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PROCEEDI NGS

CVBR. HONI GCBERG  Good nor ni ng
everyone. W're going to resune the hearing
i n Docket 2014-05, which is Antri m W nd,

LLC s Petition for Jurisdiction. | should
have nenti oned yesterday it was al so a
petition fromthe Town for the SEC to take
jurisdiction, and it's all being heard

t oget her.

| s there any busi ness we need
to take up before we hear from Ms. Vissering?
Ms. Mal oney.

MS. MALONEY: Thank you. Just
for recordkeeping, I'd like to mark her
prefiled testinony as Public Counsel
Exhibit 1. Can we do that?

CVSR. HONI GBERG  We can do

t hat .

(Exhibit PC 1 marked for identification.)

CMSR. HONI GBERG  Go ahead,
M. Richardson.

MR. RICHARDSON: | was goi ng
to suggest that | only have a coupl e of
questions that | intended to ask of Ms.

Vissering. | think that AntrimWnd i s goi ng
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to cover those sanme areas. So | was going to
ask if we could change the order, to the
extent there is an order. | would go after
AntrimWnd, and it's likely in that case |
won't have any questions, and we m ght speed
things up in that manner.

CVSR. HONI GBERG M.

Needl eman, | assune you don't have a probl em
with that?

MR. NEEDLEMAN: That's fine
W th us.

CVSR. HONI GBERG  So we'l |
just go through the order that | expect to
have peopl e doing the cross-exam nati on of
Ms. Vissering. W're going to go with --
after Ms. Mal oney's done, we'll go with M.
Li nowes, M. Howe, Ms. Longgood, M. Bl ock
M. Newsom M. Needl enan and then M.

R chardson. So it sounds |ike you can
proceed, Ms. Mal oney. Thank you.

MS. MALONEY: Thank you.

Ms. Vissering you have in
front of you Public Counsel Exhibit 1 --

CVBR. HONI GBERG Wi t. Do

you want to have her sworn in?
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MS. MALONEY: Yes. Thank you.
( WHEREUPQN, JEAN VI SSERI NG was duly sworn
and cautioned by the Court Reporter.)
DI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY Ms. MALONEY:

Q

Ms. Vissering, you have in front of you
Publi ¢ Counsel Exhibit 1, which is your
prefiled testinony in this matter. Do you
have any factual changes to that testinony?
Yes, | do.

And what are they?

They're on Page 9, Line 10. It's in the

m ddl e of that sentence on Line 10. It says,
"The turbines would be over 100 feet taller

t han those used in the Lenpster W nd
Project." It should be 93.

Do you have any ot her changes?

A typo in Line 13, where there's in the

m ddl e of the sentence an "A" that shoul dn't
be there. | won't get into that kind of
thing. And there was a third thing, although
it's a change that | discovered after I wote
this; soit's in ternms of what | knew at the
time. It's sonething to do with the views

from Nubanusit Pond. And | don't know
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whet her it should be in here or not. But it
Is a factual error, but it was one that |
didn't know at the tine.
Ckay. Do you want to cover that in the --

MR. RI CHARDSON: Coul d we have
her -- excuse nme -- just nove the m crophone
alittle bit. I'mhaving a little trouble
heari ng her.

THE WTNESS: |Is that better?

CVSR. HONI GBERG  Actually, if
you nove it to the other side of your face,
since the people you're facing are out there,
that way you'll be speaking right at them at
the m crophone. W have this probl em at

every hearing, trust ne. Go ahead.

BY Ms. MALONEY:

Q
A

Q
A

Do you want to make that correction now?
"1l just mention it. So in that chart, the
third row down --

Whi ch page are we on?

Still on Page 9. It says, "No views from
Nubanusit Pond,"” and it should say "Views of
Bl ades Only."

Do you have any ot her factual changes?

No.
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11

Q Do you adopt and swear to the testinony in
front of you as the Public Counsel Exhibit 17
A | do.
CVSR. HONI GBERG  You're done?
MS. MALONEY: |'m done.
CMBR. HONI GBERG. Al l right.
Ms. Linowes.
MS. LI NOVWES: Thank you, M.
Chai r man.
CROSS- EXAM NATI ON
BY MS. LI NONES:
Q Good norning, Ms. Vissering. Now, you were a

part of the prior docket, 2012-01; is that

correct?
A. That's correct.
Q And you submitted a Visual Assessnent -- or a

Vi sual I npact Statenent Study on that
proposed 10-turbine project?

A Yes, | did.

Q And were you part of -- did you attend the
hearings in 2012 and 20137

A Yes, | did.

Q Ckay. Did you cone every day or just the
days that you were -- that your topic was

bei ng debated or di scussed?
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12

Only the days when the aesthetic inpact
I ssues were being discussed.
So you heard the cross-exam nati on of
Sar at oga Associ ates, and, of course, you were
there for yours as well.
Yes.
Ckay. Now, in your testinony, on Line 6, you
state that you prepared a detail ed Vi sual
| npact Statenent. This would be the first
question -- second question posed on that
page.
Yes.
And you state, "My Visual |npact Assessnent
Report... focused on the nost visually
sensitive vantage points within the study
area. |t described the visual
characteristics of these | ocations and how
the wind project would appear..."; is that
correct?
Yes.
At those | ocations.

And then you concl uded that the Project
and the 10-turbine configuration would have
an unreasonabl e adverse effect to the area;

is that correct?
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13

A. That's correct.

Q Now, viewed from 10 mles away only, you may
not have arrived at that concl usion?

A. That's correct.

Q But as you were closer in to the specific
areas, within the specific resources around
the Project, that was what raised the
concern?

A. Yes, it was a conbination of the proximty of
resources and the nunber of resources.

Q And you had recommended that Turbines 10 and

9 be renoved fromthe Project; is that

correct?
A | did recommend that.
Q And you al so recomrended that the renaining

t ur bi nes be reduced in height?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. So, all of them all of the turbines
be changed in sone way.

A Yes.

Q Now, yesterday there was a | ot of discussion
about WIllard Pond. And according to your
testi nony on Page 4, this would be Lines 5
t hrough 11, you state, "It is a unique and

val uabl e public resource and one where the
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expectation of a natural and undevel oped
setting is an inportant part of the
experience"; is that correct?

Yes.

My sense yesterday in listening to M.
Raphael -- and you were here as well, so
correct ne if I'"mmscharacterizing it from
your menory. But ny sense was, sure, it's a
ni ce place, but nothing special. |Is that
your sense of what you heard from hinf

Not at all.

He did not say that?

It's not ny inpression of the place.

Oh, | understand. But what was your

i mpressi on of what M. Raphael was sayi ng?
Ch, | think it sounded |i ke, as though this
is just sort of an ordinary place that one
could find just about anywhere was ny

I mpression, and that sone things such as the
| oggi ng up on Goodhue Hill were unappealing
to him | don't think he quite understood
the history of that clearing and its purpose.
But the water body was not pristine because
there was a dam which there aren't many

ponds i n New Engl and w t hout dans; otherw se,

14
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15

they're not really suitable for activities

i ke kayaking or -- and | don't think that
was necessarily the reason the dam was put
in, but...

And | think it was stated yesterday, in fact,
Wllard Pond is a naturally occurring | ake or
pond, even w thout the dam | don't know if
you heard that.

Yes. And | think that the real -- for ne,
the i ssue here with Wllard Pond is that, and
what's uni que about it, is that there is no
devel opnent around the pond. That's very
rare to find one that has good public access
with no devel opnent, with no notori zed use.
That is a level of experience that is pretty
difficult to find in many pl aces throughout
New Engl and. Mbst ponds are required to
accept notor boats as well.

So, yes, this is a place that has sone
natural values in its stated purpose, as well
as in its actual condition.

That's very hel pful, because the question |
was j ust about to ask you, and perhaps you' ve
answered it, but I'lIl ask it anyway. Can you

help us the value of WIllard Pond and whet her
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it's worth saving, at | east the views around
WIllard Pond? | don't knowif you want to
add on to what you just said, but --

Well, | think when you have a natural

setting, one that is -- especially one that
is well docunented, one that has clearly
stated values as a natural setting, it should
raise ared flag. And | think |I've been
fairly consistent in saying that that doesn't
necessarily nean that no wi nd project should
be within its view But it does nean that
there nay be -- it's going to be sensitive to
those i npacts, that there nay need to be sone
mtigation that recogni zes the inportance of
that resource and its particul ar val ues,
because that's within -- it's in extrenely

cl ose proximty there.

The turbines are?

The turbines are.

Ckay. But by "mtigation," your
reconmendati on has been mtigation regarding
reconfiguration of the Project or change of
the Project. It hasn't been pay sonme noney
and buy conservation | and sonewhere else; is

that correct?

16

{ SEC 2014- 05} [Day 2/ MORNI NG SESSI ON ONLY] {07-07- 15}




© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
g N W N P O © 0O N o o0 M W N Rk O

That's correct, because that doesn't address
what are the issues in this case.
And al so on Page 4 you tal k about G egg Lake.
I don't think we tal ked much about G egg Lake
yesterday. But you state that -- it's in the
next paragraph down from where | was
citing -- that the Project would also be a
hi ghly dom nant feature in views from G egg
Lake, and you worried about close proximty
of the turbines and the visibility froma
| arge part of the lake; is that correct?
Yes, | did.
And you also -- here's where the question I
beli eve Attorney | acopi no asked yesterday
about the scale. You state that the ridge
itself is only about 700 feet above the
el evati on of | akes, so the turbines would
appear to visually overwhel mthis nodest | and
form

My sense in listening to M. Raphael
yesterday was the sense of that scale
question, while probably still present in
this new configuration, didn't sound like it
concerned himthat much. Can you --

CMSR. HONI GBERG Ms. Li nowes,

17
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I*"mgoing to stop you with that question. |
didn't like the | ast version of that question
you asked. Your inpressions of what a
W tness said yesterday aren't particularly
hel pful to what we want to hear fromthis
wWitness. So this w tness has opinions and
information that you want to elicit, okay.
And you can do that w thout talking about
what any wi tness yesterday said, unless
there's specific things you want to ask if
she agrees or disagrees with. But | don't --
I mpressions and feelings and senses aren't
really helpful for us. So if you want to ask
her about her understandi ng or her opinions
about how this wll affect the views, let's
do it that way, okay.

MS. LI NOAES: Ckay.

CVBR. HONI GCBERG  Thank you.

MS. LI NOVWES: Thank you for
t hat correction.

BY Ms. LI NOAES:
Q So the question of scale, that was sonething

that the Conmttee had raised in its Oder
when it denied the Project. Can you speak to

that issue? Because you also raise it in
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your testinony.

So | think, in this particular case, the
scale is inportant. And | have not found
that to be the case in nost any ot her project
that | can think of that | have revi ewed.

But the reasons for this particular area and
the scale is a couple things. One is that
these are very lowridges. | believe they're
even | ower than the Lenpster ridges, though
l'"mnot really, absolutely sure about that.
But they're quite low. But nore inportantly,
we' ve seen the size of turbines grow and
grow. Wen | started working, they were
under 200 feet. They've grown to 300, 400,
and now to 500 feet. And that is beginning
to nake quite a difference, in terns of their
visibility and their dom nance in particul ar
settings. | think the |arger ones can work
very well in some of the |arger nountain,
grander settings. But | was struck by M.
Raphael 's sinulations with the conpari son of
t he roughly 499 versus the short reduction of
46 feet. You begin to see that there is a
dimnishing inpact. There is a -- it

makes -- it does nake a difference when you

19
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| ower them And by contrast, if we | ook at
the flip side, the 500-foot turbines are nuch
nmore visible. They're creating inpacts that
may not be suited to this particul ar
situation. Because that technol ogy exists
does not necessarily nean that it is
appropriate for every situation. W have the
400-f oot turbines, roughly, in Lenpster,
Goton -- I"'mtrying to think. Ganite
Reliable is a bit higher than that. But
we're -- as we get higher and higher, it
makes a difference, and especially in a
setting like this which is fairly small in
scale, intimate valleys. So | guess that's
ny | arge concern, or ny very big concern
about scal e.

Ckay. But | just want to nake sure |

under stand you, though. You did say you have
seen projects in other settings where the
scale is not so nuch of a problem but it

Is --

Yes, it's always -- as M. Raphael points
out, there's always a nunber of vari abl es.
And for ne, for exanple, the scale is one

vari able. But there's also, you know, you

20
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A

21

| ook at Gregg Lake and its very cl ose
proximty wth all turbines visible on the

| ake, and over nobst of the lake. So that, to
me, raises sone real concerns.

And the question -- it was discussed
yesterday that there is an agreenent between
t he Town and AntrimWnd to provide a $40, 000
donation to address visual inpacts on G egg
Lake, although it doesn't appear that there
are any stipul ati ons around how t hat noney
will be spent. Do you see that as a valid

mtigation?

| don't.
Now, the question of nighttinme view. |Is
it -- do people in New Hanpshire use spaces

| i ke Gregg Lake or WIllard Pond at night?

I would assune that they do. There are
certainly a lot of canps around there. |
know the | akes that | have spent tinme on,
whether it's in kayaks or whether it's in

not or boats, it's nice to go out at

ni ghtti me.

Ckay. And so the lights would -- mght be an
I ssue?

Oh, | definitely think -- the lights are a
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concern to ne. |It's one of the things | hear
peopl e often saying, is that's the part of
the Projects they find the nost obnoxi ous |
think. And so -- and that's exacerbated at
cl ose range as wel |.
Q Now, during the technical session -- and

can show you the transcript if you need to
see it. But on Page 102, Line 6, M. Raphael

st at ed, when asked about your --

A Excuse ne. \Wiich docunent are we in?

Q "' msorry. The transcript fromthe technica
sessi on.

A | don't have that wth ne.

MS. LINONES: M. Chairman, if
I may?
CVMSR. HONI GBERG  Sur e.
(Ms. Linowes hands docunent to w tness.)

BY MS. LI NOAES:

Q And in there he was asked about your work.
And he was -- he says, "I was critical of the
fact that her findings" -- your findings --
"were based on what | believe was an

I nconpl ete and sonmewhat contradictory
met hodol ogy."” And | believe sone of that was

stated yesterday. Can you explain, if you

22
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know, what M. Raphael is taking about there,
from your perspective?

CMSR. HONI GBERG Do you
under st and t he question?

THE WTNESS: It would be a
| ot easier for me to define -- defend ny
approach rather than to assune what he is
sayi ng.

BY Ms. LI NOAES:

Q Ckay. |If you can, then, please.

A Ckay. So, when | do a visual inpact
assessnent for a -- on behalf of an
applicant, they are very thorough. | nean,
if you ook at ny Granite Reliable
nmet hodol ogy, that goes into nuch nore detail.
When |I'' m working on behalf of a state
agency -- and | do a lot of work for the
Departnent of Public Service in Vernont and
on a couple of occasions with, as in ny
report here, with the Counsel for the Public
in New Hanpshire -- | don't see ny role to
duplicate the entire visual assessment
process. The idea of |listing every possible
poi nt, viewpoint is not, to me, productive.

It's already been done. | see ny role as

23
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being -- as critiquing the Visual Assessnent
that was done for the applicant. And so |
tend to -- | tend to just focus on the areas
where | think there are problens. | like to
al so point out, as | did in that, things that
| think were done well, but, and assum ng
that there are problens, that's where |
focus. And | have -- | wll admt | have a
slightly different approach than M. Raphael .
And | have a tendency to, | guess | would
call it "cut to the chase.” | know that |I'm
not going to be concerned with the

pl aygrounds at the high school because of its
use. Maybe if it was right there and it had
sone sort of contenpl ative val ues or

sonet hing, perhaps | would. But | know that
there are going to be resources that |I'm
going to be |l ess concerned about. | know
that unless it's a scenic overlook, |I'm
probably not going to be that concerned about
hi ghways or a particul ar scenic designati on.
I am going to be concerned with places that
are in very close proximty because of the
degree of inpact. 1'mgoing to be very

concerned about places that involve water

24
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because they tend to be focal points for
aesthetic i npact reasons. Witer has a high
aesthetic inpact value. That's been well
docunented. |'mgoing to be concerned about
pl aces that are listed in town plans as

val uabl e resources, or in regional plans or
state plans. |I'mgoing to be concerned wth
pl aces that have natural val ues because
there's going to be the greatest contrast

bet ween those val ues and some devel opnment
that is nearby. Qbviously, | look at all the
things -- | think everything that |I've read
in M. Raphael's report are things that |
consider. | don't always go into a great
amount of detail if it's not relevant to the
particul ar situation. But there's

certainly -- | appreciate that list. It's a
very, very useful list. But | am perhaps
also nore likely to look a little closer at
the characteristics of a particul ar region
and setting. Most of ny colleagues -- |
really can't renmenber what M. Raphael did.
But nost of ny coll eagues have sort of little
lists of land uses that are identified, and

that's about as far as it goes, in terns of
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really | ooking at the details of the
particul ar characteristics of a region.

So, anyway, | think that there are
reasons why | was not as conplete and
thorough in that situation. | didn't feel
that | needed to be. | felt it was redundant
and that a |l ot of the work had al ready been
done.

So, would it be fair to characterize your

Vi sual Assessnment as a critique of the
Sar at oga Associ ates Vi sual Assessnent, and
then you went further by adding the

i nformation that you consider inportant?
Yes. And obviously |I have to defend ny
reasons for comng to those concl usions. |
nmean, | have to -- obviously, the Committee,
t he SEC, nakes the final decision, |listening
to both sides, but --

Now, one of the criticisnms that | did hear,
perhaps it was during a technical session, |
don't recall, was that you did not conduct a
full visual assessnent of this newy revised
proj ect and, therefore, you could not draw a
concl usi on about the inpact or the adverse or

unr easonabl e adverse. Was it required for
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you to conduct again another full visual
assessnment to understand the change in

i npacts created by this new configuration?

| don't believe so. | was very famliar with
the area, very famliar with the nature of
the Project. | didn't feel that | needed to
conpl etely redo anot her visual i npact
assessnent .

