Page 10 you state, "The Vissering VIA
draws its conclusions on project visibility
fromreceptors that have not been fully
evaluated."” | n what other ways shoul d
Ms. Vissering have evaluated the sites?

Well, if we're going to tal k about ponds that
are 5 mles away and say that's part of a --
what ever it was -- noderate inpact, | would
suspect that the pond woul d have been

vi sited, photographs woul d have been taken,

maybe a si nul ati on.
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| did provide an exanple in here, where
one pond, even though it showed four turbines
visible, only one nacelle would be visible
and three sets of blades would be visible.
So that's a lot different than seeing an
entire tower, nacelle and turbine blade. So
there's nore of an analysis that coul d have
been done at each of the | ocations.
I n your report, do you describe from each
| ocati on how nuch and what parts of the
turbine is visible?
No. However, | did not render a visibility
impact. And if you are, you should know
t hese sort of answers.
You stated al so on Page 10, "In draw ng
concl usions, the Vissering VIA ignores the
results of the Saratoga VIA and relies on
potential views from 11 assorted vant age
poi nts."

Woul d you agree that the vantage points
identified by Ms. Vissering should be
consi dered sensitive view points?
Wll, there are view points that |'ve al ready

i denti fi ed.
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Q Woul d you consi der them sensitive view
poi nt s?
A They were resources of interest, yes.

Q Woul d you consider theminportant to the way
peopl e experience the surroundi ng area?
A Yes, they are comunity-type resources as
conpared to statew de resources.
Q I want to ask you about anot her docunent
aut hored by Saratoga Associates. It is
the -- and the Shadow Flicker Techni cal
Menorandum |'msorry. | don't know what
exhi bit nunber that is.
MR. | ACOPINO G ve ne one
mnute. |'Il get it for everybody.
MR. REI MERS: Thank you.
MR. | ACOPI NO That would be
AWE 3, Appendix 13B. |If you're in the
el ectronic version of the exhibit, it's
Docunent 26.
BY MR RElI MERS:
Q M. CGuariglia, you didn't evaluate the inpact
of shadow flicker on wildlife, did you?
A No.

Q Did you evaluate the inpact of shadow flicker
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in the forest?

A Typically, shadow -- shadow flicker does not

occur through dense vegetati on.

Q Ckay. So that would be a no?

A | did not analyze it, but there is an

assunption in ny report that states this.

Q Isn't it possible that shadow flicker would

occur fromlight passing through the forest,

t he sanme as light through a w ndow?

A. Typically not. Again, the trees -- I'm

assum ng you're saying if you're standing in

a forest.

Q Correct, or wldlife. But, yes, if you're

standing in the forest.

A First off, 1've never heard of any

shadowflicker issues according to wildlife,
so that's not an issue.

If you're standing in the mddle of the
forest and you have a full canopy above you,
t he shadows and the flickers should not reach
the ground. If it does, it should be
di ffused enough where you're not really going
to get a flicker effect. A flicker effect is

determned -- is defined in the report as --
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| don't think I need to read it. But wood
shadow flicker is already defined in the
report.

It also states that there is... let's
see. It also states soneplace -- and |I'm
sorry, | don't know the page nunber. But it
al so nentions that anmbient |ight on the
outside -- or on the outdoors also tends to
help mtigate because of the anmbient light is
different outside than it is inside the
house.

Ckay. You stated that that was assumng with
a full canopy. Did | hear you use the words

“"full canopy"?

Full canopy. Also -- yes.
Ckay. |Is the entire sanctuary under a ful
canopy?

The sanctuary is outside the study area of

t he shadow flicker, 1 believe.

You note on page -- in your report, receptor
w ndows, that it was conservatively assuned

t hat every receptor had wi ndows, one neter by
one neter, and that these

one- net er - by- one-neter w ndows were one neter
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above the ground?

A All the way around the house.

Q Is it possible that shadow flicker -- isn't

it possible that shadow flicker could cone
t hrough the forest in a simlar opening,
simlar in that, you know, rays of |ight
penetrate the forest and the woods all the

tine? |Is that true?

A I have not heard of that being an issue.

Again, as | had nentioned, |I'm naking an
assunption here, is that if you're talking
about WIllard Pond area, that is outside the

study area, so it should not be affected.

Q Wl lard Pond was outside the shadowfl i cker

area?

A And it's also to the south. So shadow

flicker does not tend to occur south of the

t ur bi ne.

Q So are you saying that... would shadow
flicker -- could shadow flicker affect people
or animals using -- or that are outside of
t he sanctuary in -- that are outside?

A. Agai n, the sanctuary is not within the study
ar ea.
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Q I * m aski ng about people or animals who are
out si de, outdoors and outside of the
sanctuary area.

A | guess the question is where.

Q Wthin the study area.

A Well, | think that's al ready been addressed
in the report. And |I've already nentioned --

Q You nentioned that shadow flicker is
especially likely early in the norning and
| ate afternoon?

A Yes.

Q Isn't it possible that there could be sone of
effects of shadow flicker on wildlife, even
though it's not required currently to | ook
at -- into it?

A | have never heard of an issue. 1|'ve
researched a |l ot of reports. WIldlife has
never been rai sed as an issue.

Q | have no further questions. Thank you very
much. Thank you, M. Quarigli a.

A Thank you.

MS. BAILEY: Thank you. It's
been about an hour and a half. Does the

reporter need a break?
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(Di scussion off the record.)

MS. BAILEY: Wy don't we do
M. Bl ock because he said he had about 20
m nutes. Wiy don't we let M. Block do his
Cr oss-exam nati on.

MS. LONGEOOD: Excuse ne. |
was late. |I'msorry. But | would like to
have an opportunity at sone point to ask
questions out of order, if that would be
permtted. | apol ogize.

MS. BAILEY: GCkay. And can
you give nme an estinmate about tine?

MS. LONGEOOD: | woul d say
maybe 10 m nutes.

MS. BAILEY: Ckay. Wy don't
you go ahead, Ms. Longgood.

MS. LONGEOOD: Ckay. Thank
you very much

CRCSS- EXAM NATI ON

BY M5, LONGEOOD:

Q

Again, for folks who were here yesterday, |
went up to the map and showed peopl e where ny
house is located. |'mon 156 Sal non Brook

Road, very close to the project site. Four
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turbines are wwthin one mle of ny hone.
| do see the visual sinulation of the
turbi ne on Sal nron Brook Road where the power
| ines intersect the road. Could you pl ease
tell me what nunber turbine that is?
(Wtness revi ews docunent.)

MS. GEIGER Ms. Longgood,
coul d you please direct the wtness to an
exhi bit or map?

M5. LONGEOOD: It was in the
suppl enental photo sinulations testinony,
AdB. | had it out just a short while ago.
You're tal king about -- this is the Sal non

Br ook Road sinul ati on, Vi ewpoi nt 267?

BY Ms. LONGGEOOD:

Q

A

Yes, that's correct. Thank you.

MR T ACOPINO M. Cuariglia,
is that in your VIA or --

THE WTNESS: Yes, it is.

MR, | ACOPI NO Ckay. So that
woul d be Appendi x 9A. And that's in AW 3,
and it's electronic Docunent 9 in that
exhi bi t.

You | ooking for the turbine nunbers?
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BY M5, LONGGEOOD:

Q I m curious, what nunber turbine that is out
of the 107

A It 1ooks |ike, just a quick | ook, Turbines 3,
4 and 5.

Q Ckay.

MR. | ACOPI NO \Which page --

BY MS. LONGGGEOOD:

Q I only saw one turbine in the picture that |
| ooked at, but --

MR | ACOPI NGO Which figure
are we tal king about?

THE W TNESS: The sinul ation
I's Figure A4B.

MR. | ACOPI NO. Thank you.

A And t hen, based on Figure Al, which shows the
cone of visions, it looks like 3, 4 and 5.
There are actually three turbines viewed from
that road -- fromthat |ocation.

BY M5. LONGGOOD:

Q Ckay. Are you able to, although you didn't
use ny |l ocation, but give ne an idea of how
visible the turbines will be fromny

residence. M hone is 800 feet into the
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forest, situated | ooking out onto the ridge,

are where all the -- the w ndows are rotated
t hat way.
Honestly, | don't know where you live or the

condi tions of the house, so it would be kind
of hard for me to tell at this point.

Quite likely, I could see nost all of the
turbi nes, being in such close proximty?
Well, if you can see the ridgeline --

| can.

-- then chances are you're going to see a
nunber of them

Can you pl ease explain to me on the nap about
shadow flicker? Pardon ny ignorance. This
is all newto ne. But again, | fear the
maj or inpact that this entire project wll
have on ny residence, ny life. And | suspect
If I can see the turbines that -- and I amin
that close proximty, that shadow flicker
will affect ne and ny residence. In

| ayperson's terms, please.

You're west of the road; right? You're on

t he west side of the road?

MS. GEIGER Ms. Longgood, it
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m ght be hel pful if you cane up to the map --

MS. LONGGEOOD: You want nme to
conme up to the map?

MS. CGEl GER:  Yeah, because M.
CGuariglia was not here yesterday, so |'m not
sure he under st ands.

MS. LONGGEOOD: | apol ogi ze.
I*'mnot very well versed in --

MS. GEI GER: That's okay.
Take your tine.

MS. LONGEOOD: Here's Sal non
Brook Road. I'mtrying to |locate ny -- this
map is not --

MR. | ACOPI NO.  Yes, but
Ms. Longgood, when you speak, the reporter
has to take your words.

MS. BAILEY: This can be off
t he record.

(Di scussion off the record.)
MS. BAILEY: W' re back on the

record.

A All right. That way | can get to m crophone

and pull this down.

So on Exhibit 39, Ms. Longgood |ives
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south of Route 9 al ong Sal non Brook Road, on
t he east side of Sal non Brook Road, sonewhere
in the proximty. | think you, Ms. Longgood,
said about three-quarters of a mle to a
mile?

BY M5, LONGGEOOD:

Q I"'mtwo mles up the road.
A I mean -- I'msorry -- fromthe turbines.
Q Three ei ght hundred feet fromthe nearest

t urbi ne, Turbine No. 4.
A Ckay. So it would be Turbine No. 4 -- west
of Turbi ne No. 4.

So, actually, | hate to ask this, but do
we mnd if she cones up and | ooked at one
nore map for ne?

MS. BAILEY: That woul d be
fine, if that's okay with you, Ms. Longgood.

MS. LONGGOOD: 1'I1l try. But
ny nmap-reading skills obviously are not up to
par either, so..

MS. BAILEY: You're doing just
fine.

(Di scussion off the record.)

MS. BAILEY: Ckay. W're back
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on the record.

A My apologies. | just wanted to get a little

nmore informati on based on a different map.
Tal ki ng through with Ms. Longgood, it | ooks
| i ke she is outside the study area of the
shadow flicker nmap, which is Figure 2 in the
Shadow Fl i cker Anal ysi s.

Typical ly, shadow flicker occurs wthin
10 tines of the rotor dianeter. That's when
there is potential for shadow flicker inside
t he house. Anything beyond 10 rotor
dianeters, you still nay get shadow.

However, it's diffused shadow, so it woul dn't
seemlike it's chopping or entering your
house at such an intensity that woul d cause
shadow fl i cker.

So based on this nmap, you are outside
and you shoul dn't experience what is called
"shadow flicker."

BY M5. LONGGOOD:
Q But I'lIl get sone chopping or sone shadow ng

or sonething such as that?

A You just may get a little sweep because

you're at the tail end. You're just past the
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study area, so you may get sone shadows t hat
ki nd of sweep across your land. But it's not
going to be anything of intensity, as |long as
we have the right |ocation on the map.

It all gives ne pause for concern. But,

again, the lighting, having the turbines

visible fromny hone, where | live, there is
absolutely no nighttine light. | know ot her
parts you can see the anbient |light fromthe

Crotched Mountain Ski and Ri de area.

But if | understand it correctly, the
radar-activated |ights have not been approved
yet, or they're in the process or --

My understanding, it's being revi ewed.

It's being reviewed. And those will [ight
and flash when an airplane goes over; is that
correct?

My understanding of it -- and there may be
nore than one different technol ogy out

there -- is that, as an airplane gets cl ose,
| don't know how close it is, the light wll
ranp up in terns of brightness, and that way
it's not a sudden flash on. So, you know, it

would just be lighter until it gets to a
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certain intensity. It wll stay on until the
ai rpl ane | eaves the air space fromthe
turbines, and | think it's just supposed to
turn off after that point.
Thank you. That's certainly -- all I'm
learning is certainly going to alter ny
experience at ny hone.
Thank you.
MS. BAILEY: Ckay. Thank you.
M. Bl ock.
CROSS- EXAM NATI ON

BY MR BLOCK:

Q

Thank you. 1'd like to start with just a
coupl e general, kind of general questions.
Regar di ng your Visual |npact Assessnent,
Appendi x 9A, you nmentioned earlier the basis
of your report. Can you help ne -- can you
just define or explain what you nean by the
term"basis"? |Is that the nethodol ogy or the
pur pose of your report?
No, it's the purpose of the report.
Can you point ne to any specific statenents
in the report that describe that? | couldn't

find sonet hing that described what the
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A

pur pose of the report was. Maybe |I m ssed
it. And | just wonder if you can point ne to
a par agraph or so.

Sure. Page 1 of the visual study, under

Met hodol ogy, 1.1, first paragraph, |ast
sentence. "This process provides a practi cal
gui de so deci si on-makers can understand the
potential visual inpact."”

So it is -- the basis of the report is
to provide that information for fol ks to nake
t hat determ nati on.

Ckay. Wuld you consider this equivalent in
that way to like a scientific study or paper,
or simlar at |east?

| ' ve never thought of that.

l'"mjust wondering. | hadn't either.
Scientific papers got -- are nmuch harder to
read.

| agree with that. It just seens |ike

there's a simlarity, in that there's

i nformati on gathered and t hen concl usi ons
devel oped. And the purpose of a scientific
paper is to get that out.

I mean, it is an analysis. | nean, we
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82

collect the data. W provide the
information. W provide the exhibits and
t hen a sunmary.
All right. | understand that.

Most papers that |1've read usually have
a hypothesis they reach toward the end. Many
papers, | think, that hypothesis exists, and
then the purpose of the paper is to support
t hat and show how t hat hypot hesi s was
reached.

D d you have any hypothesis in m nd
before you wote this docunent?
Before | wote this?
Before you wote it.
No.
So the hypothesis was a concl usion of your --
of what you wote in here?
The sunmary.
The sunmary?
The Sunmary section is based on the
i nf or mat i on- gat heri ng.
Ckay. Again, speaking very generally, can
you tell ne -- maybe it's specifically. |I'm

just inquiring about you personally -- can
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you nane one place that you mght visit in
order to enjoy the view?
Anywher e?
Anypl ace, yeah.
I'ma big fan of the Caribbean. So I | ove
goi ng down to Bar bados.
A specific place there, just describe in 10
words or | ess what the viewis there.
Bl ue waters, palmtrees.
Ckay.
Frozen cocktails.
Sounds good.
[ Laught er]
Woul d you consi der your opinion of that
obj ective or subjective?
l'"msorry. Waat's that?
Wul d you consi der that opinion objective or
subj ecti ve?
Well, that's ny opinion, so it's nore of a
subj ective --
Ckay.
My opi ni on
So the foll owup question is this:

Theref ore, do subjective, aesthetic opinions
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have val ue i n your opinion?
I think you need to recognize it for what --
for what it is, and you need to have nore
obj ective information.
So you don't think your subjective opinion
has value in any situation there?
My professional opinion nay.
"' mjust asking your subjective opinion of
that view. |Is there a value in there?
Everybody has a subjective opinion. And if
you listen to fol ks, there's usually
sonet hi ng of good interest.
Ckay. So does it have val ue, that subjective
opi nion? Maybe to that person, does it
have - -
To that person, sure.
Could it have value in -- for that person to
conmuni cate to sonebody el se?

