Members:

Excused:

Town of Fort Fairfield
Wind Energy Technical Review Committee
Council Chambers
Monday, May 4, 2015
5:30 P.M.

Dick Langley, Todd Maynard, David McCrea, Phil Christensen, John Herold, Heather Cassidy

and Carl Young

Tim Goff, Jim Everett, Brent Churchill, Michael Bosse

Also Present: Tony Levesque

Citizens:

Rick Shepherd. Janet McGillan, Shane McGillan, David Lown, Steve Bubar, Susan Jones and
James Risner and a representative from EDP Renewables

Call to Order — Richard Langley, Esq. — Committee Chair at 5:37 PM

Review/Acceptance of Minutes of March 30, 2015.

Motion: Carl Young moved to approve Minutes of March 30, 2015 as presented.

Second: Phil Christensen Vote — All affirmative

Old Business —

A. Ordinance Language and Organization Subcommittee Report — Dick/Phil - A packet was put

together by the sub-committee and this was given to each member of the full committee.

Dick - Most of the packet is pretty much straight forward, 1 would like to go through it to see if
there are comments or revisions that a committee member would like to add or change. This is
just one more step to finalizing the ordinance, there is still a lot of sub-committee work to be
done.

Looking at the package:
Section A — No comments or revisions

Section B - “Safety Setbacks” What was voted on prior was to include the Rutgers formula,
but after different calculations it was decided to remove any reference of this formula and just
leave the distance of 1700 feet from the center of the turbine base measured to a public road
way, a public facility and overhead power lines to ensure safety from ice and debris throw.

Motion: Phil Christensen moved to approve removing the reference to the Rutgers formula.
Second: Carl Young Vote — All affirmative

Page B-1 section 10.1 “Natural Resources Protection” — It was discussed whether to be more
specific about which natural resources, the Towns Comprehensive Plan does not list any. It
was discussed to just add a check list to the application.
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This topic is being tabled and the sub-committee will work on the wording and bring back
to the group at the next meeting.

Page B-2 & B-3 — “Signal Interference” section 15.7.2 - It is a standard procedure to get a
statement from the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).

Page B-6, # 7 — Discussed the annoyance of the lights constantly flashing. One way for that to
be controlled is to the use of the Audio Visual Warning System. What this does is that the red
lights stay off until an aircraft flies into the zone that has been determined and programed into
the system. Once the plane flies into to this area it will trigger the lights to start flashing.

Page B-7 through page 12 has not been revised yet, the sub-committee will work on this.

Page B-12 “Use of Public Roads” - #3 — The wording is going to be changed to reflect that it is
not the Towns responsibility to get the bond but that of the developer.

This topic is being tabled and the sub-committee will work on the wording and bring back
to the group at the next meeting.

Page B-13 section 14.5 —“Effect on Scenic Resources” - There are none identified at the local
level, the wording on this was decided to remain unchanged.

Page B-16 section 15.6.1.3 — Fire Break

This topic is being tabled and the sub-committee will work on the wording and bring back
to the group at the next meeting.

Page B -17 section 14.10 — decided that it was not the Town*s responsibility to purchase the
American National Standards Institute (ANSI) this is something that would be reviewed by the
engineer so therefore it would be their responsibility.

Section 14.11 —“Public Inquiries and Complaints” - All contact information, including phone
numbers and names will be kept at the Town Office.

Section 14.14 — “Decommissioning” — discussion was if inactive for 12 months then the
owner should remove the wind turbines, some thought they should have an option for a 12
month extension if needed. Also discussed who is responsible for the decommissioning if
the owner skips out, is it the participating landowners, the participating leased landowners or
the Towns?

This topic is being tabled and the sub-committee will work on the wording and bring
back to the group at the next meeting.

Page C-3 section 9.2.8.13 is going to be revised
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Page D -1 — “Fees” — This is similar to other wind energy ordinances.
Tony mentioned that the met towers are not covered by this and #4 should be removed.

This topic is being tabled and the sub-committee will work on the wording and bring
back to the group at the next meeting.

B. Other — None

V. New Business

A. List of Topics to be researched in advance of next meeting - various subjects in the packet

handed out by Phil will be revised and brought back to the committee.

B. Other — None

V. Public Comment Period —

Janet McGillan - Just wanted to mention that she did come to the sub-committee‘s meeting, they
were discussing the one mile setback. Personally and overall that will kill any wind farms from
coming into Fort Fairfield, the State‘s standard is more than adequate for what is needed.

Susan Jones — represents the Shamrock group — History of Shamrock, Jr McGillan called
approximately 8 years ago and said how you would like to work with us. At no point in the last
8 years, did we ever think we would be in this position. We put up our anemometer, we had
headline news in the local newspaper and we had kudos from the neighbors and friends. At any
point in the last 8 years have we had any objection to what we have been doing until last July.
At no point would we have put up wind turbines if we had thought that we would physically or
emotionally harm people. We don’t believe that wind turbines cause Wind Turbine

Syndrome, there are certainly annoyances that some people have but not all. It really depends
on topography, there are a number of factors that go into why people are annoyed by wind
turbines. What you have done is taken the strictest ordinance in the State and then made it
stricter so you are now Montville, everyone knows in the industry that this is a moratorium to
kill wind projects. If you are going to kill our project don’t bother spending the next 6 weeks
or whatever writing an ordinance. Just write one sentence, the one mile setback. Because that
is all it will take to Kill our project. So if you really do want wind in your town, lets figure
something out that will work. We are open to potentially reworking our project, but give us
something to work with. A mile setback will not only kill our project but it will kill other
developers who | know are in this area right now, who would love to work with your town and
are very open minded about making sure you are comfortable and you have the appropriate
assurances to protect your citizens. We are a community wind project, the different from a
corporate project is that we own it, we manage it, we control it. We are representing people
who are greatly invested in this community and in no way do we believe our turbines will cause
any physical harm to the majority of people, it may cause some annoyances. Really urge you
to stop this one mile setback.
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VI.  Other — the sub-committee will be meeting on May 11" at 2:30 to continue its work on the
ordinance.

Next meeting is May 18, 2015 at 6:00 pm — Council Chambers

Motion: Phil Christensen moved to adjourn at 7:28 PM
Second: Carl Young Vote — All affirmative

Respectfully submitted,

Rebecca J. Hersey
Secretary Pro-Tem