Ckay. And then one other question that |
want to ask is, do people just get used to
the turbines? I'msorry. Let ne add a
little nore context to that.

If you are accustoned to visiting
WIllard Pond or G egg Lake, and that's your
area, your favorite place to go recreate if
you live in southern New Hanpshire, and
you're going to this nature space -- natural
space, and now the turbines are there, do
peopl e get used to that, or do they learn to
| ook the other way? O do they sinply stop
com ng? | nean...

So | think that the nost -- a | ot of
devel opnent that beconmes part of the
| andscape we do get used to. W see it. It

becones, as generations nove on, part of what
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is. But on the other hand, | don't think
that the real reason for naking this decision
i s because people get used to it. W are --
our purpose is to protect resources. And
there are particular -- there are places that
are val uabl e enough that we need to -- we
need to retain sone sense of what the val ue
of that resource is. And | think we need to
be reasonable in, you know, how we -- how we
build projects. W need to be sensitive to

t he | andscape. That is very noticeable in

t he absence of inpact. | nean, people don't
recogni ze absence of sonething, but they do
appreci ate the | andscape. | nean, | always
use the exanple in Vernont, that we have been
very, very careful about how we site

transm ssion line corridors. And you don't
really appreciate that in Vernont until you
go out of state and through nany states. So
it's -- so | think that it's-- well, |
probably have sai d enough about it. And, of
course, many of our projects | think people
really like. And | think this could be a
good project, personally. But |I think it

needs to be sensitively designed.
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And | just have one | ast question for you,
and that is: You had nentioned the Lenpster
turbi nes as being 93 feet, | think, you said
shorter than those proposed. Wat if this
were a Lenpster-like project? W just took
t hose turbines out, the Sienens or the

Acci ona, and put in Lenpster nine turbines.
Woul d that sol ve the problenf

Wll, it's interesting. | nust say that, in
my m nd, that would be acceptable. And
havi ng seen M. Raphael's sinul ati ons about
Turbine 9 -- which I think I said renoved
Turbine 9 and 10 -- | ooking at how -- if you
| ook at howit's sinking behind the trees a
little bit and how it would sink further if
it went further down, | have a little bit of
m xed feelings about that one because it is
so close, and | do think that there is an

I mpact. But nevertheless, | think that
certainly I could say that eight turbines at
t he height of the Lenpster turbines, or
sonething very close to that, would be, in ny
m nd, an acceptabl e project.

Thank you very nuch.

CMSR. HONI GBERG M. Howe, do
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you have any questions?

MR. HOAE: No questions, M.
Chai r man.

CVMBR. HONI GBERG Ms.
Longgood, do you have any questions?

MS. LONGEOOD: Yes, just a
coupl e.

CRGCSS- EXAM NATI ON
BY Ms. LONGGEOOD:

Q In the | ast deliberations hearing, it was
stated that 50 percent of Antrimw || see the
turbines in the winter. |Is that still true

in this current project?

A I*"msorry. Could you repeat? | didn't quite
hear all of that.

Q In the final deliberations at the | ast SEC
hearing, it was stated that 50 percent of
Antrimw || be able to view the turbines in
the winter. |Is that still true?

MR. NEEDLEMAN:. Could we know
where that's being read fronf

CVMBR. HONI GBERG Ms.
Longgood, what are you referring to? Wen
you say the "last deliberations of the SEC "

what are you referring to?
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MS. LONGEOOD: Elsa said that
she renmenbered that fromthe final
del i berati ons.

CVMSR. HONI GBERG  Fr om what
pr oceedi ng?

MS. VCELCKER: The SEC 2012,
what ever. The | ast SEC heari ng.

MS. LONGEOOD: |If we can't
find out, we can nove on.

CVMBR. HONI GBERG Wl |, nmmaybe
there's a way that you can ask the question
differently. You could ask her if she has an
under st andi ng of what percentage of the town
woul d be able to see the Project as it's been
reconfi gur ed.

MS. LONGEOOD: Sounds good.
So | had figures fromthe entire regi on, and
| think that's what they were quoting, not
fromthe town, and it was sonewhere around
5 percent because of the | arge anount of
forest. That's ny understandi ng.

CVMSR. HONI GBERG  The regi on
or of the town?

THE WTNESS: The 10-ml e

study area.
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BY M5, LONGEOOD:

Q Is that in the wintertine?

A Oh, in the winterti ne?

Q Yes.

A | don't renenber the -- | don't renenber in

there, the decision, the SEC di scussing that.
But | would expect it would be -- here's what
| think about wintertinme views: |[|'mnot that
concerned about wintertine views because, as
a difference, there are a few situations
where it could make a difference, perhaps,
for exanple, up at the cenetery in Antrim
But in general, because trees are vertical
el enents and there's sone density in the
branchi ng, and because the turbines are
vertical elenments, while it's possible if
you're really staring to make them out,
they're not going to be dom nant el enents
seen through a fairly -- you know, any kind
of a dense hedge row of trees.

Q Thank you. | have one nore question

Dd you assess the inpact fromWII|ard

Mountain -- or Wndsor Muuntain -- |I'm
sorry -- during your anal ysis?
A No, and | have to admt that | don't know
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W ndsor Mbunt ai n.

Q It's right across the valley from Tuttl e
Hill.
A. Ckay. I'msorry. | didn't know that.

Q Ckay. Thank you. That's it.
CVSR. HONI GBERG M. Bl ock
do you have any questions for this w tness?
MR. BLOCK: Yes, a few. Thank
you.
CROSS- EXAM NATI ON

BY MR BLOCK:

Q Ms. Vissering, couple of questions. |
bel i eve you already nentioned this in your
testinony, but I'd just |like to hear you
restate it again.

CVMBR. HONI GBERG M. Bl ock
M. Block, please don't ask her to do that.
We've read the testinony. |If you have a
questi on about sonething she said, do that.
But I'"mgoing to ask you not to ask -- not to
have you or her repeat testinony that we've
al ready gotten.

MR. BLOCK: Al right. |1
won't.

BY MR BLOCK:
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Here's a question that | don't know t hat
anybody's asked: I n your opinion, how
much -- in a visual assessnent, how nuch

di fference would a change in nake and nodel
of a turbine affect the overall visual
impact? |s that a small change, a | arge
change?

And | assune you're tal king about the sane
nmegawatt rating. So, basically --

Right. Al of the variables are the sane.
Changi ng from Acciona to a Sienens or
sonething |ike that, would that make a | arge
change in the visual assessnent?

I would say that it would be slight.

Ckay. When you submtted your testinony, |
bel i eve you said you had not seen the final
Vi sual Assessnent from M. Raphael yet; is
that correct?

Yes, that's true.

Have you received a copy of that since then?
Yes, | have.

Have you had a chance to study it?

Yes.
Have you devel oped any -- | know you [ sic]
were questioning his [sic] -- sone of the
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nmet hodol ogy i n your testinony because you
didn't have enough detail. Have you
devel oped any additi onal opinions about his
met hodol ogy si nce you've now had a chance to
read the Vi sual Assessnent?

A So, having read his Assessnent, it is
certainly thorough. The issue with a
nuneri cal evaluation, of course, is that the
devil's in the details. And so | think it
raises -- it's very good, in that it raises
all of the various variables that need to be
| ooked at. But, of course, how you rate
those variables is where you -- is what it
cones down to, what categories you put them
in. | notice that I would have put -- rated
things differently than he woul d have rated
them There is not -- there is not a |ot of
di scussion -- well, there is no discussion
about the degree of contrast, for exanple,
within a natural setting, which is sonething
that is commonly used in these eval uati ons.
And | think that the -- as | said, there's

very low priority given to proximty. |

nmean, it's one vari abl e out of hundreds. And

to me, proximty is extrenely inmportant. He
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does note that less than 2 mles with w nd

t ur bi nes, because of their size, happens to
be the foreground views, and we have four
resources within that area. There's not a
lot of -- there's nothing that factors in the
nunber of resources that m ght be within that
vicinity.

And | think that there's an enphasis on
what m ght be called "statew de resources.”
And it is true that Gregg Lake, Meadow Marsh,
they're |l ocal resources. But as | |ook at
them because they have -- they're very
valuable to the town. They're heavily used.
There's trenendous i npact there, in terns of
t he nunber of turbines visible. Those should
raise up in the analysis, in ny opinion, for
t hat reason.

Now, | don't think -- and this is
anot her place where the -- there's no
di scussi on about the idea it's either
reasonable or it's not reasonabl e based on
sone scoring system \Wat about a situation
where there really are sonme inpacts here? Do
we really look at mtigating then? And

that's not denying the Project, but let's
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| ook at sone neaningful mtigation that m ght
make a difference.

There is no discussion of turbine scale
size. Five hundred is | ooked at the sane as
a 400 or a 300. So there's very -- | nean, |
don't -- | don't think it's very useful to be
nitpicky, but I would just say that | think
that inevitably you have to have a little bit
of room for nuance in any -- even in a
quantitative assessnent.

Do you agree with M. Raphael that the
nacell e and tower thenselves are the primary
visual elenents in the wnter rather than the
bl ades?

That depends on proximty. In close
proximty, the entire turbine is really a
part. And as we've noted in testinony
yesterday, certainly the novenent does
contribute to that. And the bl ades are quite
| arge, and there's three of thenm so they're
definitely noticeable. It is true that as

you get past maybe five, six mles away, they

becone | ess dominant. | nean, they're
certainly still visible, but they becone a
less -- the further away that you are, the
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| ess they becone noticeabl e.

So, does the bl ade novenent have any
significance in a viewer's awareness?

So there's, | guess -- certainly any kind of
nmovenent does tend to draw attention. Sone
people feel -- and | think that there is sone
truth to this, just to sort of counter ny
argunent, that the novenent of the blades is
part -- when people find them beauti ful,
that's what they find beautiful. But agai n,
that's an issue of is it in the right place,
and what are the values of the particular
setting?

Just a final question. A few nonents ago you
menti oned about viewing turbines in a w nter
setting, where the turbines thensel ves are
vertical elenments, as are trees. Wuld

spi nning bl ades at that point have an effect
on the view?

They woul d have sone effect, but really

di m ni shed by the tree branching. At | east
that's certainly been ny experience, that,
yes, a bit of novenent -- but there's often
novenent in the trees wth...

All right. Thank you. No further questions.
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CVSR. HONI GBERG M. Newsom
do you have any questions?
MR. NEWSOM No questi ons.
CVMBR. HONI GBERG M.
Needl eman?
MR. NEEDLEMAN:. Thank you. I f
we can take one second, |I'mjust going to
di stribute sone exhibits.
CVMSR. HONI GBERG  Sur e.
MR. NEEDLEMAN. So this wll
be 7.
(Exhibits AWE 7 AND 8 mar ked for
identification.)
MR. NEEDLEMAN: Are we ready,
M. Chairman?
CVSR. HONI GBERG  Go ahead,
M. Needl eman.
CRGOSS- EXAM NATI ON

BY MR NEEDLEMAN:

Q
A

Q

Good norning, M. Vissering.

Good nor ni ng.

Do you have a copy of M. Raphael's VIAin
front of you?

Wth one mssing piece. | didn't copy out

the exhibits that have the sinul ati ons. So
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"Il need a copy if we're going to refer to

t hose.

Ckay. | may later on if we --

Ckay.

I would ask you to turn to Page 26 of that

VIA. Now, on Page 26 of the VIA -- and this

is in the mddle of M. Raphael's Methodol ogy

section -- and in particular, |I'mfocusing on

a portion of the section that he calls

"Vi sual Dom nance." On Page 26, he's tal king

about the criteria that he applies to

determ ne visual dom nance. Do you see where

| anf

Yes, | do.

And in all three of those criteria, |ow,

noder at e and hi gh, he tal ks about "contrast"

and "apparent" scale. Do you see that?
(Wtness revi ews docunent.)

Hol d on just a second. Yes, | do.

So, a nonent ago when you say the VIA did not

cover contrast and scale, that wasn't

correct, was it?

Yes, it is. He does talk about it in this

particul ar setting.

Ckay. Thank you.
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Now, yesterday M. Raphael testified
that it was his belief that a conprehensive
VI A was necessary here in order to assess the
revised project. You testified this norning
that you didn't think that was the case;
correct?

That's correct.

And if you could turn to Exhibit 7. 1I'm
going to refer to these a couple of tines.
Exhibit 7 is selected portions of your
testinmony fromthe first Antrim docket.
Exhibit 8 is the sane thing. | just divided
theminto norning and afternoon for easy
reference. So, 7 is the norning and then 8
is the afternoon. And | want to | ook first
at Page 67 and 68 on Exhibit 7.

Ckay.

And here you were being questioned by the
attorney fromthe Audubon Society. And on
Page 66, at Line 21, you were asked if you
coul d explain the role of personal judgnment
and subjectivity in how professionals |ike
you engage in your work. And over on Page 67
you provided a long answer. But in the

m ddl e of that answer, on Line 12 and 13, you
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sai d,
met hodol ogy f or
Do you see that?
Yes.
And |

Yes.

o > O >

Exhi bit 8, on Page

bei ng questi oned by Public Counsel,
M. Roth at the tine.

assunme you still

And then in the afternoon session,

42

"There is a very defined sort of

determ ning scenic quality."”

agree with that.

which is
89, at that point you were
who was

And M. Roth was

aski ng you about situations where

prof essional s |ike
di sagr ee.

VB.
i nterrupt you, but
MR
Page 89 of Exhibit

VB.
mar ked,

A Ch,

So. ..

of Exhibit 8.
one.

Q Yes, the afternoon

you're there.

you and M. Raphael nay

MALONEY: | hate to

what page are --

NEEDLEMAN: |' m | ooki ng at
8.

MALONEY: They weren't

Sorry. |I'min the wong

sessi on. Let nme know when

(Wtness revi ews docunent.)

A Ckay.
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And M. Roth asked you this question about
what happens when experts |i ke you and M.
Raphael differ in your opinions. And you
were just describing sone of those
di fferences. And you said, beginning at
Line 16, "I think that that is -- | think
that it is definitely -- it is possible that
sonebody would conme up with a different
conclusion than | did. | would hope that
t hey woul d have expl ained in detail why they
cane to that conclusion.” | assune you still
feel that way?
Yes.
And conti nuing on, you say, "Because | guess
that's sonething | feel very strongly about.
| need articulating the reasons in a way that
sonmebody can understand. The |ogic and
rationale is inportant.”
Yes.
| assune the sane is true today.
Yup.
Ckay.

CVMBR. HONI GBERG M.
Needl eman, |let ne stop you real quick.

Ms. Mal oney, for your benefit

43
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and for others, | think we may be the only
ones who heard what was bei ng marked what.

So what was nmarked as AWE7 is
the transcript that at the bottom says "Day 7
Mor ni ng Session Only" from 2012-01. And what
was narked as AVE8 is the transcript marked
at the bottom "Afternoon Session" and has
the table of contents as the first page.

M5. MALONEY: That's fine. |
guess | do have a comment, | guess an
obj ecti on about this line of questioning.
I*'mnot sure what Ms. Vissering -- it's
clearly not inpeachnment because she agrees
wth this testinony. Wiy is he referencing
her former testinony?

CVMBR. HONI GBERG | suspect
that M. Needl eman has a | onger-range pl an
for this line of questioning. It's quite
possible that if he had just asked her if she
agrees with the follow ng statenents, she
pr obably woul d have because they seened
fairly unobjectionable. But | think M.

Needl eman probably has other plans for this
transcri pt.

MS. MALONEY: VWell, then we'll
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wait and see, | guess.
MR. NEEDLEMAN:. Thank you.

BY MR NEEDLENAN:

Q W' ve tal ked about M. Raphael's VIA Wuld
you agree -- you said this norning that you
t hought it was a very good job and very
t hor ough.

A | thought it was very thorough.

Q And it contains a detail ed met hodol ogy which
you' ve now | ooked at; is that correct?

A Yes.

Q And t hough you may not agree with his
conclusions, he certainly articul ated the
reasons and the bases for his concl usions;
isn't that correct?

A Yes.

Q In this case you submtted prefiled
testi nony, which has been narked as Public
Counsel Exhibit 1. And your testinony is 14
pages long. Am | correct that, aside from
the prefiled testinony you submtted here,
you have no other witten analysis with
respect to the new project?

A No, | do not. | did not do an analysis. |

assuned we were tal king about the difference
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between the two projects. |1'd already done a
t horough study earlier and did not feel that
I needed to provide an entire additional for
t he renpoval of one turbine, which |I'd al ready
recommended, and a slight reduction in

anot her, part of which was part of ny
reconmendation. So | thought that that --
and that's one of the reasons | submtted ny
ol d testinony.

Again --

That was -- | did not feel | needed to do a
conpl ete new vi sual assessnment to nake that
conclusion, to draw that concl usion.

And to be clear, so the sumtotal of your
anal ysis of the new project is contained in
t he 14 pages of your prefiled testinony; is
that correct?

For this docket, yes.

And at the technical session | asked you how
much time you spent preparing this anal ysis,
and you told ne about 30 hours; is that
right?

Yes.

And you said that that was with respect to

t he substantive portion of this analysis. Do

46

{ SEC 2014- 05} [Day 2/ MORNI NG SESSI ON ONLY] {07-07- 15}




© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
g N W N P O © 0O N o o0 M W N Rk O

you renenber that?

Yes.

So that's about four to five work days total
t hat you worked on this analysis; is that
correct?

Yes.

And did you hear M. Raphael testify
yesterday that it has taken himnore than a
year to conduct his analysis of the revised
pr oj ect ?

Yes.

Do you think that perhaps if you had spent
nore tinme on the substantive analysis of the
revi sed project, your ultimte anal ysis m ght
have been nore thorough than it is?

I don't think ny concl usions would have been
any different.

So you don't believe that increased

t hor oughness woul d have caused you to catch
anyt hi ng or see anything different than you
put in here?

| |l ooked at every variable that was in M.
Raphael's report. In ny original, it is part
of ny aesthetic inpact nethodol ogy. And so,

no, it would not have changed it. It would
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not have resulted -- it would have been -- |
coul d have spent that nmuch tine, but it was
not necessary.