It's just a sinple question. Yes or no?
And there's no hook in this. I'"mnot trying
to get to any gotcha or anything. | just
want to know, is your subjective opinion --
do you think that should have val ue when you

di scuss it to other people?
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MR ROTH: | would like to
poi nt out for the record that the witness is
| ooking at his -- at the attorney for the
Applicant, waiting to see if she's going to
object, and he's not answering the question.

MR. I ACOPINO He al so has a

big smle on his face, M. Roth, so why don't

we just --
Pl ease answer the question,
sir.
A Coul d you rephrase the question?

BY MR BLOCK:
Q Do you believe that your subjective opinion
shoul d have val ue?

MS. CGEl GER:  About what topic?
Could I ask that? What are you aski ng about?
Hi s subj ective opinion about what?

MR. BLOCK: For instance, the
exanple | just asked, a place he likes to go
because of what he enjoys for the view

A On certain things, yes. However, |let ne just
say that the report is witten to be as

obj ective as possible.
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BY MR BLOCK:
Q All right. | wasn't asking about the report.
I was aski ng about your subjective opinion of

the pal mtrees and the bl ue water.

A. Sur e.

Q So you're saying, yes, it has val ue.

MS. BAI LEY: M. Block, his
subj ective opinion on the palmtrees and the
bl ue water in the Cari bbean has value in this
pr oceedi ng?

MR. BLOCK: | just want to
know, does he consi der subjective opinions of
aesthetic views as having val ue?

MS. BAILEY: You got to relate
it to the proceeding.

MR, BLOCK: | didn't want to
get into this, but I feel like what |I'm
hearing himsaying is that only objective
opinions -- only objective studi es have val ue
in determ ning aesthetics. And |I'm a teacher
of visual arts and aesthetics, and | just
want to know, can subjective opinions of
aesthetics have value? |It's a phil osophi cal

questi on maybe.
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MS. GEIGER And I'mgoing to
obj ect on the basis of relevance. | thought
t he purpose here was to anal yze facts and
draw conclusions of law fromthem So |I'm
not sure what a discussion of phil osophy is
going to do to further the tine that this

Commttee i s spending.

MR. ROTH. Madam Chair, 1'd
li ke to be heard on this point. | think the
Wi tness has hinmself, in his testinony and his

Cross-exam nati on, introduced this chall enge
t o whet her subjective opinion is worth
considering in making a visual inpacts
assessnment. So his views on that issue are
directly germane, whether or not he rel ates
themdirectly to this particular project. |
think it's the basis for his concl usions,
such that it is -- I'mnot even sure how far
he goes with it -- but his concl usion that
there's no inpact on visual and aesthetic
values in the region. And so | think that's
directly relevant, and he should answer it.

| thought the way M. Bl ock

just asked hima mnute ago said it
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perfectly. And | hope he renmenbers how to
say that again, because | understood the
question very wel|.

MS. BAILEY: If you can answer
t he question, answer it. If you can't, say

you can't answer it.

A Subj ective opinions are fine; however, they

really need to be backed up with objective
facts. My subjective opinion nmay not be what
you agree to. However, if you have facts,

t hen maybe you can start understandi ng nore;
you can have sonmething to really grab a hold

of that's not sonebody's feelings.

Q All right. Wll, that's not a yes or no

answer, but for the sake of efficiency, |
wi |l nove on.

Looki ng at your prefiled testinony,
which | think is AWE 102, which is part of
t he conbined testinony -- so |I'm | ooking at
Page 6, which electronically is 62 of 269 --
on the very bottom of that page you talk
about, | guess, your viewshed nmap here and
how you arrived at your -- essentially this

poi nt, the vegetative version of the viewshed
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map.
A Sur e.
Q And you use the screening effect of

vegetati on was i ncorporated by addi ng 40 feet
to the height of those DEMgrid cells that
are forested according to NLCD dataset. |I'm
finally understanding that DEMis D gital
El evati on Model .

A Correct.

Q NLCD i s National Land-Covered Dat aset.

Can you tell ne a little bit nore about

this National Land-Covered Dataset. | assune
it's sonmething you got online fromthe

federal governnent; is that correct?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. Is it dated? 1s there -- how recent
is that, | guess?

A | knowit's in the report.

(Wtness revi ews docunent.)
A On Page 5 of the visual study, the NLCD
dataset is 2001.
Q And do you know how often that is updated?
A. Not very often.

Q Ckay. Do you know if the federal governnent,

{ SEC 2012- 01} [ AFTERNCON SESSI ON ONLY] {11-02-12}




© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

NN NN R R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O © 0 ~N O O M W N B O

[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

or whoever puts that together, do you know,

do they field-check that?

A. No, it's all by satellite inagery.
Q Ckay. By imagery.

In the | ast couple of days, | know we've
repeatedly heard a | ot about frequent ti nber
harvest in the area, both on Tuttle Hil
and -- it's an economc factor in Antrim and
various other towns. Do you know if that is
taken into account in tal king about this

mat ure vegetati on?

A Sure. Actually, on the next page, Page 6,

Verification of Viewshed Accuracy, second
par agraph, "To help determ ne" -- | guess
['"ll just read the short paragraph.

MS. BAILEY: Excuse ne. Are
you on Page 6 in your testinony or in the
report?

THE WTNESS: |In the report,

vi sual study.

A It states, To help determ ne the accuracy of

vegetati on data used for viewshed
devel opnent, the NLCD dat aset was overlaid on

one-foot colored digital orthophoto
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quadrangl es infrared aerial imgery, dated
2010, of the study area and revi ewed for
consi stency against the NLCD data. So we did
take that data. W got the nobst recent
aerials and did a check.
And continuing on wth that paragraph,
it did note m nor discrepancies.
BY MR BLOCK:
Q Ckay. But you also conclude that it was
hi ghly consi stent, though, with the NLCD

overlay; is that correct?

A Wth m nor inconsistencies, yes.

Q Ckay. Did you personally do any field
checki ng?

A On public roadways, yes.

Q On public roadways or --

A. Yeah.

Q Can you give ne an idea of how extensive your
field checki ng was?

A | drove numerous roads, stopped at numerous
| ocations. The viewshed nap did seemto be
pretty accurate.

Q | noticed in your supplenmental you extended

your viewshed study to a 10-ml e radius?
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Yes.
Did you do the sane thing covering that
10-m |l e area?
No, | did not.
Ckay.
However, the sane review process did occur
Page 12, | guess |'m goi ng back now to
your -- on the original prefiled direct
testi nony, Page 12 -- no. Actually, | want
to go to Page 10 on that. I|'msorry.

Line 9 and 10 says, "The vast majority
of the study area -- i.e. 94.7 percent --
W Il be screened fromthe project by
I nterveni ng | andf orm and/ or vegetation."”

So in terns of that, can you tell ne --
' massum ng, then, your field check included
that. D d you drive to a nunber of
| ocations, essentially get out of the car and
| ook and see -- could you see Tuttle or
Wllard HIlls fromthere?
Yes.
Ckay. How confident are you that driving
around and | ooking at that, fromclose to

95 percent of the town, you could not see
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per haps the existing net tower, which is a

very -- at least a distinct feature right
now, which is clearly -- then you know you're
| ooking at Tuttle Hill when you see that?

How confident are you that 95 percent of the
t own cannot see that?

Wel |, based on the assunptions and what | had
seen, fairly confident.

Ckay. | nean --

Just to add one nore thing, though, to help
bal ance the whole thing as well, also
remenber that the NLCD data did not al so

i ncl ude screening effects by vegetation -- or
by tree -- I'"msorry -- structures. So, |ike
in the village of Antrim where there may be
visibility, those houses down there woul d
actually screen visibility.

So the NLCD data doesn't include that,
so it is alittle over-conservative for that
issue. It also doesn't include hedgerows
that may al so affect visibility.

So there are other possible screens is what
you' re sayi ng?

Exactly.

{ SEC 2012- 01} [ AFTERNCON SESSI ON ONLY] {11-02-12}




© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

NN NN R R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O © 0 ~N O O M W N B O

[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

A

So -- now maybe |I'm wong, but when I

i nterpret what you're saying about this NLCD
data, is it essentially is putting a 40-f oot
| ayer over al nbst everywhere --

No.

-- of dense tree canopy?

Actually, there's different criteria in the
NLCD data. We |look for the mature grid
cells. So we try to stay away fromall the
scrub/shrub sort of vegetation and | ook for
t hose cells that are noted as being nore

mat ure vegetation. So it's not just taking
the NLCD data and just bl anketing the whole
area. There are different criteria wthin

t hat i nformation.

Ckay. So, forest age -- when you tal k about
"mature,"” | assune you're talking about
forest age at that point would be a factor;
Is that correct?

"' msorry?

The age of a forest in a specific area m ght
be a factor? Because you tal k about nmature
vegetation, and that is an age assessnent?

Essentially, yes.
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So, for instance, on the --

Hei ght, hei ght.

Hei ght .

Yeah. Because scrub/shrub could be mature,
too, but it's only going to be 10 feet.

Stuff |Iike that we woul dn't include in our
anal ysi s.

I'"'mnot a forester, so | don't know the
answer. But do you have any idea how mature
a forest then needs to be to be 40 feet tall
i n general ?

It all depends on the species. But |, too,
am not a forester.

Ckay. | have heard in the | ast few days that
the Tuttle/WIIlard area has been | ogged
fairly consistently on and off for a nunber
of decades now.

Sure. Unh- huh.

Do you have any sense of how mature the
forests are up there, then, as a result?

Wl |, based on what | have seen, | nean, they
| ook to be a good size. So |I would say that
they're, in the whol e schene of things,

fairly mature. | nean, as you know, trees
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could reach hundreds of years old. So to say
they're that old, no. But they do have a
nice size to themthat wll screen visibility
towards the ridge.

Even if the area has been | ogged within the

| ast 10, 20, 30, or 40 years; is that true?

Again, I'mnot a forester to know how f ast
things grow. | do know that different
species grow at different rates. | would

i magi ne sonet hi ng pl anted 20, 30, 40 years
ago woul d be a decent size.

Do you know of any plantings that occurred up
on Tuttle Road ridge?

l"'msorry?

Do you know of any pl antings that have
occurred up there in terns of the forestry
operati ons?

No.

Have you observed any up there?

|*ve heard that there were sone | ogging, but
that's the south side.

Ckay. |'mcurious, because your vegetative
vi ewshed nmap essentially shows that there are

almost -- if | look at that there, 1t's
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essentially all white, except for naybe al ong
where the road is proposed. So it |ooks |ike
there's no turbines visible fromanywheres up
al ong that ridge, essentially.

Well, not necessarily. Pointing to the nap
of 39, there is visibility along the
ridgeline down in the vicinity east of 8,

east of 6, a little spot east of 4, west of
6, west of 3, west of 1. So it probably has
been picking up sone of that recently | ogged.
Ckay. So the -- and what colors are -- you
know, it's kind of distant to ne. But can
you descri be what the colors are in those
areas for your col or coding there?

Colors are 1 to 10, different spots.

One to 10. Can you show ne sone areas on the
ri dge where you show that 10 turbi nes woul d
be vi si bl e?

Ten.

On the ridge itself I'mtal king about.

Well, as far as the road itself, all through
here, all through there, a little up here.
Ckay. Wiile we're on this subject, since

it's far away, earlier we tal ked about -- or
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you tal ked about -- earlier you tal ked about
the viewthat | did fromthe so-called

bl ueberry field. Can you point to that again
on the map up on the high point? There | ooks
to be a patch of color up there. Can you
descri be that?

Yeah, sonewhere between one and four.

One and four turbines. Ckay.

The phot ographs | took up there, not
counting -- not even in regard to anything
| ve inposed on there, in terns of potenti al
view, show Tuttle H Il all the way down to
Wl ard Mountain.

Is that consistent wth what you're
saying there, that | would only see very few
turbines there if | can see all the way to
Wllard Mountain fromthere?

Well, again, we didn't do a conplete anal ysis
of your sinulation. So | can't really give
you an opinion on the total nunber that woul d

be visible based on your | ocation.

Ckay. |I'mnot -- actually, I"'mnot really
tal ki ng about ny sinmulation. 1'mtalKking
about the view fromthat hill. So your
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A

vi ewshed says that, fromthe top of that hill
or the top of Wndsor Mountain, | could only
see one or two turbines, maybe three, maybe
f our.

Yes, according to the viewshed map.

| assune there was no field checking to
verify that. | assune there is no --

Agai n, that was private property.

Ckay. | guess -- so a question | have about
your -- and | had it witten down here
sonepl ace.

On this viewshed map, other than the
identified recreation |and, which | assune
were the | arge green patches, do you -- does
that map differentiate at all between public
and private | and?
|'"msorry. Could you repeat that? | was
| ooki ng at your sinulation.

I"msorry. Gkay. Oher than the | arge green
areas, which | understand are recreation
areas, does anything else in your nmap
differenti ate between public and private

| and?

Just the color coding on the maps.
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Q Can you be nore specific? Wat do you nean

by "col or coding"?

(Wtness revi ews docunent.)

A Yes, in our viewshed nmaps, we do show a

vari ety of green conservation, public |ands,

that sort of thing.
Q You call that recreation, which | assune sone

m ght be private, sone m ght be public. But
' msaying, other than that, is there any
differentiation on the viewsheds between
public and private ownership of |and?

A No.

Q Ckay. Does the ownership of the piece of
| and, say public versus private, change the

vi ewshed characteristics of turbines on that

pi ece?
A ' msorry?
Q Woul d the ownership -- or does the ownership

of a piece of land, let's say whether it's
public versus private, does that change --
have any effect or change on the vi ewshed
characteristics on that piece of |and
physi cal | y?

A No.
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Q Ckay. W' ve heard tal k about shadow fli cker.

| don't want to go into that too nuch, but
I'd just like a little clarification.

| understand what you said about the 10
di anet ers. If the sun was behi nd a turbine,
and you were greater than 10 di aneters, what
would the effect -- what m ght the effect be?

How do you descri be --

A Depends on where you're located. |If you're

| ocated to the north, you shouldn't see

anyt hi ng.

Q Well, if the sun is behind a turbine, but

you're greater than 10 di aneters, can you

descri be the effect?

A. Again, if you're to the north, sun is com ng

fromthe south, which is going to be higher?
So, as shown on sonme of those typica

patterns, the potential shadow flicker is

very close to the turbine. It would not
extend a great distance. It wouldn't even
make it to the 10th tinme rotor dianeter. |If

you're to the east or west, that's when you
have the potential for shadow flicker. The

intensity is within 10 tines rotor dianeter
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Is where there are potential issues. Beyond

that, you'll probably see nore of a sweeping
for relatively short distances. 1t's not
sonething that will occur for mles; so,

probably just a little bit further than the
10 tinmes rotor dianeter, in which case then
the intensity of the |ight should be very
low. So all you'd see in the | andscape is
just kind of |ike a shadow, |ike you would of
a passing cloud in the sky.

Q Ckay. But passing clouds usually nove very
slowy; correct?

A Sur e.

Q I"'mtrying to be nore specific here, that if
you're in a situation where the sun is
directly behind the turbine, okay, |I'mnot --
it doesn't matter whether you're to the south
or north. But there's the sun. Here's a
turbine, and here's the viewer. But the
viewer is greater than 10 dianeters. |'m
just wondering what -- what the effect wll
be in that case. Let's say through a w ndow.
M ght it becone sort of a pul sating?

