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SUBJECT: Pre-submission conference, Redington Mountain Windpower, LLC;
Proposed windfarm in Redington Township, Coplin Plantation, Wyman
Township, and Carrabassett Valley, Franklin County

The following is a summary of the pre-submission conference held on September 9, 2005
(9:00 am to 12:00 pm), at the first floor conference room 109, Harlow Building,
Department of Conservation, Augusta. The meeting was held in accordance with the
requirements for a pre-application conference under the Land Use Regulation
Commission’s (LURC) rules for (D-PD) Planned Development Subdistricts, Section
10.21,G of the Commission’s Land Use Districts and Standards; and the Maine
Department of Environmental Protection’s (DEP) Site Location of Development rules
requiring a pre-submission meeting.

Attendees

Agency representatives

Marcia Spencer Famous, LURC
Catherine Carroll, LURC

Fred Todd, LURC

Lisa-kay Keen, DEP

Dave Rocque, State Soil Scientist
Bob Marvinney, MGS

Agencies invited but not in attendance

Maine Department of Inland Fisheries & Wildlife
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

PHONE: (207) 287-2631

FAX: (207) 287-7439
CATHERINE M. CARROLL, DIRECTOR PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER " TTY: (207) 287-2213

@ www.maine.gov/doc/lurc



RMW; Pre-submission meeting memo [9-28-05]

Others

Steve Clark, MATC

Redington Mountain Windpower, LLC

Harley Lee, EEC

Eva Polisner, EEC

Jason Huckaby, EEC

Jeff Thaler, Bernstein Shur Sawyer & Nelson
Steve Pelletier, Woodlot Associates

Al Frick, Frick Associates.

Dave Estey, E-PRO

Terry DeWan, DeWan Associates

Dwight Anderson, DeLucca-Hoffman

John Hanisch

A. Background of mectings held

In January of 2002, a pre-application conference including LURC and DEP staff, as well
as the relevant state and federal agencies and some of the interested parties, was held on
the Redington Mountain Windpower (RMW) project. Because three years had passed,
the meeting on September 9, 2005 was held to update the relevant review agencies and
present an overview of the completed application. The memo of the January 2002 pre-
application conference is available for reference from LURC, upon request. - -

On August 22, 2005, a meeting of LURC and DEP staff, consultants representing Endless
Energy Corporation (EEC), the Maine Department of Inland Fisheries and Wildlife
(IFW), and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) was held to review the results of
EEC’s environmental studies (avian, small mammal, RTE species, etc.), and for the
wildlife agencies to share preliminary comments on the work.

A pre-submission meeting for the stakeholders and interested parties has been planned for
September 28% 2005, at the Harlow Building, Department of Conservation, Augusta,
from 10:00 to 12:00.

B. The following presentations were conducted by Endless Energy Corporation (EEC)
and its consultants on the Redington Mountain Windpower (RMW) project.

1. Project overview and general information on energy production and windpower.
Harley Lee, EEC .
Subjects covered in this presentation included:
a. Who Endless Energy is, its mission, background and experience
b. Overview of the country’s energy problems



. The energy situation in New England and Maine, and wind projects in

New England

d. Windpower as a part of Maine’s energy mix

e. 'Wind resources in Maine

f.  Current windpower technology ‘

g. The Redington Mountain Windpower project: towers, roads, lighting,
locations of underground and above ground utility lines, jobs as a result of
the project, public opinion surveys, etc.

2. Permit application contents and format. Eva Polisner and Jason Huckaby, EEC
A walk-though of how the application is set up was provided, and questions were
asked about where various components of the projects proposal are housed. The
application has been set up using a checklist based on the DEP’s Site Law for the
format because of the need to coordinate the reviews by LURC and DEP and the
similarity between DEP’s Site Law required submissions and the standards in
Section 10.26 of LURC’s Land Use Districts and Standards. The checklist also
incorporates all submissions required under LURC’s Section 10.21,G,8, for a (D-
PD) Planned Development Subdistrict. A brief discussion about who is on the
reviewers’ list and the number of electronic and paper copies to be provided
followed.

3. Civil engineering/roads. Dwight Anderson, DeLucca-Hoffman
The presentation described the existing roads, and the proposed roads on
Redington Mountain and Black Nubble Mountain to accommodate the size of the -
turbines; areas needing road improvement; cut and fill areas; slope; and wetlands
and crossings. The proposed impact for road construction has been minimized as
follows: various routes were evaluated and the available routes that would affect
the fewest wetlands, require the least amount of cut and fill, and have the lowest
environmental and visual impact were chosen. The development of all work to be
proposed included pnor consultation with LURC, DEP, and the State Soil
Scientist.

Considerations for handling surface and subsurface drainage were discussed when
Dave Rocque asked how storm water would be handled. It was requested that the
erosion/sedimentation control measures proposed be specific the locations where
they would be used. Dave Rocque also asked if roads to access the utility lines,
both for construction and for maintenance, were included in the application. How
the towers would be installed was also discussed.

4. Soils: Al Frick, Albert Frick Associates

Mr. Frick has consulted with Dave Rocque on this project for eleven years, and
Class B high intensity soils mapping has been done. Mr. Frick also prepared the
septic system design for the maintenance building. A primary focus of the soils
work has been to interface the soil characteristics with DeLucca-Hoffman’s “tool
box” approach to erosion control for road construction. Site-specific erosion



control practices have been developed. Mr. Frick recognizes Dave Rocque’s
concerns for underflow layers and dispersion of flow. The approach is to assure
there would not be concentrated channels of runoff formed. Other factors
considered include: soil stoniness, slope/gradient (interfacing slope concems with
erosion control measures; fragile mountain soils, and addressing issues for re-
vegetation.

Dave Rocque mentioned his concern for high mountain soils, and recommended
the use of wood chips or bark mulch in lieu of conservation mix as a better
alternative for high areas. Grinding brush and stumps, and re-using the wood in
place instead of using stumps dumps, to the extent possible, was discussed.