Ckay. Could you turn to -- attached to your
prefiled testinony is the Visual Inpact
Assessnent that you did in the prior docket.
Could you turn to Page 2 of that, please.
Ckay.

And |I'm | ooking at the top of the page where
it says "Viewshed Maps." Do you see that?
Yes.

And near the bottom third line, you say, "W
did not provide an i ndependent viewshed nmap,
but we identified at | east one inportant

vant age poi nt beyond the 5-mile study area
whi ch was investigated.” Do you see that?
Yes.

Coul d you just describe quickly for the
Commttee what a "viewshed map" is.

So, a viewshed map is -- it's largely a

t echnol ogy that uses geographic information
systens to determ ne where a point, let's say
t he height of the top of a turbine, could be
seen from anywhere within a designated area.

In this case, originally it was 5 mles in
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Q

that earlier docket, and we asked themto
expand it to 10. And usually what happens is
that there is what is called a "skin" of the
earth, ignoring vegetation, just | ooking at
just topographically where would the turbines
be nmapped out. And it cones out with an idea
from where and how nany turbines could be
visible fromany point on the map. Usually
what happens is that vegetation is then

consi dered, and it's usually sonewhere around
a 40-foot hei ght assunption for forested
areas so that you get a nore realistic view
of the points fromwhich a project would

be -- the turbines would be visible.

Thank you.

s that what you were | ooking for?

That was a great explanation. Thank you.

And with respect to this revised
project, you don't have a viewshed map, do
you?

For the revised project? No, | do not. And
| thought that was the obligation of the
Applicant in this case, as | did with the

| ast one.

In fact, LandWirks did create a viewshed nmap
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A

for this Project; right?
Yes.
And t hey describe in their nethodol ogy, at
Page 8 through 10, how they prepared that
map.
Yes.
And you don't have the exhibits, | think.
But the actual viewshed maps are in the VIA
her e.
Yes, and | did | ook at those carefully.
And at the bottom of the Page 3 of your VIA,
| ooking at the first line, Section G you say
"The Saratoga Associates report identifies 72
[sic] resources within the 5-m | e study
area."

My understanding in the | ast docket is
t hat they extended the study area to
10 mles --
Yes.
-- and sone additional resources were
identified.

Is it correct, then, that even after
Sar at oga extended their area to 10 mles, you
still didn't do an i ndependent viewshed map?

| don't usually, as | said, when I'm
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revi ew ng sonebody's work, unless | have
reason to believe they did an i nconpetent
job. I worked with Saratoga Associates. |
think that they're -- viewshed anal yses, as
l ong as you're clear to what the inputs are,
they're very straightforward. 1It's
t echnol ogy that doesn't require any Kkind of
deci si on- maki ng, ot her than havi ng good
software. And | knew that they did. So |
saw no reason to duplicate it nyself.
MR. NEEDLEMAN: |' m handi ng
out Antrimwnd Exhibit 9.
CVMSR. HONI GBERG. This will be
mar ked as Antrim wnd 97
MR. NEEDLEMAN: Correct.
(Exhibit AWE 9 marked for
identification.)

BY MR NEEDLENAN:

Q AntrimExhibit 9 lists all the resources
wWthin the 10-mle study area that LandWrks
identified, which Saratoga did not identify.

In the work you' ve done here, did you
prepare any kind of conparison |like this?

A | did not. As | said, | did not think that

there was -- | did not think that It was

51

{ SEC 2014- 05} [Day 2/ MORNI NG SESSI ON ONLY] {07-07- 15}




© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
g N W N P O © 0O N o o0 M W N Rk O

>

necessary. Cbviously, they m ssed sone. But
I*'mnot sure that woul d have necessarily
altered ny opi nion.

Ckay. 1'll get to that in a mnute.

Since you relied on Saratoga's anal ysi s
and haven't done your own, it's fair to say
that, if Saratoga didn't include an anal ysis,
you didn't -- of a resource. You didn't | ook
at it either, is that right, except nmaybe
Pi tcher Mountain, which | think you' ve
i denti fied?

Yes.
So there are 172 [sic] resources that are
listed on this list. Is it fair to say that
you didn't evaluate any of these with respect
to the revised project?

(Wtness revi ews docunent.)
Now, you're saying that these were not in the
Sar at oga Associ ates --
Correct.
Yes, that woul d be correct.
So if that's the case, then you have no basis
at all for maki ng any determ nation whet her
there is any effect on any of those resources

or whether the change in the Project resulted
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in a change in effect in any of those

r esour ces.
If there was any -- this list doesn't
i nclude -- does this include just resources

or visible resources?

I ncl udes resources.

So, yes, sone of those m ght not even have
any visibility.

They may not have. But you don't know t hat,
do you? You didn't do any anal ysis of any of
t hose; is that correct?

The fact that there are huge -- this is the
problemw th huge lists. | found enough
areas of concern, as | said -- in ny
analysis, | go to the resources that | think
are going to be -- are clearly identified in
t own docunents that are in close proximty.
So | naturally limt. And |I had seen enough
to know that there was going to be -- there
were going to be issues. And | was
identifying -- | was identifying the issues.
Now, there may be -- it |ooked to ne, when |
read M. Raphael's, that there clearly are
nore areas fromwhich there is going to be

visibility.
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Q

54

We can agree on this --

That wi |l not change ny opi nion.

We can agree on this: M. Raphael eval uated
that |ist of resources, and you didn't;
correct?

That's correct.

And with respect to whether or not it changes
your opi nion, going back to what we started
with, you can't articulate any reasons with
respect to whether those resources should or
shoul d not have been elim nated, and you
can't give us any logic or rationale for

whet her they should have been eval uat ed
because you didn't know. You never | ooked at

them is that correct?

| didn't -- | have never identified every, in
any evaluation | have done -- every visual
I mpact assessnent, | have identified a |ist,

a reasonable list of the npbst i nportant
resources. It's not that difficult to do.
And | see no point in a laundry list of every
single resource that is going to just, for

t he nost part, be ignored or have not any
real sensitivity to it.

Isn't it possible that if you don't do a
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t horough analysis like this, you m ght m ss
resources that are inportant?

I think it's unlikely.

So if you did mss resources that are

i nportant because you didn't do this type of
anal ysis, would you consider that to be a
problem w th your anal ysis?

MS. MALONEY: I'mgoing to
object to this line of questioning. It
appears that we're getting into a real
detail ed cross-exani nation of Ms. Vissering's
met hodol ogy, where she's already testified
that she was engaged in Antrim1 to do an
anal ysis of Saratoga's. W asked sone broad
questions of M. Raphael about his
met hodol ogy, but we didn't get into the weeds
on this. And | understood fromthe Chair
that that was going to be objectionable. So
| sort of feel |ike Ms. Vissering was
retained to |l ook at a project -- the Project
as proposed, based on her franme of reference,
which is her prior report. | feel like w're
going a little afar here with respect to how
she conducts her nethodol ogy.

CVSR. HONI GBBERG M.
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Needl eman.

MR. NEEDLEMAN: The whol e
pur pose of this proceeding is to define the
di fferences between the original project and
t he proposed project. And Ms. Vissering and
M. Raphael, in ny view, are the key
W tnesses with respect to this, and expl oring
how t hey each went about doing this and
figuring out where the differences are
bet ween the two of themin what they
eval uated and how t hey reached their
conclusions is the heart of this proceeding.

CVSR. HONI GBERG | don't
disagree wwth that. Wether your
characterizations or asking her to
characteri ze how t horough she was i n what she
was doi ng doesn't necessarily help you or us
under st and those differences, does it?

MR. NEEDLEMNMAN: I
under stand - -

CVMSR. HONI GBERG  You want to
talk, too, M. R chardson, on this objection,
on not your w tness and not your question?

MR. RI CHARDSON: Well, | think

the evidence is inmportant because what it
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illustrates in ny viewis that M. Raphael's
conclusions that there are differences is
based on a review of resources that M.
Vi ssering hasn't |ooked at. So | think that
it's inmportant on those grounds. You know, I
woul d agree that it's -- you know, we're not
here to go back and re-litigate Antri m 2012.
CVBR. HONI GBERG  Thank you.
MR. NEEDLEMAN: 1'Ill nove on.
MS. MALONEY: Could I just --
| nean, | would understand that if Ms.
Vi ssering had identified only one sensitive
resource in her report. That's why | don't
understand this |line of questioning. So M.
Raphael started with 300. He whittled it
down to 30. He whittled it down to one. Ms.
Vissering identified a host of significant
I mpacts. So she didn't m ss any.
CVBR. HONI GBERG  Wel |, Ms.
Mal oney, | think the concern they m ght have
in going down this line -- and I don't think
he's gotten there, but | know he'd be
concerned about this -- would be if he asked
a bunch of questions about things she didn't

| ook at and then she said, "Oh, you're right.
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Had | | ooked at this one, because | know this
area, | would have said that was an i npact,
too." But she chose to | ook at what was done

bef ore, how she percei ved the change, and
t hen made some concl usi ons based on what she
saw. He is questioning how t horough that
was. | think he's also offered to nove on
So | think we probably should just |let himdo
that, don't you?

MS. MALONEY: Ckay.

BY MR NEEDLENAN:

Q "' m | ooking at Page 4 of your prefiled
testinony. And on Pages 4 through 6, you're
asked the questi on about what mtigation
neasures did you recommend. And then | think
you reproduce here the seven recommendati ons
t hat you nade fromthe prior docket, that
you' ve previously indicated woul d be the
changes you would like to see in the Project
in order to make it acceptable; is that
ri ght?

A. That's correct.

Q Ckay. And am | correct that each of these
reconmendati ons was i ntended to cause sone

reduction in visual inpacts?
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Yes.

So it logically follows that each
reconmendati on that was incorporated, in
whol e or in part, would cause sone reduction
in visual inpacts; is that right?

Yes, although | was very clear it would need
to be a conbination, as stated.

Well, your view was it needed to be a

conbi nation of all of themto reach the goal
t hat you said was appropri ate.

Yes.

That's not ny question, though. M question
iIs: If any of themwere inplenented, in
whole or in part, it would result in sone
reduction in visual inpacts; right?

Yes.

Could we |l ook at Exhibit 7, which is prior
testinony. And |I'm | ooking at Page 134 and
135.

So are we tal king AVWE7?

Yes.

Ckay. And again, Pages 134 and 1357

Right. And this was your testinony again
fromthe norning docket. And you had nmade

t he seven recommendati ons in that docket.
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And I'm | ooking at Line 16 on Page 134. And
you were asked if it was your position that
all seven of the neasures needed to be

i mpl enented in order to ensure that there'd
be no unreasonabl e adverse effect. And you
said "Yes." And then you were asked, "Are

t hese recommendations listed in the order of
I mportance to you?"

And at the bottom of Page 134 you said
that they're all inportant, and you sort of
carried over to Page 135. And then on Line 6
you were asked again just to clarify. "So
they're all of equal inportance to you?" And
you said, yes, all seven are of equa
i nportance to you. Do you see that?

Yes.

In the technical session, and | guess | need

to -- you have that, don't you, the technical
sessi on?
Yes, | believe |I do.

MR. RICHARDSON: In the two
bi nders there. There's one on her desk.
MR. NEEDLEMAN. This is
No. 10.
(Exhibit AWE 10 nmar ked for
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identification.)
So this is Exhibit 10 from our technical
session not too long ago. And | want to
refer you to Page 192.
Ckay.
And M. R chardson was questi oni ng you about
t hese sane seven exhibits -- these sane seven
reconmendati ons and asked you essentially the
sane question that you were asked in the
pri or docket. And at the bottom of Page 192,
that's where the colloquy is. And you said
that -- you were asked at Line 19, "So then,
after the first three, the benefits, in terns
of reducing the visual inpacts, drop off,
al though it would not" -- "although it would
not quantifying it, but, in general, you
think the first three big ones are the nost
critical ?"

And you said, "I would say, yes, those
are the nost critical."

So | guess before | start asking you
about these, | need you to clarify. You
originally testified that they were all of
equal inportance, and then you | ater

testified that the first three are the nobst
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i mportant. So both of those can't be right.
Can you clarify for us?
Well, the fourth one had to do with | and
protection. That one, after the SEC s
deci si on, suggested that that was -- they
didn't consider that to be a neani ngf ul
contribution. | wasn't sure that |
necessarily needed to be thinking in that
direction anynore. So that was one of the
reasons | elimnated that one. O | don't
elimnate it, but | think it took -- seened
to have | esser inportance. And then the
fifth one was having to do wth roads and
grading and the visibility of roads and
grading fromdistant |ocations. But if |
were to rank them certainly the reduction in
size of turbines, the lighting, and the
renmoval of the first two turbines would be
t he nost i nportant ones.

CVSR. HONI GBERG Ms.
Vi ssering, can you do ne a favor, please?
Slide that m crophone back over in front of
you, as you've sort of slid over and --

THE WTNESS: So | really need

to make sure ny nouth is in front of --
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CVMSR. HONI GBERG ~ Unf ortunat e,
| know, but it is what it is.
THE WTNESS: | will try to
concentrate on that.
BY MR NEEDLENAN:
Q So as we |launch into a discussion of these
seven reconmendations, to be clear, you're

now saying that the first three are the nost

i mportant ?
A. | would say they're the nost inportant.
Q Let's ook at your prefiled testinony,

Page 4, Line 21.
A So, which? This is the testinony for this
case?
Q Yes. Your prefiled testinony here, Page 4,
Li ne 21.
(Wtness revi ews docunent.)
Q This is your first recommendati on, and you
say Turbines 9 and 10 should be eli m nat ed.
And as we discussed earlier, all of your
reconmendati ons were i ntended to cause
reductions in visual inpacts.
Look at Page 9, please, Lines 2 and 3.
The question on Page 8 is conparing the two

projects in terms of their inpacts to the
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w ldlife sanctuary. And you're answering

t hat question, and then on Page 9, Line 2,
you say, "The renoval of Turbine 10 woul d not
change the resulting aesthetic inpacts.” Do
you see that?

Yes.

Now, a noment ago you agreed with ne that

I mpl enent ati on of any of these
recommendati ons would result in sone
reduction of aesthetic inpacts. So, howis
it, then, that the renoval of Turbine 10
didn't have any change in aesthetic inpacts
at this |location?

| should have said "substantially.™

Ckay. So that was incorrect as stated?

Yes. | was -- what | neant there was the
renmoval of Turbine 10 woul d not substantially
change the aesthetic inpacts.

And is there any place in this testinony
where you articul ate the basis for reaching
t hat concl usi on?

| talk -- generally |I |ooked at this
question. The issue is, is there a
substanti al enough change to nake this a

different project? So | |ooked at that on
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Q

65

two levels. One is the actual changes: The
renoval of one turbine, reduction in height
of another. | did the chart which | ooked at
what changes that would make to the region
fromdifferent viewpoints throughout the

region. And | continued on to tal k about

that this -- why this would not be a
substanti al change, | think, throughout the
t esti nony.

I understand that. Wat |'m asking you is,

can you specifically direct me to where you
conducted an anal ysis or provided sone
rati onale to support that statenent on Line 2
of Page 97

(Wtness revi ews docunent.)
Wll, | would say the Conparison of Project
Features is one place and --
Well, let's stop there. So how does the
Conpari son of Project Features give us a
rati onal e for understandi ng why you reached
t hat concl usi on?
Because it shows that there is a reduction of
one turbine, a slight reduction of a second
one --

Right. But |I'mnot tal king about the second
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one. |I'mjust tal king about the renoval of
Tur bi ne 10 and your rationale for that

st at enent .

Ckay. So look at the Visibility of Project.
There's still visibility of the Project from
all viewpoints fromwhich they were visible
before the entire project, mnus one turbine.
And if you look at that list -- WIllard Pond,
Bal d Mount ain, Goodhue H I, G egg Lake,
Meadow Marsh, Pitcher Muntain, Franklin

Pi erce Reservoir, Robb Reservoir, |sland
Pond, Hi ghl and Lake, Nubanusit Pond, Bl ack
Pond -- except Nubanusit.

And with respect to that list you just read,
did you do any assessnent at all to
understand the change in visibility or the
change in aesthetic inpacts at every one of
those resources as a result of renoving
Tur bi ne 107

| think it's pretty obvious; there's going to
be one | ess turbine.

That's not ny question. M question is: Dd
you do any analysis to understand the change
at those resources, whether -- how nany --

One | ess turbine.

{ SEC 2014- 05} [Day 2/ MORNI NG SESSI ON ONLY] {07-07- 15}




© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
g N W N P O © 0O N o o0 M W N Rk O

Ckay. So, no anal ysis about change in angle
of view at any of those resources, for
exanpl e?

Ch, | see.

O any of the other factors you earlier said
were | nportant?

Wien | wote this, all | had in front of ne
was M. Raphael's testinony, which was al so
equal |y vague. He then produced a report. |
had never seen any of that at the point, in
terms of needing to go into this, and | have
not filed any subsequent testinony. But, so
all | had was his equally vague testinony
suggesting that -- nmaking his argunents,

whi ch talked -- did tal k about angle of view
But of course, as | pointed out in ny

testi nony, yes, at such close proximty, the
angl e of viewis going to change
substantially --

Did you analyze --

-- so |l did not feel that it was a
significant factor.

Did you analyze it for any other factors?
Did |? Everything el se was the sane

proximty. | did |ook at the slight
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Q

68

reductions in nunbers of turbines that woul d
be visible. One less turbine was going to be
visible. | acknow edged that. But the
proximty was going to remain the sanme, and
t he value of the resource was going to remain
the sane. There was just not enough change
t o di scuss.
Ckay. W'll cone back to that.

Also in your first recomendati on on
Page 4, you suggested that Turbine 9 be
renoved. And obviously it wasn't renoved; it
was reduced in height. And you say on
Page 12, Line 14, that its presence has been
reduced fromthe specific vantage points
illustrated. So you agree that the reduction
in height of Turbine 9 has in sone way
reduced visual inpacts; is that correct?
I think it has in a small way, yes.
Now let's turn to Page 12, Lines 14 through
16 of your prefiled testinony.