A We can't discount north and south in your
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statement. So |I'm assum ng east and west.
And if you're, let's say, 15 tinmes the rotor
di aneter, you should not see a flickering
ef fect inside your house.

Q Ckay. So you would not have -- there
woul dn't be any pulsating or any -- the
shadow woul d be steady, you think, at that
poi nt ?

A There's been no proof of pul sating beyond,

you know, that distance.

Q So, 10 dianeters is 3,806 feet.

A That - -

Q That's correct, approxi mately?

A Yes.

Q Soif I was 3,900 feet, | would not see any

flickering, any pulsating or anything; is
t hat true?

A What ' s t he nunbers agai n?

Q You' ve got a study area of 1,160 neters,
which is approximately 3, 806 feet.

A Yeah.

Q So I'msaying -- and you're sayi hg beyond
that point there's no shadow flicker. So if

I*'msaying 3,900 feet, the shadow i s steady.
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Is there a cut-off? | mean, is there a sharp
cut-off --

A It's not a sharp --

Q -- the way your nap shows?

A. It's not a sharp cut-off, no.

Q Well, your map shows a sharp cut-off. That's
why |' m curious about that.

A Agai n, according to rules and ot her

docunentations froma variety of places,
within 10 tines the rotor dianeter i s when
there is the potential to have a nui sance.
Qutside the 10 tines rotor dianeter, there is
not a nui sance, understanding that there may
be sonebody that's sensitive to it, that may
be an extra 40 or 50 feet away fromthat 10
tinmes rotor dianeter.

Q Ckay. Do you know if there's any
docunentati on that guarantees that receptors
beyond 3,806 feet wll not have probl ens?

A All | can tell you is, there's docunentations
t hat studi es were done that support the 10
tinmes rotor dianeter.

Q And do you have any specific references of

docunents that you're tal king about there?
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Q

Well, | provided one in ny prefiled
testinony. There are others as well. |
don't renenber them off the top of ny head.
All right. 1'll leave that for now
On Page 12 of your prefiled direct
testi nony, at the bottomyou say, "Wnd
turbines will be set back fromresidential
structures by nore than one-half mle" --
this is part of the mtigati on neasures, the
first one listed -- "by nore than a half-mle
to assure the maxi mum screeni ng benefit
provi ded by existing woodl and vegetation.™
So, would -- by setting back a
half-mle, would that assure a conplete
screening of a view of a turbine?
I'"msorry. Could you repeat that?
By setting a turbine back nore than a half a
mle to assure the nmaxi num screeni ng benefit
provi ded by existing woodl and vegetati on, as
It says here, would that assure conpl ete
screening of the view of a wi nd turbine?
And that's in ny -- can you pl ease provide a
| ocati on?

|*'mreading here, just the bottom of Page 12
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on here where you have the first --

A Page 12 of ?

Q O your prefiled direct testinony, Page 12 of

17, where the question is: Have mtigation
measures been inpl enented? And you say, yes.
And the first one listed is that setting back
a half mle to assure naxi mum screeni ng
benefit provided by existing woodl and
veget ati on.

And | just want to know, would that
maxi mum exi sti ng vegetati on screeni ng
conpletely -- in general, conpletely block

the view of a turbine?

A Doesn't state that.

Q It doesn't. I'masking if you could state

whet her or not it woul d.

A It's all site-dependent.

Q Ckay. If it was partial -- screened in

partially, do you consider partial screening
to be a sufficient mtigation of the visual

ef fect of turbines?

A Agai n, depends on site specifics.

MS. BAILEY: M. Block?
MR. BLOCK: Yes, |'m w nding
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up here.

MS. BAILEY: |'msure that the
reporter's getting really tired at this
point. So go a little bit slower, but
swifter

MR. BLOCK: Swi fter but
sl ower .

MS. BAILEY: Speak sl owy.

MR, BLOCK: Slower. Ckay.

MS. BAILEY: And if you're
only like another five mnutes, then we --

MR BLOCK: Yes. Yes, | am

BY MR BLOCK:

Q Ckay. Actually, the very end of your
testi nony, Page 17 of this prefiled
t esti nony, your conclusion, the last part is,
"Over time" -- and | know this was nentioned
earlier -- "Over tine, wnd turbines wll be
nore accepted as they becone an integral part
of the | andscape, simlar to other
infrastructure projects -- e.g. transm ssion
lines -- seen within | andscape.”

Are you inplying here that 492-foot

spinning wind turbines are simlar visually
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108
or eventually mght be simlar visually to
20- or 30-foot tel ephone pol es?
A. No. What | am saying, though, is there wll
al ways be peopl e agai nst the project.
However, people were al so agai nst
transm ssion |lines, and you hear |ess and
| ess uproar about transm ssion lines. | hear

the sane thing about wi nd projects going in,
t hat they becone part of the | andscape. The

acceptance continues to grow fromthere.

Q Can | andscape -- | just was curious. And

when you tal k about | andscape here, | | ooked
up in the dictionary, and it defines it as
"all of the visible features of an area of
countryside or land, often considered in
terns of their aesthetics appeal.” And we're
t al ki ng about the whol e thing, visual inpact,
as aest heti cs.

It also defined it as "rural scenery,"™
which | thought was interesting. |In fine
arts, it says it's the category of aesthetic
subject matter in which natural scenery is
repr esent ed.

So do you consider that these industrial
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wi nd turbines will ever appeal -- appear

natural in the | andscape?

A. |'ve never said that.

Q Do you -- I'"masking for a yes or no answer
now. | know you haven't said it before.

A | have nentioned in the -- ny report that
t hese are man-nade structures that wll be

within the | andscape.

Q So they will -- does that nean they wll
never | ook natural, in your opinion?
A. They're turbines. They're not natural.
Q And t hey nove.
A Sur e.
Q And t hey spin
MR. BLOCK: No nore questions.
Thank you.
MS. BAI LEY: Thank you.
Ckay. W're going to take a
10-m nute break and be back at -- maybe I|'I
give you 12 mnutes -- 3:25. It's now
3:13 p. m

(Wher eupon a recess was taken at 3:13

p.m, and the hearing resuned at 3: 35

p. m)
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MS. BAILEY: M. Longgood.

MS. LONGEOOD: Yes. |I'd like
to go on the record. | made a m stake. M
home is within the shadowflicker range as |
| ooked at that map. So | would like that to
be reflected in the record, please.

CRCSS- EXAM NATI ON

BY M5, LONGEOOD:

Q

o >» O >

And if you could possibly explain how that
m ght change ny experience, | would
appreciate it. Thank you.
Is that that one house that --
Woul d you like ne to come up and show you?
That woul d be good.
Ckay.
MS. BAILEY: Of the record,
show hi mwhere it is on the map.
(Of the record discussion with
Ms. Longgood and the wi tness.)
MS. BAILEY: Al right. Back
on the record.
MS. LONGEOOD: Thank you.
MS. BAILEY: Do you have a

question for hinf
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MS. LONGGEOOD: Yes.

BY M5, LONGEOOD:

Q

I'd like to know how being in that
shadowflicker area wll affect me, differing
from your explanati on of bei ng outside of

t hat ar ea.

The structure that Ms. Longgood identified
was No. 80 on our viewshed map -- or I'm
sorry -- on our shadow-flicker map, which is
Fi gure 2.

Best guess is that's the residence, her
house we nodel ed as having upwards to 21
hours and 28 m nutes of shadow flicker over
the course of a year. There is a good
potential for vegetation to help screen that
shadow flicker. Let ne just -- now, let nme
just -- 1'"1l back up a little bit, but let's
just tal k about general tine franes of
potenti al shadow flicker at your house.

As part of the report -- | don't know if
you have access to the report, but there's a
graph on Page 8 that's actually of your
house. And generally, shadow flicker w |l

occur several nonths of the year, not every
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year, for relatively short periods of tineg,
upwards to an hour. However, it may be | ess.
Sometimes | do round up, just to give even
time franes.

And it would be comng fromnmnmultiple
turbines, so it wouldn't be necessarily one
turbine every day. It may be Turbine 3. It
may be -- actually, | could tell you.

Turbine 5, for instance, you may experience
shadow flicker between 8:00 and 9:00 fromthe
m ddl e of Novenber to the m ddl e of January.

And t hen, you know, each turbine is
slightly different, in terns of each nonth.
Again, this wouldn't be an everyday
occurrence. There's many factors that wll
i nfl uence whet her you may have shadow
flicker: Is the turbine running? 1Is it
raining out? Because if it's raining out,
you're not going to get shadow flicker. |If
it's cloudy out, you're not going to get
shadow fl i cker.

So it's not an everyday occurrence. And
what we have found is, a lot of these are

over-conservative for a variety of factors.
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Thi s was based al so on the turbines
runni ng 24/ 7, which may not al ways be the
case. So there would be sonme relief as well,
just based on operation of the turbines.

So it would occur early in the norning,
short periods of time, not every day and not
every nonth. And | would really refer you
just to this page here, Page 80, if you have
access to the shadowflicker report. It
gives you a little better idea of the
potential time franes.

Now, the other thing is orientation of
your w ndow towards the project site. As
nmentioned earlier, when we ran it, we tried
to be overly conservative and essentially
sai d your house was a gl ass house.

Al'l ny wi ndows | ook out on the ridge towards
where the turbines will be.

Ckay.

It was purposeful, as that is the view,
unobstructed vi ew.

But that al so could hel p, not know ng what's
on the north side of the house, the south

side of the house, and the orientation to the
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turbines. For instance, if the turbine north
of your house is casting a shadow flicker, it
may not enter your front windows. It may try
to enter the north side of the house. So
that would also limt the potential shadow
flicker. So there's a lot of different
varieties that -- different things that could

actually limt your shadowflicker potential.

Q Thank you. |'m nervous about all this
information |I'm | earni ng about, but thank you
for explaining it.

MS. BAI LEY: Ckay. M. Roth.
MR. ROTH. Thank you.
CRGCSS- EXAM NATI ON

BY MR ROTH:

Q M. Guariglia, you testified earlier that
peopl e grow accustoned to wind farns. Isn't
It also true that, in sone instances,
communities that accepted wind farns grew to
di sl i ke them and becone annoyed by then?

A Do you have a specific?

Q ' mjust asking you fromyour genera
know edge.

A From what | have seen, those people who have
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not |iked the project fromthe beginning are
very vocal after the project as well. | can
tell you those that | have tal ked to have
said either, | wasn't sure about it, now
don't mnd them or, you know, | find them
very graceful, or, you know, they' ve becone
accustoned to them So really --

You're restati ng your previous opinion, but
what | asked you is, are there instances --
and maybe your answer is no, where people
have grown to dislike themafter they were
initially accepted by the community?

Well, based on information, it's hard to say
because there's a | ot of naysayers, and those
are the ones that make the nost noise. So
it's really hard to render an opi nion on

t hat .

Ckay. Now, there was sone testinony earlier
on the noise elenent in this proceedi ng that
sound and vi sual together create a double
whanmmy. Do you agree with that?

| heard that, too. |'ve never studied that.
|'ve never heard it, so | can't really render

an opi nion on that.
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Q Ckay. Now, I'd like to turn your attention

to your exhibit -- or the attachnent to your
suppl enental testinony, JWG 2. It's the
10-m |l e Vegetated Viewshed Map. Do you have

a bl owup of that by any chance?

A There you go.
Q Thank you.

Now, it's my understanding -- and
correct ne if I'"'mwong -- that anypl ace you
see a little sort of sal non-col ored spot
t here, that those are |ocations where 9 to 10
of the turbines fromthe project wll be

Vi si bl e.

A. Yes.

Q Ckay. Now, isn't it true that on this map

t here may be dozens of these pl aces?

A. Sur e.

Q Ckay. Now, in your prefiled, and perhaps it

was this nmorning or earlier this afternoon
when you did your rebuttal, you criticized
Ms. Vissering' s testinony saying that she
didn't go out and assess the additional 33
sites, and therefore, it's premature to

suggest that there's any inpact fromthat.
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Wasn't that your testinony?

A Yes, | believe it was premature.

Q Ckay. Now, in your prefiled testinony on
page -- your supplenental prefiled testinony
on Page 8, didn't you yourself render an
opinion that, even in light of the 10-mle
vi ewshed map, that the project wouldn't have
an unreasonabl e adverse effect?

A Can you refer ne to a page?

Q I just did.

A Yeah. I'msorry, | mssed it.

Q Page 8.

MR | ACOPINO O which
testi nony, M. Roth?

MR ROTH. It's the
suppl enental prefiled testinony of
M. CGuariglia, Page 8.

BY MR ROTH:

Q And maybe I'm m sinterpreting the study area,
but on Line 7, 8, 9, taking into account the
entire study area, the project will not
result in an unreasonabl e adverse i npact to
t he aesthetics of the Antrimregion.

A Yes, that was based on the 5-mle.
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Ckay. So isn't it -- so would you agree that
you coul d conceivably do the 10-m |l e vi ew and
determ ne that those -- what you agreed were
dozens of additional places where 9 to 10
turbi nes woul d be visible, could create an
unr easonabl e and adverse effect on the

aest heti cs?

| did not -- simlar to Ms. Vissering, | did
not go out and look at it. | created the
vi ewshed map. | created the summary anal ysi s

based on the resources that we found. So |
couldn't render an opinion on the type of
vi ew and how there may be sone sort of

I mpact .

Ckay. And do you agree that the way you
woul d determ ne the inpact is by the
proximty of the |location, the nunber of
turbines visible, and the area of the
resource that has views of the turbine?
Well, I haven't rendered an anal ysis on

i mpact, in terns of |ike Ms. Vissering did,
for each resource, but there would be a | ot
of criteria that you would | ook at.

So | guess from-- just so |I'mclear, your
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testinony is that you -- notwthstandi ng what
| read on Page 8 of your suppl enenta
prefile, you' re not rendering an opinion that

when you include the 10-mle vi ewshed, that

there is still not an unreasonabl e adverse
effect?

A. | didn't -- | didn't reviewthe 5- to
10-m | e.

Q Ckay. Wth respect to the survey that you

did -- and | heard you say, if | quoted you
correctly, if I wote it down correctly, you
said, "I amassessing visibility. Jean
Vissering is assessing inpact."” |Is that a
correct at |east paraphrasing of what you

sai d before?

A. Yeah. W identified visibility, yes.
Q Ckay. And | guess | went through the earlier

cross-exam nati on and your prior testinony,
kind of scratching ny head to try to
under st and whet her what you did in your
assessnent here, that's Appendi x 13B -- no,
wrong one -- your Appendix 9A to the
Application, the Antri mWnd Energy Project

Vi sual | npact Analysis of January 9, 2012, is

{ SEC 2012- 01} [ AFTERNCON SESSI ON ONLY] {11-02-12}




© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

NN NN R R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O © 0 ~N O O M W N B O

[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

what you did -- did you performa visibility
assessnment -- a Visual |npact Assessnent?

(Wtness revi ews docunent.)

Q This shouldn't be a hard question. | nean,

you did this al nost a year ago.

(Wtness revi ews docunent.)

A In this report, we identified visibility and

how it may be perceived, which could be
categori zed as an "inpact." However, this is
a different sort of analysis than M.

Vi ssering had conpl eted. W | ooked at an
area as a whol e versus specific |ocations,
and | think that was the difference | was

trying to make.

Q So is this kind of a hybrid of a visibility

assessnment and a visual inpacts assessnent?

I nean...

A The report, yes, | guess you could -- because

we do identify, saying how many turbines are

visible, project visibility and stuff |ike
that. So | guess it could be considered a
hybri d.

Q Ckay. Now, in your business as a | andscape
architect -- was that the proper description
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of your --
A Sure. |I'ma | andscape architect, yeah.
Q Is a visibility assessnent different than a

vi sual i npacts anal ysis?

A Depends on what |evel you bring it to. There
can be differences. For instance:
Ms. Vissering did a visual inpact assessnent,
which is | ooking at nore specific | ocations.
We did a general visual inpact assessnent
| ooking at the entire study area rather than
honi ng in on specific and thoroughly

anal yzi ng on those | ocati ons.

Q Now, is the way you did it a commbn practice
In your --

A Yes.

Q -- in your industry?

A Yes.

Q And do you know any ot her projects where it

was done this way, that this was accepted by
a reqgul atory body such as this one?

Yes.

Can you tell us what those were?

In terns of what we have done?

o >» O >

Wel |, anybody that's done a hybrid of a
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visibility assessnent and a visual inpacts

assessnment such as you descri bed here.

A |'ve got many projects that have been

constructed i n nunerous states where this

met hodol ogy has been foll owed, yes.

Q Can you nane a couple of then?

A Tuscola Bay out in Mchigan. That was going

to be conpleted. There's nunerous ones
t hroughout New York. Probably too nmany to
menti on. Beech Ri dge Wnd Farm down in \West

Vi rginia.

Q Ckay. Are there any where a regul atory body

such as this one has rejected this anal ysis?

A No. As a matter of fact, it's usually

wel coned.

Q Now, there was some di scussi on about

obj ective and subjective. And | don't really
want to get into the phil osophical nature of
it, other than, would you agree that the
standard that is being applied in this case,
whi ch is, does the project have an

unr easonabl e adverse effect on aesthetics, is
t hat an objective standard or a subjective

st andar d?
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A Well, you know, that's a good questi on.
Visibility inpacts assessnent, visibility
projects are very subjective. So everybody's
going to render their own opinion.

Wien | rendered ny opinion, | tried to
use facts or objective statenents, you know,
such as we | ooked at the community. It's
very rural and highly vegetated. So there
woul d be fewer potential view ng the
proj ect --

Q | didn't ask how you did it. | asked whether
that standard is a subjective one or a
subj ective one. And you answered the
question, and | appreciate that. Thank you.

Now, in your testinony you criticized
Ms. Vissering for failing to do sort of a
sufficient objective analysis of the various
| ocations. And | would ask you to | ook at
Pages 5 through 14 of her report. And that's
PC Exhi bit 1.

A. What page was that agai n?
Q Page 5 t hrough 14.

A Thank you.

Q PC 1
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A Yeah.
Q | just -- you don't have to read it al
carefully, but just |ook through there. You
see on Page 5 there's a description of
W llard Pond and its uses.
A Sur e.
Q On Page 6 there's a description of Bald
Mountain and its characteristics. On Page 8
there's a description of Goodhue Hill and its

uses and characteristics. On Page 9, G egg
Lake, it's characteristics and uses. Page
10, Pitcher Muntain and so on each of these
containing sone sort of description of the
resources and its uses. And | ask now for
you to turn to your report dated January 9,
2012, and show ne in here where you contain a
simlar analysis of the resources that you
decided in this assessnent were inpacted or
not .

(Wtness revi ews docunent.)

A Just so that way | answer your questi on,

because | have a coupl e of thoughts here, can
you restate your question?

Q The question was: Can you | ook at your
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report and show ne, show the Conmttee, where
in your report you conducted a
resour ce- by-resource di scussion of the uses
and characteristics of the resources that

you' re eval uating?

A No. Ms. Vissering | ooked at the resources in

nore detail, as | would suspect she woul d,

gi ven her approach on the report.

Q Ckay. So | guess you would agree with ne

that there's nothing like that in your

report?

A No, | woul d agree.
Q Ckay. Thank you.

Now, you could either | ook at M. Von
Mertens' testinmony or 1'll just read you sone
bits fromit. And her testinony, | honestly
don't know what exhibit it is.

MR. ROTH: If the counsel to
the Commttee could help us out?

MR. | ACOPI NO \VWhat are you
| ooki ng for?

MR. ROTH. The testinony of
Frances Von Mertens dated July 31st, 2012.

MR. | ACOPI NO That woul d be
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ASNH. Actually, you know, they did not nark
Ms. Von Mertens' testinony as an exhibit.

MR, ROTH. Ckay. | guess |
would like to have it admtted as an exhibit.

MS. MANZELLI: If it's easier
for organi zati onal purposes, the plan is for
t he Audubon testinony -- prefiled testinony
to be narked as exhibits prior to the Audubon
panel, which will be occurring in the |ater
part of this hearing.

| have no objection to this
testi nony being marked now. But if it's
easier to keep it all together from an
organi zati onal perspective, that's our plan.

MR. | ACOPI NO The i nmmedi ate
problem for the Commttee is if you' re going
to be readi ng sonething, we don't have it up
here right now, and we probably don't want to

make 30 copies right now either. So --

MR. ROTH. No. I'Ill just
proceed, and we'll see how we can do with
this.

BY MR ROTH:
Q I*'mreading fromher testinony, which was
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filed on July 31st. And | know that you said

you haven't seen it already.

A May | ask who the person is?

Q Frances Von Mertens resides at 234 ElmHi |

Road, Peterborough, New Hanpshire. She's a
former trustee and honorary trustee of the
Audubon Soci ety and current nenber of the
ASNH Sanctuari es and Land Managenent
Commi tt ee.

And based upon what she says on the
first page of her testinony, she's been very
deeply involved in Audubon Society and Harris
Center activities, fundraising, volunteers,

et cetera. Does that answer your question?

A. Yes. Thank you.

Q Now, in her testinony she says -- the

question was posed: Pl ease describe visitor
usage of WIllard Pond. And she says, boats
tend to be canoes, kayaks, and the boat

| aunch is busy on hot sunmer weekends. She
says weekday usage pi cks up when nature
canpers fromthe Harris Center, the Wells
School and the New Hanpshire Audubon, anobng

others, visit the sanctuary. She tal ks about
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neeting a canoei st. She tal ks about
encounteri ng several kayakers that were
fishing in Wllard Pond. She tal ks about a
chapter of Trout Unlimted indicating --

M5. GEIGER: |I'mgoing to
object to this. M. Roth is just reading
Ms. Von Mertens' testinony into the record.
And if he has a question, | won't object to
that, but | just don't think it's necessary
for himto keep reading her testinony.

MR. ROTH: There is a
question. And if we had the testinony in
front of him | could ask himto read it and

t hat woul d probably be acceptable. But if

you'll allow me, | have just a little bit
nmore of this reading of -- |I'"mnot reading
the whole thing. |I'mjust picking out a few

things to point out. And there will be a
question nomentarily.
M5. BAILEY: Can you get to
t he questi on?
MR. ROTH: | prom se you.
MS. BAI LEY: Now?
BY MR ROTH:
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She al so describes a network of trails that
circle Wllard Pond, and marked trails draw
hi kers year -round.

Now, given what | just read and
described from M. Von Mertens' testinony,
whi ch i ncludes fishing, hiking, school
groups, day users, all year-round users, do
you think that the WIllard Pond and the
wildlife sanctuary sound to you that they
share sone of the characteristics of a state
par k?

But it's not a state park.

Ckay. | understand it's not a state park.

"' mjust asking you whet her you agree that
the way | described it, it sounds like it
shares sone of the characteristics of a state
par k.

My | ocal | ake has got the sanme sort of
prograns, and it's just a | ake.

You're arguing with ne. But | just want you
to answer the question.

Does it sound like it shares the
characteristics of a state park?

| can't answer that.
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Q Ckay.

A I have not had a chance to revi ew her

testi nony, verify the accuracy of her
statenments or anything. So | can't render an

opi ni on.

Q Ckay. |If that's the way you want to answer

it, that's your choice.

If the wwldlife sanctuary and Wl l ard
Pond were a state park, would it change your
opi ni on about whether it should be given nore

wei ght in your analysis?

A State resources funded by state parks do

take -- shall | say, clinb up the | adder
hi gher than not-for-profits. But additional

anal ysis would need to be reviewed on it.

Q Ckay. Thank you. Now, you had -- | believe

it was in your supplenental testinony. You
tal ked about, again, the lattice towers and
t he advertisenents, that is sonme form of
mtigation.

And the question is this: Are you aware
of any comercial wind park on this side of
the country, or anywhere that you've seen in

your career outside of California, that uses
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| attice towers for wind turbines?

A Snmal | er turbines, yes.
Q In an industrial comercial w nd park?
A I'"mtrying to think. 1In terns of an

i ndustrial w nd park, turbines this size,

probably not.

Q Ckay. You may not know the answer to this,

but I'lIl give you a try. Do you think that a

| attice tower could support a 3-negawatt w nd

t ur bi ne?
A. Believe it or not, | have seen turbines that
are extrenely tall supporting large -- 1've

seen lattice wind turbines that are extrenely
tall, however not in the United States, and |

don't know the size of them

Q Ckay. Have you ever seen in the United

St ates advertising on a wind turbine, on the
tower or up on the nacelle, other than
per haps, you know, the identification of the

conpany's | ogo?

A That's exactly what we're asking not to have
happen. And yes, | have seen that.
Q Ckay. So you' ve probably seen pictures of --

fromParis in the 1940s when they put the big
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lights that said "Citroén" up and down the
Eiffel Tower; right?

Yes.

Have you ever seen anything |like that on a

wi nd turbi ne?

No.
No? Okay.

Now, you said that, in response to a
question | believe by Attorney Reinmers -- he

asked you, So is this 95-percent anal ysis al
of your anal ysis upon which you based your
finding on? And | think the answer that you
gave hi m was no.

What el se did you base your findings on,
if not on the 95 percent?
In terns of what finding?
Your conclusion that the project would not
have an unreasonabl e adverse effect on
aest heti cs.
It is -- 1 had nentioned to himthere were
various different factors that were taken
into consideration. The rural nature of the
area, town of Antrim according to the 2010

census, only had 2,367 individuals, according

132
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to the 2010 census. The area is highly
vegetated. | did nention visibility, based
on the vegetated vi ewshed nap, shows

95 percent of the area will have screening.
So that's just a repeat.

There are no specific views to be
preserved, identified in the Town master plan
or conservation plan. So there is no
preservation of any sorts of views. There
are a few desi gnated resources statew de or
of national significance within the study
area. And that's the original study area.
And we considered the entire study after,
trying to give sonme sort of bal ance,
under st andi ng that there could be inpacts
per cei ved by fol ks.

So we | ooked at the entire area, not
just a few | ocati ons.

Q Ckay. So you |l ooked at it, | guess for want
of a better term en gross, but you didn't

| ook at any of the specific resources within

the study area. |Is that fair to say?
A. l'"msorry. \Wat?
Q You | ooked at the -- you | ooked at it en

{ SEC 2012- 01} [ AFTERNCON SESSI ON ONLY] {11-02-12}




© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

NN NN R R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O © 0 ~N O O M W N B O

[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

134

gross, but you did not | ook at any of the
specific resources within your study area; is
that fair to say?

Well, the locations that we did sinulations
from obviously we were there. W did do,
you know, sone surface review. W did note
sone of the recreational opportunities. W
didn't | ook at every single 71 receptors, no.
Ckay.

However, those that we did do sinulations,
obvi ously we have know edge of it.

Ckay. But in your report, you already
acknow edged that you didn't provide any

anal ysis or description of any of those
specific resources that you did. But now
you're saying that it is in there somewhere?
No. We did not wite a description of each

| ocation |like Ms. Vissering did.

Ckay.

That's just part of our desktop anal ysis that
we come across this informati on and
under st andi ng of the resource.

So you're relying on your Table 2; is that

correct?
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A

Relying on Table 2 for what?

For your assessnent of the resources, the

speci fic resources.

And firsthand know edge of those resources,

of the ones that we had visited, yes.

But your firsthand know edge, whatever that

Is, isn't expressed anywhere in your report

or in your testinony, is it?

No.

Ckay.

I mean, if | could add one thing to that,

t hough? On that table, obviously we had to

understand the types of people using it, the

| andscape character and stuff |like that. So,

you know, there is sone recognition of it.

We just didn't fully describe.

Ckay. So, yeah, that's an excell ent point.
Isn'"t it fair to say that on your

Table 2, you didn't describe or discuss

hi ki ng, cross-country skiing, snowrobiling,

boati ng, fishing, bird watching, napping,

tree huggi ng, none of that stuff; right?
(Wtness revi ews docunent.)

As part of table 2, in great detail, no.
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However, what | would point out is, for
i nstance, we did list viewer groups for each
| ocation -- for instance, recreation. And on
Page 12, there is a description of a user
call ed "Recreational User and Tourists." It
doesn't describe tree huggi ng and roasti ng
chestnuts and stuff like that. But it does,
you know, state sone of -- it acknow edges
that a | ot of these |ocations would have
recreational users and gives a description of
t hem

So there is information |i ke that that

has been associated wth these | ocati ons.

Q But no real analysis of what their

expectations of the particular resource m ght

be; correct?

A. Specifically, no. However, reading through

all the information, you |earn nore
information in terns of what sone of the
expectations nmay be. For instance: Under
Recreational Users and Tourists on Page 12 of
the Visual, it says, "The sensitivity of
recreational users to visual quality is

variable. But to nany, visual quality is an
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i mportant and integral part,” et cetera, et
cetera. So we do provide sone of that
i nformati on.

Q But because there are no state parks there,
you don't provide any weight to it; isn't
that fair to say?

A "' msorry?

Q Because there are -- you're not analyzing any

state parks there, you don't seemto provide

any particular weight to that, do you?

A I guess, can you rephrase the question?

Q Well, tell nme what about it you don't

understand. |If you -- the question was: |If
t hese users, these recreational users, aren't
at a state park, you don't seemto give any
particular weight to their expectation of the

experi ence, do you?

A No, there's no weight given on this. No.

Q Ckay. |I'm |l ooking at Page 10 of your report,

and you have Inventory Criteria and

Desi gnat ed Resources. Now, | ooking at these,
| see you describe recreation areas including
pl aygrounds, fishing access and the |i ke,

significant publicly accessi bl e areas devoted

137
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to conservation and preservation, bicycling,
hi ki ng, ski touring, snowrbiling and the
i ke.

| mean, given these criteria, why do you
have -- why do you place so nuch inportance
on, you know, things |ike where governnment al
resources or state parks are at stake? Don't
these criteria give you a nuch broader way to
i nventory resources?
Wll, right. That's the purpose of this is
to inventory as many resources as possi bl e,
given the rural nature.

However, there is a hierarchy when
| ooking at things. You can't say Local Road
252 is going to be the sane inpact as, just
because we' ve been tal king about it, WIllard
Pond. So as you go through the process,
there will be resources that rise to the top,
dependi ng on what they are.

Typically, as even Ms. Vissering has
stated before, the inportance of, shall |
say, statewi de significance, and |I'm
paraphrasing a little bit here, tends to be a

little bit nore inportant because of the
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noney that's spent. It's law. It's
preserved by a | egislative body.
So, yes, that would take nobre precedence

over, unfortunately, a not-for-profit
organi zation. It's your and m ne noney,
t axpayer dollars, that's paying for that.

Q Is it possible for a resource owed by a
conservati on organi zati on or even a private

property to have statew de significance?

A Not that |'ve ever cone across.

Q I f sonebody cane along and said, | want to
pai nt an advertisenent for Absol ut vodka on
the side of the Enpire State Buil ding, do you
think that that woul d be sonething that woul d
have a resource of statew de significance?

M5. GEIGER: |I'mgoing to
object to the question. | don't know how
that's relevant to our discussion about
what's going on in Antrim New Hanpshire.