(Wtness revi ews docunent.)

The question there was -- your prefiled
t esti nony.
Fourteen t hrough 167

Page 12.
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Ch, 12 through 14.

Yes, Lines 14 through 16.

Ch, | see.

Now we' re tal king about that reduction in
hei ght of Turbine 9. And you say, "Its
presence has been reduced fromthe specific
vantage points illustrated.” Now |l want to
focus on the next sentence. You say, "The
bl ade itself is likely to be a noderately
strong presence at 180 feet in length and at

a di stance of only 1.62 mles, especially

since it wll be a noving elenent in the
| andscape.” Do you see that?
Yes.

So can you turn to Exhibit 7, which is your
prior testinony in the norning, at Page 73.
You were being questi oned about --

I'msorry. Wat page agai n?

Page 73. You were being questioned there
about the blades. And at the top of the
page, beginning at Line 2, you say, "But on

t he other hand, there have been studi es that
show people find themnore attracti ve when
they're noving and not at all attractive when

they're still."” Do you see that?
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Yes.

And t hen further down on the page, Line 15,
you say, "A turning blade isn't necessarily a
negative part of the feature.” Do you see

t hat ?

Yes.

So in the prior docket, it seens to ne that
you weren't particularly concerned about the
bl ades. And ny question is: Wy, now that
Tur bi ne 9 has been reduced in height, and the
only thing that can be seen are the bl ades,
are you suddenly nore concerned about thent

| think I made that point this norning
earlier when | tal ked the bl ade being a
fairly -- certainly drawing attention in a
natural setting. But | also nmade that sane
poi nt, that people find turning blades in a
general sense to be visually appealing, which
Is what | was tal king about here.

Can you turn to Page 70 of that same session.
At Line 14 you said, "And |I'm | ess concerned
about the bl ades, quite honestly, because
they're a nmuch lighter, |ess perceptible part
of the overall facility."” Does that

statenment still apply with respect to the
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71

bl ades on Turbine 9 that have been reduced?

| need to sort of read the context of this

first.
Sur e.
(Wtness revi ews docunent.)
So in that case, |I'mtal king about the

conpari son of Lenpster turbines, the height
of Lenpster turbines --

Right. But you're still --

-- versus the larger turbines, and the

di fference between the two. But, yes. But |
Wil reiterate that the blades at this
proximty of certainly fromthe three, four
resources that are within the 2-mle
foreground, it can still be significant,
which is why | was asking for the nore
significant reduction in height.

Let's turn to your second recommendati on,
which is on Page 5, Line 1. And the
recommendati on there was use of an OCAS or
simlar notion-activated, collision-avoi dance
system So this was basically
radar-activated night lighting; is that

ri ght?

Yes.
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On Page 8 -- well, Page 8, Lines 19 through
20. Now, Antrim Wnd has agreed to use that
system isn't that correct?
Yes.
On Page 8, Lines 19 through 20, you say,
"Despite agreeing to use that system night
lighting remains a significant concern.” How
can it be a significant concern if we agreed
to do it?
Because | am not convinced that this is going
to be approved for wind energy projects in
the near future. |If you have information to
the contrary -- but to -- if it's going to
take 20 years or never, that's not quite the
sane.
That's not in our control, though, is it?
No, but it wll affect the inpacts of the
Project if there is no systemput into place.
To be clear, you recommended we use it, and
we agreed to use it; is that right?
Yes. | am pleased with that.

MR. NEEDLEMAN: This is Antrim
11.

(Exhibit AWE 11 nmarked for

identification.)
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Do you recogni ze this docunent?

Yes, | do.

What is it?

It is a Visual |npact Assessnent Mt hodol ogy
that | devel oped for the Departnent of

Ener gy.

Can you turn to Page 31 of that docunent,

pl ease. Looking about a quarter of the way
down the page at the section called
"Lighting,"” and I'm | ooking at the | ast
sentence there. And there you say, "Any new
t echnol ogi es or nodification of FAA |ighting
requi rements that can further reduce |ighting
for wind turbines ideally should be

i ncorporated i nto desi gn standards where
feasible.” Do you see that?

Yes.

That's your recommendation; is that correct?
Yes.

And that's exactly what we did here; is that
correct?

Yes.

Ckay. Let's go to Page 5, Line 5 of your
prefil ed testinony.

D d you say Page 87?
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Page 5, Line 5.

Now, this is your third reconmmendati on,
and it generally tal ks about use of snaller
turbines. And this is the place where M.

Li nowes was questioning you a little bit this
nor ni ng, where you say, "The proposed
turbines will overwhel mthe ridgeline,

especially fromthe vantage point of G egg

Lake."” Do you see that?
Yes.
There's actually, | think, several places in

your testinony where you tal k about your
concerns about Gregg Lake; is that correct?
Yes.

So let's turn to Page 4 of that C ean Energy
report. 1'm/l ooking towards the bottom of

t he page, sort of the last full paragraph
that begins wth "Planni ng docunents.” Do
you see that?

Yes.

And here you say, "Planning docunents at the
| ocal, regional, county and/or state |evels
are an i nportant source of information for
aesthetic inpact review, as they may identify

| andscape and cultural features that
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Q

75

contribute to scenic quality. These
docunents, if available, are invaluable in
siting w nd energy projects and eval uati ng
their inpacts.” Do you see that?

Yes.

So, drawi ng on that statenent and sone ot her
t hi ngs you said today, can you point us to

t he docunents that you're relying upon that
for you characterize the | ocal concerns on
scenic quality with respect to G egg Lake?
So | addressed this a little bit earlier.
Gregg Lake is in |ocal planning docunents --
Whi ch ones?

The local, | think it's the town plan. And
it is a resource to the townn. And | included
it, as | said, because of its proximty, high
use, high visibility.

Do you recall whether the town plan
specifically tal ks about the scenic val ue of
Gregg Lake?

Where | think -- I'"'mnot sure if they talk
about scenic value. But to ne, it's an
aesthetic resource, where the | aw tal ks about
aesthetic i npacts, not scenery.

| understand what your viewis. Wat |I'm
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asking you is, based on what you say here in
your report about the inportance of | ocal
docunents and how you | ooked to them as an
i nportant indication, I want to know what
| ocal docunents you relied upon here. And it
sounds to ne |like you' re saying the town
pl an.
It was the town plan, yes.
But you're not sure, as you sit here, whether
it even nmentions scenic resources.
In terns of Gregg Lake? It's been a while
since |'ve |l ooked at that, so |'mnot sure
exactly what it says. But | would have
included it in any case because it is a
sceni c resource.
So, yesterday Ms. Linowes introduced
Exhibit WA2. Do you have a copy of that?
CVSR. HONI GBERG M.
Needl eman, what is it?
MR. NEEDLEMAN:. That's the
host town agreenent, the operating agreenent.
THE WTNESS: | do not have
t hat .
CVBR. HONI GCBERG W' re going

to need to take a break sonetine in the next
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5 to 10 mnutes for the court reporter, so
|l et nme know when a good breaki ng point for
you i s.
(M. Needl eman hands docunent to
W t ness.)
MR. NEEDLEMAN:. Ckay.
BY MR NEEDLENAN:
Q Have you had an opportunity to review this
docunent ?
A. No, | have not.
Q So you were here yesterday when we tal ked

about this generally; is that right?

A | was.
Q I just want to refer you to Page 2,
Cl ause 2.5.
A. Ckay.
Q So this is an agreenent between Antrim W nd

and the Town of Antrim is that correct?
A. Yes.
Q And at the bottom of that page it

specifically says that, talking about

limtation on turbines, it says, "In no event

shall the overall turbine height of any w nd

turbine used in the wind farm exceed

500 feet." See that?
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Yes.

So this is a town docunent that at | east
relates to the wind farm and presunably woul d
have had Gregg Lake and other resources in

m nd when they agreed to this. D d you in
any way factor this agreenent in your

t hi nki ng here or your anal ysis?

No.

MS. LI NOAES: M. Chai rman, |
would i ke to object to this, the
characterization of this docunent. | believe
that M. Richardson -- Attorney Ri chardson
stated that the purpose of this docunent was
essentially a communication to the SEC. And
it was adopted by the Board of Sel ectnen, not
by a town vote. So |I'm not sure how nuch
wei ght to put on that paragraph.

CVBR. HONI GCBERG  And you can
argue that, the significance of it later. |
al so recall the selectnen -- representatives
of the Sel ect board, being very clear that
this was an agreenent between the Sel ect
board and AntrimwWnd. They were very
careful to make that distinction yesterday

for us. So, yes, you will be able to argue
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how si gnificant that docunent is down the
r oad.
MS. LI NOAES: Thank you
(Exhibit AWE 12 marked for
identification.)
' ve marked Exhibit 12, which is another
docunent we tal ked about yesterday, but no
one had an opportunity to look at. That's

the Gregg Lake | etter agreenent.

BY MR NEEDLEMAN:

Q

And the very | ast sentence of the |ast full
par agr aph on Page 1 says that the Town of
Antrimagrees that this one-tine paynent of
$40, 000 constitutes full and acceptable
conpensati on for any perceived visual inpacts
to the Gregg Lake area. Do you see that?
Yes.

And on Page 2, it's signed by the Board of
Sel ectmen. Do you see that?

Yes.

Ckay. M only question with respect to this
is: |Is there any place in your prefiled
testi nony or your analysis where you were

di scussing the i npacts on G egg Lake where

you factored this into that anal ysis?
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MR. NEEDLEMAN: We can take a
br eak here.

CVMSR. HONI GBERG  Ckay. Thank
you very nuch.

We're going to break for 15
m nutes. We'll cone back at 11: 00.

(Wher eupon a recess was taken at 10:41
a.m, and the hearing resuned at 11:01
a.m)

(Exhibits AWE 13 through 17 marked for
identification.)

CVSR. HONI GBERG | think
we're ready to pick back up. M. Needl eman,
go ahead.

MR. NEEDLEMAN:  Thank you.

' m handi ng out Antrim Exhibit 13.

BY MR NEEDLEMAN:

Q

Ms. Vissering, are you famliar wth 3D
nodel i ng?

Yes.

That's sonething that's typically used by
peopl e in your profession to assist with
conducting visual inpact assessnents; is that

ri ght?
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A That's correct.

Q Could you turn to Page 13, Line 21 of your
testinony. This is another place where you
tal k about your concerns with respect to
G egg Lake and al so indicate your concerns
about the inpacts of the Project on Meadow
Marsh; is that right?

A Yes.

Q Now, Exhibit 13 is a three-di nensi onal node
t hat shows the view from Meadow Marsh, and it
specifically at the bottom shows the change
as a result of the revised project. And |
want you to follow along wth me.

So, do you see on the left that bl ack
vertical figure?

A Yes.

Q That's the forner |ocation of Turbine 10, and
that's been renoved. Do you understand that?

A Yes.

Q And you see the red |ine underneath that
bl ack 1ine there?

A Yes.

Q That's the road that used to lead up to
Tur bi ne 10 whi ch has now been renoved. Do

you see that?
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Yes.

And then do you see that white stick sticking
up with a little black bit on top? That's
Turbine 9. And the black part is the portion
t hat has now been renoved. Do you see that?
Yes.

So, With respect to the view from Meadow
Marsh, those are several features that have
been specifically changed as a result of the
revised project. Do you see those?

Yes.

And you didn't conduct any sort of analysis
li ke this fromthe view of Meadow Marsh, did
you?

No.

And you would agree with ne that those are
all changes in visual inpact at Meadow Mar sh;
Is that right?

Yes.

And if you flip the page over, we tal ked
earlier about this concept of "angle of
view." And on the left side it shows the
former 10-turbine | ayout and the view from

t he bench. And the field of view had a

19- pl us-degree angle of view. Do you see
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t hat ?
Yes.
And then on the right side, it shows the
revi sed project with Turbine 10 renoved, and
it's now slightly I ess than a 15-degree angle
of view Do you see that?
Yes.
And at the top it indicates that the
reduction in angle of view here is
21 percent. Do you see that?
Yes.
Do you have any reason to di sagree with any
of that?
No.
So the change in angle of view here at Meadow
Marsh is al so an inprovenment in visual
i npacts at this location, isn't it?
It is a slight inmprovenent of view, yes.
And again, you didn't prepare any assessnents
li ke this wth respect to Meadow Marsh, did
you?
That's correct.

M5. MALONEY: Can | ask
what -- is this part of the Visual Assessnent

study?
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MR. NEEDLEMNMAN: Not yet, but
we may include it.
MS. MALONEY: Al right.

BY MR NEEDLENAN:

Q | want to turn to your Recommendati on 4 now,
which is Page 5, Line 8. I|I'msorry. Yeah
page 5, Line 8. So here you tal k about | and
conservation. And you say at Line 9 that
your viewis that |and conservation woul d be
a nmeani ngful counterbal ance to the inpacts on
the scenic inpacts; is that correct?

A Yes.

Q And you actually spoke a little bit nore
speci fically about your views on | and
conservation in the prior docunent. So let's
turn back to Exhibit 7. And |I'm | ooking at
Page 147.

A Ckay.

Q And at the bottom of 147, over to 148 --
well, starting in the mddle of 147, Lines
11, 12 and 13, you say, "I think the
i mportant thing is -- the nost [sic]
important thing is... the quality of the --
...final decision on howit is -- the degree

to which it protects the... ridgeline." So

84

{ SEC 2014- 05} [Day 2/ MORNI NG SESSI ON ONLY] {07-07- 15}




© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
g N W N P O © 0O N o o0 M W N Rk O

A

it's slightly disjointed, but the key seens
to be that you were focused on protection of

the ridgeline. Do you recall that?

| recall -- ny neaning doesn't conme across
very well there, but, yes, | recall saying
t hat .

In fact, over on Page 148, Line 4, you again
say that nore specifically, "to address the
ri dgeline as a whole and to ensure that any
future devel opnent is not |located within the
nmore visually and ecol ogically sensitive

hi gher el evation areas.” Do you recall that?
Yes.

So, handing you Antrim Exhibit 14. This is
t he conservation map as it | ooked when the
original project was proposed. Do you recal
t his?

Yes.

As originally proposed, there were 685 acres
of conservation |land. And then during the
pendency of the proceedi ng sone additi onal

| and was added toward the bottom around
Turbine 10 to bring it sonmewhere up around
800. Is that about right?

That sounds ri ght.
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86

Ckay. And with respect to this old nap, that
blue line through the mddle is the string in
the roads where the turbines are located; is
that right?

Yes.

So, first of all, you can see that green --

t hose green bl ocks of conservation |and. One
concern was that it wasn't contiguous; right?
Yes.

And your concern was you wanted to see that
whol e ridgeline protected, especially with
respect to future devel opnent; right?

Yes.

And also on that map you can see that there
was no conservation | and around Turbi nes,

| ooks like 3, 4, 5 and 6, the ones in the

m ddl e which aren't nunbered, but those are
the turbine nunbers. |Is that right?

Coul d you repeat that question? Sorry.

Yeah, I"'msorry. So in the mddle here,

t here was no conservation |land, right in the
m ddl e of the ridge around Turbines 3, 4, 5
and 6, those mddle blue circles. Do you see
t hat ?

Yes.
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A

So now | want to show you Antrim Exhi bit 15.
Now, when we | ook at Antrim Exhibit 15

and conpare it to 14, there are a coupl e of

changes. | nean, first of all, as we

di scussed yesterday, the total anount of

conservation | and has increased; is that

ri ght?

Yes, | think it was 100 acres.

We al so now have the conservation | and across

that ridge as being contiguous; is that

right?

It is contiguous.

And t hose turbines -- we've renoved

Tur bi ne 10 at the end, though we've retained

t hat conservation | and, and we've now

captured those forner turbines in the mddl e,

3, 4, 5 and 6, and wapped themin

conservation land; is that right?

Well, you've protected the part of the ridge

that's going to be devel oped.

Ri ght. And one of your concerns in that

origi nal docket was that the future

protection of the ridge be ensured. And

that's now happened.

The ridge, | nean the whole ridge, as in sort

87

{ SEC 2014- 05} [Day 2/ MORNI NG SESSI ON ONLY] {07-07- 15}




© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
g N W N P O © 0O N o o0 M W N Rk O

Q

of what you've done down at the end. |

didn't -- | didn't have any particul ar
interest in protecting the area around the

t ur bi nes thensel ves.

| thought you --

You're using the word "ridge" very
specifically as the top of the ridge. |
think what | had in mnd was the ridge --

And you --

-- because the issue is that you have your --
you' re al ready devel oping the ridgeline. But
it's the | and, what happens on the | and on
either side of the ridge in ternms of future
devel opnent .

And you didn't actually in the prior docket
specify like that, the way you did here. You
just said "the ridgeline"; right?

Well, that was in response to questions
during the hearing. |If you | ook at what I
said in ny testinony, what | said is that
devel opers should work with Audubon to find
reasonabl e conservation offset in conjunction
w th ot her neasures identified here to reduce
t he visual i npact.

R ght. But what you just read has nothing to
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A

do with the ridgeline, does it? It doesn't
say "ridgeline."

It didn't say anything in ny testi nony about
t he ridgeline.

Ckay. That's what | wanted to be clear
about. In fact, in the prior docket, you
specifically expressed concern about future
devel opnent of the ridge. And with these
conservati on easenents, that future

devel opnent, even after the Project doesn't
operate, has now been curtailed, hasn't it?
Well, protecting an area that's being

devel oped and highly nodified is not
necessarily, in ny mnd, sonething that is
hi ghly -- provides a real sense of

pr ot ecti on.

Ri ght.

But so | understand what you've done. But
yeah.

But your concern | think, was that, if the
Proj ect was ever deconmi ssioned and renoved,
the infrastructure would not all ow

devel opnent up there. And that's now been
protected, hasn't 1t?

My concern has been devel opnent in the near
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future. That's why | was thinking of the
ridge as an entirety. So...

So we can agree, then, with respect at | east
to Recommendation 4, that these are changes
t hat do i nprove visual inpacts to sone
extent.

| don't think that this is a huge

I mpr ovenent .