MS. BAI LEY: Il think it's a
fair question. Maybe you could cone up with
a nore | ocal exanple.

BY MR ROTH:

Q Wll, | would like to use -- let's tal k about
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the A d Man of the Mouuntain. Are you

famliar wwth the A d Man of the Muntai n?

A. Let's try sonething else. |1'mnot that old.

Q So you're not famliar with the Add Man of

the Mountain that used to be up in Franconi a

Not ch, New Hanpshire?

A No. Sorry.
Q Ckay. Well, it was a fairly significant

statewi de resource for a tine there. | guess
| don't see the reason to find sonething nore
| ocal .

You know, let's go with a hypothetical.
Sonebody wants to pai nt an Absol ut vodka
adverti senent on the side of the Enpire State
Building. Don't you think that that is --
that the Enpire State Buil ding and whether it
woul d have that kind of a visual inpact on it
woul d be a statewi de significance, at |east

in New York, if not maybe in the entire

wor | d?

M5. GEIGER | think the
question's unfair. |1'mgoing to object to
it. It seens to nme that there are other |aws

and ot her considerations that the w t ness
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woul d need to consider, |ike outdoor
adverti si ng.
MS. BAILEY: Maybe you can
answer it subjectively.
A Wll, | think if sonebody painted an Absol ut

vodka on any building, there would be | aws

br oken.
BY MR ROTH:
Q That doesn't answer the question. Wether it

breaks the |law or not isn't the question.
The question is: Wuld the Enpire State
Bui | di ng be considered a statew de resource
even though it's private property?

A Not necessarily.

Q Real | y? Okay.

A Statue of Liberty would be a statew de
resource.

Q All right. That's public property. So you
really draw the distinction that if it's
private property, no matter how visually
important it is, that that cannot have
statew de significance? That's what you're
sayi ng?

A Well, the definition of "statew de
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significance" is it's owed by the State.
It's the law. It's preserved by the
| egi sl ati ve body.

Q Have you ever been to Barbados?

A Yes, | have.

Q Ckay.

A Just recently.

Q Just recently. |It's a beautiful place. [|'ve
been there a couple of tines nyself, and I
really love it.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Coul d we
nove on?

BY MR ROTH:

Q Whet her this is subjective or objective, the
question that | have for you is: Wuld your
vi ew of blue water and pal mtrees be --

[ Laught er]
(Court Reporter interjects.)
BY MR ROTH:
Q Woul d your view of the blue water and the

pal mtrees on Barbados be inpaired by a row
of ten 500-foot tall wind turbines in the
foreground or m d-range?

A Well, honestly, | haven't studied it. And

142
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I'd have to study it and I'd | ove to study
it, soif you find ne sonebody to work with.
| can tell you that offshore projects, you

know, that's a whol e ot her nature.

Q | didn't say that they would be offshore. |
said that they would be in the foreground or
t he m d-range.

A Well, foreground to ne could still be in the
water. So --

Q True. Are you a golfer?

MS. BAILEY: Al right. Cone
on. Let's nobve on.

MR ROTH. No, this is
actually a real question, and it's ny | ast
one.

A | try to be.
BY MR ROTH:
Q Ckay. Let's take you back to Barbados.

You're on the Sandy Lane golf course, and the
sun -- you probably have observed this
phenonenon. The sun passes behi nd a cl oud.
And you can see the shadow of the cloud

com ng across the ground from sone di stance;

correct?
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A Hrm hnm

Q And this is really just educational for ne.

Coul d you see shadow flicker froma di stance
as well? So I'm hypot hesi zing that you're
st andi ng outside that |ine of demarcation
that you posited, and you're | ooking towards
t he shadowflicker zone, if you will. Wuld
you be able -- while you' re standing there,
woul d you be able to see that shadow flicker

occurring in the distance?

A Wuld | be able to see the shadow?

Q The shadow flicker occurring?
A The shadow flicker only occurs inside
structures. So if |I'm standi ng outsi de

| ooki ng towards that study area, would I be
able to see the shadow sweep across the | and?

| couldn't see why | wouldn't.

Q Ckay.

Unl ess there's sonet hing bl ocking ny view.

Q Just one nonent.

(Pause i n proceedi ngs)

Q My | ast question. |Is there anywhere in New

Hanmpshire | aw or policy that you re aware of

t hat defines "statew de significance"?
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Not in New Hanpshire. Many other states,
t hough.

MR. ROTH: Gkay. Thank you.
That's all the questions | have.

MS. BAILEY: Ckay. Conmittee
questions? M. Dupee.

MR. DUPEE: Thank you, Madam
Chair. Still thank you, Madam Chair.

| NTERROGATORI ES BY MR DUPEE:

Q

And good afternoon, M. CGuariglia. Pleased
to neet you.

Sanme here.

My word processor kept trying to change your
name for --

(Court Reporter interjects.)

BY MR DUPEE:

Q

So you' ve been asked a | ot of hypotheticals
this afternoon, which are obviously difficult
to answer. So I'mgoing to shift gears a bit
and start comng nore fromthe process, if
t hat' s okay.

So, just to review a couple things, we
heard earlier on fromAttorney Geiger. She

f ocused on facts and concl usi ons of | aw,
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which is really what this Commttee is neant
to do. And eventually we'll take all the
testi nony and hopefully conme up with
sonet hi ng al ong those |i nes.
Sure.
And you' ve heard that part of the reasons --
part of the ways we nake the determnation is
figuring out whether or not there is
unr easonabl e adverse i npact on aesthetics.
Sure.
I think you know t hat because your concl usi on
on Page 17 of your initial testinony speaks
to that point.

Ckay. So |I'massum ng that you're here
not just to tell us that you've drawn a
concl usion of no, which is the first part of
your final statenent, but you got here by a
process that this Commttee coul d understand
and learn fromand be able to apply in this
circunmstance, and perhaps it could apply in
ot her circumstances. So when the Committee
does its work, it's doing it in a way that's
sort of consistent and can be foll owed and

can be somewhat simlar fromcase to case.
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Yes?
Ckay.
So could you tell ne a bit about the process
that you followed to get to the concl usion
you got to.
Ckay. Should | start wth the process of
conpl eting the visual analysis, too?
Yeah, if you wouldn't m nd going to Page 4, |
think it is.

MS. BAILEY: Page 4 of his

t esti nony?

BY MR DUPEE:

Q

Actual ly, the bottom of Page 3 of your
prefiled January 31st testinony, because |

t hink there you tal k about having created a
practical guide, which kind of caught ny
attention.

Yes. So when we conpl ete these visual inpact
anal yses, resource assessnents, whatever you
want to call it, we follow a specific

met hodol ogy that seens to work, and numerous
| ocati ons obviously custom zed for each

i ndi vi dual project. But there is the basis.

The met hodol ogy itself, |ike on Page 1,
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descri bes -- of the visual resource
assessnment describes the steps in which case
the VIA is devel oped. W review the existing
land -- I'"mjust going to paraphrase a little
bit here. And if you' d like to, | can get

into alittle nore detail.

Q Just a second. Page 4 of your testinony

where it tal ks about how you use the

follow ng steps, is that where you are?

A. |'"mactually referring now to the visual

study on Page 1. It mght be alittle nore

i nformati ve.

Q | guess since | sort of prepared ny thoughts

around - -

A. Sur e. Sur e.

Q -- if you wouldn't mnd. Help ne foll ow

along a little better, that's all.

A Yeah, okay.

So we follow particular steps that has
been devel oped over many, nmany years and

adj usted based on conversations with fol ks

such as yourself. So we follow these general
steps. | nean, obviously, there's nore
detail in each step. But we provide an
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overview of the existing | andscape. W
review all sorts of material that we can
find, aerial photographs. W drive the area
to get a feeling of what the | andscape is.
And we try to conme up with descriptions of
the study area, and we include that in the
visual report. So that ends up being |ike
your baseline sort of scenario.

We al so then conduct a visibility
anal ysis, which is sinply a viewshed mappi ng.
W create a topo only, then we conplete the
topo with vegetation. And we |look at it and
say, all right, well, how much visibility is
in the project area? W Kkind of set that
asi de, because the inportant thing on that
is, when we start |ooking at resources -- and
t hey can be statew de-significant -- and
because of this rural area, we didn't
strictly keep with just what we refer to as
"statewi de-significant resources.” W tried
to get into the community, what's i nportant
to the community. | think we even listed the
school s, so that way the community itself

coul d understand how m ght the school be
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I mpacted as well or have visibility.

So we make this big laundry |ist of
that, and then we map it on the vi ewshed nap.
And fromthere we're able to determ ne, al
right, do the structures have potenti al
visibility or these resources have potenti al
visibility?

Once you nake that determ nation, it's
all G S-based. W can run all sorts of
analysis on it just to figure out potenti al
visibility. That's when we go out in the
field again and actually drive around to
t hose | ocations that we have determ ned have
visibility. As long as they're accessible
and we see that there's visibility, we'l
take pictures towards the project site.

Now, in order for us not to get
confused, we actually bring GPS | ocati ons out
there with all the turbines mapped in our
GPS, and we can orientate ourselves to
specific turbines. So we always know we're
| ooki ng towards the project.

That kind of |eads into the next step of

once we do that field work, we take a | ook at
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the pictures. W create a list. In this
case, the |list was hel ped devel oped by a
coupl e of |l ocal organi zations, and they had
the input in terns of where we went, as well
as what sinulations that they would like to
see. So then we create the sinulations. And
that's a AS. It's AutoCAD and a Phot oshop

sort of exercise, all based on nodel s.

Q Al'l done to scale, | presune?
A All done to scale. W get the regiona
terrain. W build each individual little

turbine. W place themin the appropriate
spots. We'll inport features as we need to.
For instance: |If we're | ooking down the road
and we know there's five houses down al ong
the road, we'll grab GPS, or we'll use high-
resol ution aerial photographs, so that way we
can include those in our nodel to hel p us
with the photo sinmulations. This way it
hel ps our accuracy. W'IlIl include roadways
as we need to as well, just so that way we
have a high | evel of accuracy.

So during that whole process, we'll

create simnmul ations. W'll review them
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We'll tweak them run themthrough a QA QC
process to nmake sure that they're al
reasonabl e and they're as accurate as hunmanly
possi bl e.

Then, once that information is gathered,
part of our report deals wth how m ght these
turbines ook in the | andscape. For
I nstance: There was sone reference about the
character of the | andscape. |In our
descriptions we mght say the line of the
| andscape, which would be the curvilinear
form if you wll, of the terrains, the
tur bi nes woul d be sticking above the terrain.
So there would be vertical elenents that
woul d be visible fromsel ect | ocations.

And there's a |l ot of other analysis,
| i ke we have nentioned nunerous tines. Table
2 in our report, that's got different factors
that affect visibility. And that's all
described in our report as well. So that way
peopl e can understand, what is contrast? You
know, if you have the sun to your back and
it's a white sky, you know, the turbines may

blend in nore to the white sky because
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there's | ack of contrast between the turbines
and t he sky.

The reverse would be the sane, too; that
if the sun is behind the turbines and it's a
bri ght day, the front of the turbine is going
to be very dark because it's in the shadow,
and they're going to stick out nore.

So the entire report goes through that
just to describe the potential scenarios and
how t hi ngs could be affected. And then we
wap up with our summary. So it's a |ot of
information. It's a step-by-step process
that we go through.

Thank you for that. So a couple thoughts on
that. So would this sort of process you
described to ne --

(Court Reporter interjects.)

BY MR DUPEE:

Q

So the process you just described to ne in
detail, is this sonmething that you can apply
essentially to any facility that you' re asked
to evaluate, not just to a wind turbine farnf
Yes. As | nentioned before, each project is

different. The sane net hodol ogy may be used.
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It's proven to work. There may be little
t weaks based on different | ocations,

di fferent project types.

Q So that being the case, if | continue down

your testinony, it cones to the next -- |
won't call it bullet. It has a little dash
in front of it, and it says, "eval uated
aesthetic effects of the visual change."” So
' massum ng that's where the specificity
cones in that separates this from any ot her
generic facility evaluation you mght do; is

that right?

A Right. Exactly. Like |I had nmentioned,

there's sonme of those descriptions in there.
And we tal k about, you know, the -- just

par aphrasi ng what m ght be in the report --
but, you know, the tapered turbines, ten of

t hem sti cki ng above the | andscape. So that
woul d obviously be different than, let's say,
a power plant that is lower profile wth a

200- or 300-foot stack.

Q Makes sense. And | think your last little

poi nt or bullet on that page, or that part of

t he page, tal ks about identified
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opportunities for effective mtigation. So
It sounds like that's when you sort of pull
everyt hing together that you' ve done to date,
figure out if there's a need for mtigation,
what options m ght be available to those who

have to do the mtigation; is that correct?

A That's what we try, yes. You know, these are

| arge structures.

Q So the key question for you then is: Wuld
you think that mitigation at sone point m ght
i nvolve not siting a facility at a certain
pl ace? The reason | ask this question is
very inportant, because if we say you could
al ways site, that kind of begs the question:
Wiy are you worri ed about aesthetics?

So there has to be an option there of
being able to say in sone cases, yes, we site
It because it neets the criteria; sone cases,
no nmatter what |l evel of mtigation w try to
do, it sinply wouldn't neet an aesthetic

standard. Does that make sense to you?

A I think so. But | think that goes to your

regul ati ons.

Q Correct. Wiich is why I'msort of |ooking

{ SEC 2012- 01} [ AFTERNCON SESSI ON ONLY] {11-02-12}




© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

NN NN R R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O © 0 ~N O O M W N B O

[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

156

for sort of the argunents that we can use
al ong these lines. GCkay. So, thank you.

So, nmoving along, | think on Page 10 of
your prefiled you talk about visibility. And
| think -- go down to Page 10 again, to Line
14, 15. In there you tal k about visibility,
about how common it is. And it essentially
menti ons comon - -

(Court Reporter interjects.)

Q -- cleared agricultural |ands and water
bodi es. And obvi ously, one of the water
bodi es we tal ked about this afternoon is
Wl ard Pond.

A Uh- huh.

Q And that was one of the water bodies that you
went through this possess you described to
nme. You nodeled it and prepared a copy of
it, which I think I want to | ook at next,
which is, | think, Exhibit 8, A8B, which for
the record is a -- called photo sinulation of
what WIllard Pond would | ook |ike should this
facility be sited as it's been proposed,;
correct?

A. Correct.
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And because this was done with very well -
devel oped, sophisticated techniques, 35S, et
cetera, that this is a very accurate

representati on of what actually would be

seen?

Yes.

So you would -- | believe |I counted nine
turbines on this picture. |Is that correct?

It appears to be correct.

Ckay. And they might vary from being hardly
vi si bl e, maybe the second one over fromthe

right, to -- | knowthis is a scaled nmap --

to maybe how vi si bl e, sonething al ong those

l'i nes.

MS. BAILEY: M. Dupee, could
you nmaybe nove your m crophone closer to the
edge of the desk?

MR. DUPEE: Certainly.

MS. BAILEY: Thank you.

BY MR DUPEE:

Q

And it sounds |like -- also, we've heard this
afternoon a | ot about WI Il ard Pond. And |
have to admt, | didn't know a | ot about

Wl lard Pond nyself before this whol e process
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began. But we learned that it is a sanctuary
and i nvolves a nunber of acres of |and, |
t hi nk t housands of acres of land. | went and
visited their web site to learn that fact.

W al so heard, | believe -- I'"mnot sure
we raised the point -- but under state law in
New Hanpshire, it's called a "Great Pond," a
wat er body 10 or greater acres, not owned by
any individual. 1t's owned by the State for
state purposes. And |I think you nenti oned
fishing being one exanple how t hat m ght be
used. But any legitimte use, of course, by
the public is all owed.