Is it an inprovenent?

It is a very slight inprovenent.

MR, NEEDLEMAN:  Antrim 16.

BY MR NEEDLEMAN:

Q

We tal ked about this. This is No. 16. W
tal ked about this a little bit yesterday.
It's the New Engl and Forestry Foundati on
Agr eenent .

MR 1T ACOPI NO One extra up
here if you need it.

MR, NEEDLEMAN:. Thank you.

BY MR NEEDLEMAN:

Q
A

Q

And is this a docunment you've seen before?
I have not seen this docunent before.

All right. So if you | ook at Page 1, right
in the mddle of the page, that fourth

"Wher eas" clause, it says, "Wereas, AWE
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determned it to be appropriate and has
voluntarily agreed to provide a
contribution... to NEFF as mtigation for any
aesthetic inpacts associated with the
Project.” Do you see that?

Yes.

And then Page 2 at the top, it tal ks about

t hat $100, 000 contri bution that M. Kenworthy
nmenti oned yesterday. Do you see that?
Where is that?

That's at the top of Page 2.

Ckay.

So this is an agreenent that deals with up to
$100, 000 of contributions to this

organi zation for the acquisition of
conservation | and for offsetting aesthetic

i npacts. And this is not sonething that you
considered at all in your prefiled testinony,
Is 1t?

For this? This additional anpunt of noney?

| was aware of the extra 400 acres of --
excuse ne -- 100 acres of protection when |
wote ny testinony.

Right. But ny question is: In your

Recommendati on No. 4 you were talking about
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the i nportance of off-site conservation
mtigation, and this provides for that. And
you didn't consider that in your testinony,
did you?
I didn't consider it to be contributing to a
signi fi cant change because of the decision by
t he SEC.
You didn't nmention this anywhere in your
testinony; is that right?
| did nention that | had | ooked at the -- |
believe | nentioned that | had | ooked at the
conservation --
The hundred acres.
-- because the SEC had not considered those
to be the equival ent of aesthetic offset,
that | wasn't going to consider them So...
Ckay. Let's |ook at Recommendations 5 and 6.
That's your prefiled testinony. Page 5,
starting at Line 14, here you generally talk
about concerns wth respect to road
| ocations, ridge clearing and cut and fill.
My under standi ng of cut and fill is
that, when you're building a road, you cut
out a section and then push it down to create

a place where the road can conti nue through,
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and that's a cut and fill; is that right?
It's to create | evel areas, usually.
For the road?

For the road bed, yes.

o >» O >

And then on Line 15, again you tal k about
Goodhue bei ng of particul ar concern.
Now, you seemto tal k generally about

t hese ar eas. But in the technical session,

when | asked you specifically what areas were

you concerned about, you acknow edged to ne

that it was really Goodhue which was the only

pl ace you were concerned about with respect
tothis issue. Do you agree?

A Well, that was because -- yes, | do. But I

didn't have M. Raphael's report. So | think

there are two ot her areas of concern.

Q Wll, let ne ask you about that in a m nute.

But at the tine you wote this prefiled

testi nony, based on what you at the tinme --
and actually, this actually goes back to the
pri or docket because this is one of your
original recomrendations. You were focused
on Goodhue here with respect to this
reconmendation; is that right?

A Let ne just read ny testinony.
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(Wtness revi ews docunent.)

A I think I was tal king here generally wherever
it occurred is what ny testinony says. It
menti ons Goodhue because | was very -- | knew
that it was -- because | had done sinul ations
from Goodhue Hill, | knew that it was goi ng
to be an issue there. But | think here | was
real ly tal ki ng about anywhere, because as |
think | said in the technical session, |
suspected it was going to be any
hi gh- el evati on area there woul d be the sane
I ssues.

Q Do you recall in the technical session, on
Pages 161 and 162, when | asked you about
this and concluded by saying, "So it only
relates to Goodhue Hill here,” and you said,

"Yes"? Do you recall that?

A Yes, but | was w ong.

Q So you were wong in the technical session?

A But it was -- | didn't know at the tine
because | was -- | hadn't had the benefit of

seei ng sone of the other sinulations from
di fferent vantage points.
Q Whi ch sinul ati ons caused you to realize you

were w ong?
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Q

The simulations fromPitcher H Il and from
Cr ot ched Mbunt ai n.

So if you had actually done your own work to
conduct that type of assessnent before you
filed your testinony, you would have caught
those things; right?

I mght have. | don't know that | would have
necessarily done sinulations nyself from

t hose vantage points. But, yes, had | done
an extraordinarily thorough, conplete
revision of ny original testinony, including
hundreds of simulations, | mght have caught
t hat .

And so --

But | do rely on the Applicant to do that

wor K.

And so, to be clear, you're now relying on
M. Raphael's nore thorough analysis to
change that testinony; is that correct?
That's correct.

So, regardi ng your own work that you did at
Goodhue HiIl, did you ever do any visual

si mul ati ons?

Yes.

And t hose were in your VIA, right?
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Yes.

And did you do 3D nodel s?

That was part of the process.

So you do the 3D nobdel and then the

si mul ati on?

Yes. And | don't do it nyself. | hire that
wor k because | am a sole owner, only enpl oyee
of nmy business. So | subcontract wth ot her
people to do that, that kind of technical

wor K.

And did you do any of the revised project
from Goodhue?

Did | do the revised project? No, but you
can see where turbine -- it's very easy to
see where Turbine 10 woul d be renoved and
Turbine 9 would be -- it doesn't require the
huge expense of doing a visual sinulation to
do that.

So, on Page 5, Line 20, continuing on with
your Recommendations 5 and 6, and
specifically Line 22, you then recommend a
series of neasures that you would like to see
i npl enented in order to reduce inpacts. Do
you see that?

Sorry. \Wat page are we on again?
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A

I*'mon Page 5, Line 20.

Ckay.

Anong t he neasures that nust be consi dered
woul d be reducing the size of clearings,
reduci ng the size of cut and fill sl opes,
elimnating turbines in areas where
visibility could be high, and revegetating
cut and fill slopes; right?

Yes. And frankly, this is the kind of thing
I would say for any wi nd project, not just

t his one.

Now, you don't actually provide any baseline
here for how nuch of this would be enough.
You just said you'd like to see sone of this
done; right?

| think it's sonething that needs to be best
practi ce neasures because we -- there have
been issues in other wind projects with
excessively w de roads, excessively -- so
think it is sonething that needs to be paid
attention to.

Are there any best practice neasures wth
respect to these issues that you have now
that you're referring to?

| don't know -- it's a good question. |
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don't know that any have been devel oped, but

| think there's a lot that's been | earned
since we started building wind projects.

So if we were trying inplenent these
recommendat i ons, there's nothing we could

| ook to, to determ ne when we've done enough
in your mnd; is that right?

I think that's sonething that | put in here.

| think it's something that | would like the
SEC to be aware of, and because it is an

i ssue from any vi ewpoi nts, and obvi ously
there are a nunber of themin the regi on when
you' re | ooki ng down on a project, the
visibility of roads and cl earings and the

di sturbance to the forest.

So, with the elimnation of Turbine 10, and

t hi nki ng back to the Meadow Marsh sinul ati on,
t he renoval of the road, we have reduced sone
of the clearings and the roads, haven't we?
You have.

And with the cut and fill that would have
occurred along that road from Turbine 9 to
Tur bi ne 10, we've reduced sone of the cut and
fill, haven't we?

Yes, you have.
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And with respect to revegetation, you heard
M. Kenworthy testify yesterday about the
revegetation plans that are in place. So
we' ve addressed that to sonme extent, haven't
we?

Yes. M/ understanding is that the crane path

w Il not be revegetated w th woody
vegetation, but that the -- that any other
cut and fill slopes would be.

So, all those mitigation neasures that we
just tal ked about and you agreed we were
addressi ng are not nenti oned anywhere in your
prefiled testinony, are they?

| did not know the details when | wote this.
Let's turn to your Recomrendati on No. 7,
which is on Page 6, Line 5. That's a short
one. It says, "Any significant visibility of
t he substation and Q&M facility nay need to
be mtigated with screening plantings.” Do
you see that one?

Yes.

So, in M. Raphael's VIA Exhibit 19 to the
VIA is the substation mtigation planting

pl an.

Yes.
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Q | assune you' ve had the opportunity to | ook
at that.

A Yes.

Q So we have now addressed this issue, haven't
we?

A Yes, you have.

Q Ckay. So | want to nove away from your

recommendations for a little while now. |
t hink we've captured a lot of those issues.
And | want to talk nore generally about sone
ot her concerns and criticisns that you have
in your prefiled testinony.

Let's | ook at Page 4, Lines 11 and 12.
You say, "Adding to the Project's
unr easonabl e aesthetic inpacts were its high
visibility to a nunber of other scenic and

recreational resources within the surroundi ng

area." Do you see that?
A Yes.
Q And in the next sentence, again you go on to

identify Gregg Lake, which we'll cone back
to. But you didn't identify any other
specific resources here, did you?

A Yes, though | could certainly list themif

you would like. | think |I have al ready done
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t hat .
Right. | have a feeling we know what they
are, and we'll get to themin a mnute. 1|'m

just focusing on this right now.

And you said earlier that you haven't
done an assessnent of overall visibility, but
agreed that M. Raphael did. As a result of
t he assessnent that M. Raphael did, you
found that the overall project visibility had
been reduced by 12 percent; is that right?
Yes. That was because of the renoval of
Tur bi ne 10.

R ght.

Yes.

And at Page 12, Line 6, you acknow edge that.
But you said that it wasn't significant; is
that right?

Yes.

But you don't contest the fact that there
actually has been an overall reduction of
visibility of 12 percent, do you?

No, | don't contest that.

So | want to | ook at the actual results now
of that reduction in visibility. So let's

turn back to your Cl ean Energy Report. It's
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Exhibit 11. | want to |look at Page 19. |I'm
| ooki ng at the begi nning of the second
paragraph. And you say there, "The

hi gher-rated turbines are only mninally

| arger in size, but fewer turbines provide an
equi val ent out put of power, often resulting
In a better aesthetic solution.”

I*"msorry. Were are you?

' mon Page 19, second paragraph, right in
the m ddl e of the page.

Ckay.

Now, do you see where | just read fronf

Yes, but could you start again?

Sure. "The higher-rated turbines are only
mnimally larger in size, but fewer turbines
provi de an equi val ent out put of power, often
resulting in a better aesthetic solution."”
Do you see that?

Yes.

So, in this case we've done that; right? W
have fewer turbines that are higher-rated.

So it would logically follow, based on what
you say here, that overall we've cone up with
a better aesthetic solution; right?

So if you | ook at the paragraph above,
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"Despite the height of nobdern... turbines,
it's difficult for people to distinguish

bet ween a 200... and a 400-foot turbine

unl ess they are side by side." But this is
200 and 400, not 500. And | think that they
are -- often it is -- | would agree wth
that, that fewer is better than, but it
depends on the setting.

So if you were AntrimWnd and we were trying
to figure out what we need to do here to
address this project, and we read this and
said, gee, it would be a better aesthetic
solution to reduce the nunmber and increase

t he megawatts --

Vell, at the tine | wote this, there were no
500-f oot turbines. So --

So this doesn't apply anynore?

VWell, | think that the -- | think that the
turbi nes, the size of turbines are increasing
visibility. They are making a difference in
terms of scale in relationship to smaller

| andscapes.

I n your testinony, again you tal ked about
high visibility at other scenic resources.

Isn'"t it true -- and I think you said
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this at your technical session testinony --
that visibility at scenic resources doesn't
necessarily nean there's going to be an

i mpact at that resource?

That's correct.

So, just because there is high visibility,
that by itself is not neaningful; you need to
assess the inpact at the resource.

It's one variable. Cbviously, as other
peopl e have said, there's no -- if there's no
visibility, there is very unlikely to be any
impact. So we start with where it's visible.

So, could you turn to Page 14 of your

prefiled testinony, please. | guess this --
W're talking ny prefiled. |'msorry.

Yes, prefiled. Sorry. |'mjunping around a
| ot.

So at the very bottomof 13, carrying
over to 14, you say, "the Project would be
seen at simlar distances as those in the
Lenpster Wnd Project, but the turbines would
be over 100 feet taller.” And | believe
you' ve corrected that. "There would al so
continue to be visibility from numerous ot her

area resources, including Pitcher Muntain,
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Franklin Pierce Reservoir..., Robb Reservoir,
I sl and Pond, Hi ghland Lake and Bl ack Pond.™
Do you see that?

Yes.

And then there's a footnote there that says,
"Wthout a revised viewshed map | cannot

confirmvisibility fromresources within the

10-mle study area"; is that right?
Yes.
So that's a little confusing. | mean,

woul dn't it have been nore appropriate for
you to say that you can't assess visibility
In these areas because you haven't done a
revi sed vi ewshed nap?

As | said, that's sonething | expect and
assune that the Applicant is going to

pr ovi de.

At the tine you submtted this testinony, you
didn't have a revised viewshed map fromthe
Applicant, did you?

No, but | had the old one which I -- and
where | had a pretty good sense of where
visibility was going to be from and | was
very certain that there was still visibility

in the areas | nentioned because it was
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identified in M. Raphael's testinony.
All right. So you actually did not have a
basis for making that statenent other than
the old viewshed map; is that right?
So, in other words, he had said, for exanpl e,
that there would be no visibility on
Nubanusit Pond, which | put in there. But I
was w ong, because, in fact, what he neant
was there is no visibility of nacelles and
towers. So there was -- | used the
information that was in his testinony as the
basis for naking these statenents.
In your VIA, which is attached to your
testinony at Page 4 -- if you could turn
t here, pl ease.
Yes.
Right in the mddle of the page you list the
resources that were the focus of your
anal ysis; is that right?
So you're on Page 47
On Page 4 of your VIA which is attached to
your testinony.
Ckay.

(Wtness revi ews docunent.)

That's correct.
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And at the very bottom that last bullet is
"O her Lakes and Ponds."” Do you see that?
Yes.

And t hen, when we junp to Page 14 of your
VIA | think you actually list those other

| akes and ponds. So let's go there. And it
| ooks to ne like that list is generally the
sane list from Page 14 of your prefiled
testinony, and it's also very simlar to the
list -- it mght be even identical to the
list that Ms. Maloney was referring to
yesterday on Page 50 of this Commttee's
April 25th, 2013 Order; is that right?

Sorry. | was trying to read that paragraph,
if you wouldn't m nd.

| apol ogize for noving too quickly. It seens
to me we've got a | ot of overlap here in what
you in your testinony and in your VIA and
what the Conmttee seemto view the inportant
resources are here to focus on.

Yes, | would say generally, yes.

And t hose ot her | akes and ponds that you've
li sted here, which are also listed in the
Comm ttee's Order, are: Robb Reservoir,

I sl and Pond, Hi ghland Lake, Nubanusit Pond
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and Bl ack Pond; is that right?
Yes.
Ckay.

MR. NEEDLEMAN. So this wll
be Antrim 17.
So this is a one-page sunmary that tries to
capture the inportant visual changes at sone
of these critical resources that we've been
t al ki ng about, plus some of the others that
we haven't been tal king about. | want to
wal k through it with you.

So, Hi ghland Lake, one that you consi der
to be an inportant resource, one that the
Commttee |listed on Page 50 to be an
I mportant resource, one of your focus sites.
If you look, it's the fifth one down, right.
The Project is no | onger visible from
H ghl and Lake; is that correct?

Yes, that's correct.

Ckay. And in prefiled testinony on Page 14,

t hat was one of the places you said continued
to have visibility; is that right?

Repeat the question, please.

Page 14 of your prefiled testinony, that was

one of the resources that you |listed as
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havi ng continued visibility; correct?

Yes, under "Qher Lakes," yes.

So you were wong about that; is that
correct?

So, Page 14 of ny --

Page 14 of your prefiled testinony --

Ckay. Let ne go to that.

-- you said the Project would be seen at
simlar distances, et cetera. Then you say,
at Line 2, there would al so continue to be
visibility from nunerous other resources, and
you list them and H ghl and Lake one of those
resources.

I woul d have to check that because |I'd |ike
to look at the viewshed map. But evidently
that's true.

Ckay. So that's an inportant resource that
Is no | onger visible; correct?

It was one of the other |akes that was not.
But, yes, it was listed under "Qt her Lakes.™
So that's a change here, in terns of --

That is a change.

Ckay. Nubanusit Lake, that's another one. |
t hi nk you' ve now acknow edged t hat Nubanusit

Lake is no longer visible; is that correct?
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That's not true. As | said, the differences
Is that it depends which viewshed map you

| ook at. There are still blades visible from
Nubanusi t .

Whi ch vi ewshed map are you | ooking at to draw
t hat concl usi on?

The one that is the entire length of the

t ur bi ne.

Are you referring to the viewshed nap in M.
Raphael 's - -

Vi ewshed Map No. 4 -- No. 3.

The one in M. Raphael's VIA?

Yes.

Ckay.

So that still has visibility.

All right. W can go back to that. 1|'m not

sure that's correct.
Wiich is why I'"msort of -- | said |I'd need
to check the viewshed map to really confirm
t hat sonme of these are... are accurate.
Let's | ook at Bl ack Pond.

V5. MALONEY: You know, |'m
just going to say, since we haven't seen this
exhi bit before, and there's a few of these we

haven't seen before, that if M. Vissering
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needs to take a | ook at the viewshed nap, we
take the opportunity to do that.
MR. NEEDLEMAN: I "' m not

opposed to that if she wants to do it.

A. | ' m happy to continue, because | think, for
the nost part, | agree with you. But |
would -- | wll have sone points to nmake

about the decreases.
CVMBR. HONI GBERG Ms.
Vissering, if you're happy, we're happy. |
think if you feel you need to | ook at
sonet hi ng, you should tell M. Needl eman, and
I think he'll accommbdate you on that.
MR. NEEDLEMAN: Absol utely.
A Yeah, | think we should continue. And it may
be something we can raise |ater.
BY MR NEEDLENAN:
Q So let's --
A Yes, go ahead.
Q So let's continue then. Bl ack Pond' s anot her
one you identified as "inportant,"” both on
Page 14 and in your VIA, and one that the
Commi ttee identified on Page 50 of its
deci sion; correct?

A Ckay.
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Q And about two thirds of the way down, the
area of visibility has decreased, the nunber
of turbines visible has decreased, and angl e
of view has decreased in Black Pond. Do you
see that?

(Wtness revi ews docunent.)

A So we're on Black Pond. So the area of
visibility has decreased. Ckay.

Q Hm hmm  As wel |l as the number of turbines
visible and the angle of view. Do you see
t hat ?

A Yes. | would expect all of these to be true
about many of these | akes.

Q So those are changes at Bl ack Pond that have
reduced visual inpacts; is that correct?

A Wiat it neans is there could be -- when you

say "decreased,” what we don't know, there
could be 9 instead of 10 turbines still
visible. It's going to vary. But what isn't
addr essed here is what is visible, how nuch
of the | ake and the proximty. So we're

| ooki ng at a vari able, one variable here that
m ght have a slight decrease.

Q That wasn't ny question

A I know.
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Q Let's go back to ny question. So there are
t hree changes that have i nproved the
aesthetic inpacts at Bl ack Pond; is that
correct?

A. Very, very slight.

Q When you say "very slight,” what's your basis
for saying that? Have you done any anal ysi s
to support that assertion?

A. So we're | ooking at 10 percent here.

Q ' mtal king about at Bl ack Pond. Have you
done any analysis to support what you just
sai d?

A Yes, | -- we have the elimnation of one
turbine out of 10. And | think that's, with

t he hei ghts remaini ng, exactly the sane. |

mean, | think that we're still seeing the

Project. W're still seeing it from areas of

the lake. | guess that's ny point, that | --
Q At the very beginning of this discussion, |

rem nded you of what you said in the prior
docket. And you said, "I need articul ating
the reasons in a way sonmeone can under st and.
The logic and the rationale is inportant.”
You haven't articul ated reasons or |ogic or

rati onal e --
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MS. MALONEY: (bj ecti on.

Q -- 1n your prefiled testinony for --

MS. MALONEY: Argunentative.
CVMSR. HONI GBERG ~ Sust ai ned.
(Court Reporter interrupts.)

BY MR NEEDLENAN:

Q For the opinion you just gave about Bl ack
Pond.

CVMBR. HONI GBERG  And t hen
t here was an objection, argunentative, and
t hat obj ection is sustained.

BY MR NEEDLENAN:

Q Let's nove on to Robb Reservoir. Robb
Reservoir is another resource identified as
"inmportant” by the Committee in its Order,
and also identified by you as "inportant."
It's in the mddle of this chart. And we
have the sane three changes in visual inpact
at Robb Reservoir; is that correct?

A. Yes.

Q And have you done any anal ysis of the changes

in visual inpacts at Robb Reservoir with
respect to the new project?
A | certainly | ooked at that in terns of

witing ny testinony.
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Where in your testinony is that Robb
Reservoir anal ysis?

There is still visibility at Robb Reservoir.
Have you characterized the extent of that
visibility and the reduction?

There is -- there appears to be quite a bit
fromlooking -- | analyzed the vi ewshed

anal ysis to determne that there was stil
visibility at Robb Reservoir. There had been
per haps reduction of one turbine.

Is there any place in your testinony where
you tal k about the area of visibility at Robb
Reservoir or the angle of view?

No.

Ckay. Let's |look at I|Island Pond, another one
in the mddle of the page here, another

I mportant resource, sane three changes.

Is there anywhere in your testinony
characteri zed the changes at |Island Pond as a
result of the revised project?

Not in the sense you're describing, no.

' mnot going to go through all of these.
There's no need to do that. | do want to
focus just on one or two ot hers.

WIllard Pond is here as well, and we
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have these three specific changes at Wl |l ard
Pond. You've tal ked nore about WIIlard Pond.
But as far as | can tell, there's no pl ace
where you specifically characterized each one
of these changes at Wllard Pond; is that
correct?
QG her than to note that the turbine -- |
di scuss themin ny testinony --

(Court Reporter interrupts.)
| discuss themin ny testinony, in terns of
the reduction in turbine -- the elimnation
of Turbine 10 and the reduction in height and
Its effects, visual effects.
Bald Mountain is the second one fromthe
bottom We've talked a | ot about Bald
Mount ai n, and we've tal ked a | ot about
Goodhue H Il at the bottom Nunber of
turbi nes visible has decreased and the angl e
of view has decreased at both. Is that
sonet hi ng you tal k about specifically in your
prefiled testinony or anal yzed?
No, because | didn't think it was rel evant.
So, of the renmaining focus resources on
Page 4 of your testinony -- or Page 4 of your

VI A other than the other |akes and ponds --
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let's go back there for a mnute.

Page 47

Page 4 of your VIA

Yes.

W' ve now covered nost of those. There are
six resources at the top of this exhibit.

We' ve tal ked about Hi ghl and Lake and
Nubanusit Lake. But there are four others --
Center Whod [sic] Pond, Spoonwood Pond,
Deering Reservoir and Oter Lake -- Oter
Lake's in Geenfield State Park -- that w |l
no | onger have any visibility of the Project;
Is that correct?

So, one would presune if there's no | onger
visibility, that the visibility to begin with
was one turbine.

Or possibly two because Turbi ne 9 was
reduced; isn't that right?

It's possible.

Ckay. But the question here is: You didn't

do any anal ysis of any of those resources,

did you?

Those were not -- except for | did | ook at
Nubanusit. But the other ones were not high
priority.
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So let's nove on to another topic.

You tal ked several tines this norning
about conparing this project to Lenpster.
And there are several places in your prefiled
testi nony where you al so conpared the Project
to Lenpster. And | want to | ook at that for
a mnute if we could.

Let's | ook at Page 9, Line 9 and 10 of
your prefiled testinony.
Ckay.
You say, "Even with the mninmal reduction in
turbi ne height... proposed by the petitioner,
t he turbines would be over" -- and we correct

that to "93 feet taller than those used in

t he Lenpster Wnd Project"; is that right?
Yes.
| think --

MR. NEEDLEMNMAN: I think this
will be Antrim17 -- 18. [|'msorry.

(Exhibit AWE 18 nmar ked for
identification.)
So |I've just given you Antrim Exhi bit 18,
which is this Turbine Trend chart. And
you' ve actually tal ked about that this

norning. And | think the testi nbny you gave
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earlier about the size of sone of the

turbi nes in New Hampshire was generally on
target, but | just wanted to ask you a couple
questions about that.

MS. MALONEY: | guess, again,
this is sonmething we've never seen and it
wasn't part of the report. And is there any
ki nd of authentication? Wat is this? |
mean, |'mgoing to object to this exhibit
bei ng used.

MR. NEEDLEMAN: It's a factual
description of the turbine heights --

MS. MALONEY: Based on your
representation. But who prepared it? How
did they prepare it? Wat --

MR. NEEDLEMAN: It was
prepared by LandWrks. It says right down in
t he corner.

MS. MALONEY: | see that

little print. But how did he prepare it?

What's the -- | nean --

CVMBR. HONI GBERG I think he
can show the w tness anything he wants. |If
she has a problemwith it, she'll let us
know. |If at the end of the process there's
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an objection to it becom ng an exhibit for
sonme reason, that it was not authenticated or
sonething, we'll deal with it then. But he
can show her pretty nmuch anything he wants |
t hi nk.

MS. LI NONES: ' m sorry. I
just had one objection to under "Notes." It
states, "Turbine heights for Spruce R dge and
WIld Meadows." WId Meadows has been renoved
as a possible project. Spruce R dge has not
been proposed. The suggestion that New
Hanmpshire is entertaining turbines that big |
think is inplied here, and | think that's
I nappropri ate.

CVMBR. HONI GBERG | think it's
not. | thank you for that point, although I
don't know that we need to take it up at this
nonent. But | understand the point you want
t o make.

M . Needl eman, you nmay
pr oceed.

MR. NEEDLEMAN. Thank you.

BY MR NEEDLEMAN:

Looking at this Trend chart and | ooki ng

specifically at your testinony at Page 9,
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Li ne 10, when you said that the turbines used
in Lenpster would be over 93 feet taller, you
were actually referring to the tips of the
bl ades; is that right?
That's correct.
Not the hub hei ghts.
Yes.
In fact, the hub hei ghts, when you conpare it
on this chart, are actually a fair bit | ower;
isn't that correct?
Yes.
And we tal ked earlier about your view on
bl ades versus hubs.

I want to conpare the hub heights for a
m nute. So, |ooking at this chart, the
Lenpster hub heights are 78 neters to the
hub; is that correct?
Coul d we use the feet?
Yeah. [|'mbetter with feet, too.
" msorry.
That's fine.
| hate to admt it.
That's fine.

So the hub height at Lenpster in feet is
parenthetically 256; is that right?
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Yes.
And G oton is the sane, third one over; is
that right?
Yes.
Which | believe you said earlier. And then
Ganite Reliable is a little bit higher, at
263 feet; right?
Yes.
And t hen, when you | ook over at Antrim
Turbine 9 is 79.5 neters, or 261 feet to the
hub. Do you see that?
Yes.
Ckay. So, Turbine 9 is actually only 48 feet
taller than Antrim-- or I'msorry --
Lenpster, if ny math is correct; is that
right?
That's right.
Ckay. And Turbines 1 through 8 have been
shortened slightly, and so -- I'"msorry.
That map isn't right. Turbines 1 through 8
have been shortened slightly, and they're
48 feet taller; is that right?

(Court Reporter interrupts.)
Let's start again. |'mnot doing very well

wth this.
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AntrimWnd Turbines 1 through 8 are
proposed at 304 feet; is that right?
Antrin?
AntrimWnd Turbines 1 through 8 are proposed
at 304 feet. Do you see that 92.5 neters to
t he hub?
Ckay. Oh, wait. Where's Antrin Antrim
Antrim Ch, here it is. Antrim Ckay. So,
hub hei ght, 304. Ckay.
Right. And the Lenpster existing hub hei ght
is 256; right?
Yup. Ckay.
So --
| see where you're going.
Right. So Turbines 1 through 8 at Antrim are
only 48 feet higher than the existing
turbines at Lenpster; is that right -- to the
hub?
Say t hat again.
Turbines 1 through 8 at Antri mwould only be
48 feet higher to the hub than the existing
turbines at Lenpster; is that right?

CVMBR. HONI GBERG Ms.

Vi ssering, do you know any of the answers to

t he questions he's asking you, separate and
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apart from what you see on the docunents he's
show ng you?

THE WTNESS: No. |'msort of
trying to do a little math on paper here.

CVMBR. HONI GBERG  Separ at e and
apart fromthe difference between the two
nunbers, the nunbers that he's asserting go
Wth certain projects, do you know t hose
nunbers without reference to the docunment in
front of you?

THE WTNESS: Oh, w thout
reference? | amfamliar with the overall
height of to tip of blade of Lenpster,
Goton, and G anite Reliable. Pretty
famliar.

CVBR. HONI GBERG  And t he
nunbers that you're | ooking at on Exhibit
AVWE 18 match up with what you under st and
t hose heights to be?

THE WTNESS: Yes, | think so.
Let ne just -- that's a good question. Let
me just... overall height. Yes, | think --
yes, | think they do.

CVMSR. HONI GBERG:  Okay.

THE WTNESS: So, yeah, |I'm
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not concerned about any deception here.
CMSR. HONI GBERG  Sorry to
break up the flow, M. Needl enan.
MR. NEEDLEMAN: No, |
appreci ate that.
So I'mnot going to pass this out to

everybody unl ess you want ne to...

BY MR NEEDLEMAN:

Q

>

This is just a copy of some testinony that
you gave in the G een Muntain Wnd Project
and -- I'msorry -- on behalf of the G een
Mount ai n Cl ub.

Yes, that's right.

And | just want to focus on one thing here.
Here, the height of the wind turbines in that
project was 443 feet. And you say, "It may
be difficult to perceive the difference in

Si ze between a 380-feet turbine and a

443-f oot turbine.” Do you see that?

Yes. And we're talking six to seven mles
away .

Ckay. That's fine.

Which is an inportant factor.

Ckay. And that's a 63-foot difference there;

Is that right?
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Yes.
And in this case, the difference between
Lenpster and Antrimis less than that, isn't
it?
Yes. And | think the critical thing here is
the proximty of this project to the
resour ces.
R ght. But based on your testinony there, it
woul d be fair to say that it would be
difficult to perceive the difference then
bet ween the Lenpster turbines and the Antrim
turbines, wouldn't 1t?
At di stances of five to seven mles, | think
that's true.
Ckay. On Page 5, Line 6 and 7 of your
prefiled testinony --
Or | should say six to seven nm | es.

Excuse ne. \Were are we now?
We're on Page 5, Lines 6 to 7 of your
prefiled testinony. You say, "The scal e of
the | andscape in this part of New Hanpshire
is small, with relatively low hills and
mount ai ns. The proposed turbines wll
overwhel mthe ridgeline, especially froma

vant age point of G egg Lake.” And | said
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earlier we'd get back to it, and now I want
to.

If you | ook at Exhibit 7, that's the
testi nony you gave in the | ast docket. And
' m | ooking at Page 609.

Excuse ne. |I'mtrying to find Exhibit 7
again. Here it is. And what pages?

Page 69.

Ckay.

And you're tal king about Lenpster there. And
at Line 10 you say that it's a fairly |ow
ridgeline in relation to its vantage points,
"and, | nean, every setting is sonmewhat
different, in terns of how they're seen.”
But it seened to ne that those had a
reasonabl e relationship to the ridge." Do
you see that?

Yes.

And in your afternoon testinony, Exhibit 8,
at Page 64 --

Ckay.

I'm |l ooking at Line 21. Again, you were

t al ki ng about Lenpster, and there you said,
"Lenpster is hardly visible fromanywhere.

It's the perfect project.” Do you see that?
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Yes.
So in the technical session | was asking you
about scal e and how people in your profession
eval uate the issue of scale. And | can pul
out the transcript if we want. But ny menory
is that we went through a discussion, and |
essentially said to you, "Is there anything
in any of the recogni zed net hodol ogi es, the
BLM net hodol ogy, the Forest Service
nmet hodol ogy, the Departnent of Transportation
met hodol ogy, that prescribes howit is you
make judgnents about scale? And you told ne
that there isn't. Do you recall that?
There are no hard and fast rules. | think
what you asked nme is if there was a formul a,
and | don't think there is.
Right. GOkay. So | want to | ook, then, at a
conpari son between -- this wll be
Exhi bit 19.
(Exhibit AWE 19 nmarked for
identification.)
This was an exhi bit prepared by LandWrKks.
At the top of the page is a sinmulation of the
proposed AntrimWnd Project from G egg Lake

whi ch we've tal ked about a | ot. At the
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A

bottomis an actual photograph taken from May
Pond in Pillsbury State Park of the Lenpster
Wnd Project. They' re both at a di stance of
1.7 mles to make sure that we're conparing

t hem accurately. And then each of them has a
little box. And what | asked Landworks to
do, given that we've tal ked about the

relati onship of projects like this to the

ri dgeline, was to conpare the rati o of each
of these of the ridgeline. So, on the top
one, for exanple, if you | ook at Turbine 8,
the ratio of the structure w thout the

bl ades, just the tower and the nacelle, in
relation of the ridgeline is 1 to 3.1; so, in
ot her words, for every one stretch of

turbi ne, you have 3.1 stretch of ridgeline.
So a | ower nunber is not as good. A higher
nunber is better because it's less in
relation to the ridgeline. Do you foll ow

t hat ?

Yes.

Cbvi ously, we did the sane thing down bel ow
W th respect to the turbines visible here at
May Pond. Do you see what |'ve done there?

Yes.
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And what you generally see here when you | ook
at these turbines at May Pond in Lenpster is
that those ratios are quite a bit |ower, or
not as good in conparison to the visua
simulation at G egg Lake. Do you see that?
Yes.

Now, having in mnd that there is no

prescri bed net hodol ogy for scale and that
peopl e were conparing these turbines to the
ri dgelines, | wanted to ask you about this.

Now, earlier | pointed to your testinony
where you said that Lenpster or -- yeah
Lenpster, bore a reasonable relationship to
the ridgeline, and it was a perfect project.
"When | | ook at these two, it's hard for nme
to tell the difference between the two."

In light of that testinony you gave in
Lenpster, can you articulate for us what are
the differences between the two that nakes
one of them a perfect project and the other
one obj ectionable fromthis viewpoint?

MS. LI NOAES: M. Chairman, if
| could object -- not object. | need a
clarification here. | believe that M.

Needl eman is tal king only about the hub
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height and is not nmaking clear that the rotor
di aneter on the Lenpster turbines is
285 feet; whereas, the rotor dianeter on the
Antrim project 371 feet. Mich | onger bl ades.
And he's doing the ratios based on just the
hub hei ght.

CVSR. HONI GBERG I think M.
Vi ssering has a nmuch better handle on this
t han you may give her credit for. | think if
she has a problemw th the ratios that have
been articulated, | think she'll tell us.

MS. LI NONES:. Thank you.

A Is this true, the hub hei ght?

CVMSR. HONI GBERG  You need to
use the m crophone.

A. I'"mnot sure |'"'mas qualified as you think I
am | mssed that. Hub height is the basis
of the ratio?

BY MR NEEDLENAN:

Q Yeah, | said that. And it says it right on
the top. The ratio is --

A Yeah, so | think that's -- yeah.

MS5. MALONEY: The ot her thing,
I think you m sspoke, Attorney Needl eman.

She didn't testify in the Lenpster project.
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MR. NEEDLEMNMAN: | didn't say
she testified in the Lenpster project.
MS. MALONEY: | think you --
CVBR. HONI GBERG  Actual ly,
you did. You may not have nmeant to, but you
di d.
MR. NEEDLEMAN:. Then |
apol ogize if I m sstated.
(Exhibit AWE 19 mar ked for
identification.)
BY MR NEEDLENAN:

Q You testified about the Lenpster project.