So | think we also heard a question --
and | was going to ask you this, but you may
have been al ready been asked it and answered
which is: Wuld it be reasonable to believe
that individuals who choose to visit a renote
w ldlife sanctuary, such as WIllard Pond,
where there are no ot her ant hropogenic
structures or houses or whatever, would be
nore prone to wi shing to experience a
conpl etely natural outdoors experience?

A Is it a question on --
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Yes.

-- whet her they want to experience or --
Right. This would be an individual who woul d
be prone to cone to a wildlife sanctuary.
Sure. Yeah. See, now, that's a question |

t hink we kind of tal ked about earlier. But
tal king about it further, an individual going
to the sanctuary, you know, is still going to
have a natural sanctuary. There are going to

be views of the project. There's no denying

t hat . However, there's nmuch nore to the
sanctuary than these | ocations. | know, for
i nstance, | hiked sone of the trails on the

sout hern end of the project. Walking around
t he pond, you may not see the turbines the
entire way around. So it really depends on
sites specific in Wllard Pond. Yes, there
is visibility, but there's also areas that
don't have visibility.

So to me, going there for the resource
itself, I would think that | would still see
a natural setting. | would see turbines on
privately held | and outside of the sanctuary,

yes, but | would still be able to enjoy a

159
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very ni ce sanctuary.
And | think this picture was taken -- and |
nmean, did you take it?
Thi s one here?
Yes.
| believe | did, yes.
Is that taken fromthe | andi ng area?
That -- there were two of us out there. |
believe this one was mne. It was actually
taken a little further east of the dam
Ckay. So, |ooking down the pond; is that
correct?
Yeah. | had to | ook down and across in order

to get a nore open view. Now, mnd you, the
goal of this was to find that nice open view
Hrm hmm | appreciate that. | appreciate
t he point you made. | think it was
95 percent of the area that m ght be i npacted
woul d not nmaybe have this degree of visual
experi ence.
Exactly.
So | understand your point on that.

So what 1'd like to do -- all these

questions are sort of precursors to ny main
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question, which is now junpi ng back to what
we tal ked about earlier, which is eval uating
aesthetic effects. So we tal ked about fact.
W tal ked about how the facility woul d | ook
if it were built. And we tal ked about the
conclusion that you reached on Page 17, which
was there woul d be no inpact -- unreasonabl e
adverse inpact. And you nentioned that
certain parts of your process are pretty
generic; they're facility-general. But
there's a certain point where you went
t hrough and eval uated the aesthetic affects.
So | want to just sort of explore that. W
talked a lot earlier this afternoon about,
you know, specific suggestions, ideas. But I
really want to know about the process.

What could | take from your testinony
that would give ne a way to say | can apply a
reasonabl e set of principles and guidelines
that would allow me to distinguish between an
unr easonabl e adverse effect between a
reasonabl e one for this particular site,
recogni zi ng you can't speak to the

Commttee's broader authority?
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A Wll, | think that there is no true

definition for where you go from no adverse
effect to, you know, an inpact. Wat we
tried to do is, after we | ooked at
everything, we tried to |l ook at it and say,
all right, we may have sone areas that have
I mpact, but we also have a | ot of resources
that are used by the community that may be
just as nice resources possibly, you know, in
ot her people's mnds, that have no inpact.
So there has to be a bal ance there.

Know ng that there was only a few
| ocations that had the potential to have |ike
sone sort of inpact, we |ooked at it as nore
of a global picture. W didn't get down to,
all right, we're |looking at three | ocati ons.
These three | ocations have significant
I mpact; so therefore, the entire area, you
know, has an inpact. W didn't do that sort
of thing. W tried to look at it
holistically. And that's -- sone of the
met hodol ogi es that -- or the categories that
I had nentioned earlier, the nunber of people

that are in the area, the fewer people,
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there's less for an i npact or people to see
the project; the fact that we're | ooking at a
hundred square mles of area versus just a
few | ocati ons.

There's all those lists that we had
done. It is alnbst a case-by-case basis
because each project is different. These, as
we were reading the report and goi ng through
t he process, junped out at us immediately in
terms of these things. And, again, | know
t here's di scussi ons about statew de
significant resources. But that's a very
real thing.

Every project that we' ve worked on,
there's always that sort of criteria. And
there's a hierarchy in regards to that. So,
know ng that there isn't a whole | ot of
statew de-significant resources, that al so
kind of led us down the path of, there is no
adver se i npact.

So it was that entire list that | had
provided, trying to be nore objective than
subj ective, | ooking at sone of the facts

rat her than just feelings.
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Q Can you reference ne back to that list?
A Yes. |'m hopi ng that nade sense.
Q It did.
A

So as | had nentioned earlier, we cane up
with sone of these |locations or criteria that
we consi dered as part of, you know, com ng up
wth that final conclusion. W feel that the
area is rural, as | had nentioned, |ess than
2,400 people within the town of Antrim

hi ghly vegetated. | nean, that's clearly
evident just driving through the study area
and the town and nei ghboring towns itself.

We did | ook at the vegetated viewshed
map. N nety-five percent of the vegetated
vi ewshed map shows screening towards the
pr oj ect .

Inportantly, there are no specific views
to be preserved, identified in either the
Town naster plan or their open-space
conservation plan. So that was really
i nportant, too. There's no docunentation of
specific views to be preserved.

There are also, as | had nentioned, few

desi gnat ed resources of what we consi der
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statewi de or national significance.

And then the other thing, as | had
mentioned, is we considered the whole area, a
hundred square mles versus just a few
| ocations, recognizing the fact that sone
peopl e may say that sonme of these areas are
an i npact, but how -- sonetines you have to
draw the line of how can a few | ocati ons
dictate a hundred square niles where there
may be just as inportant resources to people.

Q Thank you.
Coul d you envision here -- an exanpl e
before us of wind turbines. Could you think
of anot her type of structure or facility that
m ght be on that ridgeline that you would
think that sort of crosses the aesthetics
line, that no matter what kind of mtigation
one were to apply to it, it really doesn't
bel ong t here?
A Well, 1'd be hypothesi zing, but the worst

case woul d be nountaintop renoval or m ning.
Q So, that would be taking away a structure?
A. Yeah, taking away the nountai n.

Q That woul d be --
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That woul d be worst case.
Thank you very nuch. No further questions.
Thank you.

MS. BAILEY: Dr. Boisvert.

| NTERROGATORI ES BY DR BO SVERT:

Q

You made a strong argunent that state-owned
properties beconme state-level significant and
therefore nore are worthy of consideration as
opposed to privately owned properties. That
position is untenable.

My reason for saying that, and | can
docunent it easily, is that there are 22
nati onal historic | andmarks in New Hanpshire.
These are national |level, not state. | just
ran through a list of them | can find three
that are publicly owned: U S.S. Al bacore,
which is a submarine; the Robert Frost Hone
owned by the State; and Saint-CGudens -- it's
a national park in Cornish. He's the fellow
who nmade the statute of Lincoln at Lincoln
Menori al .

Goi ng through the list, | can quickly
identify eight of the national historic

| andmar ks that are owned by private
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non-profits. These would include places |ike
t he MacDowel | Col ony.

What el se do we have here? A nunber of
hi stori c houses, including the house of one
of the signers of the Declaration of
| ndependence, the John Paul Jones House.
These are owned by private non-profits.

There's privately owned properties on
here, such as the Mount Washi ngton Hotel,
which is a national historic |andmark |isted
in part because it was the site of the 1944
Bretton Wods Monetary Nati onal Conference,
sonet hi ng that econom sts all recogni ze. And
t hat property, anong others, is -- has

I mportance for aesthetics, such as --

A l'"msorry. Wat was the |last part?

Q It has inportance that derive fromits

setting and aesthetics --

A Sure.

Q -- such that, recently when they wi shed to
put in sonme cell towers -- co-location in the
jargon -- on the property, they were required

to do it in such a way as not to interfere

with the aesthetics of that property.
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A. Sur e.

Q And in fact, there have been sonme ol der cel

towers there. And they're actually sort of
i mproving the | ooks, as it were.

So the idea that publicly owned property
Is nore significant than privately owned or
private non profit owned does not apply in
the historic preservation world. And in that
worl d, aesthetics are considered to be a very
i mportant part. | don't know if you were
present earlier in the day when we were
speaking with the historic preservati on and
cul tural resources managenent professionals,
and they were placing a great deal of
i nportance on the setting of the property, as
to whether or not that would be an adverse
af f ect.

So ny perspective here is that the issue
of "significance" is independent of
owner shi p, and ownershi p does not necessarily
confer additional inportance.

You may not be as aware as sone of us in
the roomof, shall we say, the high fiscal

conservati smof our state |egislature and
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their interest in spending noney to acquire
vari ous kinds of properties, no natter what
t hey m ght be.

MS. BAILEY: Dr. Boisvert.

DR. BO SVERT: Yes.

MS. BAI LEY: Excuse ne. Can
you get to the question?

BY DR BOA SVERT:

Q Does this informati on change your opinion
about whether or not properties nust be
state-owned in order to be considered
statew de-significant?

A Wel |, you brought up national or
state-registered historic places. | run into

t hat on many projects. Yes, nmany of them are
privately owned. But they have a
designation, a historic designation, and
that's what puts theminto a

statew de-significant. They're spoken for
They went through a process. | know in New
York, in order to -- and | believe there's a
simlar process here in New Hanpshire. But
in order for a house to becone "historic,"

you have to go through applications, and the

169
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state organi zation pretty nmuch has to approve
it.

So, while they nay be privately owned,

t hey have a state or a national designation,
so that's why those can be consi dered
statew de-significant.

But you also hit on a very inportant
part. When we | ook at historic houses or
structures or districts, one of the things
that we | ook at when we're eval uati ng i npact
or hel ping the cultural resource people, is
why is it historic? And as you nentioned,
sonetines it's because of the type of facade
it is or the owner or the | andscape.

And as you nentioned with that one
| ocati on about the cell tower, we've had that
i ssue in another project as well, another
cell tower.

So the fact that historic hones are --
or structures nay be privately owned and not
al wvays the case, they still fall into the
st at ewi de-si gni fi cant because of the
designation that it has. There's no other

way to get that designation except for
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getting it approved by the State.

Q You're in error in detail, but not

substantially. The designation is made by
t he keeper of the National Register in
Washi ngton. It's not made by the State. W
make recommendati ons. But we'll give you
t hat .

But ny observation that | feel that
you' ve nade an error in judgment is the error
of causality. The designation by the keeper
of the register or agreenent by the state
hi storic preservation officer -- and I'mthe
deputy historic preservation officer -- it's
a matter of recognition. It doesn't cause it
to be historic. It was historic before it
was so defined. It's a matter of recogni zi ng
it. And ownership is not considered to be in
any way, shape or formcausing it to be

hi storic, to be significant.

A R ght.
Q And that is where | would ask that you change

your opinion. And clearly you' re not of that
opi ni on, but --

MS. BAILEY: Do you have
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anot her question, Dr. Boisvert?

DR. BO SVERT: No, that pretty
wel |l covers it.

MS. BAILEY: Ckay. Thank you.

M. Si npki ns.

| NTERROGATORI ES BY DI R SI MPKI NS:

Q

Just a quick question on determ ning state
si gni fi cance.

You tal ked about if it's owned by the
governnent. | was curious. Wat about
privately owned | ands that have an easenent
on them held by the State?

Well, if the easenment is owned by the State,
then that would | evel sonme sort of | ook at.
It all depends on what it is.

Well, in particular, I'"mthinking of
conservati on easenents that are held by the
State of New Hanpshire, but the ownership is
still in private hands.

That could be -- | know we've consi der ed
stuff like that. Quite honestly, in our
experience, a lot of tines it has to do with
hunti ng, you know, where the State goes in to

a farm and says -- you know, they nake a deal
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and then they open it up to hunting. So it
depends on the specifics.

Ckay. Are you famliar with the Federal
Forest Legacy Program by the U S. Forest
Service? The reason | ask is because it's
not for one specific purpose. There's a
whol e judging criteria that we have to go

t hrough, both with the state ranking | evel,
and then it gets ranked by the team at the
federal level. And it's for nmultiple uses.
So | was just curious if you were aware of
t hat .

|*'maware of the concept. | didn't know the
specific name of the | egacy. Again, as you
nmentioned, there's ranking. So that's
sonething that we'd | ook at, too.

And that's based on wildlife, habitat,
aesthetics, rare, threatened or endangered,
all those types of things.

So is that an exanpl e of sonething that
may rise to the level of state significance?
Agai n, the easenent is owned by the State, so
it would be considered a statew de. Again,

you know, there is, as you nentioned -- why
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is it owned by the State? 1Is it because of
wildlife or habitat? You know, that nmay be
different than if it's owned for aesthetics,
and within there it says these views have to
be preserved. So it really depends on al so
the rationale behind that. But it would at
| east warrant an additional | ook.
Ckay. Do you renenber -- did you find any of
t hose when you were reviewing this area?
Fromny recollection, all the easenents that
| renmenber were nore of not-for-profits. O
there nmay have even been |i ke Boston
Uni versity or Boston Coll ege had sone sort of
easenent, too. | don't renenber seeing that
cone acr oss.

DIR SIMPKINS: GCkay. Thank
you. No further questions.

MS. BAILEY: Ms. Lyons.

| NTERROGATORI ES BY MS. LYONS:

Q

A
Q

I*"'m 1l ooking at Section 4.0 of the report,
which is Page 21, about mtigation. And I'l]|
wait for you.

Thanks.

I'"'mlooking at the mtigation program And
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they seem kind of boilerplate to ne. And I
was just wondering if there's anything in
here that was specifically asked by the

community to include.

A There was nothing that was provided to us

that the comunity had requested stuff. One
of the things, though -- so that way it is --
it does seema little boilerplate. You know,
we work with Antrim Wnd. We do know t hat

t hey | ooked at different scenari os even
before we canme onboard, because we do ask

t hose probing questions. It already seened

| i ke there was sone mtigation, in terns of

potential views to | ocations already

conpl et ed.

Q So i n your experience, have you ever had a

communi ty-requested mtigation be included?

A Yes.
Q Coul d you give an exampl e?

A An exanple? | recently had a project where,

as part of the wind project, they wanted the
substation screened. 1've had it where
t hey' ve wanted the substation enclosed in a

structure. 1've had it where a project --
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where they didn't want just a typica
cinderblock O & Mbuilding. So they canme up
with a nicely architecturally detail ed
structure, so that way it blended in with the
| andscape.

So they are asked. That usually occurs
during this process, in terns of sone of the
requests. And that's discussed further. And
t hey have to be practicable.

M5. LYONS: Thank you.
MS. BAILEY: Chairman
| gnati us.
CHAI RVAN | GNATI US: Thank you.
| NTERROGATORI ES BY CHAI RMAN | GNATI US:

Q M. CQuariglia, the issue of public versus
private and statew de significance, we've
been through a lot, so | won't re-tread that
gr ound.

But one of the locations that's been
particularly of concern that we' ve heard
about, and that as we review the materials |
can tell you | have concerns about, is G egg
Lake. And that includes a public town beach;

does it not?
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A Yes, it does.

Q So do you draw a di stinction between

governnent neani ng the state, and governnent
nmeani ng the locality, as a difference in the
ranki ng and i nportance you put on those

things, or is it public versus private?

A The Town-owned facility woul d probably be

nore | ooked at than a privately held
facility, depending on -- | nean, it all
depends on scenarios. | can tell you G egg
Lake did intrigue ne because of its |ocation
and its resource, you know, its recreation
because there were people there. It was very
active. And that's one of the things that we
al so | ook at, is where are the fol ks goi ng,
you know, where are they congregating.