A Yes.
Q | apol ogi ze.
A And | will say that ny only personal view of

t he Lenpster project has been driving by on

roads, not fromPillsbury State Park.

O

So you never actually went out to May Pond?
A | haven't been out to May Pond. And | don't
have a ot to say about this. But | think
that the i ssues on G egg Pond -- the issues
on G egg Pond is the nunerous -- in addition
to the height of the turbines are the
nunmerous turbines that are visible. And I

think part of -- there are a coupl e problens
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here. One is that the height, the added

100 feet as we've seen in the simulations,
makes -- tends to make the turbines nmuch nore
visible froma variety of vantage points.

But | also think that if you | ook at sone of
the sinmulations that | did fromthe pond, you
can really see that relationship better from
this particular vantage point. And | think
the difference here is that you' ve got
various trees that slightly block out the

Vi ew.

One ot her question about this exhibit. If |
didn't | abel these pictures and | just showed
you these two pictures and | told you one was
a project that bore a reasonabl e relationship
to the ridgeline and was a perfect project
and the ot her one was out of portion to the
ridgeline, could you tell the difference?

Oh, | would also point out Turbine 9 is quite
a bit smaller. That one has the nost
reasonabl e rel ationship. But you really see
t hat here conpared to the other two turbines.
Thank you. Back to ny question. You
probably weren't |istening when | was asking.

No, | did hear your question.
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Q Could you tell the difference?

A Could | tell the difference in between these
two different photographs?

(Wtness revi ews docunent.)

A. Il think it would be... fromthe point of view
of the photographs, it would be difficult to
tell. But those are different, varying | and
forms. This |looks Ilike quite a bit of | ower
ri dgeline from May Pond, but. ..

Q Ckay.

A Could | say sonething el se about this
phot ogr aph?

Q Sur e.

CVMSR. HONI GBERG Wi ch one?

THE W TNESS: AWE 19.

CVSR. HONI GBERG  Go ahead.

THE W TNESS: ' m not sure
exactly how the rati os were cal cul ated. But
it does ook to ne as though the actual

height of the ridgeline in the bottom picture

is smaller.

Q Ckay.

A. So it makes the turbines | ook bigger. It's
scal e.

BY MR NEEDLEMAN:
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135

I would say that | asked themto be extrenely
careful about calculating this. But if it's
wong, |I'msure we'll hear about it.
Vel l, yeah
(Exhibit AWE 20 mar ked for
identification.)
Let's go to the last exhibit. This is a
simlar one. The top photograph is a visual
simul ati on of the proposed Antrim W nd
Project at Wllard Pond. The bottomone is
an actual phot ograph agai n.
Sorry to be behind.
Oh, I'mlooking at the new Exhibit 20 which
was just given to you, another photo or set
of phot os.
Ch, okay. | didn't see that.
Sorry. Again the top is the visual
simulation at Antrim and the bottomone is
an actual photo at May Pond.
Ckay.
These are at a 1.5-mle distance, again to
ensure both are conparable. And again you
see the ratios. And here you see sonme of the
ratios at Wllard are a little | ower than at

May: 1.2, 1.2, to the |owest one being 1.22
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at May. W also see sone at Wllard that are
quite a bit higher: 1 to 5 1to 5  So,
general | y conpar abl e.

So when you say di stances are "conparabl e, "
to which turbines?

I"msorry. | don't --

Each turbine has a different distance. In
the May Pond phot ograph, are all those

turbi nes at the sane di stance?

To the center point.

So, in other words --

They can't all be the sane.

Exactly. So that's ny question.

R ght.

So, turbine -- because di stance nakes quite a
bit of difference.

Sure.

Turbine C, D, E, and F are all what distances
away? Are they --

The photo is 1.5 mles to the center point.

It was the only way to nake them conpar abl e.
Yes, whereas W/l ard Pond, of course, they're
receding fromview. So we need to | ook at

whi ch turbine, though, is the equival ent

turbine in terns of di stance on each

136

{ SEC 2014- 05} [Day 2/ MORNI NG SESSI ON ONLY] {07-07- 15}




© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
g N W N P O © 0O N o o0 M W N Rk O

A

phot ogr aph.

So, again, ny question to you: Looking at
this -- it's the sane question | asked | ast
time. Looking at these two photos, do you
have a way to explain to us how one project
is the perfect project and bears a reasonabl e
relationship to the ridge and the other one
Is out of proportion to the ridge?

So, but you need to clarify to ne on these
phot ographs still. I1'mnot -- | don't
under st and whi ch of the turbines that we're
seei ng here are the sane distance.

As | said, it's 1.5 to the center, which
nmeans the one on the edge m ght be slightly
further or slightly closer. But as you
know - -

But if you |look at Wl lard, are you talking
Turbine 9 or Turbine 10 that is -- | don't
under st and.

You're |l ooking at Turbine 6 in the mddl e,
which is the center. Turbine 10 i s gone.
And you can | ook way over on the side and see
a tiny blade of Turbine 9. But let ne cone
back to ny questi on.

Ckay, because this is -- we don't know
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el evati on of Turbine 6 versus Turbine E?

So, | ooking again at these photos, can you
explain to ne any way you want, explain to ne
how one of these projects, in your view can
be a perfect project that's in reasonable
relation to the ridgeline and the other one
iIs out of proportion to the ridgeline?

So | can't. Based on the photographs, it's
not telling ne anything.

So you can't explain that.

Not based on these photographs. | don't have
enough i nformati on about distance vari abl es

t hat woul d be hel pful, el evations of the
turbines. Al those things are going to nake
a difference in how they | ook in the

| andscape. But | can tell you why | think
Lenpster nmakes, in terns of the height --
That's not what I"'masking. I'masking in
relation to these photos.

No, | can't. | can't. There's just too many
unknown vari ables to ne that affect how these
appear in the photographs.

So, just one | ast question. D d you ever go
out to Lenpster and do these sorts of

conpari sons between the two projects?
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A

| have | ooked at the Lenpster Project from

various positions. | have | ooked at the
Goton Project fromvarious positions. 1'm
famliar -- I"'mfamliar with generally those

projects, in terns of how the turbines
appear. |I'malso famliar with the -- very
famliar with the Lowell or --
(Court Reporter interrupts.)
-- Kingdom Community Wnd Project, | think
whi ch has consi derably hi gher turbines, and
how t hose appear in the | andscape.
But |I'm not asking about those. |'mjust
aski ng you about this.
Have you gone out to Lenpster and done
any sort of conparison, the way we just did
bet ween Lenpster Project and the proposed
Antrim Project?
No.
| have nothing further.
CVSR. HONI GBERG M.
Ri chardson, do you have questions?
MR. RI CHARDSON:. Just a coupl e
on Gregg Lake mtigation because we've gone

over that, and I'I|l be very brief.
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CRGCSS- EXAM NATI ON

BY MR R CHARDSON:

Q I want to ask you -- | think you said on
cross that it had been a while since you'd
been out to G egg Lake. Do you recall what
that was, how long it's been since you've
been there or evaluated it?

A Since | was doing the evaluation of the
earlier project.

Q So, when was that?

A It was probably 2012, | woul d guess.

Q Tell nme if you were aware of this or if these
t hi ngs make sense to you: Do you know t hat
there are | eeches in Gegg Lake?

A. There's | eeches in ny pond, too. But no, |

didn't know t hat.
Q Ckay. So you didn't know that.
The bathroom facilities, are those in
poor condition?
A That the bathroomfacilities are in poor
condi ti on?

Q Yes.

>

No, |I didn't know that.
Q The boat ranp, is that -- do you know what

condition that's in?
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| don't.

The picnic tables, are those in poor
condi ti on?

| saw a nunber of picnic tables and sat at
sone of them And I don't renmenber them

bei ng in poor condition, but | probably
wasn't too focused on it.

And what about the water quality? |Is there a
|l ot of tannins in the water there? Are you
aware of that?

There are a lot of |akes in New Engl and t hat
have tannins in them That's a pretty
natural condition.

But that | ake is inpounded in one of the
swanpy areas, so it's typical to see a | ot of
hi gh tanni ns.

Yes.

Those types of conditions -- | eeches,

bat hroom facilities in poor condition, boat
ranps in poor condition, picnic tables in
poor condition -- those can all inpair the
val ue of the scenic resource.

I think they can certainly inpair the quality
of the user of the resource. So, in other

words, if | were -- if ny goal was to sit on

141

{ SEC 2014- 05} [Day 2/ MORNI NG SESSI ON ONLY] {07-07- 15}




© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
g N W N P O © 0O N o o0 M W N Rk O

A
Q

t he edge of the pond sonewhere just to have a
picnic on the grass, it probably wouldn't --
it probably would not inpair it. But | think
for a lot of people it certainly would inpair
a certain feeling of use of the pond.

Ckay. Thank you. You said, | believe in
response to one question | have in ny notes
here, that it was a high-use area. Do you
have any data, or can you tell ne what data
you were relying on when you said that?

No, | don't have specific data in terns of
use and conparison with other water bodies,
other than that it had a nunber of

facilities. | saw a | ot of people there when
I was there. | noticed all the canps around
it. And | assune people who live in those
canps use the water body. But it appeared to
me to be a well-used | ocal resource.

So, would -- let's assune hypothetically that
t he $40,000 mitigation funds are used towards
repairing and inproving bathroomfacilities,
pi cnic tables, the boat ranp. That could

I nprove the experience of users of that area.
Absol utel y.

And is it your belief that that is an
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I nappropriate formof mtigation, or is that
formof mtigation that can be consi dered?

A. Il wouldn't consider it to be mtigation for
the Project. But |I think that it would be a
very val uable thing for the Town to do for
that resource because it is an inportant
resource for the Town.

Q And do you know what the Town's budget is for
mai nt enance of parks and recreational areas?

A What is --

Q How nuch noney the Town spends on an annual
basis. Have you ever | ooked at that?

A No, | don't --

MS. MALONEY: (bjection.
Rel evance.

CVSR. HONI GBERG ~ She actual |y
answered the question already.

BY MR R CHARDSON:

Q Ckay. That's all the questions | have.

Thank you.

CVMSR. HONI GBERG  The Chanber
of Commerce will be calling you at the end of
t hi s heari ng.

Do any of the nenbers of the

Subcomm tt ee have questions for M.
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Vi ssering? Conmm ssioner Scott.

| NTERROGATORI ES BY CVBR. SCOIT:

Q
A

Q

Good afternoon.

Good afternoon.

The context, | think you understand, is not
whet her the Project should be built or not,
but whet her we should take jurisdiction. And
as you heard from counsel for the Applicant,

I think one potential test we need to
determne is whether there's a difference
between this project as potentially proposed
and the one that was denied earlier.

I wanted to draw your attention again to
your prefiled at Page 10, Line 1, where you
were asked: Do you feel these changes
proposed are substantially different?

Yes.
Yeah, | was just curious in that context, not
whet her the Project should be approved or
not, but whether the Project itself is
different than the earlier project. |Is that
still your answer?
It is.
Thank you. Go ahead.

CVSR. HONI GBERG Do ot her
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menbers of the Subcomm ttee have questi ons

for this witness? Attorney |acopino.

| NTERROGATORI ES BY ATTY. | ACOPI NO

Q

A

Ms. Vissering, if the Applicant had adopted
each one of your recommendati ons nade in the
2012 docket, would you consider that to be a
substantially different project?
Yes.
I n aski ng you about AWE 19 and 20, those two
vi sual ratio conparisons, you were asked
questions about the relative appearance
bet ween the two phot ographs. Does the
weat her in the photographs nmake a difference
when you're asked a question |like that?
Wll, | think to sone extent, just because
one has very, very clearly identified
turbines that are easy to see, and the
ot her --
| don't nean with these particular exhibits
necessarily --
Ch, you nean just in general --

CVMBR. HONI GBERG Let ne
rem nd everybody. Only one of you at a tine
can be speaki ng.

Ckay. So, does weat her nmake a difference?
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My feeling about weather is that it exists
and that the general standard for doing
visual sinmulations is, to the greatest

extent, to do it on the cl earest day possible
because those are -- that is the presentation
of the worst case scenario. | know Dr. Jeff
Pal mer would agree with me on that. Because
you really -- people tend to cone do hiking,
they tend to go swi nm ng on the nost

beauti ful days, if they have a choice. Those
are the days when it becones really

i mportant. And you want to show t he Project
at the -- | don't know if that's exactly --

iIf I'"mexactly answering your question.

BY MR | ACOPI NO

Q

| understand what you're saying. But when
sonmebody is asked to conpare two phot ogr aphs,
does the weat her nake a difference in that
when asked to conparison themfor this

pur pose, to conpare the ratios?

| think the nbst -- it's |ess the weather for
nme than the -- in these two phot ographs --
t han the known di fferences of all -- distance

of all these turbines, the different

el evations of all these turbines. There's
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Q

too many vari abl es here, that the weat her
IS -- it does affect it as well.
Ckay. | have no further questions.

CVMSR. HONI GBERG M. Scott.

| NTERROGATORI ES BY CMSR. SCOTT:

Q

Thank you. Still thinking about your | ast
answer, | guess. So, whether the Project's
different enough for us to take jurisdiction
again is what |I'm asking you about. So,
clearly with one less turbine |I can do that
math. There's a 10-percent difference in the
anount of turbines.

Is there -- where do you draw the |ine?
Where would -- if they went to 8 turbines
i nstead of 10, 7 turbines instead of 10, is
there an enpirical nunber |ike that? How
does that work?
So, here's the way | think about it in ny
mnd: | don't think, just given the nature
of this ridgeline, that reducing the turbines
is really the appropriate way to go. It just
doesn't nake sense to ne. But if you were
reduci ng the height to the Lenpster turbines,
you' re tal king about a 20-percent difference.

That, to ne, is significant. Roughly
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A
Q

20 percent. | nean, that's sort of how |
think about it. And it was -- if we | ook at
the fornmer decision, it was the SEC that said
the scale of the turbines, not fromWIIard
Pond, but fromall of the resources was the

i ssue. And we've seen projects -- we're
confortable with projects with the snmaller
turbines. They seemto be -- to have worked
econom cally as well as physically. So
that's... and so, yeah. So | think --

nmean, | think the ridgeline itself, there's a
nunber of reasons why | think the Project is
an appropriate one for this site, but | do
have concerns about the height of the
turbines. And of course, Lenpster was never

really reviewed in the sane way.

So what I'mstruggling with is, again -- and
maybe you are saying this -- is what |' m not
asking you. 1Is there a |evel of

acceptability where you would agree that a
proj ect should be built? |'m suggesting is
there a | evel where you woul d agree there's
enough change so it's a different project?
Yes.

So, the latter? |Is that what you're sayi ng?
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A Wll, inny mnd it's both things.
Qobviously, I've already said that | think
t hat that woul d make a substantive difference
in terms of the inpact to the resource. But
t hat sort of 10-percent change, | tend to
think of Turbine 9 was one that probably
shoul dn't have been proposed in any
circunmstances. Turbine 9 has been reduced
somewhat, and there has been sonme benefit to
that, in terns of howit kind of starts to
dip below the tree line in certain
positions -- parts of the turbine. So you
can really see that those differences could
be neani ngful and that the 20-percent
reduction in height would be significant.

Q Thank you.

CVMBR. HONI GBERG Do ot her
menbers of the Subcomm ttee have questi ons of
Ms. Vissering?

(No verbal response)

CVBR. HONI GBERG Ms. Mal oney,
do you have any further questions for your
W t ness?

MS. MALONEY: | do.

CVBR. HONI GCBERG W' re going
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togo alittle longer than | said.
Unfortunately, Conm ssioner Scott and | have
sonme business we have to do at 1:30. So
we're going to be com ng back at 2:00. So
we're going to go a little bit |onger now.

MS. MALONEY: Al right. Can
| just organize? Just take a nonent to
organi ze sone of these --

CVMSR. HONI GBERG  Sur e.

(Pause i n proceedings.)
REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY M5. NMALONEY:

Q Ms. Vissering, now, you indicated when you
filed your prefiled testinony, apart fromthe
information that was contained in the
Petition for Jurisdiction, all you had was
the prefiled testinony of M. Raphael;
correct?

A That's correct.

Q And you didn't get a copy of his Visua
Assessnment until after the first technical
session; correct?

A Yes.

Q Thi s was sone questions asked of you -- or

rat her, attached to the prefiled testinony
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was al so a copy of the report fromthe first
Antrim Project; correct?

Yes.

And there was sonme questions asked of you
about not doing a full-bl own Visual
Assessnent for that particular project. |
believe you testified that you relied on what
was already filed, and that really wasn't
your role in the case; is that correct?
That's correct.

But you were -- did M. Raphael conduct a
full -bl own Visual Assessnent of the first

pr oj ect ?

As far as | know, he never did a Visua
Assessnment of the first project.

But he felt confident giving an opinion about

t he substanti al changes between the two

proj ects?
Yes.
Now, when you indicated -- in your testinony

for the technical commttee, you indicated

t hat your first few recomrendati ons regarding
t he height of the turbines and the --
elimnation of the two turbines and the

hei ght of the two turbines were the nost
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>

A
Q

I mportant; correct?

| said the elimnation of the first two -- of
9 and 10.

And the reduction --

And t he reduction of the remai nder, yes.

And | think M. Needl eman asked you about
your testinony before, in Antrim1, where you
i ndicated all were equally inmportant. Do you

recal |l that question?

Yes.
Now, since you filed -- since you testified
in Antrim 1, you also -- there's obviously

been a change in the testinony. But you al so
were informed by the SEC decision; correct?
Yes, | was.

Now, you recomrended conservation | and be set
aside after the first -- as part of the
mtigation in the first Antrim project;
correct?

Yes.

And you al so recommended the use of radar --
excuse ne -- radar-activated lighting for the
t urbi nes; correct?

Yes.

And so you were already aware that the SEC
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had actually deened off-site conservation
insufficient to mtigate aesthetic inpacts;
is that correct?
Yes, that's correct.
And you were al so already aware that the SEC
addressed the issue of radar-activated
lighting, and in fact said that, were they to
I ssue a certificate, that that was sonethi ng
t hat they woul d require.
Yes.
And again, this has not yet been approved by
t he FAA.
Yes, that's correct.
So, in evaluating the additional conservation
measures that have been proposed by the
Petitioner, were you infornmed by the SEC s
decision that off-site conservation is not
sufficient to mtigate aesthetic inpacts in
t he regi on?
Yes.

MR. NEEDLEMAN. |'m |l ate, but
| want to object to the characterization
there. | don't think that's accurate.

MS. MALONEY: \What's accurate?

l*"msorry. \Wat?
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MR. NEEDLEMNMAN: I don't
believe the SEC said that off-site mtigation
conpl etely was i nappropriate, the way you
read the question.

MS. MALONEY: Well, okay. So
the SEC said that it was -- while it was
useful for wildlife and habitat, that it was
insufficient to mtigate the aesthetic
i mpacts on the region.

MR. NEEDLEMAN: Again | would
say in that particular circunstance, we'll
|l et the record speak for itself.

BY M5. NMALONEY:

Q In any case, that's that you understood the
SEC to say.

A Yes, that's right.

Q Now, | think you referenced this before.
There's been a ot of attention drawn to the
Lenpster Project. |In the Lenpster Project,
there wasn't a Visual |npact Assessnent
conducted of that project; correct?

A. As far as | know, there was not.

Q | believe that the questions that Attorney
Needl eman was aski ng you about these

phot ographs -- and t hese phot ographs were
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sel ected, | guess, Exhibit 19 and 20. They
were selected by M. Raphael; correct?

| assune so.

And he sel ected the vantage points; correct?

Yes.

o >» O >

And correct ne if you don't --
MS. MALONEY: And |'m sure you
will, M. Needl eman, correct ne.

BY Ms. MALONEY:

Q But | believe he referenced your testinony in
Exhi bit AWE 8, on Page 64. (Qops. | have the
Wr ong one.
MR. NEEDLEMAN: |'m sorry.

Whi ch exhibit are you referring to?
MS. MALONEY: Page 64.
MR. NEEDLEMAN. O Exhibit 8?

BY Ms. MALONEY:

Q Yeabh. | think he referenced this in context
of making a determ nation of the scale of the
Project to the ridge. Do you have Exhibit 8
in front of you?

A. My apol ogies. GCkay. | have it here. \WWat
page?

Q Si xty-four.

A Yes. Ckay. |'m here.
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Q

I think that what he said you were suggesting
In your testinony here, that the Lenpster

Project was the perfect project vis-a-vis the

scal e of the project, inpact on the
ridgeline. |Is that what you were saying
here?

MR. NEEDLEMNMAN: "1l object.
I wasn't characterizing it that way. | was

referencing the testinony and letting it
speak for itself.

MS. MALONEY: Well, you said
the word "scale."” You said that tw ce.

CVBR. HONI GCBERG  Why don't
you ask her what she neant.

MS. MALONEY: Ckay. | think
di d.
So when | was | ooking at the Lenpster
Project, it seened -- the reason | thought it
was perfect were a nunber of reasons. As far
as | know, there was one sensitive resource
nearby. The ridgeline already had three
t el ecommuni cation towers on it. And | think
those were the primary reasons why it seened
to be a project that had very few i nportant

resources nearby wth high visibility or high
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nunbers of turbines, other than that one
resource. And, yeah, as | said, there were
t he three tel ecommuni cation towers on the --
it was already -- the ridgeline had sone
conprom se in sone way.

BY M5. NMALONEY:

Q Al so, he asked you -- if you |l ook at your
prefiled testinony, | believe on Page 9, he
asked you about your statenent at the top of
Page 9 which indicated that the renoval of
Tur bi ne 10 woul d not change the resulting
aesthetic inpacts. You were referencing the
entire, overall aesthetic inpacts of the
Project; correct?

A Yes.

Q There were al so sone questions to you about
t he novenent of the blades. And | think that
iIf we | ook at Exhibit 7, on Page 72 -- |
think he referred you to Page 73.

A And where are we?

Q Exhi bit 2 -- Exhibit 7.

A. Ckay.

CVBR. HONI GBERG  Wiat page
are you directing us to? |'msorry.

MS. MALONEY: Well, Attorney
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A

Needl eman directed Ms. Vissering to Page 73,
but --

l"mtotally...

BY MS. MALONEY:

Q

A
Q
A.
Q

Q

Do you have it yet?

Ckay. Page?

Seventy-three?

Ch, 73. kay.

I think that he was -- you were discussing
t he effect of novenent of the blades or how
does the novenent of the bl ades affect the
dom nance.

If you would reference your testinony on
the page prior to that -- and |I think part of
this is consistent with part of your
t esti nony. Down at the bottom at Line 19,
you were asked about the effect of the
dom nance within a view If all elenents are
vertical, but one elenent is noving, how
woul d that affect dom nance? And how did you
respond?
| saidit was a little bit of a doubl e edge
because it draws attention. But it also is
what people find attractive.

Right. | think you said that, but you were
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actually | ooking at both sides of that;

correct?
A Yes.
Q | just want to direct your attention to

Antrim Exhi bit 9.

A Yes.

Q Did any of the resources on that list -- or
did M. Raphael ever determ ne that any of
the resources on that list qualify as a
sensitive resource fromthe -- that had
vi sual i npact?

A There was -- | think he included a nunber of
the little summts in Deering. There are a
nunber of what appear to be sort of viewsheds
that are identified in the town. And because
they were identified, he noted those in his
report.

There was also... | think sonewhere on
here is Crotched Mountain, which I thought
had been identified in the previous Visual
Assessnent in the previous docket. But if
that was new, that is an inportant one, but
seen at quite a distance.

Q Utimately, did he determ ne that any of

these resources -- or rather, did any of
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t hese resources nake the cut, as far as his
process of elimnation?

| don't believe so. | can't renenber where
he ended up with on Crotched Mountain. It
didn't nmake ny cut, although it has
definitely sone significance. But it's seen
at quite a distance. It's quite a distance
away .

I don't recall any of these, with this
very qui ck perusal of all these different
sites, making it. As | said, the Deering
scenic -- sonme of those scenic viewioints I
think were in his final analysis, but none of
themrose to the top of being at all
significant.

Wll, | think that when he did his final step
in determ ning what the effect of the view
wll be, he cane up with one property, the
one resource, WIllard Pond, as being the only
property that woul d have a noderate inpact.
Yes, that's right. Oh, and Pitcher Muntain.
That was identified in the previ ous docket.

Ri ght. But what |I'mtal king about is the
final analysis, when he was tal king about

what will be the effect on the viewer.
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Yes.

And in this final analysis, he identified the
one property as having "noderate" inpacts.
Yes, it was only Wllard Pond that sort of
got any final review.

So when you were doing your -- when you were
preparing your testinony for this matter, you
were also informed by the SEC s deci sion that
there was -- this would be a high inpact

to -- high inpact, not noderate inpact, but
hi gh inpact to WIllard Pond, the dePierrefeu
Sanctuary, Goodhue Hll, Bald HIIl, G egg
Lake, and noderate i npact to Robb Reservoir,

I sl and Pond, Hi ghl and Lake, Nubanusit Pond,

Bl ack Pond, Franklin Pierce Lake, Meadow
Marsh and Pitcher Mountain. You were

i nfornmed by that decision, and you took those
I nto consi derati on when you wote your
prefil ed testinony.

Yes, because the SEC deci sion focused on

certain areas that were identified as "of

concern, whi ch seened to ne where | should
be also in this docket focusing ny concern
Ckay. Al right.

CVMSR. HONIGBERG Al right.
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Thank you very nuch, M. Vissering.

Next witness is Ms. Linowes.
Do you want to get your testinony narked, set
up? | don't know how many peopl e are going
to have extensive questions for you. But
maybe we can do a little bit of business
bef ore we break.

MS. LI NOAES: That woul d be
fine.

THE W TNESS: That neans | can
go?

CMSR. HONI GBERG  Yes, you can
| eave that very confortable seat you' ve been
in. But you'll have to ask Ms. Maloney if
you can go.

(Wtness excused.)

(WHEREUPON, LI SA LI NOAES was duly sworn
and cautioned by the Court Reporter.)
MS. LI NOVES: Thank you, M.
Chai rman, nenbers of the Committee. M nane
is Lisa Linowes. | submtted prefiled
testinony, dated April 13th of this year, and
| would like to offer it as an exhibit in

t hi s proceedi ng.
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CVSR. HONI GBERG  What is the
next WndActi on exhibit?

M5. LI NOWES: WA 4.

CVMBR. HONI GBERG  Thank you.
WA 4. So we'll mark that.

(Exhibit WA 4 marked for identification.)

MS. LINOAES: And | do not
have any corrections to it.

CMSR. HONIGBERG Al l right.
M. Howe, do you have any questions for Ms.
Li nowes?

MR HOWNE: | do not, M.

Chai r man.

CVSR. HONI GBERG Ms.
Longgood, do you have any questions for Ms.
Li nowes?

M5. LONGEOOD: Not at this
time. Thank you.

CVBR. HONI GCBERG  Thi s nmay be
your only crack. Do you want to -- are you
sure you don't have any questions for her?

MS. LONGEOOD: | thought 1'd
have lunchtine to prepare. |'msorry.

CVBR. HONI GCBERG  Ch, okay.
Well, I'Il tell you what. We'Ill cone back to
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you, 'cause maybe what we'll do is give you a
chance to get -- |'massum ng sonmebody's
goi ng to have sone questions for her.

M. Bl ock, do you have any
questions for M. Linowes?

MR. BLOCK: | have none.

CVSR. HONI GBERG M. Newsom
do you have any questions for M. Linowes?

MR, NEWSOM No, | don't.

CVBR. HONI GBERG Ms. Mal oney,
do you have any questions for M. Linowes?

MS. MALONEY: | do not.

CVBR. HONI GCBERG  Who' s goi ng
to be asking questions? M. Taylor, do you
have questi ons?

How about, just to finish the
survey, M. Richardson, do you have any
questions?

MR. RICHARDSON: Yes, | have a
fair nunber.

CVMSR. HONI GBERG  Ckay. Then
let's start with M. Taylor. And Ms.
Longgood, we'll cone back to you.

CRGCSS- EXAM NATI ON
BY MR TAYLOR
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Q
A

Ms. Linowes, you're the executive director of
the Wnd Action G oup; correct?

That is correct.

Ckay. And you naintain a web site. You
reference it here on Page 2, Line 4 of your
testi nony. W ndacti on. org.

Correct.

And if | were to go to your web site, or if
any menber of the panel would go to your web
site today, we would be greeted with
phot ogr aphs of wi nd turbines on fire, w nd
turbines in the state of coll apse and ot her
grimscenarios involving wind turbines; is
that correct?

There are pictures like that. There are also
pi ctures of turbines near where people live
dom nating -- where they're fairly dom nant
on the | andscape. That's correct.

So, photographs that portray wnd turbines in
a negative |light you use for dom nating.

Qur intent is to bal ance the debate on w nd
energy, and that's what we're trying to show,
that there is another side to w nd energy.

A negative side.

Anot her si de.
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Ckay. Well, you would also find on your web
page several pages of editorials critical of
the wind industry; isn't that correct?
Those are editorials that | have witten, and
t hey do cover issues pertaining to policy and
cost of wnd energy. That's correct. And
I ssues regardi ng siting.
Ckay. | heard the word "that's correct” in
there. So you were --
Yes.
-- saying they're critical of the w nd
I ndustry; is that correct?
They are di scussions about wnd energy. | do
have - -
Pl ease answer ny question. Are there
editorials --

(Court Reporter interrupts.)
Are the editorials on your page critical of
the w nd industry?
| don't knowif they're all critical. |
don't renenber. | don't have a list of them
They date back many years. Five, siXx years.
Ckay.

CVBR. HONI GBERG This is

going to be 21 for Antrinf
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MR. TAYLOR: | believe that's
ri ght, yes.
(Exhibit AWE 21 marked for
identification.)
BY MR TAYLOR
Q Ms. Linowes, these are really just the first
three pages of editorials --
A | don't actually have a copy.

(M. Tayl or hands docunent to w tness.)

Q So, Ms. Linowes, these are just the first
t hree pages of editorials. And I'll wal k
t hrough sonme of these. "U S. Wnd Protection

Tanks in Quarter 1, 2015"; "Big Wnd's Big
Barriers"; "DCE Wnd Fantasi es”; "Cape Wnd
is Dead," expressed with sone jubilation.

A. That's your characterization, not m ne.

Q Ckay. Can you point to any editorial on this
list that isn't critical of the w nd
I ndustry?

A First of all, if you're going to go strictly
by titles, they are intended to catch
people's attention. This is a blog here.
And it's difficult -- | nean, you' re using
t he characterization of "critical." On that

first editorial, we're tal king about the fact
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A
Q

that wi nd energy production in the western
states for the first quarter of this year was
significantly bel ow what it had been for the
| ast year, a year ago in the sane tine
period. That's a fact, and that's what we're
reporting.

Under "DCE Wnd Fantasies," we are
commenting on the fact that the Departnent of
Energy has clained that we can get to
significant |l evels of wind energy penetration
in the United States by 2020, 2030 and --
2035 and 2050. The anmount of devel opnent
t hat one would have to go through to get to
that and the anmpbunt of inpact is significant,
but the Departnent of Energy doesn't speak of
those, and that's what we're trying to
hi ghlight is the cost associated wth that
| evel of penetration.

So we're sinply trying to bal ance what
iIs already a pretty significant positive
press machi ne out there for w nd energy.

Ckay. So, by balancing it, you provide the
negati ve machine; is that right?
You're using the term "negative" --

Well, you used the word "positive," so --
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Ckay. W believe that we are bringing facts
to the table, and not everyone percei ves what
we wite as negati ve.
You al so note in your testinony on Page 2,
Line 11 -- or Lines 10 and 11, that you are a
princi pal and regular contri butor to
Mast er Resource.org; is that correct?
Correct.
Ckay. And MasterResource.org pronptes itself
as a free-market energy blog; is that
correct?
That's correct.
Ckay. And you've posted articles on that?
Correct.
Ckay. And the articles that you posted on
that are critical of the wind industry,
aren't they?
They're generally what | post on the web site
as well.
So, of a simlar --
So you're using the words --

(Court Reporter interrupts.)
| say that they're factual w th perhaps
provocative titles. You are calling them

"critical ."
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And if | were to go to Master Resource. org,
would | also find articles, for exanple, that
are skeptical of climte change?

| don't know. | don't really -- okay. The
term"principal" is -- the reason -- let ne
step back for a second. The reason we post
on MasterResource -- and | perhaps post once
a nonth or every ot her nonth, dependi ng on
the timng -- is because it is read by
nmenbers of Congress. And we have received
comments back from nmenbers of commerce --
Congress, rather, who have read the
editorials. And so it's an opportunity to
get our voice heard, and that's why we post
there. Watever else is being posted, you
know, I'"'mnot -- | amnot out there making
claims one way or the other about climte
change. | do not engage in that debate. So
if 1"'mgoing to be slined by association, |
woul d say right here that we're just trying
to get our voices heard.

Now, you're opposed to any ki nd of governnent
subsidy for wind projects; correct?

Yes. And not just wind. | don't think that

we shoul d be subsidi zi ng any of the energy --
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Q But you' ve aut hored nunmerous articles
opposi ng, for exanple, the production tax
credit; right?

A. That's true.

Q And | think you' ve indicated here that you
actually testified before Congress on the
I Ssue; correct?

A That's true. Well, | was specifically asked
to tal k about costs of subsidiaries that are
goi ng towards wi nd energy. That was what |
was asked to discuss.

Q And woul d you say that your testinony was
neutral on the issue of subsidiaries or
critical on the issue of subsidiaries?

A Trying to renmenber what was in there. Ckay.
It's very difficult to go into a
congressi onal hearing and be absol utely one
side. You can't do that. | nean, you're
presenting to a bank of congressnen who are
on both sides of the aisle, at |east two
sides of the aisle. So in order to be
credi ble, you have to go in there with a
bal anced and factual presentation, and I
believe that's what | did.

Q Ckay.
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It's on the web site. You can see ny
presentation, as well as ny witten

t esti nony.

Ckay. So I'll ask the question again. Your
testinony, was it or was it not critical of

t he production tax credit and ot her
subsidiaries to the wind industry, or any

ot her renewabl e i ndustry?

Ckay. Let ne give you an exanpl e of what was
in the testinony --

That's not the question | asked.

| can't say it was critical. | conpared the
1603 Cash Grant Programto the production tax
credit. That was one of the issues | raised,
and whet her or not one was nore expensive
than the other. |Is that being critical? |
don't think so. | thought | was bringing
facts to the table.

CVMSR. HONI GBERG  Ms. Li nowes,
we're going to take a break and cone back at
2:00. And | don't think anyone is going to
m st ake you for a supporter of w nd energy,
so | don't think you necessarily need to be
concerned that by acknow edgi ng that you are

critical of the wnd energy that you're
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surprising anybody. So, while we're in the
break, you think about howto work with M.
Tayl or to get through the questions he wants
to ask you. He's trying to denonstrate that
you are critical generally of the w nd
i ndustry. And that's okay. W understand
that. So as he asks these questions, you can
per haps thi nk about how to respond in ways
that the two of you can work together to get
t hrough thi s exam nati on.
All right. So we'll cone back

at 2:00.

(Wher eupon a | unch recess was taken at

12:53 p.m The hearing continues under

separate cover within the transcri pt

desi gnated as " DAY 2 AFTERNOON SESSI ON

ONLY".)
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CERTI FI CATE

|, Susan J. Robidas, a Licensed
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
rel ati ve or enployee of any attorney or
counsel enployed in this case, nor am|

financially interested in this action.

Susan J. Robi das, LCR/ RPR
Li censed Shorthand Court Reporter
Regi st ered Prof essional Reporter
N.H LCR No. 44 (RSA 310-A:173)
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