In terns of Gregg Lake, though, | have
been i nvolved in various projects where
turbi nes are near recreation resources such
as Gegg Lake. And while people may think,
wow, those turbines are really close, |
| ooked at the beach, at the town park, and
it's all oriented away fromthe turbines. So

I f sonebody -- | believe it | ooked like it
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was kind of |like looking in a
west/ sout hwesterly direction. | could be
wrong. But people are active, in terns of
being in the water. So they're playing in
the water. They're sunbathing. They're not
| ooki ng at the turbines. They may be boati ng
down the | ake, going west, away fromthe
turbines. So it's a very active area where
the visibility of the turbines should be
further | essened.

Wll, it's also -- there's a picnic area.
Yeah.

There's places to gather --

Exactly.

-- community center, in all directions.
Yeah. Places for volleyball and some of the
ot her stuff, yeah.

And so | don't think you're saying that
peopl e's backs would be to the turbines the
entire tine.

No, no. Just saying that it's an active

ar ea.

As opposed to a quiet, contenplative sort of

pl ace --
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A Exactly.
Q -- which is nore of what the WIlIlard Pond

situation is.

A Coul d be, yes.

Q And so active places are of npbre inportance

or of less inmportance? How does that factor

into --

A No. It just factors into how t he peopl e may

experience it as well.

Q Wiere do all these hierarchies and standards

in how you rank things conme fron? 1|s there

sone gui dance that you work off of?

A Cenerally, yes. You know, it's generally

accepted that there are resources of
statew de significance, you know, sonepl ace
where the State has an interest for the

better of its citizens.

Q You may have already said this, and

apologize if | mssed it. Were does that
cone fronf? You said it wasn't a New
Hanpshi re standard, but sone states use it.

Is there sone --

A Wll, | can tell you it's in New York. But

it also -- | use that, and it's accepted in
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other states, as well as other states, if
they don't have a guideline, recognize the

I mportance. However, what we do is we

don't -- just don't rely on that, in terns of
our analysis. Unlike sone other folks, we'll
go to the comunity sort of resources, |ike
Gregg town | ake or G egg town park. We'll
also go to |local sort of resources, and that
may be local roads. So it's an
all-inclusive. And if you will, that kind of

starts setting up sone of the hierarchy.

Q Well, I'"mgetting confused, because this

nor ni ng, or whenever we started this, you
said that because Greenfield State Park was
the only state-owned property that gave rise
to statew de significance, you effectively
were di scounting inpacts at Gregg Lake; and

yet just now it seens --

A No, no.
Q -- to nme you're saying the opposite.

A No, no. The state-owned park woul d be, shal

| say, a higher up on the chain than the
Gregg town park. It's not discounting. It's

just saying, because the state park is owned

180
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by the State and every citizen wthin the
State, it gets a little further weight.
Fai r enough.

You said that in your analysis you

didn't do any inpact rating and i npact

ranking -- were two different phrases you
used -- for particular locations; is that
ri ght?

Yes.

Are there instances where you do do that sort
of analysis for clients?

| have not done one in about seven years.
Were you not asked to do that in this case?

I was not asked to do that.

If you do do an individual inpact ranking or
rati ng, what are the tests you put to reach a
real analysis of the inpact rather than this
sort of overall community-based anal ysis?

You have to be careful about inpacts. | have
seen them As you can see here, it al nost
becones a he said/she said sort of situation,
where if | did a ranking on a nunber and |
came up with a four, or let's say five,

sonebody el se could cone up wwth a five. And

181
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t hen you spend hours debating what's the
di fference between four and five; where is
the threshold for mtigation.

There really is no good process that has
been vetted in New Hanpshire and nunerous
states that, to ne, is acceptable. Because I
could cone up with sone sort of rating
system That would be ny professional
opinion. But it may not be Ms. Vissering's

pr of essi onal opi ni on.

Q Well, I'"masking you. You said you' ve done

it, though not for seven years. Wen you
have to do it, what sort of analysis do you
use to reach a nunber? | don't care whether
it's a three or a four. |If it's easier to
tal k about major or m nor or noderate or
significant, just sone sort of ball park,
‘cause then I"'mgoing to apply it to a
particular situation. So you tell nme what

you | ook at first.

A Wll, let ne back up. The analysis that |I'm

t hinking of is no | onger used, because it was
t he Arnmy Corps of Engi neers' nethodol ogy.

And Arny Corps doesn't even use it, because
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they recognize the fact that it just causes
I ssues |l ater on.
So do you not have expertise in nmaking those
ki nds of individual assessnments?
| have reviewed many sorts of different firns
that nake their own assessnent. | usually
find problens with them because they don't
necessarily | ook at everything that | woul d.
Some of the things that | would | ook at
has been stated in the prefiled testinony or
the file testinony of, you know, users and
activities, et cetera. Then the question is
going to becone: How do you assign a val ue
tothat? And that's where it starts getting
tricky. That's sonething that would have to
be approved, | would think, by nunerous
peopl e, so that way everybody's on the sane
page. And that usually does not occur.
| didn't follow that.
Well, like | said before, | can cone up wth
a met hodol ogy, because there is no standard
met hodol ogy that |I'maware of. Pretty nuch
anywhere in the country that's accepted by

ever ybody.
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So | can cone up wth a nethodol ogy for
this. But | would need to have the buy-in
fromfol ks fromyourself. | would need to
have the buy-in from 1like, M. Vissering,
that, yes, this is appropriate, if she's
going to be reviewng it, so that way there's

| ess argunents | ater on.

Q Well, we know there are argunents, because

this is a contested matter. And we've got to
make a decision. And we're listening to you
because you' ve been presented to us as an
expert on the area of visual Inpacts

anal ysis. And you've given an opinion that
you find no undue adverse effect on
aesthetics; and yet, when probed what that is
based on, it's a very broad, conmunity-based
anal ysis. And |I' m aski ng you about
particul ar | ocati ons.

You said there's no way to nake any sort
of analysis that we could all agree on. |I'm
not asking what we all agree on. |'m asking
what you what you believe, based on your
expertise, in this area. You've done these.

Take a | ook at your Figure 10B in the final
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report, which is in Appendi x 9A, the final
visual analysis. And that's a Gegg Lake
pi cture. How would you rank that? Is it a
noderate? Is it a mnor, is it a major

i npact? What ever kind of term nol ogy you

think is fair.

A Unfortunately, | didn't analyze that, so to

render an opinion wouldn't be appropriate.

Q All right. Let nme ask you about shadow

flicker for just a nonent.

On your Exhibit 11 -- and | can't
renmenber if that was attached to your
testinony. It's Docunent 21. Is it part of
the Application itself? 1It's the shadow
flicker, sort of butterfly chart.

MR I ACOPINO  That is
Appendi x 13B. And that is in Exhibit --

MS. CGElI GER:  Three.

MR I ACOPINO -- 3. Thank
you. And it's electronic Docunent 26 in that
exhibit. OCh, | guess it's 21.

MR. FROLING  Coul d you keep
your voice up when you're giving the exhibit

nunbers, pl ease.

{ SEC 2012- 01} [ AFTERNCON SESSI ON ONLY] {11-02-12}




© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

NN NN R R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O © 0 ~N O O M W N B O

[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

CHAI RMAN | GNATI US:  Yeah,
we're still trying to find the exhibit. |
have it as Document 21.

MR 1T ACOPINO So you're

not -- right. You're |ooking at a nap.
You're not | ooking at the full report. So,
okay.

So she's | ooking at the map
that's JWG 11. Attachnent JWG 11,

M. CGuariglia.

CHAI RVAN | GNATI US: Thank you.

And | don't know if we have a
bl owup of that one. W nmay not. |If there
Is, it would be good to put it up.

Do you know, Ms. Ceiger, if
there is a blowup of that?

M5, CGEl GER No.

MR. | ACOPI NO For everybody,
this is also AWE 9. Electronically, it's
Docunent 21. It's a map with sone contours
on it.

BY CHAI RVAN | GNATI US:
Q So as | look at it, you see the butterfly

shape of shadow patterns for a nunber of

186
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turbines. This one happens to be Turbine 2,
but they're all simlar. Are residences

superi nposed on this?

A No. The purpose of this was just to show the
pattern. There are no residences. |If you
wanted to see the -- where the residences

are, it's Figure 2 in the shadowflicker

report. Again, this was just an exhibit.

There was no anal ysis done fromit. It's
just to illustrate what the pattern | ooks
i ke.

Q All right. So let's stick with this for just

a nonent before we go to | ook at the other
one.

You have nmultiple gradations of how much
is likely to be seen, how many hours over the
course of a year. The closest in to the
turbine is greater than 40 hours. And how
nmuch greater does one get to if you're in
that greater than 40? Could it be -- is it
40 or 50, or is it, you know, 100 hours?

What are we tal ki ng about here?

A. You know, it could be a variety of things. |

don't know, in particular, this project --
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each one of themare different. Could be 45,
Coul d be nuch hi gher than that.
Li ke what? What's "much higher"? Wat are
t he outer bounds that you m ght see?
(Wtness revi ews docunent.)
Let's see. Yeah, | was just scanning just to

make sure | didn't have sonething with ne.
Yeah, you know, right next to the

turbi ne, you could be up to 100 hours.

And so if we wanted to | ook at residences as

they relate to this map, which did you --

mean, this effect, which docunent did you say

is the right one to go to?

On the shadow anal ysis, Figure 2.

MR | ACOPI NO I s that
Appendi x 13B?

THE W TNESS: It m ght be.
Sorry.

M5. GEICGER Yes, it's in the
shadowflicker report. |It's just a couple
pages over.

DIR STEWART: Page 15 of
Docurment 26 in the digital version, Appendi x
13B.
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MR. ROTH. Page 9 of the one
I n the book.
(Di scussion anong Commi ttee nenbers.)
CHAI RVAN | GNATI US: Do we have
a bl owup of this one?

MS. GEl GER: W do not.

BY CHAI RVAN | GNATI US:

Q

So to be able to see -- this is -- this

nmul ti-col ored anmpbeba thing, we see the
turbines in the center with 1 through 10.

And then the residences, are they the snaller
nunbers ringed around the top?

Yes, kind of in the northeast section, and
then in the north, and then Ms. Longgood's
just to the west of Turbine 5.

So is her house the sole block you see on

that western side?

Yes.

Soif I"'mreading this right -- and this is
hel pful to see. And | apologize. | hadn't
found this before -- the residences fall

outside of the greater than 40 and the 30 to
40. | think they all fall outside of the 20

to 30 hours and begin to be picked up in the
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10 to 20 and the 2 to 10.

A You know, on Page 7 of the report there's

actually a chart with all those houses so you
can kind of see the potential shadowflicker

hours.

Q Ckay. And you hel ped expl ain a number of

t hese questions with Ms. Longgood -- the tine
of day and the tine of year inpacts when it's
likely to be the nost |likely to occur, as

well as the orientation of the house and the

w ndows; correct?

A Yes. You know, speaking of M. Longgood's

house, there is a page here that shows her
house and the general tine franme when she may
have shadow fli cker.

This illustrates, you know, what the
ot her houses nmy experience as well. It's
just to show, you know, it's not an all-day
occurrence, not every day, you know, that

sort of thing.

Q Is there any way you can descri be or give any

exanpl es that would hel p soneone who's never
seen this to sort of feel what it would --

what it's |like when it's occurring?
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| have never experienced it nyself. However,
|*ve seen the many vi deos that float around,
and it's actually just a flickering com ng
t hrough your wi ndow. Sone peopl e describe it
as a light being turned on and off, you know,
just a consistent pattern.
How often? What's the frequency?
Well, it depends on your alignnment with the
turbi ne. However, we nodel the Acciona, and
| think it says here it's based on
approxi mately 13 RPMs, revol utions per
mnute. So that's the frequency that one
m ght be able to expect, in sinplistic ternmns.
When we were tal king yesterday about the
sound of the turbine noving, and it could be
a once per second was the testinony yesterday
of the novenent of the blade, is that the
sane frequency?

(Wtness revi ews docunent.)
Not one per second. It says -- | just
happened to find a reference at a different
| ocati on. It's 12.3 revolutions per m nute,
or approxi mately one revolution every four to

five seconds. So that's one bl ade goi ng
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around every four to five seconds. So if you
have three in there, it's one and a half, two
seconds. | renenber it's a very short period
of tine. | nean, you could have shadow
flicker for like a mnute on a given day or,
you know, a little bit longer. So it does
vary. So it's inportant to renenber it's not

a consi stent sort of thing.

Q And are there people who have trouble with

that, react poorly to that |ight on-and-off

sensati on?

A | have -- generally when | see that, that

sort of thing, I"'mthinking that it's usually

not confirned by nedical professions.

Q So you're saying you' ve heard it descri bed,

but you're not sure it's reliable?

A. Exactly.

Q And | know personally | can't be in places

wWth strobe lights. 1Is it in any way rel at ed

to that sort of reaction?

A Well, | guess it could be kind of an anal ogy,

kind of Iike a strobe or flickering sort of
thing. Strobe lights can flicker, too.

There's no evidence of, you know, |ike severe
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I ssues. Like people nentioned epil epsy. As
far as | know, that's been unfounded.

CHAI RVAN | GNATIUS: That's it
for me. Thank you very nuch.

MS. BAILEY: M. Geen.

MR. GREEN. Thank you.

| NTERROGATORI ES BY MR GREEN:

Q

It's getting late and I m ght have m ssed
sonmet hi ng that you said. | apol ogi ze.

But in your opinion as a | andscape
architect, are there any ways to m nimze or
reduce or even elimnate the visual of the
turbine fromthese different |ocations that
you studi ed?

Well, the project, you know, as analyzed, |
mean, these are tall structures. There are
possi bl e ways to possibly further screen from
sel ect | ocations using vegetation. [It's not
appropriate in every location. But if

there's a particular historic house or

sonet hing |like that that needed to be
screened, they could plant sone sort of
buffer, probably sonme sort of deciduous -- or

not deci duous, but an evergreen sort of

193
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buffer would probably be the best, just for

sinmplistic terns.

Q There aren't any other ways than just -- just
t he --
A In terns of seeing it -- these are

undoubtedly | arge structures, trees. You
know, people don't want to put shades in
their houses, so that way they can't see it,
you know, that sort of thing. But there are
m ni mal ways to screen a turbine.

Q Do you know if the firmwould be willing to
do that for the Town in certain places if
t hey asked for it?

A If the Town contacted us, we'd have to go
fromthere.

Q All right. That's it.

MS. BAILEY: M. lacopino.
MR. | ACOPI NO Thank you.

| NTERROGATORI ES BY MR | ACOPI NO.

Q Let ne ask you a question about shadow
flicker first. You defined "shadow flicker"
as only occurring indoors; correct?

A Yes.

Q Way do you di scount the effect of the shadow
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I n the outdoors?

| don't think we totally discount it. W do
mention that you'll see shadows sweepi ng
across the | andscape. The issue, though,

t hat nost fol ks have is the flicker effect.
well --

So that's why -- you know, | nean, that's a
shadowflicker analysis. So that way you
want to | ook at the houses with people
inside. That's where it's nostly noti ced.
The sweeping effect is much | ess of an issue.
However, | would nention that it's not
totally di scounted, because on here you can
definitely see where the shadows are going to
occur .

And what are you referring to?

Ch, I"'msorry. Yes. This is Figure 2 of the
shadowfli cker report.

So that shows a shadow passi ng?

Yes. So this shows where the shadows wi |l be
passing. So it's not totally discounted.

You realize that people in the outdoors can
be di sturbed by that? For instance: MW wfe

and two daughters m ght want to sunbat he out
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next to our pool, and a shadow passing from a

wi nd turbine could be a real inconveni ence.

A Wl |, depending on when it is, where you are,

t he shadow may only occur at 7:00 to 8:00 in
t he norning, and | doubt fol ks would be

out -- or it could even occur -- who knows.
But it could al so occur anywhere from8:00 to
9:00 p.m, too. So, you know, it depends on
t he |l ocation and the use. So, sunbathing at
hi gh noon shouldn't be too nuch of an issue,

dependi ng on where you are.

Q What is it that one experiences when outdoors

as opposed to i ndoors?

A Normally it's just a sweeping effect. You

just see the shadow just sweep across your

property.
Q Ckay. You nentioned a couple of tines that
these are tall, very tall structures. Have

you done any analysis as to how they conpare
wWith other structures either in the general

vicinity of Antrimor within the state of New

Hanpshi r e?
A | have not done -- but |'ve heard that
they'll be sone of the | arger ones.
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Q All right. Have you been to Manchester, New

Hampshire at all?

A. No, | have not.

Q Ckay. Al right. 1 want to junp off of

sonet hing that Chairman | gnatius asked you
about. |Is there sone textbook or reference
paper where one could go in order to find
sort of this definition of "statew de
significance" that you use, or is this from

sone statute sonewhere?

A. Well, you know, | see a fairly consi stent
definition. | actually wote it down | ast
night, in terns of a designated scenic

resource or a statew de significant resource.
The definition was, "a location wth scenic
and aesthetic values and is protected by | aw

or a legislative body."

Q What book or paper does that conme fronf

Wiat's the citation for that?

A Cenerally, this sort of definition -- and |

| ooked at one other that was extrenely
simlar. This one was fromthe State of
Mai ne. And anot her one that was extrenely

simlar was New York State DEC policy.
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Q Ckay. Let's stick with the state of Mine
one for the nmonent. Do you know, is it a --
do you have like a reference to it? 1Is there
a Maine statute or a Maine regul ati on?

A. Ch, you know, | did not wite that down.
However, it was sone sort of guidance
pr ocedur e.

Q And what about the one from New York?

A That's the New York State Visual DEC Policy.

Q Is that their Departnent of Environnental
Control ?

A Yes. Departnment of Environnent al

Conservati on.

Q And it's called DEC Vi sual Policy?

A Yeah, 2000. Let's see. Mght be able to
give you... let's see. Visual policy, DEP
[sic]-00-2, title, "Assessing and Mtigating

Vi sual | npacts.™

Q Ckay. DEC Policy 00 -- I'msorry.

A l"msorry. |I'mtalking fast. |'msorry.
Q 00- 2?

A. Yeah, DEP [sic]-00-2.

There's been other simlar definitions.

| just -- those were the two that | had.
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Q I*"mgoing to now switch gears again, and |I'm

going to talk alittle bit about -- simlar
to what M. Dupee asked you about.

You went through with himvery carefully
the steps that you and your conpany took in
preparing your visual inpact report. And
think it was the third step was the one where
it indicated that you eval uated the aesthetic
effects of the visual change resulting from
t he project construction, conpletion and
operation. And | think, actually, you even
referred to that in parentheses as a
"qualitative analysis.” Do you recall? It's

on Page 4 of your visual inpact statenent

report.

O ny Visual |npact Assessnent, Page 4?
Yes, | believe it's Page 4.

Are you tal king about ny prefil ed?

Yes.

Ch, okay.

Il think I'"mactually tal king about -- 1"'1l]
tell you in a second.

(Pause i n proceedi ngs)

199
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Q Ckay. Maybe it was in your testinony.

All right. In your testinmony -- |I'm
sorry -- | think it's basically the third
step that you went through.

MR. FROLING Page 4, Lines 10
and 11.
A Whi ch one was it agai n?
BY MR | ACOPI NO
Q Page 4, Lines 10 and 11
A. Ten and 11. Yup.

Q Ckay. Now, you actually reference what you

did as a "qualitative analysis"; is that
correct?

A That's how it's nentioned, yes.

Q Il just want -- for nme, I'"'mlooking at this
and |1'm saying, when | | ook at the report

that you did, you seemto provide a very
broad view, and you conme to a concl usion,
primarily, it seens to ne, based upon your
95- percent determ nation, that 95 percent of
the project area is not within the viewshed.
That seens to be the strongest point of your
conclusion. Wuld | be correct in saying

that, and that's why that --
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A | don't think so. | think that's part of it.

Q Woul d you agree with ne that the report

prepared by Ms. Vissering really doubl es down
on eval uating aesthetic effects of the visual
changes?

(Wtness revi ews docunent.)

A I think she approaches it, to be perfectly

honest .

Q Well, she seens to accept your visual -- your

visibility anal ysis.

A. Exactly.

Q And then it seens to ne she goes one step

further and takes these nine or ten different
pl aces and actually does sort of a nore

qualitative assessnent on it.

A. She does. She takes sone of these | ocati ons,

takes it to the next step. | think, based on
the information, if | can junp ahead here, in
order to come up with a significant inpact,
there needs to be nore. She brings it quite
far, but | think there needs to be nore

detail because --

Q ' mnot asking you to critique hers right

now. |I'mjust trying to make sure | -- that
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the differences is in the record. GCkay?

A. Sur e.

Q So she -- is it fair to characterize them as

two different approaches?

A. Sur e. Yes.

Q Ckay. So ny question is -- because you're

the witness right now and Ms. Vissering wll
get a simlar question -- is under your
approach, is it ever possible that the visual
i npact at one particular place could be so
great as to render the project to be -- to
render the project to have an unreasonabl e

adverse effect?

A I*ve never seen it happen. So | would say

no.

MR | ACOPINO Ckay. | have
no further questions.

MS. BAILEY: Thank you.

Redi rect, Ms. Patch?

[ Laught er]

MS. BAILEY: You | ooked at ne
| i ke you knew who | was tal king about.

MR | ACOPINO W al ways see

you t oget her.
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M5. GEIGER | know, 30 years.
M5. BAILEY: [|'msorry.
Ms. GCeiger.

REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY Ms. CElI GER

M. Quariglia, 1"'mgoing to try to be brief
here. On the subject of mtigation, | think
you heard sone questions about that this
afternoon. Do you understand -- or are you
aware that the project has an agreenent with
the Town of Antrimon many different topics?
Yes, | understand there are sone agreenents
wth the Town of Antrim

Do you know whet her in that agreenent or

ot herwi se, whether the Town of Antrim has
asked this project to provide mtigation for
aesthetic inpacts?

| have not heard such --

So, to your know edge, there has been no
request made by the Town of Antrimfor
mtigation?

Not to nmy know edge.

Do you know whet her, before the final turbine

sel ections were nmade for this project,

203
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whet her Antrim W nd had consi dered putting
turbines closer to Wllard Pond than the
current configuration shows?

That is ny understandi ng, yes.

Ckay. So would you view their adjustnent of
the turbines to nove or renove sone that were
closer to Wllard than the ones that are now
proposed to be a formof mtigation?

Yes, | woul d.

Ckay. Now, with respect to the
radar-activated lighting system | think we
heard testinony -- you provided testinony
that that would be installed once it's
approved by the FAA;, is that correct?

It would be activated once -- yes.

Ckay. So, currently, though, at existing
wind farns in New Hanpshire that are
operational, what type of --

MR. ROTH. |'m going to object
tothis line of questioning. This is not
anything that cane up in the
cross-exam nation of this witness. There was
sone questioni ng about whet her he had any

know edge of sort of the frequency of
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ai rpl anes, but there was no questions asked
about whet her he had know edge of the sort of
devi ce enployed at any other facility.

MS. BAILEY: She hasn't asked
t he questi on yet.

MS. GEIGER |I'mjust going to
ask a question generally about
radar-activated lighting systens. | believe
t here was testinony about that during the
examn nation; correct?

MR ROTH. Well, | think ny
objection is that the question should be
limted to what was brought up in cross, and
there weren't general questions about radar
lighting. There were questions about whether
t he Applicant had done any -- had any
i nformati on about the nunber of flights and
the frequency of the |lights com ng on, and he
couldn't have an answer for that. |If she
wants to ask about that, that would be
appropriate. But a general discussion about
it is already provided in his prefiled
t esti nony.

MS. BAILEY: Okay. Could I
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just hear the question, please.

MS. GEIGER  Actually, can
ask anot her question about mtigation,
because there has been questi ons about
mtigation. Wuld everybody agree -- would
you agree with that, M. Roth? There have
been questions about mtigation this
af t ernoon?

MS. BAILEY: Al right. Cone

MR, ROTH: Yes.
MS. BAILEY: Let's nove on.
BY M5, CElI GER
Q Ckay. So woul d you consi der the conm t nent
to use a radar-activated lighting systemto
reduce the anpunt of night lighting at a w nd

project to be a formof mtigation?

A | nost certainly woul d.

Q Ckay. Now, | think you indicated in your
response to a question on cross that -- or
fromthe Bench maybe -- that there had been
sone i nput by sone groups into the | ocations
at whi ch you conducted vi sual simnulations.

Is that correct?
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Yes.
And what types of groups were you talking
about ?
| understand that the AntrimH storic
Society, as well as the Antri m Conservati on
Comm ssion was involved in those sel ections.
So they actually hel ped you deci de whi ch
| ocation to take photographs at?
Yes. They provi ded recomendati ons, and
ultimately they were al so part of the
deci sion to conplete the sinulation.
Ckay. Thank you.

This m ght be one of ny | ast questions.
| just want to nmake sure that we round out
t he picture on shadow flicker, if you wll.
And | believe that you answered a | ot of
questions about your shadow flicker report,
nore specifically about your expectations
about shadow flicker at M. Longgood's
residence; is that correct?
Ri ght.
And what did -- | believe you indicated that
you woul d expect that the duration or the

anount of shadow flicker at her residence to
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be between 20 and 30 hours per year; is that
correct?

A Yeah. | believe it was about 23.

Q Are there any standards, either in the United
St at es or Europe, about what is considered to
be an acceptable | evel of shadow flicker
t hr oughout a year?

A In the United States there are general rules
of thunb, but not any guidelines.

Q How about Eur ope?

>

Eur ope tends towards the 30 hours per year.
Q So at Ms. Longgood's residence, if you' ve
expected that the shadow durati on woul d be
bet ween 20 and 30 hours per year, she'd be at
or bel ow that standard?

MR, ROTH. |1'm going to object
to this on the line of relevance. This is
not Europe. So the standards in Europe don't
apply; therefore, whether Europe has a
standard is not relevant to this proceeding.

MS. BAILEY: |1'mgoing to
al l ow t he question, and we'll give it the
wei ght that it's due.

MR. ROTH. Ckay.

{ SEC 2012- 01} [ AFTERNCON SESSI ON ONLY] {11-02-12}




© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

NN NN R R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O © 0 ~N O O M W N B O

[WITNESS: JOHN W. GUARIGLIA]

BY M5, CEI GER

Q

And t hat would be on Page 10 of your report,
is that correct, where you cite those
standards in the visual inpact report?

Yes.

Ckay.

M5. GEIGER And | just want
to note for the record, Attorney Patch has
informed me that M. Tocci, one of the expert
W tnesses for Public Counsel, is citing
standards from Europe in his testinony. So |
just want to make that clear. And | would
object to the objection on that basis.

MR. ROTH. And | fully expect
an objection fromAttorney Geiger in that
respect --

MS. BAILEY: Al right. Let's
nove on, please.

M5. GEICGER: | have no further
questions. Thank you very nuch for your
pati ence and attention and the thoughtful
questioning fromthe Bench.

MS. BAILEY: Thank you for

your testinony, M. Quariglia. You are

209
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excused.

Ckay. It's 25 mnutes to siXx,
and I will leave it up to the Applicant.
Wuld you like to start M. Hi gh's testi nony?
W are going to conplete at six tonight.

M5. GEIGER | think it all
depends on how nany questions everybody
t hi nks they have.

MS. BAILEY: Ms. Linowes, how
much cross do you have for M. H gh?

MS. LINOAES: | have -- Madam
Chair, am| the only person asking questions?

MR. | ACOPI NO | doubt it.

MS. BAILEY: No, | just was
t hi nking --

MR. | ACOPI NO She was 90
m nut es.

MS. BAILEY: Yeah, you were
i ke 90 m nutes or sonet hi ng.

MS. LINOAES: | don't think
it's 90 mnutes, but it's nore than a half an
hour .

MS. BAILEY: Okay. M. Roth?

MR. ROTH. Well, | only

210
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anticipate actually one question. But
oftenti nes the cross-exam nation of others
provokes me to have nore. And so | think
i ndicated 10 or 15 minutes for him |I'm
hoping it would be less than that, but you
never know.

MS. BAI LEY: M. Bl ock.

MR. BLOCK: At the nonent, |
t hi nk none.

MS. BAILEY: |Is there anybody
el se here?

MR. | ACOPI NO The Audubon
Soci ety indicated that they were going to
question M. High as well. At least at the

pr eheari ng conference they did.

MR HOAE: | don't have any
questi ons.

MR. ROTH. But Attorney
Manzel |i may.

MR. | ACOPI NO David, do you
think that Ms. Manzelli may have questions
for hinf

MR HOWNE: | did not have the
I mpression that she did. | think she nay
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have made an initial estimate | ast week, but
I don't think she anticipated any.

MS. BAILEY: |Is there anybody
else in the roomwho | haven't asked?

Ms. Pinello?

MS. PI NELLO No.

MS. BAI LEY: No? Ckay. Wuld
you like to get -- M. Quariglia, you can go
rel ax.

Shoul d we go off the record
for a mnute or --

MS. CGElI GER:  Rat her than
fragment the presentation, because | believe
we'll be com ng back nuch later, it may not
make sense to start with M. High. | think
we shoul d do hi m whenever we cone back.

MR ROTH:. | agree with that.

MS. BAILEY: W're going to
start with -- you agree with that?

MR, ROTH:. Yes.

MS. BAILEY: Oh, awesone.
Ckay.

M5. GEIGER. That's great.

Unbel i evabl e.
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MS. BAILEY: W're going to
start wwith M. H gh on the next day that we
resune these proceedi ngs, which | believe
ri ght now i s Novenber 27th.

' mgoing to close the
hearings for today -- oh, no?

MR. I ACOPI NO Just going to
go of f the record.

MS. BAI LEY: Ch, all right.
W're going to go off the record and cone
back and announce the next day.

(Di scussion anong Comm ttee Menbers off
the record.)

MS. BAILEY: Back on the
record. We have decided that we w ||
reconvene the proceedi ngs on Novenber 27th
and that M. lacopino will send a neno to
everybody with a start tinme. | don't know
for sure that we can get in this roomat 9:00
on Tuesday norning. | just want to
doubl e-check. | would assune we can, but |
don't know.

But with that, we will close

t he proceedings for today, and we wll see
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you on Novenber 27th.
MR. ROTH. Thank you, Madam
Chai rman and Menbers of the Conmittee.
MS. GEl GER: Thank you.
( WHEREUPON, DAY 5 AFTERNOON SESSI ON

adjourned at 5:55 p.m)
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Short hand Court Reporter and Notary Public
of the State of New Hanpshire, do hereby
certify that the foregoing is a true and
accurate transcript of ny stenographic
notes of these proceedi ngs taken at the
pl ace and on the date herei nbefore set
forth, to the best of ny skill and ability
under the conditions present at the tine.

| further certify that | am neither
attorney or counsel for, nor related to or
enpl oyed by any of the parties to the
action; and further, that | amnot a
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